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ON IMPLICITLY OSCILLATORY QUADRILINEAR INTEGRALS

MICHAEL CHRIST

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Formulation of the main result. Let B be a nonempty open ball of finite
radius in R2, and let B be a connected open neighborhood of B. For j € {1,2,3,4},
let ¢; : B — R be a C¥ submersion. Write 3 = {1,2,3}, 4 = {1,2,3,4}, and
P =(pj:jed).

Consider quadrilinear functionals

(1) 7(t) = [ TIthoe)@ ) dn
R2 7
Jed

acting on f = (f; : j € 4), with each f; : R — C Lebesgue measurable and belonging
to an appropriate function space. Throughout the discussion, n € C*®(R?) is a
smooth cutoff function supported in B.

We impose the following hypothesis, which is a necessary condition for the conclu-
sion that we seek.

Hypothesis 1 (Main hypothesis). Let 2 C B be open and connected. Let (F; : j € 4)
be a tuple of C* functions F; : p;(2) — R. If 2?21 F;op; =0 in Q then each F; is
constant.

For ¢ € R and p € (1,00), denote by W?? the Sobolev space of functions hav-
ing o derivatives in LP(R). Our main result is the following theorem, whose other
hypotheses are formulated below.

Theorem 1.1. Let ® satisfy the main hypothesis [, the transversality hypothesis[2,
and the auziliary hypotheses[3, [f and[d. For any p > 2 and any n € C3°(B), there

exist 0 < 0 and C < 0o such that for every four-tuple £ = (f1,..., f1) of functions in
LP(RY),
(1.2) T < T I lwee.

Je4

A special case of the corresponding result with two factors f; is a restatement
of this well-known fact: Let ¢ — ~(t) be a real analytic mapping from R! to R
Let n € C>(R) be compactly supported. Define a measure p in R? by [gdu =
Jz g(v(t)) n(t) dt. If the range of  is not contained in any affine subspace of R? then
there exists § > 0 such that the Fourier transform of u satisfies |u(¢)| = O(|€]7?) as
|€] — oo.
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An immediate application is to weak continuity of mappings f — [] e é( fi o).
Joly, Métivier, and Rauch [8] proved weak continuity with this application in mind,
for threefold products, with weaker auxiliary hypotheses all around. Their proof
was based on microlocal defect measures and an argument by contradiction, and
yielded no quantitative upper bound corresponding to (L2)). For threefold products,
an inequality in terms of negative order Sobolev norms was proved by Bourgain [1]
in a particular case, and later by the author [2] in a relatively general C* case.
More recently, Evans [7] has developed another proof for threefold products. A more
streamlined version of the analysis in [2], with certain supplementary hypotheses
relaxed, is presented in [6].

Fourfold products, with integration over two-dimensional domains, are more sin-
gular and apparently require significantly more intricate analysis. One indication
of this is the failure of the inequality to hold for p = 2 with four factors, while it
extends to all p > 3/2 for three factors, leading to a useful gain in certain Fourier
coefficient-based estimates — the same phenomenon that arises in Roth’s theorem
concerning arithmetic progressions of length three [9].

1.2. Hypotheses, and comments on them. Hypothesis [Il is necessary for the
conclusion (L2) to hold. Indeed, suppose ) ;(F} o ¢;) = 0 in some open set. For
large A € R*, define f; = n,;¢'5 for suitable C5° cutoff functions 7;. Then [, (f;0;)
is independent of A, and the cutoff functions can be chosen so that its integral does
not vanish. On the other hand, if some real-valued function F} is nonconstant, and
if n;. is chosen to be supported in an open set in which V F}, vanishes nowhere, then
for any strictly negative parameter o, ||nye**||ys.- tends to 0 as A — co. Thus (L.2)
cannot hold.
Throughout the paper, we impose a transversality hypothesis on ®.

Hypothesis 2 (Transversality). For each pair of distinct indices j # k € 4, Vp;, Vi,
are linearly independent at each point of B.

This transversality hypothesis guarantees that the integral defining 7 (f) converges
absolutely when each f; € L? and that |7 (f)] < C H?Zl | fillz2. In this inequality,
L? cannot be replaced by LP for any p < 2. This can be seen by choosing any point x,
setting f; equal to the indicator function of an interval of length e centered at ¢;(z),
and evaluating both sides of the inequality as ¢ — 0.

We will impose three auxiliary hypotheses, each of which holds for generic data
®. For each j € 4, let V; be a nowhere vanishing C* vector field in B that satisfies

Vi(p;) = 0.

