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POLYNOMIAL AVERAGES AND POINTWISE ERGODIC THEOREMS
ON NILPOTENT GROUPS

ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU, AKOS MAGYAR, MARIUSZ MIREK, AND TOMASZ Z. SZAREK

ABSTRACT. We establish pointwise almost everywhere convergence for ergodic averages along poly-
nomial sequences in nilpotent groups of step two of measure-preserving transformations on o-finite
measure spaces. We also establish corresponding maximal inequalities on L? for 1 < p < oo
and p-variational inequalities on L? for 2 < p < oco. This gives an affirmative answer to the
Furstenberg—Bergelson—Leibman conjecture in the linear case for all polynomial ergodic averages in
discrete nilpotent groups of step two.

Our proof is based on almost-orthogonality techniques that go far beyond Fourier transform tools,
which are not available in the non-commutative, nilpotent setting. In particular, we develop what
we call a nilpotent circle method that allows us to adapt some of the ideas of the classical circle
method to the setting of nilpotent groups.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The Furstenberg—Bergelson-Leibman conjecture. Assume that (X, B(X), 1) denotes a
o-finite measure space. Let Z[n| denote the space of all polynomials P(n) with one indetermi-
nate n and integer coefficients. Given any family of invertible measure-preserving transformations
Ty,...,T;: X — X, d > 1, a measurable function f € LP(X), p > 1, polynomials P,..., P; € Z|n],
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and an integer N > 1, we define the polynomial ergodic averages

1 Pi(n Py(n
Aﬁl;’)(,bl“?i,...,Td(f)(x) = =N, N NZ| Z f(Ty 1) Ty al )a:), x e X. (1.1)
’ ne[—N,N]NZ

A fundamental problem in ergodic theory is to establish convergence in norm and pointwise
almost everywhere for the polynomial ergodic averages (ILIl) as N — oo for functions f € LP(X),
1 < p < o0o. The problem goes back to at least the early 1930’s with von Neumann’s mean ergodic
theorem [55] and Birkhoff’s pointwise ergodic theorem [10] and led to profound extensions such as
Bourgain’s polynomial pointwise ergodic theorem [I1], 12| 13] and Furstenberg’s ergodic proof [24]
of Szemerédi’s theorem [53] in particular. Furstenberg’s proof was also the starting point of ergodic
Ramsey theory, which resulted in many natural generalizations of Szemerédi’s theorem, including
a polynomial Szemerédi theorem of Bergelson and Leibman [7] that motivates the following far
reaching conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1 (Furstenberg—Bergelson-Leibman conjecture [8, Section 5.5, p. 468]). Given
integers d,k,m,N € Zy, let T1,...,T; : X — X be a family of invertible measure-preserving
transformations of a probability measure space (X,B(X),n) that generates a nilpotent group of
step k. Assume that Pi1,...,P;j,...,Pqm € Zn] are such that P;;j(0) = 0. Then for any
fis-ooy fm € L°(X), the non-conventional multiple polynomial averages

Pia,....Pgm o 1 Plg(n 3 de(n)
AN;X,Tl,---,Td(f:l’"'7fm)(x) i H—N7N] QZ‘ E[ ]EV:N mZJH:LJC] d ) (12)

converge for p-almost every x € X as N — oo.

Conjecture [I[LI] is a major open problem in ergodic theory that was promoted in person by
Furstenberg, see [I, p. 6662] and [36], before being published in [§]. Bergelson-Leibman [§] showed
that convergence may fail if the transformations 17, . . ., T;; generate a solvable group, so the nilpotent
setting is probably the appropriate setting for Conjecture [[LIl Our main goal in this paper is to
establish this conjecture in the linear m = 1 setting in the case when 71, ...,T; generate a nilpotent
group of step two.

A few remarks about this conjecture and the current state of the art are in order.

1. The averages ([L2]) are multilinear generalizations of the averages (III) in the case m =1
and P;j; = P; for all j € {1,...,d}. The basic case d = k =m = 1 with P; 1(n) = n follows
from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem [10].

2. The case d = k = m = 1 with an arbitrary polynomial P;; € Z[n] was a famous open
problem of Bellow [3] and Furstenberg [25] solved by Bourgain in his breakthrough papers
[11, 12, 3]

3. Some particular examples of averages (L2) with m = 1 and polynomial mappings with
degree at most two in the step two nilpotent setting were studied in [32 [43].

4. The multilinear theory, in contrast to the commutative linear theory, is widely open. Only
a few results in the bilinear m = 2 and commutative d = k = 1 setting are known. Bourgain
[14] proved pointwise convergence when Pj1(n) = an and Pj2(n) = bn, a,b € Z. More
recently, the third author with Krause and Tao [38] established pointwise convergence for the
polynomial Furstenberg—Weiss averages [26, 27] corresponding to P ;(n) = n and P 2(n) =
P(n), deg P > 2.

5. Except for these few cases, there are no other results concerning pointwise convergence for
the averages (IL2). The situation is completely different, however, for the question of norm
convergence. A breakthrough paper of Walsh [50] (see also [I]) gives a complete picture of
L?(X) norm convergence of the averages (L2)) for any T3, ...,T; € G where G is a nilpotent
group of transformations of a probability space. Prior to this, there was an extensive body
of research towards establishing L?(X) norm convergence, including groundbreaking works
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of Host-Kra [28], Ziegler [57], Bergelson [4], and Leibman [40]. See also [2 20} 23], 29| [54]

and the survey articles [Bl [6] 22] for more details and references, including a comprehensive
historical background.

1.2. Statement of the main results. We can now state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.2 (Main result). Let di € Z4 be given and let Ty,..., Ty : X — X be a family of
invertible measure-preserving transformations of a o-finite measure space (X,B(X),u) that gen-
erates a nilpotent group of step two. Assume that Py,...,P; € Zn] are such that P;(0) = 0,

1 <j<di, and let dy := max{deg P; : j € {1,...,d1}}. Assume f € LP(X), 1 < p < o0, and let
A?.}"Pdl (f) = A;l}{’gffl T, (f) be the averages defined in (L.TJ).

(i) (Mean ergodic theorem) If 1 < p < oo, then the averages Ay 1’ P (f) converge in the LP(X)
norm as N — oo.
(ii) (Pointwise ergodic theorem) If 1 < p < oo, then the averages A V ’Pdl (f) converge pointwise
almost everywhere as N — co.
(11i) (Mazimal ergodic theorem) If 1 < p < oo, then one has

| sup a5

‘HLP(X) Sdl,dmp ”f”LP(X)' (1’3)
The implicit constant in (I]B]) may depend on dy,ds, and p, but is independent of the coef-
ficients of the underlying polynomials.

The restriction p > 1 is necessary in the case of nonlinear polynomials as was shown in [15] [39].
We provide now a few remarks about Theorem

1. Parts (ii) and (iii) of Theorem [ 2lare completely new even in the case p = 2 and extend Bour-
gain’s polynomial ergodic theorems [11] 12} [13] to the non-commutative nilpotent setting.
In particular, Theorem (ii) gives an affirmative answer to Conjecture [Tl for all polyno-
mials Pp,..., P, € Z[n] and all measure-preserving transformations T1,..., Ty, : X — X
generating a nilpotent group of step two. Moreover, Theorem gives affirmative answers
to [33l, Problems 1, 2] for nilpotent groups of step two.

2. If (X,B(X), ) is a probability space and the family of measure preserving transformations
(Th,...,Ty,) is totally ergodic, then Theorem [[2)(ii) implies that

lim APl’ ’Pdl /f Ydp(y (1.4)

N—o00
p-almost everywhere on X. We recall that a family of measure preserving transformations
(Ty,...,Ty,) is called ergodic on X if Tj_l(B) = B for all j € {1,...,d;} implies u(B) =0
or u(B) = 1 and is called totally ergodic if the family (T7',..., T ) is ergodic for all n € Z.
In view of (I4]), we see that the polynomial orbits

Oy = {Tlpl(n) . --Tcidl(n):n :n€E Z}
have a limiting distribution and, in fact, are uniformly distributed for p-almost every x € X
when the family (771, ...,Ty,) is totally ergodic.
3. The conclusion of the mean ergodic Theorem [[.2(i) follows from [56] if (X, B(X), ) has
finite measure, but our proof allows one to deal with the more general o-finite setting.

1.3. The universal step-two group Gg. The proof of Theorem will follow from our second
main result, Theorem below, for averages on universal nilpotent groups of step two. We start
with some definitions. For integers d > 1, we define

Yd::{(ll,lg)EZXZZO§12<11§CZ}
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and the “universal” step-two nilpotent Lie groups G# = G# (d)

GY = {(@11,) (1 )evs * Tty € R}, (1.5)
with the group multiplication law
if | 1,....,d dis =0
I:IE . y]l1l2 = xllo + yllo 1 1 G { ) ) } an 2 ) (16)
Tiyly + Yiuly + T10Yi50 ifl; € {1, . ,d} and [y € {1, N 1}.

Alternatively, we can also define the group G# as the set of elements
9="0"9%), 9" =(goep. .y ERY 9P = (9u1) @ 1m)evy € RY, (1.7)
where d' :=d(d —1)/2 and Y := {(l1,l2) € Yy : I > 1}. Letting
Ry :R*x R - RY  denote the bilinear form  [Ro(z,y)]1,1, = %1,0¥1,0; (1.8)
we notice that the product rule in the group G# is given by
[g- h]D = g 4+ M), [g-h]@ = ¢@ + r® + Ry(¢™, D) (1.9)
if g = (¢gM,¢®) and h = (R(V,h?). For any g = (¢, ¢?) e G#, its inverse is given by
g7 = (9", =g + Ro(¢"", gV)).

The second variable of g = (g(l), g(2)) € G# is called the central variable. Based on the product
structure (IZ9)) of the group G#, it is not difficult to see that g-h = h-g for any g = (¢'M, g®) G#
and h = (0,h?) € G¥.

Let Gy = Go(d) denote the discrete subgroup

Go := G¥ nzlYdl, (1.10)

Let Ap: R — G# denote the canonical polynomial map (or the moment curve on G# )

b ifly =0
A = ' 1.11
[Ao (@)1, {0 1, 20, (1.11)
and notice that Ag(Z) C Go. For = = (21,1,) (1, 12)ey, € G# and A € (0,00), we define
Aox := (All+l2x1112)(ll’lz)€yd S G# (1.12)

Notice that the dilations Ao are group homomorphisms on the group Gq that are compatible with
the map Ay, i.e. Ao Ag(z) = Ap(Ax).

Let x : R — [0,1] be a smooth function supported on the interval [—2,2]. Given any real number
N > 1 and a finitely supported function f : Gy — C, we can define a smoothed average along the
moment curve Ag by the formula

=Y N 'X(N"'n)f(Ao(n)~"-z),  x€Gy. (1.13)
nez

The main advantage of working on the group Gg with the polynomial map Ag is the presence
of the compatible dilations Ao defined in (II2]), which lead to a natural family of associated balls.
This can be efficiently exploited by noting that MY is a convolution operator on Gy.

The convolution of functions on the group Gy is defined by the formula

(frg)@):=> fly ' -a)gly) =Y fE)gl 27" (1.14)

y€Go 2€Gg
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Then it is not difficult to see that My (f)(x) = f * G\ (x), where

G?V(.Z') = Z N_lx(N_ln)]l{Ao(n)}(a;), z € Gy. (1.15)
nez

We are now ready to state our second main result.

Theorem 1.3 (Boundedness on Gy). Let Go = Go(d), d > 1, be the discrete nilpotent group defined
in (LIO). For any f € (P(Gy), 1 < p < oo, let MY (f) be the average defined in (LI3) with a smooth
function x : R — [0, 1] supported on the interval [—2,2].

(1) (Mazimal estimates) If 1 < p < oo, then one has

X
| ]SVUZI; ’MN(f)\ng(GO) Sdpx 1fller (o) (1.16)
(ii) (Long variational estimates) If 1 < p < oo, p > max {p, p%l}, and T € (1,2], then

HVP(M])\CI(JC) N e DT) pr(Go) §d7p7p77—7x HfHEP(GO)a (1’17)
where Dy := {7" : n € N}. See ([Z3)) for the definition of the p-variation seminorms VP,

Some comments are in order.

1. Theorem [[.3] will be used to prove Theorem [[21 The main tool in this reduction will be the
Calderén transference principle [16], and the details will be given in Section

2. Theorem extends the results of [44] [47] to the non-commutative, nilpotent setting. Its
conclusions remain true for rough averages, i.e. when x = 1;_; ] in (C13), but it is more
convenient to work with smooth averages.

3. The restriction p > 1 in Theorem [[3] is sharp due to [I5, B9]. However, the range of
p > max {p, 1%} is only sharp when p = 2 due to Lépingle’s inequality [4I]. One could
hope to improve this to the full range p > 2 for exponents p # 2, but only at the expense
of additional complexity in the proof. We do not address this here since the limited range
p > max {p, p%l} is already sufficient for us to establish Theorem

1.4. Overview of the proof. We will show in Section [3] that Theorem is a consequence of
Theorem upon performing lifting arguments and adapting the Calderén transference principle.
Our main goal therefore is to prove Theorem [[.3], which takes up the bulk of this paper.

Bourgain’s seminal papers [11 [12], [13] generated a large amount of research and progress in the
field. Many other discrete operators have been analyzed by many authors motivated by problems
in Analysis and Ergodic Theory. See, for example, [15] 32| [34 37, 38|, 39, [43], 44] [46], [47, [49], 50, [52]
for some results of this type and more references. A common feature of all of these results, which
plays a crucial role in the proofs, is that one can use Fourier analysis techniques, in particular, the
powerful framework of the classical circle method, to perform the analysis.

Our situation in Theorem [[3]is different as new difficulties arise. The main issue is that there is no
good Fourier transform on nilpotent groups that is compatible with the structure of the underlying
convolution operators and at the level of analytical precision of the classical circle method. The
second obstacle is the absence of a good delta function compatible with the group multiplication on
(Go, -) (defined in ([6])). This prevents us from using a naive implementation of the circle method.
The classical delta function

Liy(a™ - y) = / e((yV — 2).0W)e((y® — 22)).0@) gD ap® (1.18)
Td x T4

does not detect the group multiplication correctly, see Section 2l and (2.2)) for notation.
These two issues lead to very significant difficulties in the proof and require substantial new ideas.
We developed the following tools to circumvent these problems:
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(i) Classical Fourier techniques will be replaced with almost-orthogonality methods based on
exploiting high order TT™ arguments for operators defined on the discrete group Gg which
arise in the proof of Theorem Studying high powers of TT* (i.e. (TT*)" for a large
r € Z4) allows for a simple heuristic lying behind the proof of Waring-type problems to
be used efficiently (and rigorously) in the context of our proof. This heuristic says that,
the more variables that occur in the Waring-type equation, the easier is to find a solution.
Manipulating the parameter r (usually taking r to be very large), we can always decide how
many variables we have at our disposal, making the operators in our questions “smoother
and smoother”.

(ii) Our main new construction in this paper is what we call a nilpotent circle method, an
iterative procedure, starting from the center of the group and moving down along its central
series, that allows us to use some of the ideas of the classical circle method recursively at
every stage. In our case of nilpotent groups of step two, the procedure consists of two basic
iterations and one additional step corresponding to “major arcs”. The key feature of this
approach is that it is adapted to the classical delta function as in (ILI8]). The minor arcs
analysis needs two types of Weyl’s inequalities: the classical one as well as the nilpotent
one in the spirit of Davenport [21I] and Birch [9], which was proved in [33]. The major arcs
analysis brings into play some tools that combine continuous harmonic analysis on groups
G# with arithmetic harmonic analysis over finite integer rings modulo Q) € Z.

We outline the argument in Subsection [L4.T] below.

1.4.1. A nilpotent circle method and ¢ theory. To illustrate our main iterative procedure, it suffices
to consider the boundedness of the maximal function M7 on ¢?(Gg). We would like to prove that

| supf + Gyl 2oy S Ifllez(eo)- (1.19)

Inequality (LI9]) involves a genuinely sublinear operator, preventing a naive implementation of
high order T'T™ arguments. This contrasts sharply with the situation of singular integral operators
studied in [33]. We begin with a delicate decomposition of the kernels G;‘k adjusted to the nilpotent
structure of the underlying group Gy. Notice that these kernels have a product structure

GY(9) = Lig) 1y (9®),  Li(g™) = Y 27Fx@ )10 (g) — ASY (n)), (1.20)
nez

where A(()l)(n) = (n,...,nY) € 2% and g = (¢V, g?) € Gy as in (7).
First stage. We start by decomposing the kernels G;‘k in the central variable. For any integers
s >0 and m > 1, we define the set of rational fractions

R™:={a/q: a=(a1,...,am) € Z™, q € [2°,2°T —1]NZ, ged(ay,. .., am,q) = 1}. (1.21)

We define also R, := Jy<,c, RT. For z1) = (xl(ll())) e R?, 22 = (xl(flz) € R? and A € (0,00), we
define the partial dilations

Aoz® = (A af)eq,.a) €RY Aoa® = (A+a ) ) ey € RY, (122)

which are induced by the group-dilations defined in (L.12)). We fix a small constant § = §(d) < 1,
a large constant D = D(d) > 6%, and a smooth even cutoff function 79 : R — [0, 1] such that
Li_y <o < Lj_gp. For k > D? and s < 0k, we define the periodic Fourier multipliers

Ers(€®) = > nea(@ o (P —a/g), Ei=1- ) Eps (1.23)

a/qeRY s€[0,6K]



POLYNOMIAL AVERAGES AND POINTWISE ERGODIC THEOREMS 7

where n<p (x ) .= no(|z|/2M) and LAJ :=max{n € Z :n < A}. Then we decompose
Lopg®) = > / )Ek,s(€?) de® +/ e(g?.£@)z5 () dg® (1.24)
s€[0,0k] Td

where ¢ .£®) denotes the usual scalar product of vectors in R% and e(z) := ¢?™#. This induces

our first stage decomposition G2k =K+ 5€[0,0k] K}, s, where, with the notation in (L.20]),
Kpo(9) == Li(g")Nes(9®),  Kilg) = Le(g™)Ng(g®?), (1.25)
and

Nio(9?) = n<sn(27" 0 g?) /Td’ e(9®.£P)Ep (6@ de®,

Ni(g®) = n<o(27 0 g@) / L el €PNZE®) ag®. o
The main bounds we prove in the first stage areTthe first minor arcs estimate,
1 * Kl < 2757 1 o) (1.27)
for any k > D? and f € (?(Gy), and the first transition estimate,
I s 1 Kl gy S 271 F o) (1.28)

max(D?2,s/8)<k<ks

for any s > 0 and f € £2(Gy), kg := 22D+

In the commutative setting, minor arcs estimates such as (L27]) follow using Weyl estimates and
the Plancherel theorem. As we do not have a useful Fourier transform on the group G, our main
tool to prove the bounds (L27)) is a high order 7#T" argument. More precisely, we analyze the kernel
of the convolution operator {(Kf,)*Kf}", where Kf f := f * K| and r is sufficiently large, and show
that its £'(Gg) norm is < 27%. The main ingredient in this proof is the non-commutative Weyl
estimate in Proposition 23] (i), which was proved earlier in [33].

To prove the transition estimates ([28]), we apply the Rademacher—Menshov inequality (2.7))
with a logarithmic loss to reduce to proving the inequality

| > atema,, 22 | e (1.29)
ke[J,2J]

£2(Go)

for any J > max(D?,s/d) and any coefficients », € [—1,1], where Hy, s := Kj115 — Ky s. For this,
we use a high order version of the Cotlar—Stein lemma, which relies again on precise analysis of the
kernel of the convolution operator {(Hy s)*H,s}", where Hy, s f := f*Hy, s and r is sufficiently large.

The key exponential gain of 245/P *in (C29) is due to a non-commutative Gauss sums estimate,
see Proposition 23] (ii).

Second stage. In view of ([L27)—(T28]) it remains to prove that
—s D2
I e 1 # Kislll ey S 277 I o) (1.30)

for any fixed integer s > 0. For this, we have to decompose the kernels K} , in the non-central
variables. We examine the kernels L;,(¢™")) in (L20) and rewrite them as

Li(gM) = ness(2* 0 g0) /T d e(g )£ 5, (eD)Y ge® (1.31)

where g™ ¢ denotes the usual scalar product of vectors in R? and

)= 3" 2 ky (2 *n)e(— AL (n).£ D). (1.32)

ne”L
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For any integers @ > 1 and m > 1, we define the set of fractions

ﬁg ={a/Q:a=(a1,...,an) €Z™}. (1.33)
We fix a large denominator Qg := (2P5+P)! =1.2.....2P5+tD and define the periodic multipliers
TRVED) = Y meon(@ o (€W —a/q)),
a/qeféés
Vear€) = D meon(@ o (€W —a/q), (130
a/qERd\ﬁd ’
VEEW) =1 WY = N Wy = Y. neon(@ o (€W —a/g)),
te[0,6'k] a/qeER? S5k

where 0’ > § is a suitable constant and the sets RY are as in ([ZI). Since k > k, = 22P(+1)%
it is easy to see that the cutoff functions n<gy(2¥ o (€M — a/q)) have disjoint supports and the
multipliers \IJ}CO‘;V, Uy o, U5 take values in the interval [0, 1].

We then define the kernels Lk Vo List, L, 7% — C by

Lla™) = ¢ (6) [ elg €M)k (6 (1.35)

where W, € {\I/}QOVSV, Uy s, U5}, and, finally, our main kernels Gk Y Glsits G?s : 7% — C by
Gu(9) = Lu(gW) Ni s (9?). (1.36)

The estimates we prove at this stage are the second minor arcs estimate,
. _ 2
I1f * GE o) S 27727 fllee o) (1.37)
for any s > 0, k > 22P6+D? and f € £2(Gy), and the second transition estimate,
P2

H sup ‘f * Gk,s,t’”gz((go) SJ 2 t/D ”f”ZZ((GO) (138)

ma‘X(Hs 7t/5)SkSRt

for any s >0, t > Ds+ D, and f € (2(Gy), where r, := 2200+D?,

The proofs of these estimates are similar to the proofs of the corresponding first stage estimates
(C27)—(T28), using high order T*T arguments. Surprisingly, instead of using the non-commutative
oscillatory sums estimates in Proposition 2.3l we only use the classical ones from Proposition
here. We emphasize, however, that the underlying nilpotent structure is very important and that
these estimates are only possible after performing the two reductions in the first stage, namely,
the restriction to major arcs corresponding to denominators ~ 2° and the restriction to parameters
k > ks. We finally remark that, if we applied the circle method simultaneously to both central
and non-central variables, we would encounter serious difficulties that do not allow for an efficient
control of the phase functions arising in the corresponding exponential sums and oscillatory integrals,
especially on major arcs.

Final stage. After these reductions, it remains to bound the contributions of the “major arcs” in
both the central and the non-central variables. More precisely, we prove the bounds

prV*Gmﬂ@Go<2*wWﬂwmw

. (1.39)
H :gp |f * Gk,s,tmgz(Go) 5 2 Hf”ﬁ(Go)’
Z Kkt

for any s >0, t > Ds+ D, and f € £2(Gy).
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The main idea here is different: we write the kernels G}f‘;" and Gy s as tensor products of two
components up to acceptable errors. One of these components is essentially a maximal average
operator on a continuous group, which can be analyzed using the classical method of Christ [17].
The other component is an arithmetic operator-valued analogue of the classical Gauss sums, which
generates the key exponential factors 2-5/P * and 27/P% in (T39).

1.4.2. (P theory and variation norms. The problem of passing from ¢? estimates to /P estimates in
the context of discrete polynomial averages has been investigated extensively in recent years (see,
for example, [44] and the references therein), and we will be somewhat brief on this.