Hypothesis 3. For any k € 4, on any connected open setw C B C R2 with nonempty
interior, any C* solution (F; : j # k) of the equation

(1.3) > (Fjop) Vi Vip; =0
J#k
in w satisfies Fj o p; =0 inw for each j # k.
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Equation (L3)) is a system of two scalar equations in three scalar-valued unknown
functions Fj.

Hypothesis 4. Endow R?® = R? x R with coordinates (x,s). For each k € 4 and
each j # k, define

(1.4) Dk = (p;(x), sVip;(x)).
Define W, to be nowhere vanishing C* vector fields in BxR! that satisfy Wik(®jx) =

0. Then for each k € 4, thejhree-tuple of vector fields {W;, : j # k} is linearly in-
dependent at each point of B x (R\ {0}).

If ¢, 5,k € 4 are pairwise distinct then since V,p;, Vp; are linearly independent at
each point of B, then V, ;®;; and V, ;®, . are likewise linearly independent at each
point of B x R.

Hypothesis 5. For each permutation (i,j,k,1) of (1,2,3,4), for each T € R, the
function

Vigr - Vil
(L.5) 150 - | Vil
Vigs - [Vip;|™

cannot be expressed as a ratio Z%i?,
J J

subset of R2.

with hi, h; real analytic, in any nonempty open

It can be shown that generic tuples ® do satisfy the main hypothesis [I, and
more generally, generic n-tuples ® = (¢4, ..., ¢,) of mappings satisfy the analogous
condition for arbitrarily large n. More precisely, there exist N < oo and a nonempty
Zariski open subset {2 of the Euclidean space of all N-jets of n-tuples of functions at
0 € R? such that for any real analytic ® whose N-jet at 0 belongs to (2, there exists
a ball B centered at 0 in which hypothesis [lis satisfied. Likewise, all of the auxiliary
hypotheses also hold for generic ®.

The main hypothesis implies a weak form of transversality: for any j # k, Vi(¢;)
does not vanish identically.

The hypothesis of real analyticity of ® represents a compromise that simplifies
both the formulation of Theorem [Tl and its proof. As is shown in [3] and in [0], it
implies a formally stronger quantitative formulation: There exist C, N such that for
all f € CY and all v € B,

4

(1.6) YD oM fiee)@)| <C DT 10D (frowr) ()]

j=1 0<n<N 0<|a|<N k=1

Here 0" = d"/dy™ and 0% = 0“/0x“. The author believes that for any N, Theo-
rem [T extends to CV*! data ® satisfying (IL6)), with the transversality and auxiliary
hypotheses significantly relaxed. For real analytic ®, we believe that the transver-
sality hypothesis can be relaxed to the assumption that no two Vy; are everywhere
linearly dependent, and that the three auxiliary hypotheses can be omitted entirely.
It is shown for threefold products in [6] and for a related additive problem in [3] how
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results with relaxed auxiliary hypotheses can be obtained as consequences of results
with strong auxiliary hypotheses, in closely related contexts.

Key ingredients in the proof of Theorem [T were developed in [2], [4], and [3] in
that order, with their eventual application to Theorem [[.I] envisioned.

The author is indebted to Terence Tao and Craig Evans for calling to his attention
the works of Bourgain [1] and of Joly, Métivier, and Rauch [§], respectively.

2. PARAMETERS

Certain positive parameters are to be chosen in the course of the proof. In order to
avoid any appearance of circularity, we specify here the order in which these are to
be chosen, which is not the order in which they will arise in the exposition. v € (%, 1)
is to be chosen first, and is an arbitrary element of that interval. Each of the other
parameters is chosen to be sufficiently small relative to parameters chosen earlier, and
relative to other quantities that are determined, at least implicitly, by parameters
chosen earlier. The next parameter chosen is 7y, then py,do, 01,03, d4, 07, 05,05, 05,
and finally p, in that order. Thus at every step, we may assume that p is as small as
may be desired, relative to all other positive parameters that arise. 5 and d5 are not

chosen, but are determined by other parameters.

3. DECOMPOSITIONS

3.1. Fourier decomposition. Under the transversality hypothesis, one has for any
permutation (i, j, k,1) of (1,2,3,4)

(3.1) [T < CNLllr L5l el frll oo Lol oo
Therefore by interpolation,
(3.2) ITE < CTT1e

Jjed

Therefore Theorem [I.1]is an immediate consequence, by decomposition and interpo-
lation, of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let ® satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [I1. There exists 6 > 0
such that for any n € C3°(R?) supported in B, there exists C' < oo with the following

—

property. Let X\ > 1. Let f; € L®(R). Assume that f;(§) is supported where || < 2)
for each j € 4, and that fi(§) is supported where %)\ < [£] <2\, Then

(3.3) IT(E)] < CY‘;H 1f5ll o -

Throughout the analysis, we assume without loss of generality that \ is large. Thus
if ¢ < ¢9 are constants then A is small relative to \°2.
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3.2. b/# decomposition. A basic strategy is to apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
to eliminate one of the four functions f;. This transforms the remaining functions fj
to associated functions D; f, as follows.

Definition 6. For z,s e R and f : R — C,

(3.4) Dsf(x) = fz +5)f(x).

If f is highly oscillatory, then D, f need not be so; if for instance f(z) = ¢*** then
D, f is a constant function of z for each s. On the other hand, if f(z) = ¢*** with
A € R and |)| large, then D, f(x) takes the form c(s)e®** with |c(s)| = 1. The next
lemma is based on a simple characterization of those functions for which D, f is not
highly oscillatory.

Lemma 3.2. [4] Let 6 > 0 and R > 1. For any f € L*(R) there exists a decomposi-
tion f = fy+ f, satisfying || fyllp2 + | follz2 S || fllz2, with the following supplementary
properties.

The summand f; admits a decomposition

(3.5) fo(x) =) o (x)eion

with each o, € R, and with each h, a smooth function satisfying
HaNhnHoo < CNRNHfHoo VN >0,

36) 1l L2 S ]2z,
. E; is supported in [—R, R],

M < R°.

Moreover, the support of ﬁ s contained in a C'R—neighborhood of the support of ]?
Finally, if f € L> then

(3.7) 1 illoo S MY2|| Flloo-
The summand f, satisfies
38) [ [ Dd©Prdcds < R
R JIEI<R

All tmplicit constants are independent of R, f.

Thus for most s, the function  — D;f,(z) either has small norm, or is highly
oscillatory. The conclusion (B.7) is not stated explicitly in [4], but is an immediate
consequence of the construction given there.

3.3. Local b/f decomposition. The proof of Theorem [[T] is structured around a
local version of Lemma B2l Fix auxiliary parameters v € (3,1) and 79 > 0 satisfying
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Let f be given, satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition B.1] with respect to a large
parameter A € RT. We may assume henceforth, with no loss of generality, that
1f;llse = O(1) for each j € 4.

For m € Z let I, I}, be the intervals of lengths A\~ and 3A™7, respectively,
centered at mA™7. Introduce a partition of unity 1 = Y 72 in R!, with each
Nm € CF° supported in the interval concentric with I, of sidelength 2A™7, and satis-
fying [[VVn,,)lco = O(AYY) for every nonnegative integer N. Decompose

(3.10) Fi=> Nmfim With fim = 1nf;.
meZ

For each j € 4 and m € Z, apply Lemma 3.2 to the function y — f;,,(A™7y), with
the parameter R of that lemma defined to be R = A\, and with the parameter § of
that lemma chosen to be a small number 67 > 0 that depends on j. In the final step
of the proof of Theorem [T} in §I0, the four values ¢; will be chosen, but for the
present, each 07 is small but otherwise arbitrary.

Reverse this linear change of variables for each m, to express

Fig = N~ fims

meZ
(3.11) fj= fis+ fjp with -
fip = Z N+ Jjmyp
meZ
where the terms f;,, 4 enjoy these properties:
M
(3.12) Fiama(®) = ()€ @smn
n=1
with
‘O{j7m7n| = O()\)7
M = O(N™/?),
3.13
(3.13) 10™ hjmnlloo = OnNATINY for every N € N,
W(f) is supported where || < A7,
Moreover,
(3.14) |1 mn| 2 A

This lower bound for |a ;| holds by the assertion concerning the support of ﬁ in
Lemma 32 since f1(€) is assumed to be supported where || > A and R = A™ is
chosen to be small relative to A.

The summands f;,,; satisfy

(3.15) L[ 1D Fm©Pdcds S 2 ix>.
R Jlgl <oty

The factor of A7 arises because || f;.m|7. = O(A™27), which is a consequence of the

hypothesis that || f;||z= = O(1). The factor A% encodes an improvement over this
trivial bound O(A™%).
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4. CONTRIBUTION OF (fi, fay, fa, faz)

In this section, we analyze 7(g) = 7 (g1, . - ., g4) with each g; of the local exponen-
tial monomial form

(4.1) 95(x) = Y M @)y m ()

mez
and satisfying
ajm € R,
(42) |ajm| = O(X),
|y m| < A,

[hjmllex = On(AOTN) for every N > 0.,

with the auxiliary functions 7, introduced in §3.31 Thus g; is of the form f;4 in the
local b/# decomposition, but with a single summand for each index m; in this respect,
the title of this section is a misnomer. Multilinearity of the form 7 will be used in
§10] to reduce matters to this local monomial case.