The full /7(Gy) bounds in Theorem [[3 rely on first proving ¢?(Gg) bounds. In fact, we first
establish (LI7) for p = 2 and p > 2, by following essentially the steps described above. Then we
use the positivity of the operators My (i.e. Mx(f) > 01if f > 0) to prove the maximal operator
bounds ([ILI6]) for all p € (1,00]. Finally, we use vector-valued interpolation between the bounds
(LI17) with p =2 and p > 2 and ([LI6]) with p € (1, 00] to complete the proof of Theorem [[L3]

A new ingredient, which is interesting in its own right, is Proposition [@4], which provides ¢7(Hg)
bounds for the so-called shifted maximal inequality, see [51, Section 5.10, p. 78] as well as [48]
Section 4.2.4, p. 148] for similar results in the commutative setting. Tools of these kinds are not
apparent in the commutative theory as the delta function (I8 correctly detects the underlying
convolution structure. In our case, as we mentioned above, there is no delta function that would
be compatible with the convolution structure on Gq. This is a serious obstruction, which forced us
to establish Proposition This completes the outline of the proof of Theorem

1.4.3. General nilpotent groups. The primary goal is, of course, to establish the full Conjecture [[.1]
in the linear m = 1 case for arbitrary invertible measure-preserving transformations 77, ..., 7Ty that
generate a nilpotent group of any step k > 2. The iterative argument we have outlined in Section
[L4.1] could, in principle, be extended to higher step groups, at least as long as the group and the
polynomial sequence have suitable “universal”-type structure, as one could try to go down along
the central series of the group and prove minor arcs and transition estimates at every stage.

However, this is only possible if one can prove suitable analogues of the nilpotent Weyl’s inequal-
ities in Proposition on general nilpotent groups of step k£ > 3. The point is to have a small
(not necessarily optimal, but nontrivial) gain for bounds on oscillatory sums over many variables,
corresponding to the kernels of high power (T*T)" operators, whenever frequencies are restricted to
the minor arcs. In our case, the formulas are explicit, see the identities (Z.23]), and we can use ideas
of Davenport [21I] and Birch [9] for Diophantine forms in many variables to control the induced os-
cillatory sums, but the analysis seems to be more complicated for the higher step nilpotent groups.
This is an interesting problem in its own right, corresponding to Waring-type problems on nilpotent
groups, which may be interpreted as a question about solutions of suitable systems of Diophantine
equations induced by the moment curve on Gg. A qualitative variant of the Waring problem in the
context of nilpotent groups was recently investigated in [30L BI], see also the references given there.

Nevertheless, we hope that the methods of the proof of Theorem [[3] will be useful to establish a
quantitative variant of the Waring problem on Gg in the spirit of the asymptotic formula of Hardy
and Littlewood as in the classical Waring problem. We plan to investigate this question as well as
its connections with Conjecture [[[Ilin the near future.

1.5. Acknowledgements. This work was started in collaboration with Steve Wainger. The au-
thors would like to thank him for his mentorship and friendship over many years and for many
inspiring discussions on this topic. We also thank Bartosz Langowski for reading the manuscript at
the very early stages of our work. Finally, we thank the referees for careful reading of the manuscript
and useful remarks that led to the improvement of the presentation.
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1.6. Organization. In Section 2, we summarize our main notation and collect some important
lemmas. In Section 3, we show how to use the conclusions of Theorem to prove Theorem
In Section 4, we outline the main ¢?(Gg) argument in the proof of Theorem and divide this
argument into five lemmas. In Sections 5, 6, 7, and 8, we prove these lemmas, starting with the
minor arcs estimates in Lemmas and 4], the major arcs estimates in Lemma[L7] and the (more
difficult) transition estimates in Lemmas and In Section 9, we prove the maximal #(G)
estimates (LI6]), p € (1,00), using some of the more technical estimates in Appendices A and B.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we set up most of our notation and state some important lemmas that will be
used in the rest of the paper.

2.1. Basic notation. The sets of positive integers and nonnegative integers will be denoted by
Z, = {1,2,...} and N := {0,1,2,...}. For d € Z, the sets Z¢, R?, C? and T := R?/Z? have
standard meaning. We denote R := (0,00) and Z, := {1,...,q} for ¢ € Z.

For any x € R we let |z] denote its integer part, |z| := max{n € Z : n < z}. For any a € C¢
we will use the Japanese bracket notation (a) := (1+ |a|?)"/2. For any sequence (ay,)gez of complex
numbers we define the difference operator by

Apag = ap1 — ag. (2.1)

We use 14 to denote the indicator function of a set A. We let C' > 0 denote general constants
which may change from occurrence to occurrence. For two nonnegative quantities A, B we write
A < B if there is an absolute constant C' > 0 such that A < CB. We will write A ~ B when
A < B < A. For two quantities A, B we will use A < B to indicate that there is a small constant
C > 0 such that |A| < CB. We will write <s or ~5 or < to emphasize that the implicit constants
may depend on the parameter 9.

2.1.1. Function spaces. For an open set U C R? let C'(U) denote the space of continuous functions
f:U — C. Let C"(U) € C(U) denote the space of continuous functions f on U whose partial
derivatives of order < n € Z, all exist and are continuous, and C*(U) := (,¢z, C"(U). The
partial derivatives of a function f : R? — C will be denoted by Oz, [ = 0;f; for any multi-index
o € N? let 0°f denote the derivative operator 9" --- 937 f of total order |a| := a1 + ... + aq.

Given a measure space Y we let LP(Y), p € [1,00], denote the standard Lebesgue spaces of
complex-valued functions on Y. These spaces can be extended to functions taking values in a finite
dimensional normed vector space (B, || - || ),

LP(Y;B) := {F : Y — B measurable : ||F||1sy.p) = ENBl ey < 00}

In our case we will usually have X = G# or X = R% or X = T? equipped with the Lebesgue

measure, and X = Gy or X = Z? endowed with the counting measure. If X is endowed with
counting measure we will shorten LP(X) to /?(X) and LP(X; B) to (P(X; B).

2.1.2. The Fourier transform. The standard inner product on R™, m > 1, is denoted by
m
:L'f = Zl‘kfk (2.2)
k=1

for every z = (z1,...,2m), £ = (&1,...,&m) € R™. Letting e(2) 1= €2™%, 2z € C, the (Euclidean)
Fourier transform and inverse Fourier transform of functions f € L*(R™) will be denoted by

Frm f(£) = . (@)e(—z.£) dz,  Fgnf(z) = . f(&)e(x€) de.
We shall also abbreviate f: Frm f.
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2.2. p-variations. For any family (a; : ¢t € I) of elements of C indexed by a totally ordered set I,
and any exponent 1 < p < 0o, the p-variation seminorm is defined by

p P o\'/°
VP(ay)ter = VP(ag : t €1) := sup sup < E la(tj+1) — alty)] > , (2.3)
J€Z+ t0< <tJ
tj€l

where the supremum is taken over all finite increasing sequences in I.
It is easy to see that p — V* is non-increasing, and for every ty € I one has

sup |ay| < |ag |+ VP(ar i t € 1) < sup|ag| + VP(ar: t € 1) =: VP(a, : t € 1). (2.4)
tel tel

Notice that V7 clearly defines a norm on the space of functions from I to C. Moreover
VP(ar it el) SVP(ar:t€ly) + VP(ar : t € I) (2.5)

whenever [ = I; Ul is an ordered partition of I, that is max; = minly. Finally, if I is at most
countable, then

VPlag: t € ) (}:mwﬂ/p (2.6)
tel

We also recall from [46, Lemma 2.5] the Rademacher—Menshov inequality, which asserts that for
any 2 < p < oo and jg,m € N so that jo < 2™ and any sequence of complex numbers (a; : k € N)

we have
o\ 1/2
> . (2.7)

Finally, for every family of measurable functions (a; : ¢t € I) C C by a slight abuse of notation we
continue to write

VP(aj:jo <j<2™) < \/_Z < Z ‘a(j+1)2i — joi)

i=0 ™ je[jo2—7,2m—i—1]NZ

1VP(ar : t € Dlrexy = l(ae)etll o x;ve)-

2.3. Products and convolutions on the group Gy. We now establish formulas that will be
repeatedly used in the proof of Theorem

Many of our £?(Gg) estimates will be based on high order T*T" arguments. Let Sy, T1,...,S,, T} :
??(Gg) — £?(Gy) be convolution operators defined by some ¢! (Gg) kernels Ly, K1,. .., L, K, : Gy —
C,ie. Sjf=f«xLjand T;f = f* K for j € {1,...,r}. Then the adjoint operators ators S7,..., Sy are
also convolution operators, defined by the kernels L7,..., L} given by L7(g) := L, Li(g7h). Moreover
using ([LI4), for any f € £2(Gyp) and x € Gy, we have

(SITy ... ST f)(z) = > {HL§(hj)Kj(gj)}f(g;1.hgl--- o b n). (28)

h1,91,--hr,gr€Go  j=1

In other words (S7Th ... ST, f)(x) = (f * A")(x), where the kernel A" is given by

A(y) = > {HL

h1,91,-hr,gr€Go  j=1

(9) 1y (97" o oogTt hay)(29)

To use these formulas we decompose hj = (h§1), h§ )) gj = (gj( ), g]( )) as in (7). Then

A gr bt gD = 3 (=R 4+ g, (2.10)

1<j<r
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_ 2 1 1
it gre.. = 3 {0 = g®) + Ro(hV B — gt
1<5<r (2 11)
+ 3 Ro(—n" + g, —nSY 4 gy,
1<l<j<r
as a consequence of applying (L.9]) inductively. In most of our applications the operators S, 11, ..., Sy, T)
are equal and defined by a kernel K that has product structure, i.e.
Sif=Tif=..=8f=Tf=f+K,  K(g)=K(¢g" ¢?)=KD(G)KO(G?). (212)
In this case we can derive an additional formula for the kernel A”. We use the identity
]1{0}(95—1 y) = / e((y(l) _ x(l)).e(l))e((y@) _ x(2))'9(2))d9(1)d9(2)
Tdx T4
and the formula ([2.9]) to write
A"(y) = / e(yM.0W)e(y@.02)xr (9M, 0@ agMap®, (2.13)
Tdx T4’

where

2
(gj)} [Te(=lhtgi-oohit g, ]0.00).
i=1
Recalling the product formula ([2ZI2]) we can write
s (0W,0@) =117 (), 92 Q7 (§), (2.14)
for any (1),0)) € T¢ x T, where

" (61, 62) .= Z {HK h(l VKD (g (>)}e(9(1>_ Z (h§1>_g§1>))

h(l) (-I)EZd ] 1 1§j§7"

s (oW,0) = Y {[[ROK

hj,g;€Go  j=1

(2.15)
( DL R n =gy Y Ro(—hz(l)+gfl),—h§-1)+9§”)})
1<j<r 1<i<j<r
and
QT(9(2)) = Z {HK(2)(h§2))K(2)(g](2))}6(9(2) Z (h§2) _g§2)))
R? gD ega =1 1<5<r
Y . (2.16)
:( S K@ (g)e( - 62)
gD ezd

2.4. Exponential sums and oscillatory integrals. We will often use the following estimates,
which follow easily using the Poisson summation formula and integration by parts.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that m, M € Z satisfy M > m+1, and f : R™ — C is a CM(R) compactly
supported function. Then, for any § € [—1/2,1/2]™, we have

‘Zf Je(n.) — /f x{dm‘<M/ Z]@Mf )| dx. (2.17)

neLm
As a consequence, for any j € {1,...,m} we have
|3 f@eeo)] sl [ oM @it [ ol @i (219
TEL™ " n=1
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Many of our arguments will rely on estimates of exponential sums and oscillatory integrals in-
volving polynomial phases. We record first some classical Weyl-type estimates, which are proved

for example in [52], Proposition 1]:

Proposition 2.2. (i) Assume that P > 1 is an integer and ¢p

satisfying
|op| < 1i_ppy,

Assume that ¢ > 0 and 0 = (61, ..,

: R — R is a CYR) function

irreducible fraction a/q € Q with q € Z+, such that

Then there is a constant C = Cy > 1 such that

/ |¢p ()| da < 1. (2.19)
R

04) € R? has the property that there is | € {1,...,d} and an

6~ a/al <1/q* and g€ [P, P17, (2.20)

— (Ot + odnd))( <. pi=/C, (2.21)

‘Ztﬁp

nel

(ii) For any irreducible fraction 0 = a/q € (Z/q)?,

q_l Ze(—(@m—k...

Nn€Lq

a=(ay,...,aq) € Z%, q € Z,, we have

+04nh)| S g VT (2.22)

We will also need non-commutative versions of these Weyl estimates. With the notation in Section
[L3 for r € Zy let D, D : R" x R" —>G#, given by

D((ni,...,ny),(m1,...,my)) = Ag(ny) " Ag(my) - ... Ag(n,) "L - Ag(m,.), (2.23)
D((ny,...,n.), (my,...,my)) == Ag(n1) - Ag(m1) L ...~ Ag(n,) - Ag(m,) L. '
By definition, we have
nh i lp =0 —nl il =0
A = T [Ao(n) i = ’
[Ao(n)]1,1, {0 > 1 o) e =9 v Iy > 1.
Thus, using (ZI0) and ZI1), for x = (z1,...,2,) € R" and y = (y1,...,y,) € R" one has
Z (y;l — .Z'll) if 12 = 0,
e, ={7_ o (2.21)
> -k -y + Z( R —aly?) il > 1
1<j1<ja2<r Jj=1
and
> @ =yl if I = 0,
[D(x,y)]i1, = j=1 . it (2.25)
2 ( Lj — y]l)( J2 y]z) Z_:( o ‘/Ejlyj ) it =1

1<j1<ga<r

For P € Z, assume gbg),ipg) ‘R —R,je{l,...,r}, are C}(R) functions with the properties
sup [|6f) + [vf'|] <1pp suwp / 1687 @) + |w¥) (@) da < 1. (2.26)
1<j<r 1<j<r

For 0 = (91112)(11712)@/(1 € R'Ydl, r€Zy,and P € Z, let

Spr(0)= > e(-D

n,meL"

{H¢ (nj 7/’P my)}
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and

Spr(0)= Y e(=D(n,m).0){ [ 6% (v (my)}.
j=1

n,mez"

where D and D are defined as in (Z.24])(Z.25).
The following key estimates are proved in [33, Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 3.1]:

Proposition 2.3. (i) For any € > 0 there is r = r(e,d) € Z4 sufficiently large such that for all
P e Z, we have

|Spr(0)] + |§P,r(9)| Se P2TP_1/€, (2.27)
provided that there is (11,l2) € Yy and an irreducible fraction a/q € Q, q € Z., such that
101, — a/q] < 1/q* and g € [P*, P+27°], (2.28)

(i4) For any irreducible fraction a/q € Q, a = (an1,)(1, 1)ey, € Zl¥l, q € 7., we define the
arithmetic coefficients

Gla/g)==q " Y ¢(=Dw).(a/g)), Gla/q):=¢> > ¢(—D(v,w).(a/q)). (2.29)

v, weZy v, WEZLy
Then for any € > 0 there is r = r(e,d) € Zy sufficiently large such that
Gla/a)| +|Gla/)| Se a7 '/° (2.30)
We will also use a related integral estimate, see Lemma 5.4 in [33]:

Proposition 2.4. Given ¢ > 0 there is r = r(e,d) sufficiently large as in Proposition such that

- (2.31)
‘/r R {H¢]($J)¢](yj)}e(—ﬁ(x,y)IB) dxdy‘ < <5>_1/8,
xRT =1
for any B € RYal and for any C*(R) functions é1,91,...,¢r,¢r : R — C satisfying, for any
j€{l,...,r}, the following bound
|9 ()| 4 |02pj ()| + [0 ()| 4 0295 ()] S D j—1,1)(2).

3. ERGODIC THEOREMS: PROOF OF THEOREM

Assuming momentarily that Theorem has been proved we will illustrate how to use it to
establish Theorem For this purpose we introduce a smoothed variant of average (I.TI).

Let dy € Z. Given any family 77, ...,Ty, : X — X of invertible measure-preserving transforma-
tions, a measurable function f € LP(X), p € [1,00], polynomials Py,..., Py, € Z[n], a real number
N > 1, and a smooth function x : R — [0, 1] supported on the interval [—2,2] we can define a
smoothed polynomial ergodic average A?&fdl (f) € LP(X) by the formula

Ay (@) = SN (NI () re X (3.1)

ne”L
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3.1. Calderodn transference principle. We now establish a variant of the Calderén transference
principle [I6], which will allow us to deduce maximal and p-variational estimates for smoothed
averages (B from the corresponding estimates for the averages My along the moment curve Ay
on the group Gg, see Theorem

Proposition 3.1. Let di € Z be giwen and let Ty,...,Tg, : X — X be a family of invert-
ible measure-preserving transformations of a o-finite measure space (X,B(X), n) that generates a
nilpotent group of step two. Let Pi,..., Py € Zn] be such that P;(0) =0, 1 < j < dy, and let
dy = max{degP; : j € {1,...,d1}}. Assume f € LP(X) for some 1 < p < oo, and let A]I\D,l;};fdl(f)
be the average defined in BI) corresponding to a smooth function x : R — [0,1] supported on the
interval [—2,2]. Let My be the average from Theorem [L3.

(i) If MY satisfies [LIG]) for some 1 < p < oo then

Pr,...Py
I S 1A YO o) Strdamn 1Fllzecx)- (3.2)

(it) If MY satisfies (LIT) for some 1 < p < o0, p > max {p, 1%} and T € (1,2], then

Py,...,P,
HVP(ANl;X,X “ (f) :N e DT) HLP(X) §d1,d2m7p,7,x ”f”LP(X)a (3’3)

where D, = {7 : n € N}.

Proof. We proceed in two steps. We perform first a lifting procedure, which allows us to replace
the polynomials Py, ..., P;, with the moment curve Ay from (LII)). Then we can employ the ideas
from the transference principle [16] to complete the proof.

Step 1. Let G := G[T1,...,Ty,] be a nilpotent group of step two generated by T1,...,Ty,, so

73,75, ) =1d, forall 4,5l €{1,...,di}, (3.4)
where [S,T] := S™'T~'ST denotes the commutator of any two invertible maps S,7 : X — X.
Define S; = [T;,Tj] = T, ' T, " T;Ty, for i,j € {1,...,d1}, then by @) note that T,T; = T;T;Sy;,
and T3, S;; = Si;T), for all i, j,k € {1,...,d;}. Hence
dy dy dy
Mz 1z =11z I s (3.5)
i=1 j=1 j=1 1<i<j<dy

Formula (B.3]) gives rise to a homomorphism 7" : Go(d;) — G defined by

di
T(g) == H T;lnllo H Szljlza for any g = (mu,1,) (1 15)ev,, € Gold).
l1=1 1<la<li<dy
Let A :Z — Go(dy) be defined by A(n) := (Pi(n),..., Py (n),0,...,0)~! and note that

T(A(n)™) =T oy, (3.6)

In view of [33, Lemma 2.2] there exists d € Z depending only on the integers di,ds € Z, and a
homomorphism ® : Go(d) — G# (dy) such that for all n € Z one has

Afn) = B(Ag(n)). (3.7)
From the proof of [33, Lemma 2.2] one can easily deduce that for every g € Go(d) we have ®(g) €
74 x (Z/2)%. Combining B6) with (37) we see that the group ® '[Go(d;)] acts on X via
O HGo(d1)] x X 3 (g,2) = g©x € X defined by g ® z = (T o ®(g))x, which allows us to write

Al () (@) = 30NN ) f(Ao(n) ! @ ). (3.8)

nel
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Step 2. We now prove [B:2) and B3)). We will only prove ([B3]), since the proof of [B.2]) is
similar and we omit the details. Define ff(g) := f(g@:n)]l[_u]dw/ (L1 0 g)Lg-1(G,(dy))(g) for L >0,
r € X and g € Go(d). Using B8) and the fact that g € ®~1[Go(dy)], g € Go(d), observe that for
g € Go(d) obeying L™ 0 g € [-1,1]%% one has

P1,...,P, T
V(A (Og° ©x) s N e Dy N[, L)) = VA(MY(fEL)(9°) : N € DN [1, L])

for some large absolute constant C' > 0 depending only on d.
Summing over all g € Go(d) obeying L~ o g € [-1,1]"? | and integrating over X, we have

((TL o) Ive(aiid 0 3 e Ben 1)

(ll,lz)EYd
S [ VP Onx(En) N € Dl g, dute)
(3.9)
/ T e
H Lll+12> ”f”Lp(X
(ll,lz)GYd
using also (L.I7) in the second estimate. Dividing both sides of (3.9]) by [] (11,12)EYy Lh+2 and letting
L — oo we obtain (33)). O

Having proven estimates ([8.2)) and ([B.3) we can easily complete the proof of Theorem

3.2. Proof of Theorem [[.2](iii). Let x : R — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that 1_; ;; < x <
L_2,9]- Note that

Plv-"vp
sup [Ayy" " (H)@)] < sup Ay (f]) (@)
NeZy

Appealing to (3.2 we conclude ([L3)). O

3.3. Proof of Theorem [1.2((ii). By a simple density argument, using the maximal inequality
(L3), it suffices to establish pointwise convergence for f € LP(X) N L*>(X) with 1 < p < oo.
Invoking p-variational inequality ([B.3]) one has

Pi,....Pay Py,....Pay

DTBJET?V%OO [ Ay ™ (@) = Ay, ™ (D) =0

p-almost everywhere on X. The same is true for the operators

P 1 - Pi(n Py, (n)
Ay () (@) = CN.NNZ| ZX(N In)f (T )---le‘il ), z € X.
’ ne’l

Let ¢ > 0 and pick a smooth function x : R — [0,1] such that |11y — x|p1m) < e Fix
f € LP(X) N L>*(X) such that |[f|[ze~x) =1 and f >0, and note that

_ Pi...P, Pi...P,
limsup A" (f)(x) = Ayl () ()]

Dy 5M,N—500

<2 limsup [Ay; () ) — A () (@)

rON—00
1 (3.10)
< limsup ————— x(N7In) =1y (N 'n
D, 5N—00 [—NyN]ﬂZ’n%:Z‘ ( )=l )

Sty — Xl w)
Se,
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for p-almost all z € X. Letting ¢ — 0™ we obtain that the limit
Py,....Pqy

Jdm AR () @)

exists pu-almost everywhere on X for every 7 € (1,2]. Using this with 7 = 21/5 for s € 7. we obtain
that there exists a function f; € LP(X) such that
) Pi,...,P, .

Tim A () () = £ (@) (3.11)
p-almost everywhere on X for every s € Z,. Since Dy C Dyi/s we conclude that fi = fr for
all s € Z;. Now for each s € Zy and each N € Z4 let (ny,)men € N be a sequence such that
/s < N < 208 +1)/s  Then by BII) for f > 0 we have

27100 f7 () < Tiinf A () () < Tmsup A () < 20 f ().
Letting s — oo we obtain
(@) = fi(z)
p-almost everywhere on X. This completes the proof of Theorem [L2(ii). O

3.4. Proof of Theorem [I.2(i). Finally pointwise convergence from Theorem [[2)(ii) combined
with maximal inequality ([3]) and dominated convergence theorem gives norm convergence for any
f e LP(X) with 1 < p < oo and the proof of Theorem is completed. O

4. MAXIMAL AND VARIATIONAL ESTIMATES ON Gg: ¢? THEORY

In this section we discuss the nilpotent circle method on the discrete group Gg, and outline the
proof of the key p-variational inequality (IL.I7) for p = 2 and 2 < p < oo.

Assume that 7 € (1, 2] is a fixed parameter. The basic case is 7 = 2, but we need slightly stronger
bounds for the ergodic theory application, see ([B.I0). We also fix a smooth function y : R — [0, 1]
supported on [—2,2]. For simplicity of notation, for k € N and x € Gy, let

Mif(x) = MY f(x) =D 7 x(r n) f(Ao(n) ™ - 2) = (f * Ki) (),
neL
Ki(w) = GY(x) = 3 77" X (77 n) L gy (),
neL
see ([I3) and (LIH) for the definitions My and G, respectively.
Our aim is to establish (LI7) for p = 2 and 2 < p < oo, which with the new notation can be
rewritten as follows:

(4.1)

Theorem 4.1. Let 7 € (1,2] and 2 < p < oo be given. Then for any f € (*(Gg) one has
HVp(Mk(f) ik > 0) HZQ(GO) ,Sd,p,r,x Hf”ﬁ(Go)' (4'2)
In particular, one also has
| ?élg |Mkf|ng(G0) Sdrx 1l (4.3)

The proof of Theorem 1] will take up Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8. For simplicity of notation, all
the implied constants in this proof are allowed to depend on d, 7, ¥, p.