Proposition 4.1. There exist Kk > 0 and C < oo such that for any g of the form
@) satisfying [@.2),
(4.3) T (g)] <CA".

k depends only on ® and on the choices of v and of 75. The constant C also
depends on the constants implicit in ([£2]). Neither x nor C' depends on A, nor on
other properties of g.

In proving Proposition 1], we may assume that for each j, the sum in (4.1 extends
over values of m € Z that all lie in a common congruence class modulo 3. We reduce
to this situation by decomposing the sum over all m € Z into 3 subsums and invoking
the multilinearity of 7. Doing this for each index j € 4 results in a decomposition
of T(g) into 81 terms. It suffices to examine one such term. Thus we may assume
henceforth that each g; is a sum (4.1]) over m lying in one such congruence class. The
terms in such a sum have supports in pairwise disjoint intervals I,.

Proof of Proposition[{.1. The multilinearity of T gives an expansion

(4.4) T(g) =Y Inm

meZ4
with
' 4
(4.5) o= [ €42 ] By, () 1 (52 d
j=1
and

(4.6 Pn(@) = 3 0y 05(a)
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In the sum (£.4), each m; € Z is implicitly restricted to some congruence class modulo
3, which depends on j. Terms with different indices m; thus have disjoint supports.

We say that m = (my,...,my) € Z* is interacting if there exists z € B such that
v;(z) € I3, foreach j € 4. If m is not interacting then the integrand in (4.5 vanishes
identically, so |Im| = 0. While the support of each f; potentially brings O(\”) indices
m; into play, for a total of O(A*) tuples m for which at least one factor Jim; © ©;
could be nonzero, only O(A?") tuples m actually interact. If m interacts, then any
two of the four indices m; determine the other two, up to uniformly bounded additive
ambiguity.

Trivially

(4.7) [In] = O(A™*)

uniformly in all parameters, since the integrand is O(1) and is supported in a cube of
sidelength O(A™7) in R?. Together with the bound O(\??) for the number of inter-
acting tuples m, this gives 7(g) = O(1). We seek to improve upon this trivial bound
by a factor O(A~°%), for some 5> 0, by exploiting the oscillation of ®,, to improve
the upper bound (47) for most indices m. However, for any particular interacting
m there exists a choice of parameters a;,,; for which the phase @, is essentially
stationary, whence there is no significant improvement. Thus we must show that no
matter how the ensemble of parameters a,,, is chosen, within the context of our
hypotheses, there is sufficient oscillation to create significant cancellation for all but
a relatively small minority of the interacting tuples m.
Let py > 0 be a positive quantity, sufficiently small to satisfy

(4.8) To+7v+po <L

Let p > 0 be a small parameter that belongs to (0, po|, sufficiently small to satisfy
various constraints imposed in the course of the proof.
For each interacting m € Z*, choose 2z, € R? satisfying

(4.9) ¢ij(zm) € I, Vi €4

By repeatedly integrating by parts, exploiting the upper bounds (B:I3]) for derivatives
of Njmn, we conclude that

(4.10) Im=O0M\Y)VN < 0
unless &, is approximately stationary in the sense that
(4.11) IV @ (200)]| < AT,
that is, unless
4
(4.12) | Zaj’mjv%(zm)‘ < N1t
j=1

Indeed, each integration by parts yields a factor O(A~"), so that N’ integrations by
parts gives a bound O(A~V'7).
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Define N to be the set of all interacting m € Z* that satisfy the stationarity
condition (4I2). Thus

(4.13) IT(2) SAN + AT #(WN),
with #(A) denoting the cardinality of A'. Our goal is a bound of the form #(N') =
O(\79).
Define
(414) Fj(l') = A_lo‘j,m for each = € I;:v, =1,,1Ul,U ]m—l—l

for each m € Z in the appropriate congruence class modulo 3. Define F = (F, Fy, F3).
The condition |ay,| 2 A for every m implies that |Fi(y)| 2 1 for every y € I}

If the stationarity condition (£.I2)) holds, and if m € Z* varies only over a single
congruence class as indicated above, then

4
(415) ‘Z F o SOQ VQOJ ‘ — ( —1+y+T10+p + >\—“/).
7j=1

Indeed, for any z in the support of Hj (Nm; © ©5),

(4.16) |om, Vo3 () = o, Vpi(2m) | = O(X- A7)

since VZp; = O(1) and |, | = O(X). Invoking (fI2) and taking into account the
factor of A~ in the definition of F; gives (4.I5).

Since y > 1 with strict inequality, A7 < A7 < A0 and therefore (EIH)
implies that

(4.17) \Z (F; 0 9;)(x) V()| = O(ATTrE70t0),

Defining the sublevel set

M’“

(4.18) S(F,e)={zeR*:|) (Fjop;)(x)Vey;(z)| <e},

7j=1

we have arranged that
(4.19) AT H#N) S ISR, OATUTmmee))

for a certain constant C' < oo, where #(N') denotes the cardinality of A/. Thus
an upper bound for A727 - #(N)) will be a consequence of an upper bound for
|S(F, CA=(=r=7=,)| Since v + 10 + p < 1 and |Fi(pi(x))] 2 1, the inequality
(#I7) can hold only if there is significant cancellation in the sum Z] es(Fj o) ().

By making a smooth change of variables, we may assume without loss of generality
that

(4-20) <P4($1736’2) =71.
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Then writing a; = 0y, /03,
(421) S(F7€) CS,(FlaFQaF?n {l’ Za] F ©@; ( )} <E}

for any ¢ > 0. Observe that the additive 1nequahty defining S(F,¢) involves only
three functions F}, and has variable coefficients a;.

Let ©Q C R? be a closed bounded open ball or parallelepiped with nonempty interior.
For each j € 3 let a; : @ — R be a C* function in a neighborhood of . Likewise,
let ; : 2 = R' be C* submersions. To any three-tuple f = (f; : j € 3) of Lebesgue
measurable functions f; : 2 — R, and to any € > 0, associate the sublevel set

(4.22) S'(fe)={reQ: Zaj fiow)(@)| < e}

We are in a position to invoke the followmg result of the companion paper [3]. For

each j € 4, let V; be a real analytic vector field in B that vanishes nowhere and
satisfies V;(p;) = 0.

Theorem 4.2. Let a;,p; € C¥(B). Assume that the coefficients a; vanish nowhere
in B, and that for eachi # j € {1,2,3}, Vyi(x) and V;(x) are linearly independent
at each r € B. B

Assume that for any nonempty open set U C B, if f; : ¢;(U) — R are real analytic
and Z;’ 1a; - (fjop;) =014n U then each f; =0 in ¢;(U).

Assume that for each permutation (i,7,k) of (1,2,3), for any 7 € R and any
nonempty open set U C B, the function 1}‘/"%“7 cannot be expressed in U as %
for any real analytic functions h;, h;.

There exist C' < oo and T > 0 with the following property. Let € > 0 be arbitrary.
For any ordered triple £ of Lebesgue measurable functions satisfying | fs(y)| > 1 for
every y € @3(B),

(4.23) |S(f,e)| < Ce.

We wish to apply Theorem with f; = F; and a; = 0p;/0xy, so must verify
that its hypotheses are satisfied. We have arranged that |F;| = 1 at every point of
its domain. The transversality hypothesis that Vy; and V¢, are everywhere linearly
independent for each j € 3 implies that a; vanishes nowhere.

We must verify that the main hypothesis of Theorem is satisfied. It states that
any C% local solution g = (g1, g2, g3) of the equation

(1.21) S (gro ) - S =0

J

in any open set must vanish identically. So let g € C*“ satisfy this equation in a
nonempty small open set. Choose an antiderivative G; for each g;. Then

e _
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Since @4(1,x2) = 1, this means that Z?zl(Gj o ;) can be expressed as —G4 0 ¢y
for a certain function G4. Then ij:l(Gj o ;) vanishes identically in an open set.
By the main hypothesis of Theorem [[.1] this implies that each function Gj; is locally
constant. Therefore the derivatives g; vanish identically. Finally, the hypothesis

concerning ZJ’R;’;:Z;":, with a; = dp; /0xy = V(¢;) is Hypothesis B of Theorem [I11
Thus all hypotheses of Theorem [4.2] are indeed satisfied. Since the parameters were

chosen to satisfy 70 + v+ p < 79 + 7 + po < 1, we conclude that
(4.26) [S'(F, A1) = O(A7)

with & = (1 —~ — 75 — po)o > 0 for a certain exponent g > 0. Combining this with

(#I3) and (£I9), we conclude that
(4.27) T()] S A+ A
for every N < oo. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.1l O

5. CONTRIBUTIONS OF FUNCTIONS f;,

Proposition 5.1. For each § > 0 there exist T,C € (0, 00) with the following prop-
erty. Suppose that || f;||pe < 1 for each j € 4. Suppose that fr =Y, N - fi,m where
fi,m satisfies

(5.1 L[ iPdmrdsas sxoa
R ‘g‘g)\m+7

for each m € Z. Then

(5.2) [T(E) <CAT.