We fix 79 : R — [0,1] a smooth even function such that 1j_; ;) < 7o < 1j_p9. For t € R and
integers j > 1 we define

n;(t) == mo(T77t) — mo(r—7* 1), 1= Zﬁj- (4.4)
=0
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For any A € [0,00) we define
nea= Yo (4.5)
5€[0,AINZ
By a slight abuse of notation we also let 7; and n<4 denote the smooth radial functions on R™,

m € Ly, defined by n;(x) = n;(|z|) and n<a(z) = n<a(|z])
To prove Theorem [£.1I] we need to decompose the kernels defining the operators Mj,. The kernels
K. have product structure

Kilg) = Li(gM) Loy (9®),  Li(gW) =Y 775 x(r " n) Ly (9D — AL (n)), (4.6)

nez
where A(()l)(n) = (n,...,nY) € 2% and g = (¢, g?) € Gy as in (7).

4.1. The main decomposition. We first decompose the singular kernel 14, (¢'¥) in the central
variable ¢ into smoother kernels. For any s € N and m € Z, we define the set of rational fractions

R™:={a/q: a=(ai,...,am) € Z™, q € [r°, 7N Z, ged(ay, ..., am,q) = 1}. (4.7)

We define also RZ, := Uy<,<, Ry For M) = (xz(ll()))lle{l,...,d} e RY, 2@ = (xl(fl)z)(h,lz)eY; e RY
and A € (0,00) we define the partial dilations

Aoa® = (Ma{)en, g €RY Aoa® = (A Raf) ) ey € RY (48)

lil2
which are induced by the group-dilations defined in (LI2]).

We fix two small constants § = 6(d) < & = &'(d) such that & € (0, (10d)~1°] and § € (0, (6)%],
and a large constant D = D(d) > 68, These constants depend on arithmetic properties of the
polynomial sequence Ap, more precisely on the structural constants in Propositions 2.2H2.4l For
example, we could take ¢’ = (10d)~'?, then take § = §'/C, where C} is a large constant depending
on the constant C' in Proposition Then we fix an integer » = r(J) > 6~* such that the bounds
in Propositions hold with ¢ = 6%, and then take D := |ré~*] + 1. To summarize

1«1/ <1/§ <r<D. (4.9)
For k > (D/InT)? we fix two cutoff functions qﬁ,(fl) :R?— [0,1], (b](f) :RY — [0,1], such that
o (0D) = naan(rF o gW), o2 (9P) = near(r7F 0 g@). (4.10)

For k,w € N so that k> (D/In7)? and 0 < w < k and for any 1-periodic sets of rationals A C Q%,
B C Q% we define the periodic Fourier multipliers by

T a€®) = 3 nepu(rFo (€0 —afg)), €V eT?,
a/qeA

Zows€?) = 3 nesu(™ o (€2 —b/g), £ eT?.

b/qeB
For k > (D/In7)? and s € [0,5k] N Z we define the periodic Fourier multipliers Zj, , : RY — [0, 1],
€)= B (€)= D nean(r 0 (€9 — a/a)). (1.12)

!
a/qeRY

(4.11)

For k > (D/In7)? we write
Bopa®) = [ elg® ) de®
- > [, 0 €2l e + [ ol ez (e®) s,
T’

€[0,6k]NZ
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where ¢@ .¢@ denotes the usual scalar product of vectors in RY and

Ei=1- ) G (4.14)
s€[0,6k]NZ
Then we decompose K}, = K + Zsé[O,ék]ﬂZ K}, s, where, with the notation in (4.6]), we have
Kis(9) = Lelg")Nes(9®),  Ki(g) = Li(g™)NE(9®), (4.15)

and

Nirla®) = o 0) [ ela®.62)Z () .
Nila®) 1= o (6®) [ ol .6z () ac

We first show that we can bound the contributions of the minor arcs in the central variables:

(4.16)

Lemma 4.2. For any integer k > (D/InT)? and f € (*(Gy) we have

. L2
I1f = Kille@o) S 77527\ fllez(co)- (4.17)

This is proved in Section Bl below.
We now turn to the operators Ky ,, and show first that we can bound the contributions corre-
sponding to scales k > 0 being not very large. More precisely, for any s > 0 we define

_ 9(D/InT)(s+1)* (4.18)
Lemma 4.3. For any integer s > 0 and f € £*(Gg) we have
[VP(f * K : max((D/In7)2,8/0) < k < 26|y S 7/ W o) (419)
and
[ sup 15 Kl ooy S 777 1 o) (4.20)

max((D/1InT)2,5/8)<k<2ks

This is proved in Section [1 below.
After these reductions, it remains to prove that

|VP(f * Kps 1 k > k) S T_S/Dz”f”ﬁ((go) for any integer s > 0. (4.21)

Hfz(Go)

The kernels K} ; are now reasonably well adapted to a natural family of non-isotropic balls in
the central variables, at least when 7° ~ 1, and we need to start decomposing in the non-central
variables. We examine the kernels Ly, (¢g™")) defined in (@8]), and rewrite them in the form

D) = 3" r () g (—ASY () + gD)
ner (4.22)
(1) (40 /T d (g £1) S, (D) de,

where g™ ¢ denotes the usual scalar product of vectors in R%, and

Sk(ED) = Y r (T n)e(— AFY (n).£W). (4.23)

nez
For any integers () € Z, and m € Z we define the set of fractions

RY =1{a/Q: a=(a1,...,am) € Z™}. (4.24)
For any integer s > 0 we fix a large denominator
Qs = (TP =12 |7PEFD] (4.25)
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and using (4.I1]) define the periodic multipliers

\I/}QZV(S(I)) = \Ilkvk,ﬁés (6(1)) = Z ngé’k(Tk o (5(1) - a/q))v

a/qeﬁdS
Ustl€D) = U panzg €)= D0 neon( o (€0 ~afg)), (4.26)
a/geERN\RY
TeEW) =1 -wpvEeM) = > T 6™) =1— D7 nean(7 o (€M —a/g)).
t€[0,6’k)NZ a/q6R<6,k

Since k > k, = 2(P/In T)(s+D)? we see that Qs < 9%k Therefore the supports of the cutoff functions

N (TF 0 (€M) —a/q)) are all disjoint and the multipliers \If}fvs", Uy, s, ¥§ take values in the interval

[0,1]. Notice also that Wy, s, = 0 unless ¢ > D(s+ 1), and that the cutoffs used in these definitions

depend on §'k not on Jk as in the case of the central variables.
We examine the formula ([4.22]) and define the kernels LL?VSV, List, LS : Z% — C by

Lis) = o6 Y) [ elaD€D)Sie M. (60) de, (4.27)

where (L., W) € {(LY, VY, (List, Vi), (LF, U5)}. For any k > kg we obtain K, = GP¥ +
s Grot + GS _, where the kernels GV, Gy, o ¢, G¢ _: ZYdl 5 C are defined by
t<d'k »Ss k,s ,8 »Ss k,s
G (9) = L (0) V(™).
Gk,s,t(g) = Lk,s,t(g(l))Nk,s(g(z))7 (428)
P s(9) = Li(g")Nes(g®).

To prove (@2 we need to establish Lemmas .4} 1.0]
Our next lemma shows that the contribution of the minor arcs can be suitably bounded:

Lemma 4.4. For any integers s > 0 and k > kg, and for any f € 12(Gg) we have

c _ 2
I1f * G5 slle@e) S 7757 Fllez o) - (4.29)

It remains to bound the contributions of the major arcs in both the central and the non-central
variables. We start with the contributions corresponding to averages over large k.

Lemma 4.5. (i) For any integer s > 0 and f € £?(Gy) we have

[VO(f % GY k> k) ST Flle - (4.30)

HZZ(G())

In particular, we have

H sup £+ G ey S 7PNl cy)- (4.31)

(Go)
(ii) For any integers s > 0, t > D(s+ 1), and f € £*(Gg) we have
IVP(f % Grng k> k)| ooy S 777 N Fller(o)- (4.32)

(D/nm)(t+1)? g5 ip, @IR). In particular, we have

_t/D2
H :;lp ‘f * Gk,s,t’”ﬁ((@o) 5 T t/D HfHEQ(GO)’ (433)

where Ky := 2

Finally, we deal with the operators defined by the kernels G}, ; for intermediate values of k.
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Lemma 4.6. For any integers s > 0, and t > D(s + 1), and f € (*(Gy) we have
va(f * Gk,s,t : maX("%at/y) <k< 2'%)”62(([}0) 5 T_t/DZHfHZQ(Go)’ (4’34)
In particular, we have

) I* G, ST Nl 4.35
H max(ks,t/8)<k<2kt | k t|”£2(G0) H He (Go) ( )

We will prove these lemmas in Sections BH8l Theorem ] follows from Lemmas . 2HA.G
For later use in the ¢P theory, we will sometimes need to work with slightly more general kernels
on Gg. Given two 1-periodic sets of rationals A C Q% and B C Q% , we define

Kk,w,A,B(g) ::Lk,w,A(g(l) )Nk,w,B(g(2))a

(4.36)
Kl/ﬁ,w,.A,B(g) ::L;c,w,A(g(l))Nk,w,B(g(z))v
where
Liw,a(gD) := ¢V (9) / e(gM M)Wy o 4(€M)S(eW) de™
']Td
L a.alg™) = ¢ (9) /T e(g" €M) Wh 4 (€M) [ALSE) (€M) g, (4.37)

Nias(9®) = 6 (6) /T (9 656 .
The multipliers Wy, 4 and Zj 5 are defined in (@Il) and ASy = Sk+1 — Sk as in ). Us-
ing the definitions, it is easy to see, for example, that L}COVSV( M)y = L, wr s (9 (gD, Lyci(gM) =
Lk,k,R;i\ﬁdQs (9(1))= and Nk,s(g(z)) = Nk,k,Rg’ (9(2)) as in (4.28).

5. MINOR ARCS CONTRIBUTIONS: PROOFS OF LEMMA AND LEMMA (4]

In this section we use high order T*7T" arguments to bound the minor arcs contributions.

5.1. Proof of Lemma We proceed in two steps:
Step 1. We define the operators K¢ f := f x Kf. Set ¢ = §* and fix a positive integer r = r(d)
large enough such that the bounds as in Propositions and [Z4] hold. Then

{(KR) KR} f () = (f * A")(=),
where, using the formulas (ZI3)—(216]) and ([@IH]), one has

AP (y) = n<asn(t ™" o) /T SO (60, 0) 05 (6) oD s, (5.1)
X
where
mr(eMe®) == - {HLk<h§-”>Lk<g§”>}e(0“>- > 0 - gy
WV gMeza  I=1 1<j<r
(00 T RO s 3 R el 0 4o

1<5<r 1<i<j<r

and
Qs (9) ‘ S NE(g®)e( - 0) g) o

9(2) eZdl
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Using the defining formula (£.6)) we can write

H?%O):T_%k E: 4{I1xh’*nﬂx0*%np}e<—eﬂk E:(Agkﬂw)—fﬁwﬁﬁﬁ)

nj,m;€Z  j=1 1<j<r
xe(—0@ . 3 Ro(Af) (ny), AP (ny) — AL (m))})
1<j<r
xe( —0@.L Y Ro(A§) () — AL (), AL (ng) = AF (m))}).
1<l<j<r
Using ([2:24)) it is easy to see that
0. > (A5 my) = AP () + 0P 3 Ro(AF (), A (my) — 4G (m;))}
1<5<r 1<5<r
+0@.L > Ry(4 — AP (my), A (nj) — A ()} = 6.D(n,m).
1<i<j<r
Therefore
IT;"(0) = 72k Z {Hx 7 )X (T kmj)}e( —6.D(n,m)). (5.2)

nmeZ”  j=1

We can also derive a good formula for the kernel Q7" Letting

Fe(B?) = > nesu(m 0 gP)e(—g?.5@) (5.3)

g ezd

and recalling the definition in (4.I0]), we have
2r
0 (0®) = | [ Ao - @)z ae|. (5.4
T’

Step 2. We now prove that ||A}"[|s1(g,) < 7 *. Using also the formula (5.1) for this it suffices
to prove that if & > (D/In7)? then

115" (W, 02 Q" (0@) | < 77H/° for any (6M,6@) e T¢ x T (5.5)

We examine the formula (53]) and apply Lemma 2] with M € Z, sufficiently large to conclude
that, for any 8 € [~1/2,1/2]%, we have

IF:(B)] < H { (i +i2+9) (1+‘Blll2|kzl+zz+5)) } (5.6)

(11712)6Y’

To prove (B.5]) we use the formulas (B.2) and (5.4), and consider two cases depending on the
location of #®). Assume first that # is far from the support of =y, le.

there is an irreducible fraction a/q with ¢ < 7°%~* and a = (a,1) (11 12)eY

(5.7)
such that \0 —ay,,/q| < TF2r7ROAR) for any (11,1y) € Y.

lilo

In view of the definitions I2) and EIE) it follows that for any €3 in the support of the function
E¢ there is (I1,12) € Y such that |£l(112 ey | > 70k/27=k(h+2)  Then |Fj,(0®) — @) < 772k/0 if

1l

¢@ is in the support of Z§, as a consequence of (5.6). The bounds (E5) follow using (54) if )
satisfies (B.71]).
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On the other hand, assume that #?) does not satisfy (5.7). By the Dirichlet principle, for any
(I1,12) € Y} there is an irreducible fraction a;,1,/q;,1, such that

1
T Qi T =%k

(2) Ol

Y
Il and ¢, € [1,Tk(ll+l2) J k] NZ.
qiql;

Since 8 does not satisfy the property ), it follows that at least one of the denominators ¢,
is larger than 7%k In particular, the property ([228) is verified if P ~ 7%. Recalling the formula
(E2), we can apply Proposition 23] (i) to conclude that ‘Hcr 9(1),9(2))‘ < 772k/5 Moreover,
HFkHLl(']rd’) < 1 due to (BG), therefore ‘QZ’T(0(2))| < 1 as a consequence of (5.4]). The desired
bounds (B3] follow in this case as well, which completes the proof of Lemma O

5.2. Proof of Lemma [4.4]. For later use we prove a slightly more general version of Lemma [£.4]
For 1-periodic set of rationals B C R‘é si» we define new kernels

i 5(9) = Li(g") Nexs(9?), (5.8)
where Ny, 1, 3 is defined in ([@37). We now prove the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. For any 1-periodic set of rationals B C R<5k, k> (D/InT)?%, and any f € *(Gy) we
have

c _ 2
I1f * G5 gl S 77PN Flleco)- (5.9)

Since G} ., = Gy, , see (£28)), Lemma [L.4] follows from Lemma 5.1l

ERA T

Proof of Lemmaladl As before, we shall proceed in several steps.
Step 1. We define the operators Gi 5 f := f*Gj, 5. Since G 5(x) = L$ (xM) Ny i 5(2)) we have

{(9%,8) Gk} () = (f * Ap ) (),

where

R5(Y) = n<ask(T7 0 y) /T ) Td/e(y.&)l‘[z(e(l)’g@)) P s(02) doMdo®,
X

(00, 09) = > {ﬁLg(h§1))Lk( U)}e(gax S P - V)

1<j<r

n.gemd 971 (5.10)
xe( =0@L > RV Y =g+ ST Ro(=hY + gV, —niY + g}
1<j<r 1<i<j<r
and, with Fj defined as in (5.3)), we may write
2r
Fs(0) = ‘/ F (0% — @)z 1 5@ de®| . (5.11)
Td
To prove Lemma [5.1] it suffices to show that for any (0(1), 0(2)) € T% x T we have
[ (6, 020) 2 5 (6) | 5 777 (5.12)

Step 2. Assume first that ) is far from the support of Ek k.8, in the sense that
170 (0 —a/Q)| > 7% for any a/Q € B C R%l(;k.
Using (5.6)) it follows that ‘Q;B (0(2))| < 772°k Moreover
115, (60, 0)| < |l L5 12 G N{ I1 - l+6}

1<i<d
and the desired bounds (5.12]) follow in this case.
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Step 3. On the other hand, assume that
|78 0 () — a/Q)| < 7% for some irreducible fraction a/Q € B C Rgék. (5.13)

In this case we prove the stronger bounds
‘HZ (9(1),9(2))‘ < 7R for any 9 e T7. (5.14)
We examine the formulas (5.10) and (£27) to rewrite

1 (90, 9 = / VW, 0@ ¢tV eV ¢, eW)

o (5.15)
< T {8k i) Se(eMwg e} deVaef” . gV agl,
1<<r
where {fl),ﬁ(l) .. ,(1), ﬁl) € T? and
VT( Cl 71 7"7C7" 767‘ )
Z IT {ol)e(@® = D)) e (g)e( = 00 —€M).gy) }
hj,g; €24 1<5<r (5.16)
e( — 9(2).{ Z Ro(hj,hj — gj) + Z RO(—hl + g1, —hj +gj)}).
1<j<r 1<i<j<r
We will show below that
|5k(ﬁ(1))\1’i(5(1))| < -~k /(2dC) for any /8(1) c Td7 (5.17)
where C is a constant from Proposition We will also show that
|Vl:(0 Cl ’ 1 7"'7C7§1)7§7(‘1))‘
_ -D? 5.18
H AL min [14 80— (Dlg + o0 gDy, G
1<i<d 1<%<d

for any 00 = (0} )icqr,ay € T4 ¢V = (D ieqr,ap € T and € = (€1))ieqr,ay € T4 Here
Q < 7%+ and #® are as in (GI3), and

llello == rgéfz |l —m/Q)| for any p € R. (5.19)

The desired estimates (5.I4]) would clearly follow from these bounds and the identity in (G.I5]). Here
the assumption § < ¢ in (@3] plays an important role.

Step 4. The bound in (5I8]) follows from the more precise formulas in Lemma below, using
repeated integration by parts in the variables x;,y; to prove bounds on the function Zj defined in
(5.25) and using the trivial bound ]W&\ < 1 for the function defined in (5.24]). We prove now the
bounds (GI7). Assume 3 = (Bl )le{17...,d}- By the Dirichlet principle for any I € {1,...,d} there
is an irreducible fraction a;/q; such that

1 /
|/8l(1) — az/ql‘ S W and q € [177'lk—5 k/Q] N7Z. (520)

If ¢ < 79/ Cd) for all | € {1,...,d} then W§(31) = 0 due to the definition ZE). On the other
hand, if ¢ € [r9%/ @) h=3'k/2] 7, for some | € {1,...,d} then we apply Proposition with
P~ 7% and e = ¢'/(2d). Recalling the definition (23] it follows that |Sk(ﬁ(1))| < 77R8'/(2d0) and
the desired bound in (5I7]) follow. O

For later use, in Section [§], we prove an approximate formula for the multiplier V;.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that k> D/InT and 1 < Q < 720k - Assume also that
@/Q+a?, a®ez?  |Foa?| < 0k (5.21)
and
W =0,/Q+ 85, 60—V =¢;/Q+ ;. b e e 24 QBQy € [-1/2,1/2)%, (5.22)

for any j € {1,...,r}. Then we have the approzimate identity

V(9(1 9(2 7C1 9 1 7’”7Cr 7§r ) (523)
= WQ(a( );bl,cl,...,br,cr) -Z,Z(a(z);ﬁl,yl,...,ﬁr,%) —I—O(T_Dsk),
where
Woa®@ibrer o bre) = {Q7 ST (T (= (03/Q)s)el(es/Q)15) )
uj,l/jEZdQ 1<ji<r (5 24)
< (@®/Q){ Z Ro(vj,vj — 1) Z RO(_VI+M=_VJ'+NJ')})}7
1<j<r 1<l<j<r
and
ZE ;s B, B ) -—/ { II - }
R2rd % i<a
< 1 {?7<5k zj)e (TkOﬂj)-ﬂfj)TIs&k(yj)e((TkO’Yj)-yj)} (5.25)
1<5<r
xe( (7% 0 al? { Z Ro(yj,y; — xj) + Z Ro(—yl+:rl,—yj+xj)}> dxjdy;.
1<j<r 1<l<j<r

Proof. We decompose g; = Qm; + uj, hj = Qn; +vj, mj,n; € 74, Wi Vi € ZdQ and then rewrite
the formula (5I6]) in the form
Vi, 02, ¢V eV, ¢, eM)
= > > 11 {77<6k o (Qnj + v;))e(;-(Qnj +vy))e((c;/Q).v;)

uJ,VJEZ nj,mjeZ® 1<j<r
><ngak(T_kO(Qijer))?(—59'-(@7”]‘+Mj))e(—(bj/Q)-Nj)}
e<—a(2).{ Z Ro(hj, hj — g;) + Z Ro(—hl+gl,—hj+gj)}>

1<j<r 1<i<j<r
X e(—(a(z)/Q),{ Z Ro(vj,v; — pj) + Z Ro(—l/l—i-ﬂl,—l/j—l-ﬂj)}).
1<j<r I<l<y<r

We fix the variables p;,7; and use the Poisson summation formula to replace the sum over mj, n;
with integrals. Using ([ZI7) with £ = (—Q,Q~) and M large we see that the difference is rapidly
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decreasing in 7%, due to the assumptions (5.2I)(5.22). Therefore

Vi(o© Cl ) 1 7"'7Cr ),eM) Z { H — (b;/Q)-pu5)e ((Cj/Q)'Vj)}

MJJ/JEZd 1<5<r

Q
e( — @2/ { Y Rojvj—p)+ D> Rol—vi+ m,—vj+ ,Uj)})
Isjsr 1<i<j<r
/RQrd H n<ok(T7F 0 (Qnj +v;))e(;-(Qnj + vy))

1<5<r
X nese(r ™ o (Qumy + pg))e( — B (Qmy + p17)) b
e( - O‘(z)'{ Z Ro(hy, hj — g;) + Z Ro(—hy + g1, —hj + gj)}) dmjdn; + O(T‘DQk),
1<j<r I<i<j<r

where h; = Qn; +v; and g; = Qm; + p; in the last line. We make the changes of variables
zj =1k o (Qmj+ p;), y; =7 %0 (Qn; + v;), and the desired formulas (523)-([E25) follow. O

6. MAJOR ARCS CONTRIBUTIONS: PROOF OF LEMMA

Our primary goal in this section is to prove the bounds (£30)-(33]). For later use in the ¢
theory, we will prove in fact slightly stronger bounds at several stages.

6.1. Arithmetic decompositions. We will write the kernels G}f‘;v and Gy s+ as tensor products
plus error terms. For any integer @) € Z we define the subgroup

HQ - {h - (thll2) (l1,l2)€Yy € Go: hll ls € Z} (61)
Clearly Hgp € Gg is a normal subgroup. Let Jg denote the coset
JQ = {b = (bhlz)(ll,lg)eYd €Go: bh,lz €ZN [07 Q - 1]}7 (6'2)

with the natural induced group structure. Notice that
the map (b, h) — b h defines a bijection from Jg x Hg to Gy. (6.3)

Assume that Q € Z, and 7% > Q. For any a € Z¢ and ¢ € R? let

Je(€) = /R X z)e[~ AD (2).] dz = / @)= AL (). (7* o )] dy,

R
Jh(€) =7t / ¥ (7 *a)el A“)( )€ dr = /R ¥ (@)el— A ().(* 0 €)] dy, (6.4)
S(a/Q)==Q7" Y e[-Ay’ (n).a/qQ),
nelg

where x/(z) := (1/7)x(z/7) — x(x). For any ¢ € {0,1} we also let

. Sk if 1 =0, . x ife=0, . J, ife=0,
Si = v X'=4q7, Je=9 ., .. (6.5)
ApS,  ifv=1, X ife=1, J, ife=1

where Sj, : R? — R are defined as in [@23). We first prove an approximation formula for the
functions Sj.

Lemma 6.1. If k> D/In7, |tFo €| <7F/* 1< Q < 7F/*, a € Z%, and 1 € {0,1} then
Sk(a/Q + &) = S(a/Q)JL(E) S 7P, (6.6)
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Proof. We write
Sia/Q+& =3 T ETHQn+ m))e[~AY (Qn +m).(a/Q + €)]

nez, mEZQ
= 3 A /] Qo+ m)el- AP @n -+ m).g)}
meZq nez

For any m € Z¢g we apply the estimates (ZI7) (with m = 1, £ = 0, and M large) to replace the
sum over n with the corresponding integral, at the expense of an acceptable error. The desired
approximate identity (6.6]) follows by a linear change of variables. O

We now prove an approximate formula for the kernels Ky, , 4 5 from (£.38).

Lemma 6.2. Assume that k,w € N, k> D/In7, 0 <w <k and let 1 < Q < 79k Let A C 75%

and B C ﬁg be 1-periodic sets of rationals. If h € Hg and by, by € Go satisfy |bj| < Q%, j € {1,2},
then we can decompose

Kiwap(b1 - h-b2) = Wiwq(h)Vapg(b - b2) + Exwas(h, b1, b2), (6.7)
where, for any h = (K h2) ¢ Hg and b = (b1, b)) € Gy, one has

Wi awo(h) = QT ¢p(h) / N<siuw(TF 0 E)ncsw(TF 0 0)e(h.(€,0))Jx(€) dEdb, (6.8)

Ré xR

Vagso(b) = Q—d—d’{ Z 5(0(1))41)(1)‘(0(1))]}{ Z e[b(2).(0(2))]}. (6.9)

oM eAn[0,1)4 () eBn(o,1)?
Here ¢y (h) := qﬁ(l (R )(b,(f)(h@)) and the error terms Ej _a g satisfy the bounds
| Ew,4,8(h, b1, b2)| S T_k/z{ H T_(l1+l2)k}77§26k(7_k o MW Yncose (7% 0 AP, (6.10)
(I1,l2)€Yy

Proof. We start from the formula Ky, ., 48(9) = Liw A(g( ))Nk,wﬁ(g(z)), and recall the definitions
@IT) and @30 Letting b = 60,63), by = (6,62), h = (h®, h®) we have

by-h-by = (M, g,

g™ =@ 1 pM) 4 plM) (6.11)

9@ = h® 1 16 1 Ry, BV + Ro(R® + b b1,
Using (4.11)) and (4£.37) we have

Lianalg®) =60 0) [ | elg 608D T a6 ) )

Td

=near(t Fogl) > /77<5/ ™0 &)Sk(eW +¢)

U(l)EAﬂ
x e[ (B 4+ btV 4 bg N.(e® +¢)]de,

and

Newsla®) = 076 [ ola®.62)2 0606

:T,S(;k(T_kog(z)) Z / 77<5w T 00

(2 epn[o,1)d

x e{ [h® + b2 + b2 + Ro(01", h D) + Ro(hD + b 5{)). (6 + )} db.
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We notice that if k() € (QZ), b, 85" € Z%, oM € A C RY, |7 FonM| < 79, b+ ]b5"] < Q*,
Q < 7% ¢eRY and ]Tk 0| < 79k then

nesk (77 0 gW) = negp (7% 0 AD) 4 O(r738/4), (6.12)

9[(71(1)+b§1)+b§1)).(0(1)+£)] e[(bgl)+bgl)).(a(1))]e[(h(1) +b§1)+b§1)).§]

(6.13)
— ¢[(" + b)) (eM)e(hD).£) + O(r=3/4).
Using also Lemma we have
Livw,a(g™M) = nean(rFonlD)y Y7 S(eW)e[(BM + ). (1))
cMeAn[o,1)d
(6.14)

X/ T,Sé/w(TkOS)Jk(S)e(h(l)'g)df‘ 57_—%/3 H s
R

1<l <d

Moreover, assuming also that h(?) € (QZ)?, b§2),b§2) €z o e BCRY, |77 oh®| < 7ok
P+ b < Q% 6 € RY, and |7% 0 6] < 79, we have

nean(t7% 0 g®@) = neg(r7F o h¥) + O(r3H1), (6.15)
e{[h® + 07 + 0 + Ro(61, BV + Ro(h® + o 6{)].(0® + 0)} .10
= o{ B + 057 + Ro(b(, b5)].(0@) }e(h2).0) + O(r=**/4). |
Therefore
‘Nk,wﬁ(g(z)) —nean(r o n®) 3T oo 08 + Ro(b1Y,08)].(0P)}
o eBno,1)¢ (6.17)
x / Hesu(r 0 0)e(h® By db| <7 T ek,
R T
(l1,l2)€Yy
The conclusion of the lemma follows from (6.14]) and (617). O

6.2. Gauss sums operators. We consider now the convolution operators defined by the kernels
Va.B,g on the quotient groups Jg (see ([6.2])). The convolution of two functions on the group Jg is
defined by a formula similar to (II4]), namely

(f 510 9)(@) = > g fly™ o) =D gle-y ) f(y) (6.18)

yelg y€lg

Lemma 6.3. Assume that Q € Zy and A C ﬁdQ and B C ﬁg are 1-periodic sets of rationals and
let Voo be the kernels defined in (G.9).
(i) Let q == min{q € Z : a/q € B and ged(ay,...,aq,q) = 1}, then for f € £2(Jg) we have

-1/D
Hf o Vﬁg,B,QHﬁ(JQ) Sag I lleag)- (6.19)
In particular, if s > 0 then for VIO :=Vzy o o. inequality 6.19) ensures
Qs’ s 1% S

15 %30, Vel 2o,y S 77 PI e, )- (6.20)

(ii) Let g4 := min{q € Z4 : a/q € A and gcd(aq,...,aq,q) = 1}. If 1 =~ qa for everya1/q1 € A,
and 1 < g < qXD for every as/q2 € B, then for f € (?(Jg) we have

-1/D
1f %10 Vasellag, S a2 Iflecy): (6.21)
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In particular, if s >0, t > D(s + 1), then for Vi, =V, we have

g\ﬁdQS 7Rg/7Qt
—t/D
1F %30, Vaillzgg,) € 7771 llewe,)- (6.22)

Proof. As in Section Bl we will use a high order T*T argument.
Step 1. Define the operator Va5 qf := f *1, Va,5,q- For the integer 7 = r(d) as before we have

{(Vap.@)Vasol f(@) = (f 1, Vise) (@),
where, as in Section Bl we have

Vasol) = Z { H Vaso(h VABQ(Q])}]I{O}(gr_l heeooogrtohroy). (6.23)
h1,91,....hr,gr€lg  j=1

Using the formula

Ly y) = Q7 37 e[y —2W).(@V/Q))e[(y®) —2?).(a®/Q)]

a€Zy X2y
and the definition (6.23]) we obtain
Visow) =Q @ 3" e[y (@V/Q)]e[y?.(a? /Q)] Ty 50 (e /Q,a”) /Q),

aGZ‘éXZg
where
Tyso(0",0%) = > {HVABQ VABQ(QJ)}
1,91, gr€lg  j=1 (6.24)

x e — it ogr- bt -gr](l)ﬁ(l))e( — [t g R 'gr](z)ﬂ(z)).
Step 2. Taking into account (6.9) we may write
Vasay,y®) =@ " > ma(a®)mp(@®)ely™.alV]ely®.a®),
aMe(Zq/Q)4, aP e(Zq/Q)Y
where m4(aV)) := S(a(l))]lAm[O A M) and mp(a?) = Ly, l)d/(a(2)) Using formulas (2.10)-
[(2I0I) we may simplify ([©.24]). We notice that the sum over the variables h§ ), gj(z), jed{l,...,r}
leads to d-functions in the variables §(2 ﬂ(z and # — § ). Thus

TA,B,Q(Q“)’H(?)) _ ‘m8(9(2))‘2 Q—2rd{ Z Z

O a0,...60 Do/ K o) .t ezt

% TT {ma(8")e[nV.00 — 8] - ma(alDye[ — giV.(0® — ol } (6.25)
7j=1
xel =003 R n =g+ S0 Ro(—h" + g —n{Y + g0 ]}
1<5<r 1<l<j<r

Step 3. Our aim now is to show that

r —1
HV?%,B,QHNJQ) Sap - (6.26)
This will establish G.19) and (E20), by taking Q@ = Qs and B = RZ". To prove (E20) it suffices to
show

| T%.

s
B@(@(l )‘ < (g1 + @) 1/6 ]le[O,l)d’(e(z))’ (6.27)
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where ¢1|Q, ¢2|Q are the denominators of the irreducible representation of the fractions ") and
0 respectively.
Inserting the formula S(v1)) = Q! ZneZQ e[—Agl)(n).’y(l)], see ([64)), into the identity (6.25])

with A = RY , we notice that the sums over the variables a&l) and ﬂ](-l) lead to d-functions. More

precisely,

T;%B,Q(e(n,e(m):]130[0,1)61,(9(%)@—2?{ S o (X AP ) - AP my)]

nj,m;jELq 1<5<r
X e[ - 9(2)'< > Ro(45" (n), AL (ng) — A (my)
1<j<r
+ 3 Ro(Af ) — A4S (), AP (my) — AP ()|}
1<i<j<r

= Ty (0PNQ™> D e[ = D(n,m).(6W,6%))],
n,mGZ’é
where D(n,m) is defined in ([2.24). Using Proposition 2.3 (i) we obtain ([G.27)) as desired.
Step 4. To prove (6.21) as well as [622) with Q = Q; and A = R{ \ RY L B= RY we show

HVVZ,B,QHzl(JQ) Sai (6.28)

We still use the formula (6.25]), with A C 75% and B C ﬁg satisfying g1 ~ g4 for every a1/q1 € A,

and 1 < ¢qo < qu4/D for every as/qe € B. We would like to first evaluate the sums over the variables

hg-l) and g](-l); these sums would lead to d-functions if #2) = 0, but there is an obstruction for
other values of 6(2). However, we can exploit the fact that the denominators of fractions 6 are

small. Indeed, assume that a(®) /g; = 8(?) is the irreducible representation of the fraction ), where

1<¢ < q}A/D and g2 divides Q. For j € {1,...,r} we decompose hg»l) = 2y —i—y}, g](-l) = Qo +w3,
Y, € ZZQ, Yj, xj € Zé/qQ. Then we notice that

@yt 3 TTelan 00 = G - a0 — )

y17x1,...,yr,xrezé/q2 7=1
= [T 220 (0200 — 8] 124 [g2(6) — o).
j=1

Therefore, using formula ([6.25]), one sees

1750 (00, 02)] 3130[0,1)d'(9(2)){ 3
51)»agl)»---759)70451)6(2@/@)(1

TT 120 0200 = BN 150 [02(0 = )] fma(B5) Imaal ) }.
j=1

Recall that m4(y) = S(v)1 anp,1y¢(7). It follows from Proposition (i) that for any v € A we

have [ma(v)| < qzl/c, since q1 ~ g4 for every a;/q; € A. Therefore

r —2r/C r
17450 (0%, 6P) | < 1o 190 (0PN (s 2/00)0)m00,1)2 (04 /€3,

where A + (Z/q2)? == {a/g2 +0 : 0 € A, a € Z%. The desired bound ([G28) follows since
1<q < qz/D for every as/qo € B, and r € Z is sufficiently large. O
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6.3. Maximal and variational operators on the group Hg. The main result of this subsection
is the following lemma:

Lemma 6.4. Assume that 2 < p < oo, 7 € (1,2], and k,ko,w € N satisfy 0 < w < k and
k>ky>D/Int. Assume that 1 < Q < 79k and let Wiwo : Hg — C be defined as in ([G8). Then,
for any f € (>(Hg) and D C N one has

(VP (f 1o Wik k € Dko,Q)ng(HQ) S fllee ) (6.29)

uniformly in Q, where Dy, o :={k €D : k> ko, 7k > Q1.
Moreover, for every w € N and every sequence {s¢;}ren C C satisfying suppey |2 < 1,

H Yo S s Whwr1o — Wiwo)
k‘EDkO,Q,k‘>’w

ST Fll 2 g, (6.30)

~

£2(Hg)

for any f € (2(Hg), uniformly in Q.

The main idea to prove (6.29)-(6.30) is to compare our operators with suitable operators on the
Lie group G# . More precisely for 0 < w < k we define the kernels Wy, ,, : G# — C by

Wi (@) = d4(2) /R 0 (7 0 0)(a (€, 0)) 1 (€) decl (6.31)

where z = (1), 2?) € R? x RY = G¥ and ¢ (z) = qﬁ,(:)(x(l))(b,(f) ().
Then we have a continuous version of Lemma

Proposition 6.5. Assume that 2 < p < oo, 7 € (1,2], and k,w € N satisfy 0 < w < k. With
Wiw G# — C defined as in (6.31)), for any f € L2(G#) one has

va(f *G# Wk,k ik > O)HLZ(G#) 5 HfHLZ(Gg&) (632)

In particular, one has

W <
H 21;13 |f *G# Wk,k”’LQ(G#) ~ HfHLQ(G#) (633)

Moreover, for any w € N, any sequence {s}reny C C satisfying suppen|2x| < 1, and any
fe L2(G0#) one has

H Z s f *a# (Wk,w—l—l - Wk,w)‘
k>w

< ~—w/D
L2(G§é) ~T HfHLZ(G#) (634)

Continuous maximal operators such as (6.33]) have been extensively studied, see for example
the conclusive work of Christ—Nagel-Stein—Wainger [19]. However, the variational estimates in the
nilpotent setting in the spirit of [19] appear to be new. For the convenience of the reader we provide
a self-contained proof of Proposition in Appendix [Al Assuming that Proposition holds, we
show how to use it to deduce Lemma

Proof of Lemma [6-7] We define the Q)-cubes
Co=10,Q)" x[0,Q)" CGF, (6.35)

and notice that the map (p, h) — p - h defines a measure-preserving bijection from Cg x Hg to G# .
Let 1 <p < oo. Given f € (P(Hg) we define

f#(u-h) = f(h) for any (u,h) € Cq x Hg,

, (6.36)
Fer’@), 1 s = QU1 llmg)-
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We now prove the following bounds: for any 1 < p < co and 2 < p < co we have

va(f *HQ Wk,k,Q ke Dko,Q)HZP(HQ)

< Q)| ye(p# o Wik : k> )| Loy + 1 ller g, 050
and
H > g Whwiig = Wiwe) r(Hg)
kE€Dk,,q, k>w N - (6.38)
< Q-+d)/ H Z s [ o (Whawt1 — Wkw)‘ Gt + T_w/g”f”ZP(HQ).

kE]D)kon, k>w

It is easy to see that the inequalities (6.37)(6.38]) with p = 2 can be combined with (6.32]), (6:34]),
and (6.36]) to complete the proof of Lemma [6.4
It remains to prove the bounds (6.37)-(6.38]). For this we compare the functions f *m, Wiw,q :

Hp — C and f# % » Wiw : G — C. By [6X) and G31), we have QT Wy, o (h) = Wi..0(h) for
0
any h € Hg. Moreover, by (6.3I]) notice that
Wi - b o) = Wi w(h)] S Ex(h), (6.39)

where

Eg(h) = T_k/2{ 1T T_(l1+lz)k}77525k(7_k o B )ncos (1% 0 b)),
(l1,l2)€Yy

for any h, 1, po € G# with ||+ | 2| < Q% provided that k > D/In7, 0 <w < kand 1 < Q < 7%,
Thus

(f7 g Wew)(-h) = > [ f# (- h) Wi (- b byt ) dpn

hleHQ CQ
= > f(h) Wk,wm-h-hfl-uf)dm,
hleHQ

for any (p, h) € Cg x Hg. Using (6.39]) we have

.,
Therefore, for any f € (P(Hg), h € Hg and p € Cg, one has
(f *t1o Wian@)(h) = (fF g Wiew) (- B) + O (TH4( f] a1, Er)(R)),

provided that & > D/In7,0 <w < kand 1 < Q < 7. The desired bounds (6.37)) and (6.38)) follow
from the last identity and the observation that ;- Tk/4”Engl(HQ) <7 v/ forany w €N, [0

Wil e b i) dar = Wi (b 07| S Br(h - h7HQ@™

6.4. Proof of Lemma We begin with a transference lemma which will be used repeatedly.

Lemma 6.6. As in Lemma [0.J, assume that 2 < p < oo, 7 € (1,2], k > ko, and 1 < Q < 7%
Assume that K,(S’O : Gog — C are given kernels such that

KS0(by - h-by) := W, @ (W) V3@ (by - by) + Ey(h, by, ba), (6.40)

for any h € Hg and by, by € Go satisfying |bj| < Q*, j € {1,2}, for some kernels WEQ :Hg —» C
and V3o . Jg — C, where the error terms satisfy the estimates

sup || Ex(,b1,b2)l gy S 7. (6.41)
b1 ],b2|<Q*
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Let DCN and Dy, 0 = {k €D : k > ko, 7% > Q} as in Lemma[67 Let also ICEOf = f*g, K,(S’O,
and WEIQQ = g *H, WEIQ, and VIeh :=h *J Vie denote the convolution operators corresponding

to the kernels K,(S’O, WEIQ, and Ve,
Then for any 1 < p < oo and either B =V? or B = {*

H
H (]Cgo)ke]]])ko’Q HZP(GO)_MP(GO;B) SJH (Wk Q)keDkO’Q H(P(HQ)—)ZP(HQ;B) HVJQ HZP(JQ)_)gp(JQ)

42
+ r—ko/8)=1/(86). (642

Moreover, for any sequence {s; }ren € C satisfying supyen |24 < 1

H
122 a5 ooy SI 22 2l 1V lnag) i)
keDkon keDko,Q (643)

+ T_kO/SQ_l/(86).
Proof. Using ([6.40) for b € Jg and h € Hg we may write

(fKE)b-h) = > flor-h)KZ(b-h-hit bt
hi1€Hg,b1€lg

(6.44)
= Y filn W, 2 (- by YV (b b7 Y + Ep(h- b b, b7}
h1€Hg,b1€lg
For any h' € Hg and b € Jq let Fy, (b, h') := > beng f (b1 RYVIQ(b-bt). We also take
H _
b)i= Y Fio(b,h)W, ?(h-hi")
h1€HQ
Gr(h,b,b1) == > |f(by-ha)Eg(h-hit,b,b7Y)].
hi1€Hg
Then by (6.44) we have
1/p
VP(f KRk € Dhy@)lmey <( D0 VA(FR(D) 1k € Dy )”)
heHg, belg
(6.45)

2 3 (X (X GhbsP)"”) Y hin

bb1€lg heHg k‘EDkOQ

For the first sum in (6.45]) we now see that

H
I < H(W Q)keDko’QHZP(HQH@(HQ;W)HVJQHzp@@-wp(y@Hf”f”(Go)’

whereas for the second one we use (B.41)) to conclude that Iy < 7-k0/8Q =1/ £ (r(Go)- This proves
(6.42) when B = V?. The remaining conclusions of the lemma follow in a similar way. O

We now establish a slightly more general result for the kernels K, ,, 45: Go — C as in ([6.7). Let
VaBqQf = fx1,VaB,q denote the convolution operator corresponding to the kernel Vs g : Jg — C

from ([6.9I).

Lemma 6.7. As in Lemma [6.4], assume that p € (2,00), T € (1,2], and k, kO,Nw,Q € N satisfy
0<w<k,k>ky>D/InT, and 1 < Q < 79k Assume that A C RdQ and B C Rg are 1-periodic
sets of rationals. Then, for any f € *(Gg) and D C N we have

[VO(f % K k€ Do)l 2y S (IVaselleag)—eug) + T REQTYEN | fll 2y, (6.46)
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uniformly in Q and ko > D/InT, where as before Dy, o = {k € D : k > ky, % > QY. Moreover
for any sequence {54, ren C C satisfying supgen |3%| < 1, any f € 2(Gy), and any Q € Z4, w € N
we have

> saf * (Kiws1,48 — Kiw,ap) £(Ga)
k€Dky, 0, k>w 0 (6.47)

S (P Vs ollegg)seag) + 7 M BQTYED)| £l ).

Proof. To prove ([6.46]) we use Lemma [6.6] with K O = Kk AB, W = Wiro and VIe = Vypq
as in Lemma [621 The assumptions ([6.40)—-(6.41]) in Lemma 5.0 follow from (©7) and (6I0). The

bounds ([€©40]) follow from (6.42) with p = 2 and ([G.29)).
H

On the other hand, taking KE’O = Krwt1,48 — Kiwas, W @ = Wi w1, — Wi w,g, and
Vie =V 5o, the bounds (647) follow from (6.43) and (G30). O
We are now finally ready to complete the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[{-5 Notice that GV = K, . 54 ga- We use ([6.48) with Q = Qs and ko = ks; in
I vy QS’ s
view of ([6.20) we have ”Vﬁ‘é R Q20 )20, S 77%/Pand the bounds @30)-@31) follow

from (6.46l).
Assuming that s > 0, ¢t > D(s + 1) and taking A C RY \ R%s and B C R‘és we conclude, using

(621) and (6.46) with @ = Q; and ko = &, that
|\VP(f * Kipoap: k> /it)ng(GO) ST Flleeo) (6.48)
for any 2 < p < 00, as well as
| Sup | f * Kk,k,A,B|ng(GO) ST flleey)s (6.49)
Z Rt

The desired bounds ([£.32)-(33)) follow since Gy s = K, . RORL R O

7. TRANSITION ESTIMATES I: PROOF OF LEMMA [4.3]

In this section we prove the bounds (@I9)-@20). Let Hy s = Kjp15 — Ki s for £ > jo ==
max((D/In7)2,s/6) and apply the Rademacher-Menshov inequality (7)) with m = |[(D/In7)(s +
1)2] + 4. For (&I9) it suffices to prove for any fixed i € [0,m] that

1/2 9
(D SRS DR £ S i WL 1 e

J€ljo2=42m=i—1] ke[i2,(5+1)2° 1]

Using Khintchine’s inequality and dividing again dyadically, for (£I9) it suffices to prove that

| 3 st B gy, S 7 I e .y
ke[J,2J]

£2(Go)

for any J > max((D/InT)?,s/5) and any coefficients s, € [—1,1].
To prove () we examine the definition (£I5]) and the further decompose

Hk,s = Hli,s + Hl% s + ng s

HE (9) = (AL (g 0)o2 (6?) / (g £@)Z; L (62) de®

HE (9) = Lis1 (90) Ac[67](9)} / @ D)z, L (€@) de®, (72)

Hj (9) = Lisa (91 (92) /T (g EONIAKER](€?) dg®
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We will prove that, for any k& > max((D/In7)?,5/) and ¢ € {2,3},
1F = Hisll ey S 7721l (7.3)
We will also prove that

Z %k(f*Hli,s)

ke[J,2J]

S T_S/DHfHﬁ(GO) (7.4)

£2(Go)

for any J > max((D/In7)2,5/5) and any coefficients s, € [~1,1]. These two bounds would clearly
imply the bounds (7.1J).

7.1. Proof of (3. Step 1. Assume first that « = 2 and recall the definition of the functions gb,(f)
in [@I0). Notice that if g = (¢V), ¢?) is in the support of the kernel Hlis then there is (I1,12) € Y}

such that ’91(121)2’ e rk(itl2) - Therefore we can integrate by parts many times in the variable 51(121)2

recall the definition to prove that the kernels ecay rapldly in K, l.e. g ST
11 the definiti hat the kernels H7 , d idly in k, ie. [HZ (g)] S77*/°

for any g € Gg. The desired bounds (73] follow.

Step 2. Assume now that ¢ = 3. In this case we use a high order T*T argument as in Section
Notice that the kernels H, g’ s have product structure, so we can apply the identities (2.13])-(2.I0).
With r being a sufficiently large integer such that the bounds in Propositions and [2.4] hold with
e = 6%, it suffices to prove that

!Hz’il (9(1),9(2))F278 (0(2))‘ < gk for any (01,0@) e T x T k> (D/In7)?, (7.5)
where IT" is as in (5.2) and

ha(0?) = | /T B (09 — €)1 o(€) — (e} )] (7.6)

The functions F, : T* — C are defined in (5.3)) and satisfy the bounds (5.8)).

The proof of (ZH) is similar to the proof of (EH). Indeed, if #?) is close to a fraction with small
denominator, in the sense of ([B.7), then |Fjy (0 — @) < 7728/9 if ¢@) is in the support of
Ekt1,s — Sk,s, due to (G.0). The bounds (Z.3]) follow in this case. Otherwise, if 62 does not satisfy
(7)), then there is (I1,12) € Y and an irreducible fraction a1, /qi,1, such that

(2) alllz
lils
2 qn,

1 2
7'6 k,T

= Q11,7 12) %k and g, € |
Using Proposition 23l with P ~ 7% we conclude that ‘Hz’;l(ﬁ(l), 0(2))‘ < 7726/ The desired bounds
(T3] follow in this case as well.

k(l1+l2)—52k] N7Z.