To begin the proof of Proposition 5.1l expand
(5.3) TE) =Y T, f5:5 €4)

with the sum extending over all interacting m = (my, ms, ms, m4). Change variables
to (w1, 22) € R? so that ¢4(x1,15) = 21, if necessary introducing a finite partition of
unity independent of A so that such a transformation is possible on the support of
each summand.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(5.4)

T(E)] S W/QZ (///Hfj(apj(:cl,x'g))f_j(@j(xl,@)) Cm (w1, 29, 1) dy das dI’z) :
with 7

(5.5) Gy, 8, 8) = T 1y @ )11, (0, ),

j=1

assuming as we may that all 7, are real-valued.
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Notation 7.
(5.6) fi (@) = Dy(fi)(x) = fi(x + ) fi().

Notation 8. Q,, C R? denotes a cube with sides parallel to the coordinate azes of
sidelength \=7 such that for any xf, € R, the function (x1,z3) — (m(T1, T, xh) is
supported in the cube Qy, of sidelength CA\™7 concentric with Qm, where C < o0
depends only on ®. Zy, denotes some fized element of Q.

Substitute x, = x5 + s in the triple integral in (5.4]), changing variables from
(21, 29, xh) to (x1, 22, s). Recalling that ¢4(x, z2) = x1, write

0w,
D) = 572 (x) #0.

For z € Q},,

- sD i z —

(5.7) filpiler, ) Fies(an,25)) = £;77 9 (gy() + O )

for each j € 3. Indeed, as in [2] and [4], (5.7) is a consequence of the assumption that
fj(&) is supported where |£| = O(\); this restriction on the support of the Fourier
transform implies that ||V f;||z~ = O(X|| fjllL=) = O(X), and replacing ¢; by its first
order Taylor polynomial results in a perturbation of the argument ¢, of f; of size
O\™).

Therefore |7 (f)] is majorized by CA1=27/2 plus

@ (] LI e )
| R2

with (n, renamed but retaining its essential properties. Since vy > %, the exponent
(1 —27)/2 is negative.
By Cauchy-Schwarz, the preceding line is in turn majorized by

(5.9) ox? ( > / /Rz H ij%(E) (¢j()) Cm(,s) dx‘ dS) "

Is|=0(A=7)
The sum extends only over interacting indices m, and there are only O(\?*?) inter-
acting indices, so this application of Cauchy-Schwarz incurs a factor O(\Y) which
combines with the factor O(A™7/2) in (5.8) to give the initial factor of \7/2,
Associate the factors 7,,, that were incorporated into the factors (n with the
functions f;, and expand in local Fourier series

(5.10) o (@) [ (%) = N (2 Z%ms e,

|=0(A=7)

The coefficients satisfy
(5.11) > tjmsi, > = 0(1)
k)jEZ

uniformly in all parameters j, m, s.
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The property (B.1)) of f; now comes into play. By (B.15]), with A7k; here playing
the role there of the Fourier variable &,

5.12 / a1 my s, 2ds = O\T779).
(5.12) o 2l s = 00T

|k1[<ATO
Decompose
(5.13) o (2) 17y () = Doy () F oy (&) A+ 1, (2) 7, ()
with
(514) 1m1 Z A1y 5. € z7r)\ kiz
|k1|>AT0

and with f; ml( x) equal to the sum over those k; satisfying |k;| < A™.
The second summand satisfies

(5.15) / o £55 12 ds = O(A27°),
|s|=0(A=7)

It follows that for each m, the contribution of 7,,, ff,’;l to

sDej(2) ¢,
A:O(Aw) /]R? g fj (90] (I)) Cm(l’, S) dx| ds

is O(A\=317%/2) Therefore if fi”% is replaced by f;”%"" in (58), then upon summa-
tion over all interacting m € Z*, the resulting contribution to the upper bound for
|T(£)] is O(A=9/%). Therefore we may henceforth assume that all indices k; appearing
in the local Fourier expansion (5.10) of f7 satisfy |ki| > A™.