7.2. Proof of (4). To prove the more difficult bounds (Z4]) we will use a high order almost
orthogonality argument. For this we need a good description of the operators {(#}, ,)*H} ,}" and

{7—[}375(7{,16’3)*}’", where H,lf’sf = fx H];s and, as before, r € Z, is a sufficiently large integer such
that the bounds in Propositions and 24 hold with ¢ = §%. More precisely:

Lemma 7.1. For any k > max((D/InT)? s/8) and f € (*(Go) we have

{(Hy ) "y} f = f+{Bj + E}.}, {Hh (ML )Y f = f+{B}, + B}, (7.7)
where
Biny={ ] o 3 (h.a/Q)G(a/Q) }
(h12)€Ya a/Q=(aM) /q1,a?) /g2)€RL 5, xR N[0, 1)d+ 78)

X N<ssk (778 o h) / N<sk/a(C D) nesi o (CBNP(Qe[(r7F 0 h).CldC,

Re xR’
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By ={ I 0} > (h.a/Q)G(a/Q) }
(l1,l2)€Yy a/Q=(aV) /q1,a® /q2)eRE 5, xRI'N[0,1)d+ (7.9)
X N<sor(TF o h) /Rd iy N2 (€< 2 (CH)V P (Q)e[(r7% o h).Cld,
and _
;@) + 1Bl @) S 72 (7.10)
Here G(a/Q) and é(a/Q) are as in 229), x'(z) = (1/7)x(x/7) — x(x), and
P©Oi= [ { TT W) fel-¢.Dw.y) dudy
ROXRT "y <jer
B (7.11)
P'(¢) := X (wj)x e[—C.D(w,y)] dwdy.
Jiae L IL Yt}

For later use we also define the functions P(¢) and P(¢) as in (ZII), using however the cutoff
function x(w;)x(y;) instead of x'(w;)x'(y;). For ¢ € {0,1} we also let

P ifi= ~ P ifi=
Pt = he=0p )L =0 (7.12)
Poifi=1, Poifu=1.
Using Proposition 2.4] we may estimate
1 /52
| DEP(O)] + | DEPQ)] Sjay ()7° (7.13)
for any ¢ € R% x R, any multi-index v € N*+¥' and any ¢ € {0,1}.

Proof of Lemma[71. We only prove in detail the claims for the operators {(H}, ,)*H; ,}", since the

claims for the operators {#}. .(H ,)*}" follow by analogous arguments. In view of (ZI3)(Z16]) we
have

{(Mp ) Hi o = f* Hi
where

H}, (y) = n<ase(t F o y) / e(y.0)I " (01, 0) Q1% (92)) doMap®. (7.14)
Tdx T4’ ’
The multipliers H’,;’l and QZ’Z can be calculated as in the proof of Lemma Namely,

H;l T 2kr Z { H X (t7 )\ (1 km])}e(—H.D(n,m)), (7.15)

nmeZ” 1<j<r

and, with F} defined as in (B.3]), one has
2
020 = | [ Pl — )= (e®) ac®

We now show that the kernels Hy & are equivalent to the kernels By defined in (Z8]) up to
acceptable ¢! errors satisfying (ZI0). We accomplish this in several steps:

Step 1. We first replace the multiplier 92’728(9(2)) with Ehs(e(z)), at the expense of acceptable ¢
errors. For this we show that

|25(0P) — Ei o (0)]
< {1 if there is a/q € R such that |77 o () — a/q)| € [r0F/2, 720k], (7.17)
N —k/S

(7.16)

otherwise.

Indeed, since the functions Fj, satisfy the bounds (B.0), we have |Fyl| 1 qay S 1, s0 ‘92’723(9(2)” +
\Ek,s(0<2>)| < 1 for any #® € T, On the other hand, if |[7¥0 () —a/q)| < 7°%/2 for some a/q € RY
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then 25, ,(0®) = 1 and, in fact, 5 (£?) = 1 for all £®) € T¢ with |7% o (§?) — ¢?))] < 79%/2,
Therefore, using (0.6]) with M large enough and the definition (IB:{I) we have
| [ Fu0® — D)z ,(¢®) ae® — 1] 5 770+ | / Fi(6® — €®)de® — 1] = 77+,
T’

Thus ‘92’725(9(2)) - Ek,s(ﬁ(z)ﬂ < 77F/% as claimed in (ZI7).

Finally, if |75 0 (0 —a/q)| = 72 for all a/q € RY then Zj 4(0®) = 0 and, in fact, =, ,(£?)) = 0
for all £ € T with |7% o (#®®) — £@))| < 79%/2, The desired bounds (ZI7) follow as before in this
case.

Given (TI7) we can define

H}» (y) o= n<son(T " o y) /T . Td,e(y.e)ngl(¢9<1>,¢9<2>)Ek,5(9<2>)d@(l)de(?), (7.18)
X

and the difference Hy & — H . is an acceptable ¢ error.

Step 2. We now restrict to major arcs in the variable M) so we define
Hyy 3 () = n<as(m™* o) / ey o) (0, 0P Wy < (00)) 250 (09) dOW 0D, (7.19)
TexT

where
Vi<oe(00) = > neau(™ 0 (01 — a/q)). (7.20)
a/q€7€%5k
We will show that HH,Zi — Hl::ngl(GO) < 77k Indeed, if 1) is in the support of 1 — Wy, <5, then we
apply Dirichlet’s principle to find an irreducible fraction (a;o/ Q0)ieq1,....ay such that
1) ap 1 kl—82k
‘Hlo T < Y and g€ [1,7 |NZ,

and at least one of the denominators ¢ is larger than 79°k But then we examine the definition
(CI5) and apply Proposition (i) to conclude that |H2’1(9(1),9(2))| < 77k/%. The desired error
bounds follow.

Step 3. We now approximate the sum in the definition of H’,;’l. Assume that 6 = (0(1), 9(2)) is a

point in RIY4l and a/Q € Q¥4 is an irreducible fraction such that
|Tk o (60— a/Q)| < or0k+4, Q < 720K+, (7.21)
We examine the sum in the formula (ZI5). For any j € {1,...,r} we decompose n; = Qw; + x;,
mj = Quj + zj, xj,2; € {0,...,Q — 1}, wj,y; € Z. Letting 8 = 0 — a/Q we notice that
¢(—0.D(n,m)) =e(—B.D(Qw +z,Qy + z))e( — (a/Q).D(z,2)).
Moreover, if ‘Tk o 5‘ < 7% and |Qu| + |Qy| < 7F then

B.D(Qu +x,Qy +2) = B.D(Qu,Qy) + 0(Qr ") = (Q 0 B).D(w, y) + O(QT %),
as one can see easily from the formula (2Z24]). In addition
[T X my) = T] X Quyx (7 Quy) + 0@ ™).
l<jsr 1<5<r
Therefore

mp'e) =~ > { T] X Qv @y fe[ - (@ 8).D(w,y)] }

lwllyl$Th/Q  1=j=r

X { 3 e(- (a/Q).D(x,z))} +O(Qr k),

x@EZ&

(7.22)
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Recall the definition (2:29). Using the Poisson summation formula we may replace the sum
over w,y € Z" with the corresponding integral, at the expense of O(7~2*) errors, and then change
variables to reach the formula (ZII]). Therefore

;' (0) = P'(7% 0 B)G(a/Q) + O(rF+8k), (7.23)

The contribution of the error term can be incorporated into the kernel £, while the main term can
be substituted into the formula (ZI9), leading to the desired formula (7.8)) after changes of variables.

We have established (Z8) and ([Z9) with n<s(¢™)n<se(¢?) in place of T]S(;k/Q(C(l))T]S(;k/2(g(2)). Fi-

nally we can use (ZI3)) to replace cutoff functions n< s (¢C)n<si(¢?) with T]S(gk/g(g(l))ﬁg(gk/g(C(z)).
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We return now to the proof of the main bounds (7.4]). In view of the Cotlar-Stein lemma it
suffices to prove the following:

Lemma 7.2. Ifk,j > max((D/In7)2,s/6) and j € [k/2,k] then
11 s(HE ) l2@o)—e2@o) + 1 (H).0) Hi dlle2 (o) 2 (o) S 72/ P20 =HID, (7.24)

Proof. Step 1. We prove these bounds first when j = k, so we prove that the operators ”H,lf’s are
suitably bounded on ¢2(Gg). In view of Lemma [T it suffices to prove that

Byl o) S 772/P. (7.25)
We notice that
> e(h.a/Q)G(a/Q)| ST
a/Q=(a) /q1,a® [q2) €RE 5y xRE N[0, 1)+

for any h € Gy, as a consequence of Proposition (ii). For ¢ € {0,1} we let

X]Lg’r(h) ::{ H T_k(l1+12)}77§35k(7_k o h)
(l1,12)€Yq (7.26)
<[ e CPPQr o ). de.
Rd xRd

Notice that
Xy @y S1 forany k € N. (7.27)

Indeed, invoking (7I3]) and integrating by parts in (7.26]) we conclude that
el s{ TI b+ rrony =/
(ll,lz)GYd

for any h € Gy. Now we see that inequality (T.25) follows from (7.27) with ¢ = 1.
Step 2. Since we have already proved that ||(’H]1-75)*ng_,gz < 77%/P <1, we can estimate

* * x111/2 * 1/2
1M JHE ) e = (L (HL ) MY S )M o S I L) 1) 02

1/2a+1

(7.28)
* 1/4 * a
S.; ”,Hjl,s[(,Hllf,s) ,Hllﬂ,s]2Hg2/_>52 5 e S.; ”,Hjl,s[(,Hllf,s) ,Hl%c,s]2 H(2_>g2 ’

for any j < k, where 2% is the smallest dyadic number > r. The norm ||(H}’s)*7‘[]1€78||52_>52 can

be estimated in the same way, so it suffices to prove that for any j € [k/2,k] such that k,j >
max((D/InT)2, s/8) we have

”H;,s[(Hllf,s)*%llc,s]rH52—>Z2 + H(H]l,s)*[Hllf,s(%llc,s)*]r”ﬁ—MQ 5 T_STS/DT_grlj_kVD‘ (729)
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The bounds on the two terms in the left-hand side of (7.29]) are similar, and we only provide the
proof for the first term. We use Lemma [Tl The contribution of the error kernel Ej is bounded by

Cr k4 due to (7I0Ql), which is better than needed. It remains to prove that
1B * Hj |1 ) S 750/ P H/P, (7.30)
We examine the formula (Z8]) and decompose the kernel B},
B = > G(a/Q)X} 4/0
a/Q=(aM /q1,a /g2)eRL 5 xRY'N[0,1)d+" (7.31)
Xkas@(h) := Xj(h)e(h.a/Q),

where the kernels X := X,i’r have been defined in (7.26). In view of the rapid decay of the
coefficients G(a/Q) (see ([230))), for (Z.30)) it suffices to prove that

HXl:,a/Q * H},s”gl(((;,o) S Q8/57—_8T‘j_k|/D (7.32)

for any irreducible fraction a/Q € QY with denominator Q € [7*, 720k+2].
We examine now the definition (7.2)) and decompose

,b(2)
H! (g) = 3 e (g) = 3 185L;)(gM)e(g@ 52 /q2)Y;(g?),
b2 /g2eRY N[0,1)4 b2 /g2eRY'N[0,1)4

¥;(9@) = 6 (4?) /R (g 8D )y (17 0 B ),

d’!

(7.33)
For (T32) it suffices to prove that
r 7b(2) —8r|j—
HXk,a/Q * H]l /qQHgl(GO) S Q4/57' 8rlj=kl/D (7.34)
for any b(2)/ g2 € R;l’, as the sum over b2 /q2 contains at most 75/% terms and Q > 7°.
Step 3. Using the definitions we estimate
T lvb(2)/q _ lvb(2)/q T —1
HXk,a/Q * Hj ’ Hzl(((}o) - Z ‘ Z Hj 2(9)Xk7a/Q(g : h)‘
h=(h(W) LGy g=(9V,g())eG
(2 )EGo  g=(yg 91 )€Go 1 1 (7.35)
< > Vo™l D2 AL XE (™ mel(g™" - )0/ Q)] |
h=(h() h(2)eGy, g(? ez gMWezd

To get decay in |k — j| the main point is to bound efficiently the sum over gW in the expression
above, using the cancellation of the kernel A;L;. We rewrite this sum in the form

|32 I I X ((AF (1), 9) 7 )

nez

x e[ — A5 (n).(a /Q) + Ro(ASY (n), ASY (n) — h).(a? /Q)]

)

for any h = (R, h?) € Gy and ¢g® € Z% | where x/(x) = (1/7)x(z/7) — x(z) as before. It follows
easily from the definition (Z33]) that ||Yj||, (z¢y S 1 uniformly in j € Z. Therefore, for [T33) it
suffices to prove that
3 ( ST ) XE (Y — A5 (n), R+ Ro(ASY (n), A (n) — hV))
h=(h(D h(d)cGy NEZ (7.36)
xe[ . A(()l)(n).(a(l)/Q) + RO(A(()I)(n),A(()l)(n) - h(l)).(a(2)/Q)H < Q4/57_—8r|j—k\/D‘
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We further decompose n = mQ@ + p, m € Z, p € [0,Q — 1] N Z, and notice that the oscillatory
factor in the sum above does not depend on m. For (Z.36)) it suffices to prove that

3 ‘ZT X (77 (mQ + p) X5 (Ao(m@Q + p) - h) (< ~8rlj—k|/D (7.37)
heGyg meZ

for any @ € [1,72%+2] and p € [0,@Q — 1] N Z, as the sum over p contains only @ terms.
Finally, we examine the kernels X;. These kernels can be extended to the continuous Lie group

G# ~ R4l according to the defining formula (Z26). Using (ZI13) and integration by parts it
follows that

|X£(h)| + Z Tk(l1+l2)|(8 lllsz)(h)| < { H T—k(l1+l2)}(1 + |,7_—k ° h|)—2/5 (738)
(ll,lz)EYd (ll,lz)EYd
or any h € 4l Therefore, for any g € with |77 o0 g| <1, we have
f h € R4l Therefore, f G with |77 0 g| <1, we h
Xph) = Xp(g ml s P T e R o nl) T, (7.39)
(ll,lg)GYd
Therefore
SIS TN mQ + o) [Xi (Ao(m@ + p) - k) = X (m)] | S 7
heGy meZ

Moreover, since [, X'(z) dz = 0, we have

Z‘ZT X (777 (mQ + p)) X (h ‘_(Z\Xk >‘ZT_]X mQ+p))( Q7.

heGg meZ heGo
The desired bounds (737 follow since j € [k/2, k] and Q < 72°%%2. This completes the proof of the
lemma. O

7.3. Proof of (@20). Given that we already proved the variational inequality ([I9), in view of
(24) it suffices to prove that

—s 2
I1f * Kio,slez o) S 727N fle2 o) (7.40)

where kg in an integer satisfying |ko — 3ks/2] < 1. We decompose Ky, s = G}m L+ Zt<6,k0 Gkg,s .+
Gy,.s a in ([£28). The contributions of the operators defined by the kernels G}%":’S and G
suitably bounded due to Lemma F4 and Lemma (i) proved in the previous sections. The
contributions of the operators defined by the kernels Gy, s are bounded due to Lemma[AH (ii) and

Lemma [£.6] proved in Section 8 below. The bounds (7.40) follow.

8. TRANSITION ESTIMATES II: PROOF OF LEMMA

In this section we prove bounds ([£34]) and ([A35]). In fact we establish a stronger result which
will be used in P(Gy) theory in Section

Lemma 8.1. Assume that s >0, and t > D(s+ 1), and let A C RY\ ﬁds, BC R%’S be 1-periodic
sets of rationals. Then for any 2 < p < oo and for any f € £*(Gg) we have

|VP(f * Kppoap : max(rg, t/0") < k < 260)|| ooy S T_t/Dzﬂf”zZ(Go)a (8.1)

(Go)

where Ky, ., 4B s the kernel defined in [A30]). In particular, we have

2
sup |/ * Kk o.a5] ST fllegy)- (8.2)
Hmax(/is,t/é’)gk<2,€t HZz(GO) (Go)
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The estimates ([8I)-(B2) imply @34)-@35), since Gy = Kk,k,Rf\ﬁds,Rg" Moreover, the
bounds ([82) follow from (£35]) and ([6.49]). Thus our main goal is to prove the bounds (8J]).

As in Section [ we let GrrAB = AkKk,k,A,B = Kpt1 k41,48 — Ki g4 for k > max(ks,t/d),
apply the Rademacher—-Menshov inequality (2.7)) and then Khintchine’s inequality. As in Section [7]
for (81)) it suffices to prove that

> sa(f % Grgan)

ke[J,2J]

—4t/D?
£2(Go) S T HfHZ2(G0) (83)

for any J > max(ks,t/d") and any coefficients » € [—1,1].
We examine the definitions (£30) and (437, and further decompose

_ 1 2 3 4
GrkaB=Griat Grrast Girast Grras

Gina5(9) = or(9) /T s SO A B s (€ [ASH (M) de Mg,
Gipan(g) = [Amk](g)/ ¢(9-£) Tk A(EN)EL 1 5(6@)Spp1 (6W) deWag®),
Tdx T’ (8.4)

G} ran(g) = ¢k+1(9)/ ¢(9-€) Upo e, A€M [AZk 18] (EP)])Spp1 (€1) deMag®@,

Td x Td’

Ghran(g) = ¢k+1(9)/ ¢(9-E)[Ak Tk kAl (EM)Eps1 jor1,5(6P)Spr1 (€V) dgWag®,

Td xTd

where ¢i(g) = qb,(gl)(g(l))qb,(f) (9®) as before. As in Section [0 we will prove that

Z s, (f * Ghpap) 2(60) = T_t/DHngz(GO), (8.5)
ke[J,2J]

for any J > max(ks,t/d") and any coefficients s, € [—1,1]. We will also prove that

1.f Gz,k,A,BH@(GO) S T_k/DHfHZZ(GO)’ (8.6)

for any k > max(ks,t/d8') and ¢ € {2,3,4}. These two estimates would clearly imply the bounds
[®3), thus completing the proof of Lemma

8.1. Proof of the bounds (83]). As in Section [1l we will use a high order almost orthogonality
argument. For this purpose we need a good description of the operators {(g,ik AB)*g,i’h A,B}T and
{986,48Ghgeap) ) where Gl 5f == f %Gl 45 We note that Gy, 45 = Kjj 45 see the
definitions in (£30) and ({3T). For ¢ € {0,1} let

. L Kk,w,.A,B if 1 = 0, . . Lk,w,_A if L = 0,
kaw,AB

— 8.7
if o =1, PoAT L =1 8.7)

Kllc,w,.A,B
For later use we consider both operators IC§€7k’A’Bf = f % Ky pap t€ {0,1}.
Lemma 8.2. Assume that A C Q%, B C Q¥ are 1-periodic sets and assume that {¢g€Zys :a/qe€
A and ged(ar, ... aq,q9) = 1} C [qa,4q4] for some qu € Z.. Assume that g4 > QP for any

irreducible fraction a/Q € B, and k > (D/In7)? satisfies 7% > qu. If r € Z is sufficiently large
then for every f € (?(Gg) we have

{(ICIL»c,k,A,B)*KZ,k,A,B}Tf = f+{F"+ 0.},

. . *\T LT AL,T (88)
{Ki kot sKhponn) } f=F*{F"+0:"},
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where
rrmy={ 3 S Ca®/Q o)V 0)e(n® (a?)/Q)) )
a® /QeBn[0,1)? oe[A+(Z/Q)4]N[0,1)4 9)
8.9
AT e on | ,{ank/z O} PRl o ).l dc,
(11,12) €Yz RIXRE -7
Frm={ % 3 C(a® /Q,0)e(h.c)e(n® (o /Q)) |
a(® /QeBN[0,1)? o€[A+(Z/Q)4]N[0,1)4 : )
8.10
AT e gt om) [ ,{Hn<5k/2 NFBQOelr o h).Cldc.
(ll )EYd R x R4 .
and B
103" e (o) + 105 ller Gy S 77 (8.11)
The functions P* and P* are as in ([T12) (see also (TII)), and the coefficients C and C satisfy
C(a®/Q.0)| +1C(a®/Q,0) S " (8.12)

for any a®/Q € BN [0,1)¢ and o € [A+ (Z/Q)¥ N[0,1)7.

Proof. We only prove in detail the claims for the operators {(quk A,B)*Kﬁc, k, A,B}Tv since the claims
for the operators {IC;&A’B(IC}M’A’B)*}T, follow by analogous arguments.
Step 1. By (430) notice that the kernels Kj ; 4, have product structure. Thus in view of
EI3)-2I4a) we have
{(Kijoa8) Kipoast f=1*ESan
where

K 4 5(y) = n<ssi(t " o) /T - e(y.0)IL 4 (00, 0)05 , 5(0%)) d6M e, (8.13)

and the multipliers H kA and Qk kB are given by

i (00,62) = Y {HLWh“ Cralos ) Je(00. 30 () - g

e e (5.14)
( 92 { Z Ry( ] ,h§1 1 Z Ro(— —l—gl(), h(l)—l—gj(.l))})
1<j<r 1<i<j<r
and, with F}, defined as in (&.3]),
2
U (0?) = | /T (0P — €)= 5(6) dg® (8.15)

As in the proof of Lemma [[I] our goal is to show that the kernels K ,i’,; ApB are equivalent to
the kernels F}’" in (83), up to acceptable ¢ errors. For this we need to replace the multipliers
H;Tk’ A (9( ) 6( ))QT (9(2)) with more explicit multipliers, at the expense of acceptable errors.

Step 2. We will follow the ides from Sections Bl As in (GEI5) we may write

k,, (9(1) 9(2)) /(Td)ZTV]Z(H 027C1 ) 1 7”’7(7“ 767’ )
(8.16)

X H {SL ‘I’kkA(C( )Sk(f(l )‘I’kkA }df "'dfﬁl)d@(l)’

1<5<r
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where (see also in (5.16])) we have

Vk( 7 aCl ) 1 7 "7Cr 77“ )

So I {e (e(0® = )62 (ge(— (09 = €7).05) }

hj,g; €24 1<j<r

e( —0@{ Z Ro(hj, hj — gj) + Z Ro(—=hi + g1, —h; +9j)}>'

1<5<r 1<i<j<r

In view of (5.6) we have a rapid decay [ ; (0 @) < 77PF unless |77 0 () — o /Q)| < 720k

for some a? /Q € B. Hence, we may assume that 62 = o(?) + a(?) /Q for some a? /Q € B and
7% 0 a(?| < 720k The condition (G.2I) is then verified so we can use Lemma [5.21
We now define new projections

P arzie @)= Y ncamn(rh o (6 —0)),
c€A+(2/Q)?

where A+ (Z/Q)? == {0 +a/Q : 0 € A, a € Z%}. Examining (5I8) we conclude that V} decays
rapidly unless TMHHl(l) - 5]('11)”62 < 7109k and TleHl(l) - C](-ll)HQ < 7199 for all j € {1,...,7} and
le{1,...,d}, thus we may replace HZ;7A(9(1), 9(2)) with H;’;A(G(l), 9(2))@k7A+(Z/Q)d (9(1)) at the

expense of O(7~PF) error term.

Expanding the cutoff functions Wy, ;. 4, invoking rapid decay from (5.18) of V; as above and using
Lemma [5.2] we may replace IT;"; 4 (61, 0) Dy A+ (2/0)e (6™)) with

Z Z (050, )W (a a? bye, . by e )n<ose (T o CrS))
TEA+(Z/Q)? byee(Zg)"

X /(Rd)zr { Hn§5’k(7k o (gj(l) — o+ bj/Q))ngé’k(Tk 5 (4](1) —o+ Cj/Q))}

x Z (ol s“ —51/Q,0M — ¢V —¢1/Q,..., 00 — M) —b,/Q,00) — ¢V — ¢, /Q)
< 1] {SL NspEM)raeNact .. aeMach
1<5<r

at the expenses of O(7~P#/2) errors, where ZJ and W, have been defined in (5.24)-(E.29), b =
(b1,....b) € (Zé)r, c=(c1,...,¢) € (ZdQ)T, and the coefficients ¢g are defined by

1 if 0—-b;/Q,0—c¢;/Q e Aforanyje{l,...,r};

. (8.17)
0 otherwise.

wo(o3b,c) = {

We make the changes of variables 5)(1) = pj+0—b;/Q and Cj(l) =j + 0 — ¢;/Q in the latter

integral. In view of Lemma we can also replace S,Lg(fj(»l)) and S,‘C(Cj(l)) with S(o — b;/Q)J}(5;)
and S(o —¢;/Q)J}(7;), at the expense of acceptable errors. Therefore, the integral formula above
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shows that if 8 = a® + a2 /Q for some a? /Q € B and |Tk oa@| < 27%%  then

oEAH(Z/Q) b cE(Zd)

X H {S(c—b;/Q)S(c — ¢;/Q) }/ H Ug&fk(TkOﬁj)ﬂg&’k(TkO%‘)Jli(ﬁj)t]é(%')}

1<5<r 1<j<r
x ZE(a®; 00 — o — 1,00 — o — 41,00 — 0 — 3,00 — 5 — ;) dBrdyy . .. dBrdy,
+ O(r~ PR3, (8.18)

where W&(a(z),b, c) = Wg?(a@), b1,C1y -y by ).
Step 3. Using the definitions (6.4)-(6.5) and (5.25)), the integral over f;,v; in (8I8) is equal to

/Rzrd/Rzr (7 o a®®).{ Z Ro(yj,yj — =) + Z Ro(—yl+$z,—yj+xj)}>

1<5<r 1<l<j<r

X H {77<5k (z;)e(— (%0 a(l)).xj)nggk(yj)e((Tk o a(l)).yj) (8.19)
1<5<r

—

XX (X (o) (A () = )i (= AF (05) + ) b duugdvda ;.

where @ denotes the Euclidean Fourier transform of n<s and al) =g — 4.
We notice that we may replace the factors n<s,(x;) and n<sx(y;) with 1 in the formula (8I9), at
the expense of O(7~PF) errors, due to the stronger localizations induced by the factors in the last

line. Then we make the changes of variables x; = A(()l)(uj) +al, Y = A((]l)(vj) + y; to rewrite the
remaining integral in the form

Ii(a /RZT 1T {m<sn(=2)n<am)e( = (7" 0 V).(f; — v))) } (8.20)

1<;<r

X { /Rzr e( — (Tk o a(z)).T(gl,g’,g, y)) H {X‘(uj)xb(vj)}e( — (Tk o a).D(g,g)) dgdy}dg'dg’,

where o = (1), a?), the function D : R” x R” — R is defined as in (224]), and
T(Z, y’ w,v) =Ty (2!, y ,u,v) + Ta(z',y),
1 1 1
iy ww) = Y [Ro(A) ()0 — o) + Ro(yf, AS (1) = AF (uy))]

1<j<r
1 1
+ > — AP (), 2 = y)) + Rolwp — wp, A (u) — AP )], (82D
1<i<j<r
= Z RO(y;,y_;_ Z RO yl7 ]_y])
1<5<r 1<l<j<r

To summarize, we have proved that if 82 = (2 4+ a(?) /Q for some a? /Q € B and |7# 0 | <
2729k then

L7 L (00.02) = 3 ca?/Q opmeari(r o (61) — o))
c€A+(Z/Q)? (8.22)

X 1,2(9(1) — 0, oz(2)) < 7 Dk/3,
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where the multipliers I}, are defined as in (820), and

C(a(2)/Q,a) = Z LQ(O';Q,Q)WE)(&@),Q,Q) H {S(U_bj/Q)m}' (8:23)

bee () 1<

Notice that the coefficients C(a(?)/Q, o) satisfy the desired bounds [8IZ) because QP < ¢4, and
‘S(g)‘ < q;“s for any o € A, as a consequence of (2.22]).
Step 4. We now show that if [7¥ o o] + |7# 0 a(@)| > 70%/2 then
[Tt (oM, o) < 77F/0, (8.24)
We shall apply Proposition 24l For this we rewrite
o(=(oa®) Ty w o) T (@i} = T {5(u)o;()},
1<j<r 1<j<r

where, using the formulas (821]), we obtain
¢www:vwm{—v%amw—Rm@MWw»

+ 3 Ro(A) (uy), + 3 Rolai -y, AP (wi))] },

j<i<r 1<i<j
65(vy) = X' (v))ef = (+F 0 a?). [R0<Aé”<vj>,y; — ) + Ro(y}, Ay (v))
= > Ro(AP @), et — ) — - Rolai — i, A (o) }-

j<i<r 1<i<j

Then we notice that the contribution to the integral in (8.20) coming from the points (2, y’) outside
the ball B, := {(z/,y/) € RT" x R : |2/| + |y/| < 7=9k/21 is negligible, due to the rapid decay of
the function 7<yg. On the other hand, if |2/| + |¢/| < 77*/2 and |7* 0 o/?)| < 2720% then the
functions ¢; and ¢; defined above have bounded CH(R) norms, lViller + léjllcr < 1, so we can

apply Proposition [2Z4] for any (z/,y') € B,. The desired bounds (824) follow.
On the other hand, if |7% o o] + |7% 0 a(?)| < 79%/2 then we observe that

/ Teri(2)2P dz = 0, (8.25)
RE

for any multi-index 8 = (81,...,34) € N\ {0}. Since T(2',y',u,v) is a polynomial in the variables
xj,1j, we can use a Taylor expansion to see that

‘/]R?Td H {77<5’k 77<5’k(y])}[ ( (Tkooz(l)). Z (:1:; —y;))

1<j<r 1<j<r

X e( — (Tk (e} CM(2)).T($/,y/7g7 2)) - 1] dg/dg/ ~

provided that |75 o M| + [7F 0 a(@| < 79%/2 and |u| + |v| < 1. Recalling also the definition (ZIT),
we have the approximate identity

(@) = P(1% 0 a)nesp o (77 0 @Dy ja (77 0 o) 4+ O(7F/%). (8.26)
Step 5. We examine the functions Q0 ; 5 defined in (BI5]). Using (G.6) it is easy to see that

Q kklg( 2/Q + a?) - 1] < Dk if [7% 0 o®| < 2r%/2 and ¥ /Q € B. (8.27)
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Compare ([827)) with the bounds from (I7). Combining this with (822]), (824]), and [B26]) we

derive our main approximate identity for multipliers,

I (00,05 4 5(6%) = > > c@?)Q,o) (8.28)
a(?) /QeB oe A+(Z/Q)?
x Mgy (T 0 (01 — 0))neso(th 0 (0 — a® /Q)) P (rF 0 (01 — 0,0 — a® /Q))| < 770
The desired conclusions ([B8])-(83) follow using the identity (§I3]). O

We now return to the proof of the bounds ([83]). In view of the Cotlar—Stein lemma it suffices to
prove the following:

Lemma 8.3. Assume that s >0, t> D(s+ 1), and let A C R} \ ﬁds, B C R%/s be 1-periodic sets
of rationals. If k,j > max(ks,t/d") and j € [k/2,k], then

1G5 48k kn8) 12 (@o)ys2o) + 1(Gh 5 8) Ghkasll ooy S 7 2 Pr207H/P - (8.29)

Proof. We will use Lemma with ¢+ = 1, since Gllc,k,A,B = K} . a5 The proof will proceed in
several steps as the proof of Lemma
Step 1. We will abbreviate Fkl’r(h) to FJ(h), where

Fmy={ Y > Ca?/Q.0)hW.0)e(hP.(a?/Q)) }Xi(h),
o /QEBN0,1)¥ o€[A+(Z/Q)4N[0,1)d
where XJ := X" are the kernels defined in (Z28). In view of (T27) and (BI2) we have

I NGy S 7740

This shows that |G} . 4 glle2(Go)—2(Go) S 7747 and bound (829) follows if j = k.
To prove the bounds (829 in the general case j < k we use first a high order T*T argument, as
in (T28]), so it suffices to prove that

1G; ;4 8l(Ghkas) Ghaas) lese + 110G ;48 Gk kas(Ghpas) ] lee

< p=8rt/D—8rlj=k|/D (8.30)

for any j € [k/2, k] such that k,j > max(ks,t/0’). The two bounds are similar, so we will focus on
bounding the first term. We use Lemma [R.2] and notice that the contribution of the error kernel
O,i’r is controlled by O(7~%), which is better than needed. It remains to prove that

HFk G ’]ABH@ (o) < 78rt/D~8rlj—k|/D. (8.31)

Step 2. Using Lemma [6.1] the kernels ijA B= Kj’»j AB= L;j 4Nj.j.5, can be rewritten as

Z SOM /q1)e(gM . (0N /g1))e(g? -(5(2)/(12))}/}(9)7

b /g1 €AN[0,1)4, b(2) /go€BN[0,1)4’

(8.32)
Yj(g) = ;(9) /R 1o GO (77 0 ¢y (77 0 ¢ AV,

up to rapidly decreasing errors. Here ¢;(g) = ¢§1)(g(1))¢§2) (¢9®) as before, and the functions J]( are
defined as in ([6.4]).
As in (Z31]), we define X7 a/q(h) = X} (h)e(h.a/q). We define also Y}, /,(9) = Y;(g)e(g.a/q), with

Yj as in (832). By the definition of F] and the rapid exponential decay |C(a® /Q, )| < 779 (see
BI2) with A C R¢\ R%s and B C R‘és), for (831)) it suffices to prove that

< r8rli=H/D (8.33)

HXl:,a/q *Yjaq (Go)
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for any irreducible fractions a/q,a’/q’ € Q%% with denominators ¢, ¢’ < 7212,
Step 3. Let Q = qq¢’ € [1,747] and recall the definitions (EI)-(6.2)). Since ¢((g-h-g').a/q) =
¢((9-9)-a/q) and ¢((g-h-g').d'/q") = e((g- ¢').d'/q') if h € Hg and g,¢" € Go, we have

1 X% ara * Yiasa gy = > ‘ Yo Xpa b b )Y (n .m)‘
nelg, hellg melg, hietg
< Y| X b Y )]

1227251 EJQ s hGHQ h1 EHQ

Therefore

v S 2 IXRGERT R ) = XE (e )] [V )]
o1 €Jg, hhi€Hg

+ Z ‘thN‘Zthﬂl‘

w1 €Jg, heHg hi€Hg

HXIZ,a/q * Y}va'/Q’
(8.34)

Using (7.38]), for any g, g1 € Gy we have
Xl 9) = Xig)| ST+ o g2 T e (4 o gy T
(l1,l2)€Yy
which is a stronger version of (Z39). Moreover, using the definition of the kernel Y} in (832]),

‘ —4/s
Wil < { T wtreine ) [+ (Aow) = o)) d

(ll,lz)EYd
uniformly in g, € Gg. Here 5= (O15) (11 12)ey, and Oy, = 6 if (I1,12) € Y and &y, = 0" otherwise.
Since
1+ |7'_j ogi| <1+ ‘T(Sj (Ao(u) —7770 91)‘,

we obtain the desired bound for the first term in the right-hand side of (834]).
Next, we focus on the second term in the right-hand side of (834]). Notice that using ([217]) we
are able to prove that

‘ Z 6i(hy - p)e((hy - o). ‘<Q d— d’{ H Tj(ll+lg+5)}<1_|_7.5j|7—jO<|)—D’

hi€Hg (l1,l2)€Yy

uniformly in |77 0 ¢| < 79/4, Q@ < 77/% and yy € Jg. Further, since J1(0) = 0, it follows from the
definition of J; (see (6.4)) that ]JJ/»(C(I))\ < min(1, |77 o ¢W|) for any ¢V € RY Combining the
above with (7.38]) we bound the second term in the right-hand side of ([834]) by

ORI SRAUIISIES SNy

m€lq hi€lq mele
x |n<yi(r? o (1 ))Ussj(T” o ()| d¢Wa¢t

< i)V (1 4 29919 0 ¢} 1 0 W[ deMac®
S A IT PO} (e o) o ¢ aca

(ll ,lQ)GYd

Z ¢j(h1 - pa)e((hy - ). “J/

<7

Recalling that j € [k/2, k| we see that the desired estimates ([833]) follow. O
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8.2. Proof of the bounds (86]) for : = 2. Notice that if g is in the support of the kernel
G%,kAB then there is (I1,l2) € Yy such that |g;,,| 2 7Ok rk(litl2) - Therefore we can integrate by
parts many times in the variable &;,;, to prove that the kernels G%k’ AB have rapid decay, i.e.
|G%7k7A7B(g)| < 77F/% for any g € Gg. The desired bounds (&%) follow. O

8.3. Proofs of the bounds ([80) for « = 3 and ¢ = 4. As before, we use a high order T%T
argument. Notice that the kernels Gi’h Ap and Gé ka5 defined in ([8.4) have product structure

Giraslg) = Ilz’,k,A(g(l))Jg,k,za(g@)),
3 My .— 4D (D) (1) (1) (1) M)y ge(1)
iae) = 66 [ el 0Nk al€D)S1n (6 . 535)
Rrse®) = 61 (6®) /T o9 )A€ dg®,
and
Graran(9) =Lixaly (1))J13,k,3(9(2)),
Ilg,k,A( W ) = ¢k+1( (1)) /Td e(g(l)-5(1))[Ak\1’k,k,A](6(1))Sk+1(§(1))df(l)y (8.36)
Jlg,k,B(g@)) = ¢1§2421(9(2)) /]l‘d' e(¢@.6O)Zp 1 p1(E@) de®
We define the operators Gy ; 4 s by Gp p 4 5f = f*Gjj ap: b € {3,4}. Using (2I3)—(2.16) we have
(G ) Ghgens) [ = F* G ap

for a sufficiently large integer r € Zy and ¢ € {3,4}, where the kernels G}, 4B are given by

Glas) = s ow) [ () (000, 0%) 07, 5 (0) a0
e - Td x T’ ” ”

The multipliers I}, , are given by

W 00,00 = Y T Ta D o) b0 3 00— ) 37)

h{ g Mezd I=1 1<j<r
xe( = 0@ 3 Ro(hV Y — g+ 3T Ro(=h{ + gV, —n{ 4 i)} ).
1<5<r 1<i<j<r

Moreover, with Fj41 defined as in (53), the multipliers Q)" 5 are given by

2
2 5(0%) = ‘/d, Frp1 (0¥ — €P)[AEp 8 (6P) deP)|
T , (8.38)
Qi’,Z,B(e(m) = ‘/W, Fioi1 (0¥ — )2y 41 541,8(6®) de®
For (B4) it suffices to prove that for ¢ € {3,4} we have the multiplier bounds
7 4 (60, 02) 0 5(02) S 777 for anmy (0,0 € T x T (8.39)

The proof of ([839) follows by similar arguments as in Lemma B2 We consider two cases:
Case 1. Assume first that ¢ = 3. Notice that we have rapid decay \Qi’,; 3(9(2))] < 7Pk unless

175 0 (0 — a@ /Q)| < 72 for some a® /Q € B. In this case the symbols Hi;A satisfy similar
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bounds as the symbols Hk kA analyzed in the proof of Lemma In particular, we have
5L (00.02) = 3 e(a?/Q 0)mcari(r o (6) — o))
oc€A+(Z/Q)?
x [OW — 0,0l S 770,
which is analogous to the approximate identity ([822). The coefficients C(a®) /Q, o) are as in (823),

while the functions I3 are similar to the functions I} defined in (820) (with the factor x*(u;)x*(v;)
replaced by x(u;/2)x(v;/2)/4). We still have the key bounds

W,a®)[ 7745 if % 00|+ [1F 00 2 1942,
which are similar to (824]). The main difference is that the bounds (827 are replaced by
|Qkk8 (a?/Q + a(2))| < 7Dk if 7% 0 a®| < 27%/2 and @ /Q € B,

due to the presence of the difference factor [AZg 1.5](€?)) in the definition (838) of the multipliers
sz 5- The desired estimate ([8.39) for « = 3 follows from the last three bounds.
Case 2. Assume now that ¢ = 4. As in (816) we rewrite

5 4 (6, 69) = / Vi (00,0@;¢fY eV, ¢, M) (8.40)
T (’]I‘d)Q’r
< 1 {Sk-i-l Ak‘l’kkA](C( ))5k+1(§( ))[Ak‘lfm,A](ﬁf))}dél)ddl)---dfr(al)dCr(l)v
1<5<r
where Vk+1( Cl , 1 , ..,Q ,ﬁr )is as in (B.10]).

In view of (IBEI) we have a rapid decay |Qi’7273(0(2))| < 77Dk unless |75 0 (0 — ) /Q)| < 720k
for some a(? /Q € B. On the other hand, in this case we can use similar arguments as in the proof
of Lemma B2] to simplify the multipliers Hk kA0 At the expense of acceptable errors. After several
reductions we derive an approximate formula similar to RB22), namely

My 4 (00,09) = 3~ ¢(a?/Q, 0)ncasn(r¥ o (01 — o)
oc€A+(Z/Q)? (8.41)
X Iﬁ(e(l) -0, a(z))‘ < 7~ Dk/3

provided that #?) = a® + a2 /Q for some a® /Q € B and |7% 0 a?)| < 720k The coefficients
C(a(2)/Q o) are the same as in (823), and I}! is defined as in (820), namely

V= [T e e = (7 0 ) — 1)} (5.42)
1<5<r
{/Rzre(_“koo‘(z)) ey u0) T] {xCup)x(v)}e( = (7" 0 a).D(20,2u)) dgdy}dﬁ’dg’,
1<5<r

where 1151, (2) == N<s (k1) (T02) — <o (2), and @ denotes the Fourier transform of the function
sy and the function 7' is defined as in (821).

The functions I} still satisfy the bounds [T} (M), a@)| < 77k if |78 0 aW| 4 |7F 0 (D] > 79K/2]
which are similar to (824]). The main difference is that the identities ([825]) are replaced by the
stronger identities

/]Rd n’gé,k(z)zﬁ dz =0,
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for any multi-index f, including § = 0. Therefore we can use a Taylor expansion (as in the proof
of §20)) to see that |I}(aM),a@)| < 77Pk if |78 0 oV + |7F 0 a@| < 79%/2. The desired bound
in (839) follows for ¢ = 4. O

9. MAXIMAL ESTIMATES ON (P(Gg): PROOF OF THEOREM [[3]

In this section we complete the proof of the ¢P theory in Theorem [T.31

Theorem 9.1. With M, defined as in (&) for 7 = 2, and for any p € (1, c0]we have

H ililg ‘Mkf‘ng(Go) Sp HfHéP(GO)a f € P(Go). (9.1)

Notice that the maximal inequality ([O.]) for 7 = 2 implies the full maximal inequality for any
7 > 1. By interpolation with the variational #? estimates in Theorem H.I] this completes the proof
of the main Theorem [I.3]

To prove Theorem we will use Lemma and Propositions and below.

Lemma 9.2. Assume that there is a constant v > 0 such that for every u € (1,2], p € (0,1), and
A > 0 there is a sequence of linear operators (Az’p)kzo such that

[s0p14Y £l oy) S AN fllcey for any £ € £(Ga), (9.2)

and

Higlgw\/lkf - Az’pfmﬁ((@o) SP )‘_PYHfHZQ((GO)) fOT’ any f € 62((@0) (93)

Then the estimate (@) holds true for every p > 1.

Proof. This is a general interpolation result. See for example [34, Lemma 7.1] or [32] Lemma 4.4]
for proofs of such results. U

We will need the following logarithmic maximal estimates.

Proposition 9.3. For every p € (1,00), f € P(Gy), and J € N we have

sup [M;f <, log(J + 2)||f .
Hje[]+1,2]}‘ il vy Sp los N fller (o)

Proposition [0.3] will be proved in Subsection The idea of using restricted ¢7(Gy) estimates as
in Proposition together with ¢2(Gg) bounds to prove the full 7(Gy) estimates (@I]) originates
in Bourgain’s paper [13].

Finally, we will also need the following shifted maximal inequality for the kernels W}, , o with
0 < w < k defined in (G.8).

Proposition 9.4. For any p € (1,00), Q > 1, and w € N we have

sz/é‘épb |f g Wk,mQ‘H@(HQ) Sp (WD fllee@g),  f € F(Hg).

We prove Proposition in Appendix [Bl For now we show how to use the conclusions of Propo-
sitions and to complete the proof of Theorem
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9.1. Proof of Theorem We divide the proof in several steps:
Step 1. In view Lemma [0.2] in order to prove (@) it suffices to find a sequence of linear

operators (Az’p)keN, p € (0,1) and A\ > 0 satisfying ([@.2) and (@3). For A < P we can just set
Ag’p = 0 and the bounds (@3] follow from the already established £2(Gy) theory for the maximal
operator supysq |[Mgf] .

Therefore from now on we may focus only on A > e”. Let us define

S:=|lnA] > D. (9.4)
Recall from (4I8) and ([@.25]) that for S as in ([@.4]) we have respectively

kg = o(D/ 1n2)(S+1)2. and Qg = (2D(S+1))!_

If A\ > eP and k < kg then we just define Ay, M — My. The bounds [@3) are trivial, whereas the
bounds ([@.2)) follow from Proposition 0.3 Indeed since S* ~ (In \)* we have

2D(5+1)2
sup |M . < su M .
H1§k§pns| kf|”z (Go) JZ: 1<£<2]| kf|”z (Go)
2D(5+1)2
< G+ Dl Fllewcoy S Qog N fllew(co)-
§=0

Step 2. Assume now that A\ > el and k > kg. We set Ag””f =[x Kk SRd B where the
) ’ QS’ QS
kernels K}, ., 4 are defined as in ([@36]). In view of Lemma [0.2]it suffices to show that

H SuP |f Kk SRd Rd’ |ng(((;,0 ~Pp (ln )‘)HfHZP (Go)>» e EP(GO) (9-5)

H SUP‘Mkf f*Kk SRd Rd’ ‘Hp(@o SAT o/D? ”f”ZZ(GO [ € 62((@0)’ (9.6)

k>kg

for every p € (1,2].
Let Kj w,4.8. Wikw,g and V4 5.¢ denote the convolution operators correspondlng respectlvely to

the kernels Ky, 48, Wik w,g and Vg 5o defined in Lemma B2l Let Q = Qg, A = RQs’ B = RQs’

ko = |kg], and w = S. Notice that 1 < Qg < 2°%0, s0 the decomposition (B7) and the error term
estimate (G.I0) of Lemma [6.2] hold.

H
We prove first the bounds (@5). We apply Lemma with ICSO = Kk’sﬁdcgsﬁdcgls’ W, s —
4% and V9es =V, ~u and conclude from with B = (*°) that
k,5,Qs RbRE Qs ©.42) ( )

”5;2” * Kk7s’ﬁés,ﬁgs‘ng(Go) S N We,s,05)kzrs ller g o)~ 0 (g g 00)

(9.7)
X ”VﬁésﬁdQ’S,QSHZP(JQS)—W(JQS)”f”zz)(Go) +27%| |l o)
From Proposition we know that
[Wk,5,05 )kzrsller (g ) o (g s00) S S (9.8)
We also know that
Vrs 7a_asleton-mueg < 1Vay ze asllage,) S1: (9-9)



52 ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU, AKOS MAGYAR, MARIUSZ MIREK, AND TOMASZ 7. SZAREK

which follows from the direct computation

Vag g 0s®) = Q5" 20 S(0/Qs)e0M.a/Qs) H{ D (0 .c/Qs) ]

Qs’
d qa’
aEZQS CGZQS

= Q5" D T ().

TLGZQS

The bounds ([@.3]) follow from (@.7)—(@.3).