Consider any interacting m. Inserting the three local Fourier expansions into the
inner integral in (5.9), that is, into

(5.16) / T1 7779 (05(2) Gl 5) d,

jEe3

produces the sum of oscillatory integrals
(5.17) ST @somssspos o / TNV ¢ gy
k je3

with phase functions

(5.18) Uie(w) = Dk ¢5()

The sum extends over those k = (ky, ko, k3) € Z? satisfying |k;| > A\™.

Let 01, p > 0 be small quantities to be chosen below. ¢; will depend on 4, and p
will depend on §;. The integral (5I7) is O(A™Y) for every N < oo, as follows by
repeated integrations by parts, unless Wy satisfies the stationarity condition

(5.19) VU (Zm)| = O(N),
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that is, unless

(5.20) [ ki Vei(zm)| = OOV).

When (5.20) holds, each k; determines the other two quantities k; up to additive
ambiguity O(N?). That is, if (5.20) holds for k = (ky, k2, k3) and for (ki, k%, k%), and
if k; = ki + O(N), then |k; — ki| = O(\?) for each j € 3. This is a consequence of
the transversality hypothesis, which guarantees that any 2 x 2 submatrix of the 3 x 2
matrix

is nonsingular for every z € B.
The parameter 9; > 0 now comes into play. Decompose

where b3, is the sum of those terms in (510) satistying
(5.22) | os0s] < AT

and if j = 1, also satisfying |k;| > A™.
As in [2], it is a consequence of the transversality hypothesis, (.19), and the local
Fourier coefficient bound (G.11)) that (5.16]) equals

(5.23) O(A~3=01+Cp) / [19:"%(0s(2)) Cmle) do

Jje3

For each (j,m;), the number of frequencies k;,,;, for which (5.22) fails to hold, is
O(A?1) by Bessel’s inequality (5.I1). Consequently, for each index j, the function
ij 9 m, 1s a sum of O(A\?%) functions of the form

(524) Z nm a] s eerij (m,S)m7

meZ

with complex scalar coefficients a; ., s = O(1), and with real frequency functions that
satisfy the supplementary condition |k;(m,s)| > A™ for every m for j = 1. We refer
to such a function g; as being of local exponential monomial form. Altogether, we
have a sum of the contributions of O(A\%*) such functions. As above, we ensure that
the terms in this sum are disjointly supported, by partitioning those m € Z according
to their congruence classes modulo 3 for each index j.

The functions (m,s) — k;j(m,s) now take on the leading role in the analysis. If
we can show that there exists 6 > 0, independent of p, such that

(5.25) Z /| .

[ TLi(6109, 5D ) GnGa,9) | s = O3

Jjes
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uniformly for any three functions §; of monomial form with |k (m, s)| > A™ for all
(m, s), then we may conclude that

o200 3 [ LT ot de]ds = o5

The exponent 0, is at our disposal, but is not permitted to depend on p. Since 8 is
independent of p, we may choose §; < %5 to obtain a favorable upper bound for this
term. Henceforth we write g7 rather than g;,, (-, s) to indicate functions with these
properties.

Definition 9. Let (g5 : j € 3) be an ordered triple of functions of local exponential
monomial form satisfying |ki(m, s)| > A™. Let fi satisfy || f||r~ = O(1). The associ-
ated set M = M(g1, 92, g3, f1) 18 the set of all (m, s) such that m € Z* is interacting,
s € R satisfies |s| = O(A\77), (m, s) satisfies the stationarity condition

3

(5.27) ‘ Z k;j(m, S)V(pj(gm)‘ =0\,
and
(5.28) ‘/nml () f1(y + S)m o imN k1 (m1,5) y dy‘ > A0t

Denote by |M| the measure of M, with respect to counting measure on m, as
m varies over all interacting elements of Z*, and with respect to Lebesgue measure
on s € R. Since there are O(\?") interacting indices m, The trivial bound for
the measure of M is |[M| = O(AA77) = O(\?), with a factor O(\?") reflecting
the number of interacting indices m, and a factor O(A~7) reflecting the restriction
|s| = O(A77).

Denote by |[M|* the supremum of |M)]|, taken over the set of all possible tuples
(gj : 7 € 3) of local exponential monomials enjoying the properties indicated above
and all f;. In these terms, we have shown that

(5.29)
Z/| —0(x)

/Rz ng @;(), sDY;(Zm)) Cm(x, s) dz| ds

= OAN) + O 2|M|).