Step 3. Finally, we prove the bounds ([@f]). Observe that for k¥ > kg we have the following
decomposition, with the notation in Section [}

Mif =~ f 5Ky gm qo =Mif—f5 [ 3 K]+ o[ Y o] +re[ Y 6il
9s70s s€[0,0k] s€(8S,0k] 5€[0,65]

* K, 54 &
\R R‘i’as f k,k,RdQS,Rg \RZ o

+ [+ K g

<6’k
—l-f*[K i sa — K o 5a Nd’:|-
k,k,'RQS,’RQS k,S,'RQS,'RQS

Therefore, to prove (@8] it is enough to show that for every A > e and f € £2(Gy)

[ s M = e [ D0 | A7 flle2(@o)» (9.10)
ks |:s€[0,5k} 4 111€2(Go )
) _ 3
H:;lp IR IR oy SN Il o), (9.11)
=rs s€(65,5k]
|sup|r] 2 i e 9.12)
k2rs sclogs G )
1/D?
Hksilfs’f * K, FRL AR 7722'55’“@2(@0 ATV fllee (Go)» (9.13)
5/ D2
Hksilfs’f i Kkv’“ﬁ‘ésﬁd' \R<5S’HZZ(GO SAP Flle2 o) (9.14)
Kinry my, ~ Rrsry =g SAT 9.15
Hksgfs I [ hRG s R kavR‘észdQS] 2(Go) 1f lle2(Go)- (9.15)

Step 4. We now establish inequalities (@I0)-(@I0). Notice that My f — f = [Zse[w,ﬂ Kk,s] =
[« K, and the bounds (m follow from Lemma 2] Similarly, the bounds (9.12) follow from
Lemma 5] with B = R% ¢ss- In addition, combining (A.20) with 2I) we obtain

sup | f K, < sup|f * K
Hk>ﬁpsf [seg‘;ék] k7] #(Go) sgt;SHk>maX(/£)S,S/5)|f - |HZ2(GO)
_s/D2 53
S Z 27/ [fle2(@o) S A 5D 11l 2(Go)-
$>0S5

This proves (@II). Moreover, using (6.49) and [82) with A = R \RQs and B = R‘éés,

sup |f x K d a < sup |f* K aBd pd |
HkZ/is kkR<6’k\R R<ss HEQ(GO) tZDZ(S;J’_l)HkZmaX(K/Syt/(;/) ko, RAR o R%ss HZQ(GO)
/D2 12
S Z 2~t/P 1flle2(@o) S A e I £1le2(Go)-
t>D(S+1)

This completes the proof of (@I3)).
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We prove now the bounds ([@.14]). We apply LemmaG2with Q = Qg, A = RQS, B = ﬁg \R<6S,
ko = |ks] and w = k. Then we apply Lemma [6.0] and conclude from (6.42]) that

Hksélfs’f*Kk’k’ﬁésﬁdQ/s\R%{éS’HEQ(GO) S |’(Wk,k7Qs)k2HsH£2(HQS)—>£2(HQS;£°°)

o —A/8
. HVRészdQ/s\RgéstSHfz(nﬂQs)_wz(JQs) ”f”ZZ(GO) +2 HfHZQ(GO)-
By ([6I9) we may conclude that

—8S/D
HVRd Rd’ \R 6S7QSHZQ(JQS)_>52(JQ )< 2 / Hf”ﬁz JQS
The bounds ([@.I4]) follow using also Lemma
Finally, we prove the bounds (@.I5). By a simple square function argument and Khinchine’s

inequality it suffices to prove that for every w > S, every sequence (s)reny C [—1,1] and any
f € 12(Gy) we have

—w/D?
S 277 e (9.16)

(D DR K 7, ~ Ky 78 ]

02(Go
k>max{kg,w+1} ( )

We apply again Lemma [62] with Q = Qg, A = ﬁdQS, B= ﬁdQ/S and w > S. Then we apply Lemma

H
0l with kg = max{kg,w + 1}, KGO = K, wilRE R T Kk’wj‘éd ma s Wy Qs — Wi w+1,05 —
Wiw,qs and vias = v

Qs Qg Qs Qg
Rd Ry o, and conclude from (6.43]) that the left-hand side of (@.I6)) is
Qs Rg”’

controlled by

Z M. [Wk,w—i—l,QS - Wk7w7QS]

k>max{rg,w+1}

(tig vty | 12E + 2 Wl o)

since ||VﬁdQSvﬁgstS||€2("HQS)_>£2(JQS) < 1 by [@3). Finally, using (€30) we obtain

< 2—w/D2

~

H Z Pk [Wk’w"‘vaS - Wk‘@@s]

02(H —02(H
k>max{rg,w+1} ( QS) ( QS)

as desired and the proof of (@7 is finished. This also completes the proof of Theorem

9.2. Proof of Proposition To prove Proposition 0.3 we exploit the positivity of the operator
My f, e, Mpf >0 whenever f > 0. We will extend the ideas of Bourgain [13, Lemma 7.32] (see
also [32, Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3]) to the nilpotent setting. We will need the following technical result,
to approximate the original operator.

Lemma 9.5. For every p € Z4 there is a constant C,, > 0 such that for every f € 2(Gg) the
following inequality

_ 2
[Mif = f#Urasull ey < CuS Y27 flle2(o)
holds uniformly in1 < J <k<2J,1<5< 20k satisfying SP < 29k 4nd S < JH. Here

Ur,1,5.4(9) = ¢1(9) > > e(g.(cM, o)) S (M)

d /
o GRSD logg Sﬂ[O,l)d a(® ER%logz SO[O,I)d/

X { H 2_k(h+l2)}/d 18/ Dyl log 7] (En<sDppiog, 1) (€PN T(27F 0 EM)e[(277 0 g).€] de.
(Il l2)EYy R
(9.17)
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We show first how to use Lemma to prove Proposition We proceed in several steps.

Step 1. Since the result is clear for p = co it suffices to consider only p € (1, 2] and nonnegative
functions f : Go — [0,00). Let Kj(z) = K;(z~!). By a general abstract argument, involving duality
and a separation in scales j (see [13] and [32], Lemma 4.2]), it suffices to show that

% 1/R
1D 1y * Kl n gy SrIFIVE, (9.18)
JES

for any even integer R > 2, any subset I’ C G, any functions h; satisfying

h; = gjlp, gj : Go — [0,1], Zgj(a:) <1 forany z € Gy, (9.19)
JjES
and any subset S C [J + 1,2J] satisfying the sparseness property |l —I'| > Dulogy J if 1 £1' € S.
Here p = p(R) is a sufficiently large constant to be determined later (in (O.22))).
Indeed, by a duality argument there are functions 0 < g; < 1 for J < j < 2J, such that

ZJ<j§2Jgj(:E) =1, x € Gy, and

sup |f*Kj(@)|= Y fxKj(x)gx), x€Go J>1.
J<j<2J Jii<al

Then, we have

HJ<S;1<p2J|f * Kj|”zp(<(;0) = HJ<Z<:2J(f * Kj)ngZP(GO)
a i<

< swp || Y0 (hgy)x K

= o' (G )HfHZP(Go)'
IRl ot 6y ST T<j<27 ’

Using interpolation it suffices to show that the latter operator is of restricted weak type (R, R) for
any integer R > 2, with norm <p log(J +2). This means that we need to show that for every fixed
integer R > 2, every finite subset F' C Gg and every J > 1 we have

H Z hj * IfngZR(Go) /SR IOg(‘] + 2)|F|1/R7
J<j<2J

where h; = g;1p for every J < j < 2J. Finally, we partition the set (J, 2J] into at most Dy logy J+1
subsets S with the sparseness property mentioned above. Therefore, we reduced our task to showing
[@IR). We prove ([@IR) by induction over R. The case R = 2 follows from the ¢?(Gg) boundedness
of the maximal function sup,~,|M;|. The case of general R can be reduced to proving that

R
[(TT o ) = = B3|, ST R, (9.20)
n=2 (o)
uniformly in J = jg < 51 < ... < jr < 2J satisfying
Jn+1 — Jn = Dulogs J, 1<n<R-1. (9.21)

See [32] Lemma 4.2] for the details of this reduction, which apply in our case as well.
Step 2. To prove ([@.20) we first define some constants

A:=D*+R, p:=D?AR+R S,=J", 1<n<R (9.22)

We may assume that J 2, 1, s0 1 < 5, < 25‘7/2, S,? < 20'J/2 and S, < JH, 1 <n < R. For
simplicity of notation, in the rest of this subsection the implicit constants are allowed to depend on
R. Using Lemma [0.5] we obtain for every f € £?(Gg) that

If * G = £ # Ongallpegy S S/ My LSn<R, T2, (9.23)
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where ﬁn,J#(a:) = Uj,.78.u(x71), see (@IT). Here we use the fact that if Tf = f * K and

Tf=f+K, then [Ty -ew) = IT1e@o)—e(6o)-
We show that

< JRIF|V/2, (9.24)
£2(Go)

R N R N
H 11 o * K5 = T1 1o * Ui
n=2 n=2
uniformly in J = jo < j1 < ... < jr < 2J satisfying (@.2I]). Indeed, notice that
1, * Ungalles o) < N galler@o) 1 e @) S S2PEH, 1<n<R. (9.25)

Since Up, 7 = Uj,. 0,80, see ([@IT), this follows from the identity

Un.1.0(9) = ¢5.(9) Z Z e(g.(a(l),a(z)))S(a(l))
U(I)ER%mogQ 5, N[0, 1)4 o<2>e7zglog2 s, N0,
X /Rx(u){ H 2‘j7l(l1+12)}m(A(()1)(u) _9=in o9(1)) (9.26)
(l1,l2)€Yy

B i
X N<sDu|logy J | ( —27"o 9(2)) du,
see also ([6.4). Using ([@.23) and (@.25]) we can estimate the left-hand side of ([@.24]) by

n—

R 1 R
cy. ( 117 ﬁk,J,quoo(Go)) ( IT ling, kijZw(Go)) 2o K = g Ungll 2

n=2 k=2 k=n+1
R n—1 ) , R 1 2
S Z < H S,fD(d”))s;l/D |F|M2 < ZJ4D(d+d JATTI-AMD T pi1/2 < 7R py1/2
n=2 k=2 n=2

since 4D(d + d')A" 1 — A"D72 < —A""1 < —R, see ([@22)). The bounds (@.24]) follow.
Step 3. In view of ([@.24), for (@20) it is enough to prove that

< JRIEV2, (9.27)

~

R
H < H hij, * Un,J,u) * (Kjl - Kjo)
n=2
uniformly in J = jo < j1 < ... < jr < 2J satisfying ([@.21I]). Let us define

Xoanlo) = 03,00 [ x@{ TI 27 mmim 5 (40 ) =27 0g)  (028)

£2(Go)

(l1,l2)€Yy
- »
X T<sDpllogs 7] ( — 277" 0 g®)) du,
Xn,J,u,a(g) = Xn,J,u(g)e(g-O')- (929)
Using (Q.26]) we have
h]n * (7”7‘]7” = Z 5(0-721)) : h]n * )fzn7Jnu'70-n'
Ugbl)ER%Dlogz Snﬂ[(],l)d, 0,22)673%/10& Snﬂ[o,l)d,
In view of ([@.22]), for (@27 it suffices to show that
R
| (T * R ) = (B = K|, o < T2, (9.30)
n=2

for any 0’,(11) S R%DlogQ s, N[O, 1)4, 0&2) S R‘élogz s, N0, D%, 2<n<R.
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Observe that
—1
[ (K = Kj)(g) = Z Xioji (W) f(Ao(u)™" - g),

UEZ

where Y, i, (v) = 2771y (27710) — 2790y (2770p). Notice that
J0,J1

‘Z Xjo.j1 (QU + b)‘ $277, QeEZy, belZg. (9.31)
vEZ

Therefore we have

R
(T Psn * Knrsuern ) * iy = Ki)(9)

n=2
R
=Y 0@ 3 (T Xnswen (o 97" A0()) By, (00)) (9.32)
VEL Y2,..,yr€EGy n=2
R
= ) <thn(yn))H(yz-g‘l,.--,yR-g‘l),
Y2, yr€EGy n=2
where
R
H(ya, o y) = 3 Xioar (0 [T Koo (90 - A0(0) ). (9.33)
vEZ n=2

For (@.30)) it suffices to show that there are functions H,, = H,, 5, > 0, 2 < n < R, such that

R
[Hollpgo S1for2<n <R and [H(ya,...,yr)| ST [ Hulyn)- (9.34)
n=2

Indeed, assuming ([0.34]) and using ([0.32)) we can bound the left-hand side of (0.30]) by

R
C’J‘Q"H T ho # Ha
n=2

Step 4. It remains to prove ([@.34). Let g, be the denominator of o,,. By (@.22) one has

R
2(Go) < g7 Hthn * H”HZQ(R*U(GO) < J_2“|F|1/2,
0 o

Q= H S H SaPd < g, (9.35)

n=2

Splitting the summation in v in ([@.33]) into classes modulo ) and using (@:29]) we obtain

IHﬁmp-wyRﬂ<i2:‘§:Xmule+4)(Ilﬁ%prn AMQU+5»>‘

beZg veL

Z‘ZXJOH QvH(HXnJu Un + Ao(Qu +b)) HXnJuyn)‘ (9.36)

beZg veL

+ Z‘Z%on Qu+b) (HXHJM yn>‘_ I + I,

beZg veEL
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Using the definition (9.28]) it is easy to see that for every y € G# and 2 < n < R one has

‘Xn,Jvli(y)‘ + Z 2]"(ll+l2)J 6l1l2Du‘ yl1l2 Xanvl*’/)(y)‘
(li,l2)€Yy

{ I z7te2rmetey /Rx(u)<ﬁD“(A0(u) i Oy)>‘2D au.

(l1,l2)€Yy

(9.37)

where § = (O11) (11 12)ey, and Oy, = 0 if (I1,12) € Y and d;,3, = ¢’ otherwise. Since 2i1—in < J—Dr
(the separation condition ([@.21])), for every y, h € Gq satisfying [2771 o h| < 1 we have

|Xn,J,,u(y . h) - Xn,J,u(y)|

SJ—?,;L{ I1 2—jn(l1+l2)Jélll2Du}/

) {2 (o) ~ 2 o)) . (939)
(11,12)€Yy R

Using ([@37)—(@38) if |Quv + b| < 27t then we have

‘HXnJu Yn - AOQU"i'b HXnJﬂy”

S [T (frmf TL tsmmmn} a2 o) i)
n=2

(ll ,lQ)GYd

Since ZbGZQ Y vezlXjo i (Qu +b)| S 1, we see that the required decomposition ([@.34) for the first

term [ in ([@.30]) follows. The decomposition for I5 also follows using ([@31]), [@.35]) and ([@.37)). This
completes the proof of Proposition

9.3. Proof of Lemma Observe that we may assume that k& > D?u, otherwise the conclusion
is trivial. Observe that we have a decomposition

Mif = f3Usgsp=Mif =+ [ S Ko +7[ 32 m]+re] X Gil

s€[0,0k] s€(logy S,0k] s€[0,log, S|
+f [ kbR

To prove Lemma [3.5]it remains to show that for any f € £2(Go), k > D?u, J <k <2J,and S < JH
we have the following estimates

+ * K d d’! U ] .
f k.k R<6’k\R<D logs S’R<log2 S <Dlogs S’R<log2 s ke JS

_ 2
HMkf_f* [ > K’%S} 2(Go) S 272 fllee o) (9.39)
s€[0,0k]
_ 2
H‘f* [ Z K’%S} 2(Go) Ss7YP 1 le2(@o) (9.40)
se(logy S,6k] 0
_ 2
I+ Gy RE, Hzﬂ(@o) S 2757 fll 2 o), (9.41)
~1/D
Hf * I kRig/k\R%DlogzS7R‘£log25H£2(GO) <sY 1 £lle2(Go)> (9.42)
-1
Hf * [ ok RE b 1ogy S’R(glogQS N Uk"]vs’“} 2(Go) S8 ||f||£2(<[}0)- (9.43)

Here and in the rest of this subsection the implicit constants are allowed to depend on p. The
bounds ([@39) follow from Lemma 2 The bounds (@40) follow from (20)-(&2I). The bounds

(@41) follow from Lemma 5.1l with B = R<log2
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To prove the bounds ([0.42]) we use Lemma B2l with + = 0, so we have the decomposition
K o V=R {FT 00, (9.44)

<logo S kkRP\R<Dlog S7R<log S
2 2 2

for any p € (Dlog, S,0'k]. Here ||Ok e @o) S 27k A= Rd \ RiDlog g B= R‘élogwg, and

Prwe={ Y S Cla®/Q.0)e(hV.a)e(h.(a?/Q)) }

a? /QeBN[0,1)? o€[A+(Zq/Q)4N[0,1)¢
< TT 2750 (@ * o) / L nony2(CMngsyp (C)P(Cel(27" 0 h).¢] dC.
(l1,l2)€Yy RexR
The function P was defined in (7.12]), and the coefficients C satisfy the bounds

C(a®/Q,0) S 2777,
for any a(? /Q € R Clog, s N[0, 1% and o € [Rd\R<Dlog2 s+ (Zg/Q)YN0,1)% Using this estimate

and (T27) (with ¢ = 0), we see that HFk ooy S 27 P/(29) " The desired bounds ([@42) follow by
summation over p > Dlog, S.
Finally, to prove the bounds (@.43]) we use first Lemma [6.1] to see that

K /
” k,DuUng JJ 7R%D logo S’R%10g2 S

{0y me\re

<Dlogg S’

~Urgsulloey) S27°
Therefore it remains to establish the following:

Lemma 9.6. Assume > 1, k> D?u, J <k <2J, and S < J*. Then for any f € (*(Gy),
|7 % Ky fleen.  (945)

Proof. For w € N and Z C {1,2} we define the auxiliary functions

R<log2 S k Du[log2 JJ R<D logo S7R<log2 S

<Dlogy S’ (2((@ )

T = <) <8 %f 1eZ, T®) = {<bwtn) T <dw ?f 2€1, (9.46)
’ N<5'w if1¢7, ’ N<suw if2¢7.
Then we define the projections Wy, ,, 47 and Zj, ,, g7 as in (@II),
Upowaz€®) = 3 Y0 (€W —a/q)),  EpuwpzE®):= Y 10 (R0 (62 —b/g)),

a/qeA b/qeB
where A C Q¢ and B C Q¢ are 1-periodic sets. Then we define the associated kernels
Krwa87(9) = Liwaz(9")Newsz(g?),

Liwaz(g™) = 6 (g) /T elg£)Wh a2 (€M) S(E) d,

Newszl®) = ¢ (o) /T (9 € s(6®) ds®.

Let wg := Dpullogy J| and observe that

K d d’
k’k7R§D logg S ’RSIOgQ S

k—1

- K d d’!
k’w()’RgD logo S’R§10g2 s

- E (K d’ - K d d’ )
ka1 R<D logg §7 R 10gy S kaw, RS loga §' R<logy S
w=wq

k—1
= K d’ .
Z Z kyw 72<D logo S’R<log2 S’I

w=wo 0£TC{1,2}
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Therefore (@45 is reduced to prove that for any w € [wg, k — 1] and Z # ()

—w/D

Hf * Kk w R<Dl gQS’nglogQ S’IHZQ(GO) S 2 Hf”ﬁ(Go)' (9'47)

We examine the definition of the kernels K w R R T and notice that we can replace
<Dlogg S’ V<logg S’

the cutoff function ¢ by the cutoff function
dr0(g) =n<p(27" 0 gM)nep(27F 0 g?).
Indeed, letting K} ., 57 denote the corresponding kernel we have

rt2(9) = Krwsz(9) = (6r(9) — dro(9)) >

<logg S~ d a4’ /
TERL p 1og, sNODIXRE ., sN0,1)7

ga2k2 )x(2 n){ H 2—k(11+l2)}

nez (li,l2)€Yy

K
d
k’w’RSDlogQ s>

—

x T (AY) (27 n) = 27 0 g) TR (—27F 0 o),
which shows that

1K

D2 _D2 _
oy, R 7~ Krwszllog) SS7 277" S277.

a4
<D logy S’R<log2 S»

To bound the operators defined by the kernels K}, ,, s 7 we use again a high order 77" argument,
so it suffices to prove that

Lk w,5.2) K wo,s.2} fllezco) S 27 M1 flle2(co)- (9.48)

The proof of ([@48]) proceeds along the same lines as the proof of Lemma However, there are
some subtle differences arising from the fact that we can only hope for a rapid decay with respect
to w, which might be much smaller than k. In particular, this is the reason why we had to replace
the function ¢y, by ¢4 0. For the convenience of the reader we shall provide the details.

In view of (2I3)-(2I6) we have
{(rw,57) Kiyw,s.1} f=f* Kiw.s

where

Kiw,s1() = 12’“oy|51/ e(y-0) 1L 5.2 (0) Z,w,s,z(e(m) do™Mag®,

Td x T

and the multipliers II}, | ¢ 7 and Q| 7 are given by

Hz,w,S,I(e) = Z {H kwR<D10g25,2,0(h§'1))l’kw’R<Dlog25, 7,0 (gj(l))}

W WV ema  j=1
hy’.g; €L

(0. 37 (5 - 4"))

1<j<r

(00 5 R 3 R )

1<j<r 1<i<j<r

where Ly, 47,0 is defined as Ly, 47 except that we replace (b](j) by qﬁ,(:()). With Fj, o defined in a
similar way as in (5.3]) (we replace n<s, by n<p) we have

<logp S~

(€@ ag]”
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We first analyze the kernel QZM sz Note that

/ Fro(0® — €0)2,  w  4(€?) de®
T <logy S*
= > > n<p@Fog®)e(—g®.(6% - a®/Q))

a® /QERY),,, SN0 gD ez

X { 11 z—k(hﬂz)}@(_g—k o g?).

(ll JQ)GYd,

Notice that we may replace the factor n< p(27%o 9(2)) by 1 above, at the expence of ¢! error term

O(§2rD?9=D*w)y < 9=w (here we have used the fact that integration with respect to 6 produces a
delta and trivializes summation in y). After this replacement we can use the Poisson summation
formula and we end up with

> > Tox(2 o (0% —a®/Q - ).

4 4
a®/QeRYE, . sN[0,1)? MEZ?

This means that we can deal with a simpler kernel

Kpus2) = Loyl > o(y@.a?/Q) /demd, ¢(v-0)

a®/QERYE, . sNI0,1)%

x 0}, 57(00,02 +a® Q) (TE; (2 0 ) > dgVag®).

We now focus on II}, , ¢ 7. As in (GI0)-(G.I6]) we may write

Hz,w,s,l(e(l)vem)) :/(Td) VkO( Cl ) 1 7 ce ﬁl)vé.q(“l))

< 11 {Sk<<}”>\kaw,@mo@sz<<§»”>sk<s<)mm (€M)} (9.49)

1<j<r

s deMactV . deMde,

<Dlogop S7

where
VEo(@.69:¢0.67, £1>,5<”>

= 3 TT {emme(@ - yh) ol e~ 60 &) .g,))

hj,g; €74 1<j<r

2(—9(2).{ Z Ro(hj,hj—gj)+ Z RO(_hl+gla_hj +gj)})'

1<5<r 1<l<j<r

Further, proceedlng as in the proof of Lemma [5.2 we see that for |28 0 §3)| < 29 and (¥ /Q €
R§10g25' N[0,1)% we have

Vio0®,0@ +a®/Q; ¢V, eV, .., ¢M, M)
= Wg)(a( )abv Q)ZIQO( ;517717 oo 7ﬁ7‘7/77“) + 0(2_D3k)7
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where b,c € Z" and B;,7; € [-1/(2Q), 1/(2Q)]? are defined in (522). Here Wé(a@); b, c) is defined
in (£.24) and Z7 , is a modification of (5.23]), i.e

27009 1,1, Bray) = /RM{HW}
1 ot et )

1<5<r

X e( Qkoe { Z Ry yj,yj—l‘])—l— Z RO(—yl+:1:l,—yj—|—xj)}> d:z:jdyj.
1<j<r 1<l<j<r

Further, we have an analogue of (G.I8]), namely

Vio®™M, 6@ +a®/Qi iV &V, ¢, )|

2r

Kl kl—6w 1 o(1) 1) kl—6w 1 o(1) Oy 1-P

S{IT 27 min [ 20 = g + 20 — &) ™7
1<i<d 1<i<d

1 1 1 1 1
for any 6V = (91( ))16{1,...,d} € T4, Cj(') = (C](-J))le{l,...,d} € T% and fj(') = (6]('7[))16{1,...@} e T
Using this we proceed as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma Having a rapid decay unless
2M|of) — €l < 220% and 27|01 — ¢} ]lq < 22 for all j € {1,....r} and I € {1,....d} we
expand the cutoff functions Wy  za 7 in ([@49) and we use Lemma [6.1] to obtain

<Dlogy S’

r,1 g2 4rD(d+d')—Dw/4 —w
”Kk,w,s,z Kk,W,s,szGo) A<J S 2 A<J 277,

where
K/Zi;sz(y) = 1jg—koy <1 Z Z C(a(2)/Q, o)
a®/QeRY, . sNI0, )Y TE€[RL b0y, 5+(Zo/Q)HN[0,1)¢
X 8(y(2)a(2)/Q) /I\{der, 9(9-9)77326'11;+D(2k o (9(1) o O'))

r (p2). g1 (1) 1 1)
« /RMZM(M )00 — ) _ 5 g — () _ )
L TS o 0@t o (D)) () b dePactV . agMact

x (TZ (280 02)) > dpWag @),
Here C(a® /Q, o) is defined as in (823) with

o, ¢) 1 if J—bj/Q,a—cj/QeRiDbngforanyje{l,...,r};
o;b,c) = =
@ 0 otherwise.

Note that C(a? /Q, o) satisfies the estimate
C(a®/Q,0)| £ Q™ C £ @t < 57, (9.50)

for any a® /Q € RY Clog, sNI0; D% and o € [R<Dlog2 s+(Zg/Q)YN[0, 1), where Q1 is a denominator
of the first component of o and C is the constant from Proposition Therefore it suffices to deal
with the kernel K,Zi} g7 Next, we focus on the integral over 5](-1), {;1) above. Proceeding as in Step
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3 of the proof of Lemma we are able to prove that up to an error term O(2~%) this integral is
equal to Iy ., (01 — 0,0), where

To(60,6) /R T ety — (2% 0 00).af — 1))}

1<_7<7“
X {/ e — (2 ko g@). 12! ' u,v) H {x(uj)x(v;) }e( — CARS 0).D(v,u)) dgdy}dg'dg'.
R2" 1<j<r
Therefore we have

r,2 g3 4rD(d+d')o—Dw/2 —w
”Kk,w,s,z Kk,w,s,zuél(((}o) 5 S 2 5 277,

where

Kﬁii’u,s,z(y) = T1g-roy<1 Z Z C(a(2)/Q,0)

a®/QeR¥ % 1ogy sNODY TERE b 1o, sT(Za/Q)4IN[0, 1)
X e( ( /Q)) /d p (y.@)n§25/w+D(2k o 9(1))(T£i)z(2k o 9(2)))2rlk,w(9) d@(l)dQ(Q)

Next, proceeding as in Step 4 of the proof of Lemma we conclude

n<aswrp(2F 0 0W) (Tg)z(Qk 0 0))*" I}, (0)

= ficsu/2(2" 0 00 )z (2 0 00) (1. (24 0 09)) 7 (X, 1(0)) T P (2 0 0) + O(27F%),
where P is defined in (712]). Therefore using ([@.50) we obtain

r3 _qemd —w/(26) gdr(d+d") —w
||Kk,w7s,z Kk,w73,z‘|£1((}o)§2 S 52 s

where

K;isz(y) = 1jg-koy <1 Z Z C(a(z)/Q,a)

a(2)/QeR % 1oty N[0, oc[RL % D 1ogs sH(Zq/Q)4N[0,1)4
xe(y.(o,a®/Q){ [ 27h0)} / e[(27% 0).0] <5 /2(0M )52 (7))
Rd+d
(l1,l2)€Yq
x (T00%) (X,7(0)) " P(6) do Mo,
Finally, to prove (3.48)) it suffices to show that

24 -
1K w s zllenee) S 277

If 1 € Z, then TS)Z(O) = 0 and there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, since Z # () we need to have
2 € Z. This means that [#(?)| > 29 and using (ZI3) with ¢ = 0 together with (@50) we have

1K s zller (o) S ST dIomw/@0) < 97w,

This proves (0.48]) and consequently the proof of Lemma is completed.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

In this section we prove the estimates (6.32]) and ([6.34]). We begin with proving ([€.34]), which
will be needed in the proof of (6.32]).
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A.1. Proof of inequality ([6.34]). We examine the definitions (6.31]) and (€.4]), and rewrite
Wit () = Wew(@) = dr(z) Y Shwzl(@),

0ATC{1,2}
where for Z C {1,2} we define
Skawz(@) —S;ifm )52 Sz,
Stz@) = { 11 —'fl} (Y0, (AD W) — 7* 0 20) du,
ow,T w A
16{17 ) } ( 1)
2o = { T B rtent)

(lh,l2)€Y,
and TS)I and Tg)z are defined in (@46). Let Sy zf = f *e# Skw,z. Notice that
, , 0

19%Skw.z = Sk zll 1 gy S PR TH£0, 0<w<kl

Therefore, to prove (6.34)) it suffices to show that if w > 0 and Z # () then

| ST PNy
k>

provided that |s;| < 1. In view of the Cotlar-Stein lemma it suffices to prove that

L2(GY)

* * —2w/D _—|k—4|/D
HSJM,I‘Sk,w,IHL2(GO#)_>L2(G#)+HSj,w,I‘Sk,wJHLQ(GO#)ﬁLQ(GO#)57— w/ Do =lk=3l/ ) (A.2)

uniformly in 0 < w < j < k and Z # (). We will prove the estimates only for the first term in the
left-hand side above, since the second term can be treated in a similar way.

With § = (0112) (11 1) evys Oty = 0 if (I1,12) € Y and &y,0 = &' as before, it is easy to see that

|Sk,w,1($)|+ Z FRli+2)—- 511l2w| ml1l25k7w7l—)(x)|

(l1,l2)€Yy
- D (A.3)
s{ I rHoeronsey / x(@) (7 (Ap(w) = 7F o)) du,
(l1,l2)€Yy R
uniformly in z € Gé’é , 0 <w < k. Observe that for every § € R4 we also have
Somz(®) = T4 0 90T (75 0 ) /R x(we( — 0. 4g(r*u)) du. (A4)

Step 1. We prove first the bounds (A.2)) when k —j > w. Using (A4) we have [ # Sk z(z)dz =0
0
for Z # (). Therefore the kernels Ky, ; of Sj . IS,’; wI satisfy the bounds

K50 ) < / 1Sa02(0)] / Skaz@ - y) = Showz(@)| da dy. (A5)
Using now the bounds (A.3])) we obtain

|Skwz(T - Y) — Skwz(@)| S T_(k_jw{ H T_k(l1+l2)+6l”2w}<7_j oY)
(ll,lg)GYd

X /Rx(u)<7'5w (Ao(u) — %o x)>

—-D/8+1 du<75w (T_k . y)>D/4,
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for any z,y € G# , provided that k — j > w. Therefore, using (A5,

eslysopy S 7 [T rotee

Go (l1,l2)€Yy
; -D/4 ‘
X / X(v)<7"5w (Ao(v) =777 0 y)> dvdy < 7= 0=0/2,
R

This proves (A2) provided that k — j > w.
Step 2. Assume now that k — 7 < w. Using a high order T*T argument it suffices to prove that
if 0 <w < kand Z # () then

||(S;,w,ISk,w,I)T||L2(G#)_>L2(Gg&) /S T (A6)
Using the formulas (Z.I3)-(ZI06) we see that (Sj , 7Skw )" f = f *g# K}, where
T 0

r(z) = / e(0.2) (Y 0 0@)) 7 17, (00, 0) db, (A.7)
R xR4
and
Tt z(6) = / {TIS 20 26 be(0D. 7 (b = gi))
=1 1<i<r

xe( =000 3 Ro(hV, Y — o)+ 30 Ro(=hD + g, —h + g(")}) dnVag®.

1<i<r 1<p<i<r

Using the definitions (A.Il), (82I)), and (2.24), and making the changes of variables hgl) =7ho
(467 (i) + i), g = 7% 0 (45" (us) + i) we rewrite

%)= /R TL At e — (70 0. — )}
. (A.8)
X {/}RZT e — (7F 0 6@ T(2 2 Y5 U, V) H{X uj)x(v;)fe( — (7% o 0).D(v, u)) dgdy} dzdy.

In view of (A.3) we have

—0Dw/2
||Sk7w71($)]l\T*koxBlOdleHLl(G#) 5 T w/ .

To prove ([A6) it suffices to show that for a large fixed constant C, > 1 we have
IKE(@) L -boniecy 1 gty S 7"

In view of (A7), for this is suffices to show that for any (#(),0?)) € R? x R we have
(Y2 (7% 0 @) 17, (01,0 < [TE (75 0 6P Pt (1 4 772w |rk o g =10 (AL9)

This is similar to the proof in Steps 3 and 4 of Lemma Indeed, first we integrate by parts
many times in x; (or in y;) in the identity (A.S)) to see that

‘(TS’)I(T]C o 9(2)))27»1127%1(0(1)7 9(2))‘ < |TS,)I(Tk o 9(2))‘27’(1 i T—251w|7_k o 0(1)|)—D

for any (#(1),0(?)) € R4 x R Tt remains to prove (AJ) if [7%00P)| < 279+ and [7Fog(D)| < 730w,
In this case we can use Proposition 24 as in Step 4 in Lemma to prove a suitable decay if
|7F 0 0] > 70=4, Finally, if |7* 0 8] < 70~* then we may assume that 1 € Z, so

/]Rd TS)I(x):EB =0
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for any multi-index 8 = (B1,...,Bq4) € N% This is similar to (825) and can be used to show that
‘I};vz(eﬂ <77 Pwif |7F 0 0] < 79w, This finishes the proof of inequality (G.34]). O

A.2. Proof of inequality ([6.32]). The space X = G# endowed with the Lebesgue measure g # =
0

| - | and the quasi-metric

_ l1+1
Qg (2, y) == sup (Hw-y 1]zlz2|l/(1+2)>, z,y € GY (A.10)
0 (l1,l2)€Yy

defines a space of homogeneous type (GBéé B (GBéé )s hg#» dg# ). This in turn allows us to associate a
0 0

system of dyadic cubes for X in the sense of Christ [I8, Theorem 11].
Following [35] Section 3 and 4, pp. 6721-6726] we can define the martingale sequence E f(x) =

E[f|Fi](z) for k € Z, x € GO#, and f € LIIOC(G#), where Fy, is the filtration corresponding to the
system of Christ’s dyadic cubes, see [35] formula (27), p. 6721] and [35, Lemma 3.1, p. 6721].

An important ingredient in the proof of inequality (632]) will be Lépingle’s inequality [41l [45],
which asserts that for every 1 < p < oo and 2 < p < oo and every f € LP (GBéé ) one has

”Vp(Ekf S Z)HLp(ngﬁ) fgpm ”f”Lp(Gg*)' (A-ll)

We now establish certain variational estimates necessary to prove (6.32). In a similar way as in
(631]), let us define new kernels on G# by setting

Wi () = /Rd R no(m* 0 €M) (r* 0 €)e(w.&) J(€M) dE,  weGY, T>1.

Observe that
Wi(x) = / T_kX(T_ku)”L/Jk(x — Ag(u)) du, T € G#,
R

where for k € Z and x € G# we set

Vi(x) = { 11 T_k(hHQ)}ib(T_k ox),  (x) = no(—zM)Ho(—2?).

(ll ,lQ)GYd

The main result of this subsection is stated below.
Lemma A.1. Let 2 < p < 0o be given. Then for any g € L2(G#) one has
”Vp(g *G# Wik € Z)”LQ(G#) SJP,T ”gHLZ(G#)’ (A.12)

Proof. We reduce the matters to Lépingle’s inequality for bounded martingales (A1T]).
Step 1. Let o := [ x(z)dz and define

Trg(x) = g *gp Wi(@) = g *gp (povn)(2) =: g #gp Ki(z), =€ Gf.
Observe that
V(g % W : b € D)l ey S V20 g v - b € Dl g
(S ma)”
keZ
As in the Jones—Seeger—Wright paper [35] we can conclude that

V*(g *Gg& Yy k€ Z)HLz(GB‘#) Sor HgHL?(G#)' (A.14)

(A.13)

L2(GY)
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Indeed, let Eif denote the martingale sequence, as above, and define the martingale difference
operator Dy = Ex — Ej_; and proceeding as in the proof of [35] Lemma 3.2, p. 6722] we are able to

prove that there is a constant v > 0 such that for any f € L? ((G%éE ) the estimate

(D f) *Gg& wMo(k-i-m)-i-b - Ek—i-mDmf”Lz(Gg*) S 7 1IA HDmeLZ(G#)v

holds uniformly in k,m € Z, and b € Zyy,; here My € N is fixed but large constant such that
§ = 27Mo in the construction of Christ’s dyadic cubes, see [I8, Theorem 11]. This estimate and a

simple square function argument (see [35) Section 4, p. 6724]) reduces (A14]) to Lépingle’s inequality
(A-11)) and the claim follows.
Step 2. The proof will be completed if we estimate the square function from (AI3)). By

Khintchine’s inequality it suffices to show that for every f € Lz(([}z)éé ) one has
H Z %kag‘
keZ

for any coefficients s, € [—1,1]. Using the Cotlar-Stein lemma it remains to prove that

<
L2(Gg&) ~ ||‘g||L2(GO#)’

||KZ *G# KjHLl(GO#) + ||KJ *G# KZHU(G#) S, T_|k_j‘7 k> (A-15)

We prove only the first estimate since the second one is analogous. Note that

K *gz K@) < [G#IKj(y)||Kk($‘1 -y) — Ke(a )| dy, (A.16)

0

since we have [ K;(z)dz = 0. Further, using the estimate
0
Urle-y—2) —n(e =2 S T MO e o) P R o) TP,
(l1,12)€Yy
which holds uniformly in & > 4, [T ¥ 02| < 1, and z,y € G#, we obtain
[Ki(@ - y) — Ke(@)| S 7701 T rb@rte) frmi o) P76 o ) =P/241,
(l1,l2)eYy
Combining this with (A.16]) and a simple estimate

Kl s{ [T 70} oyP,
(l1,l2)€Yy

we conclude

Kivgp Ki) S77HI I w0 o)™ ze .
(ll,lz)GYd

This shows (A.13]) and the proof of Lemma [A.T]is completed. O
We now prove inequality (6.32). Note that
[ve(s iehe Wi k> O)Hm(@#) <|[vecs o Witk € Z)HH(G#)

(2 v oo = )|
k>0

L2(GY)

=318 2ep T = Fs) |

weN k>w

L2(GY)
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The p-variations are bounded due to Lemma [A]l The first square function is bounded due to the
following pointwise bound

|f *g# (Wio — Wi)(2)| S 7752 f] *c# Br(),
0 0
where
Ei(h) = { H 2—k(l1+l2)}<2—k oh) P, heGH.
(ll,lg)GYd

Appealing to Khintchine’s inequality and (6.34]) we conclude that the second square function is
bounded by a constant multiple of 2-%/P|| || 12(G#) which completes the proof of (G.32]). O
0

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [0.4} SHIFTED MAXIMAL FUNCTION

Using the definition of J(§), (see ([@4])), and (6.8) we obtain
Wiw,q(h) < I @su,2 b ) / X(@)o (B (27% 0 h — AV (2)))
(l1,l2)€Yy R
x 7o (8@ (27% 0 h?))) da,
where 3 = (B0, 8?)) = (B,1,) € R 3, =20 if 1, £ 0, 5, = 292 if I, = 0. We define
the quasi-norm on qg : R¥? — [0, 00) by

qﬁ(‘r) = sup (51112’xl112’)1/(ll+l2)' (Bl)
(ll,lg)GYd

Since qg(Aox) = Aqg(x), we have

-D
Wiwq(h)| < / xw( ] Qﬁzllﬂ_k(lﬁl?)) (1 +2 %qg(h - Ao(2ku))) du. (B.2)
R (I l2)€Yy
For Q € Zy, h € Hp, and u € [-2,2] we define
Mouuf(h)i= s (] QB2 0) > FW), (B3)
keN, 2k/2>8Q2w/8 (I1,12)€Yy {y€Hq: qg(h-y=1—Ag(2ku)) <2k}

and notice that, as a consequence of (B.2]),

o0 2
4550 Weana(W] £ 327772 [ Mo mnu (1) d
n=0 -

for any h € Hg, integer k satisfying 2k/2 > 8Q2w/3 and f e (P(Hg), uniformly in @ and w.
Therefore, for Proposition it suffices to prove the following:
Theorem B.1. For any Q € Z4, w € N, and u € [-2,2] we have
M@ w,uller () —ereo o) S (w+1), (B.4)
”MQ,wm”ZP (Hg)—¢7 (Hg) Sp (w+1), p € (1,00].

B.1. Proof of Theorem [B.1l We begin with some simple observations related to the quasi-
distance qg and the associated quasi-balls Bgm, (v, r) defined for any = € G# and r > 0 by

Bg(z,r) ={y € G#: qp(z - y_l) <r},

Bgmg (v, r) = {y € Hg: qp(x - y ) <r}= Bg(xz,r) NHg.

We record first several simple properties, which follow directly from the definition (B.I)) and the
observation that 1 < 8,1, < By for any (l1,l2) € Yg and I} € {1,...,d}.

(B.5)
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Lemma B.2. The following relations holds uniformly for any x,y € G#:
(a) qz(x) >0 for every x € G# and qg(x) = 0 if and only if x = 0,
(b) ag(x +y) +as(z - y) < as(x) + as(y),
(c) ag(a™") ~qs(2),
(d) 1+a5(z) S 1+ |Bx| S (1+as(2))*, where B = (Bi1,201,)uts-

We start with a simple lemma concerning the cardinality of the quasi-balls Bg u,, (x,r).

Lemma B.3. For any x € G# and > 2Q27" we have

B Tll+l2
| Bg g (z,7)] ~ WAL G
Proof. Observe that for x,y € G# we have
(z -y HM =z — 1) (z -y @ = 2@ — @ 4 Ry (yM) — (1) 4y, (B.6)
Therefore
By (z,m) = {yV € (Q2)%, y? € (QZ)" : Biolzio — ywo| < r' for any I € {1,...,d} B.7)
and By1, 21,1, — Yty + Ro(y™ — 20y M), | < 712 for any (14, 1) € Vi .
This desired volume bounds follow. 0

Next, we prove two facts concerning the quasi-norm qg and shifted balls.

Lemma B.4. There exists a universal constant Cy > 1 such that for any x € Hg, u € [-2,2], and
any k € N satisfying 28/2 > 2Q25% there is z € Hq such that

{yeHp: qg(z-y ' — Ap(2Fu)) < 2’“} C Bgu, (2, Cp2F). (B.8)

Proof. We choose z € Hg satisfying the inequalities
Brolzio — zo + (2Fu) | < 281 € {1, d}, (B.9)
Buutalztts — Tt + Ro(z® — 20,20 — A (2Fu)),,, | < 26O+ (1y,15) € v, (B.10)

This is indeed possible due to the assumption Q2% @+1 < 2k/2, Using (B6l) we see that for any
y € Hg satisfying qg (m T A0(2ku)) < 2F we have

Bll(]’xll(] — Yo — (2ku)l1‘ < 2klla S {17 s 7d}7 (Bll)
Blllg‘xlllz - ylllg + RO(y(l) - ‘T(l)7y(l))lllg‘ < 2k(l1+12)7 (lla 12) S Yé (B12)
We want to show that y € Bgp, (2, Co2%) for some large constant Cp. Using (B.9) and (B.I1)
Buolzio — Yol < 2807, 1<h <d.
To finish the proof of Lemma [B.4] it is enough to show that
Bt |23ty = Yty + Ro(y™) — 20,y W)y, | S 2HOHR 0 (1y,0) € Y. (B.13)

This follows by combining the bounds (B.9)—(B.12) and the identity
2ty — Yite + Ro(y™ — 2 g0, = 2, =y, + Ro(y™ — W,y M)y,
+ 21,1, — T30, + Ro(aW) — 20 20 — A(()l)(2ku))lll2
+ Ry (:17(1) — M _ A(()l)(Zku) + A((]l)(Zku),y(l) — M 4 A((]l)(2ku))l1l2.

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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Lemma B.5. There is a constant C; > 1 such that for any u € [-2,2], x € Hg, and n € Z

satisfying 22 > Q2°*3 there is a sequence of points {zo,21,...,2wt10} € Hg, = Tyy10, with
the following property: if z € Hg, k < n satisfies 2k/2 > Q28 wtl  gnd
{y e Hg: qp(z-y~' — Ag(2Fu)) < 2F} C Bgm, (v,2"), (B.14)
then
B, (2,2F) C U Bsmo(z;, Ci2m). (B.15)
F€{0,...w+10}

Proof. For any s > 0 we define a point x, = & € Hg such that the inequalities
BiolTio — w0 — (2" *u)'| < 2",

N N (B.16)
51112 |:E1112 — Ty, + Ry (33(1) — 33(1), 33(1) + A(()l)(Qn_su))

s + (Zn—su)ll—l—lg‘ < 2n(ll+l2)’
for any [ € {1,...,d} and any (l;,l2) € Y. Such a choice is possible because of the assumption
2n/2 > (20'wt4 and, in fact, we can set 5 = x if s > 10 + w.

Given these points {xo,...,Zy+10}, assume now that & = n — s, s > 0, is an integer and
z € Hg is a point such that the inclusion (B.I4)) holds. With = x5 we would like to show that

Bg g, (2,2%) C B, (T,C12"). In view of Lemma B2l it suffices to show that
qp(z -7 < 2™ (B.17)
To see this we fix a point y € Hg such that qg (z-y_1 —A0(2ku)) < 2F and notice that z-2~' = F+1,
where qg(E) < 2" and I = Ag(2Fu) -y - 77! satisfies
1M =5 — 30 4 A (2ky),
1® =@ _ 5@ 4 py@W, 7W) + Ry(AV (2Fu), y) — Ro(AL (2Fu) + y D, 7).
We would like to see that qg(I) < 2". Since y € Bgu, (7,2") we have
Bolrio —yo) < 2™ 1e{l,...,d}
Bita|Ttty — Yty + Ry — 2y M), 4, | < 2n(ith2) (I, 12) € Yy,
see (B7). Combining these inequalities with (B.I6]) and recalling that 89 2 0,1, > 1 it follows
easily that qg(l) < 2", as desired. O
Now we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem [B.1l

Proof of Theorem [Bl Step 1. We define an auxiliary maximal function

MQ,wf(h) = sup |BB,HQ(97 2k)|_1 Z |f(y)|7 h € HQ7
hEBﬁ,HQ (97216)72]6/22@211}/8 yeBﬂ,]HIQ (g72k)

where the supremum is taken over all the quasi-balls B p,, (g, 2k) that contain h. For any f € ¢! (Hyg)
and A > 0 we define the set .

Oy = {h S HQ : MQ@f(h) > )\} (B.18)
By a standard Vitali covering argument (using also Lemma [B.2] (b)) we can select a maximal finite
family of disjoint balls BéHQ = Bgu, (95, 2ki), 2ki/2 > Q2w/8 j € J(\, f), such that

Biagl™ Do 1f@)=x  foranyje A,

eB’
=T0mq (B.19)

J nJj
U B@HQ cCONC U BB,HQ’
JEJ(AS) JEJ(NS)
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where EéHQ = BéHQ (95, Cy2%3) is a fixed multiple of the quasi-ball B%’HQ for a suitable constant
C5 > 1. In particular,

0\~ > \Eé,HQfﬁ > ’Bé7HQ‘§“f“fl(HQ)/A7 (B.20)
JEJNS) JEJNS)

so the operator MQ,H, is a bounded operator from ¢!(Hg) to £1°°(Hg), uniformly in @ and w.
Step 2. To complete the proof of the theorem it suffices to show that there is a constant C'3 > 1
sufficiently large such that

[{h € Ho: Mouuf(h) > CsM} S (14 w)|{h € Ho: Mg f(h) > A}, (B.21)
for every A > 0. Using the definition (B.3), we see that if Mg .. f(z) > C3A then there is an integer
k satisfying 2F/2 > 8Q2%/8 such that

[1 @8u20) 3 f ()] = CaA. (B.22)
(l1,l2)€Yy {yeHgq : qg(z-y~t—Ao(2Fu))<2k}

Using Lemma [B.4] we know that there is z € Hg such that

{yeHg: qs(z -y~ — Ao (2Fu)) < 2°} C By, (%, Co2"). (B.23)
Using Lemma [B.3] and (B.22)), and assuming that Cj is sufficiently large it follows that
| Bg g (7,257 > L)l = 2, (B.24)

yeBB,HQ (272k+a)

where a is the smallest integer with the property that 2¢ > Cp. Therefore Bgp,, (%, 2k+a) C O, (see
the definition (B.18])), so the ball Bg g, (Z, 2F+a) intersects one of the selected balls Bé H,, for some
j € J(A, f). Therefore

Bgm, (7, ok+ay EéHQ C Bs g (gj,2% ) for some j € J(A, f), (B.25)

where b € N is a universal constant such that Cy < 2° and k + a < k; 4.
On the other hand, we use Lemma [B.0l (with n = k; + b and = = g;), starting from the inclusion

(B.23), and ([B.15), so
RS U BQ’HQ(Q§,C12kj+b),
i€{0,...,w+10}

for suitable points gj- € Hg (that do not depend on k). Consequently we get

{z € Hg: Mguuf(z) >CsA} S | U Bamol(gh,C1257),
jeJ(\f)i€{0,...,.w+10}

The desired estimate (B.21)) follows using also (B.20]), which completes the proof of the theorem. [
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