We note that the coefficient implicit in the notation O(A™") does depend on p,
but this dependence is harmless since the exponent N is independent of p, indeed,
is arbitrarily large. Therefore the quantity (5.9) associated to the ordered triple
(fF +j € 3) with which we began §5lis majorized by

(5.30) O()\(l /2 + A\ 5/4 )\_51/2)\0P + )\—N) + O()\’Y/Q)\651 ()\—27|M|*)1/2)

for any N < co. The first term is favorable since > =, and the second since § > 0.
The third term is favorable provided that p is chosen to be sufficiently small relative
to (51.
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To complete the proof of Proposition [5.1] it suffices to establish the following upper
bound for [M]*.

Lemma 5.2. There exists 09 > 0 such that whenever 0 < & < dg, and whenever
p > 0 is sufficiently small, there exists o > 0 such that for any M,g, fi,01,p as in
Definition [9,

(5.31) M| = O(\79).

If 6, is chosen to be < min(dy, o;0) then the last term in (E30) is O(A~¢/*), and
thus Lemma yields the required upper bound for (5.9).

Lemma will be applied with the parameter p in the discussion above satisfying
p < po. The upper bound for |S| will provide an upper bound for |[M|* by the
stationarity condition (5.19), since A\* < A\ for large A. The formulation emphasizes
that p is then independent of p, allowing us to choose p to be arbitrarily small and
hence sufficiently small relative to 9, d;.

The trivial bound in Lemma is |S| = O(XY). As in the proof of Proposi-
tion 1], we have reduced matters to an upper bound for the measure of a sublevel
set; Lemma plays the same role in the proof of Proposition [5.1] that Theorem
plays in the proof of Proposition [4.1l

Remark. The assumption (5.28) in Definition @ would be unnecessary for Lemmal[5.2]
and §8 and §9 below would likewise be superfluous, if auxiliary hypothesis [3] were
strengthened to exclude nonzero real analytic solutions of 3, (Fjop;) (Vi) Vi, =
0 for all ¢ € R, rather than merely for o = 1.

Let M, g, f1,61, p be as in Lemma For each interacting m, define $*(m) C R
to be the set of s € R that satisfy |s| = O(A77), (5:2])), and

3

(5.32) | Z ki(myj, s) Vapi(z)] = ON) Vo € Q.

J=1

Since p < 7, the last inequality is equivalent to the stationarity condition (5.27) in
the definition of M, after appropriate adjustment of the constant factors implicit in
the notations O(A?). Thus the conclusion (5.31]) of Lemma [5.2] can be restated as

(5.33) > I8 (m)| = O(X7),

m

where the summation extends over all interacting indices m € Z*. To complete the
proof of Proposition 5.1l it suffices to prove (5.33]). Our next four sections are devoted
to this task.

6. A FUNCTIONAL (APPROXIMATE) EQUATION

To ¢; are associated mappings @, : B x R — R? defined by

(6.1) ®;(x,5) = (¢;(2), sDg;(w))
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where D = 0/0z5. We next study solutions of the functional equation

(6.2) (fj o ®))(,s) Vipj(z) =0,

3
=1

J

in which the unknown is an ordered triple f = (f; : j € 3) of functions defined on
some open subset of RZxR!. A solution f is said to be trivial if it vanishes identically.

We also study associated sublevel set inequalities, which quantify the nonexistence
of nontrivial solutions. The results that we develop will be applied to functions f;
defined by f;(y, s) = k;(m, s) when y € I, and k; are the functions in the hypothesis
of Lemma Throughout this section, all hypotheses of Theorem [Tl are implicitly
assumed, although certain lemmas rely on only some of those hypotheses.

Here (z,s) = ((x1,72),s) belongs to some open subset of R? x R, ¢, are C¥
submersions mapping an open subset of R? to R, and f; is defined on an open subset
of R%. V = V, denotes the gradient with respect to z alone, and Dy; = dp,;/0x,.
Thus each term f;(¢;(z), sDy;(x)) - Vy;(x) is R*-valued.

For each j € 3, Dy, vanishes nowhere. This is a consequence of the transver-
sality hypothesis (2) and the choice of coordinates, in which ¢4(z1,22) = 27, and
consequently D = 0/0zy annihilates ¢y.

6.1. Exact solutions. The equation (6.2) for an ordered triple f of functions f; is
homogeneous with respect to s; if f(x,s) is a solution then so is f(z,rs) for any
r e R\ {0}.

The differential of each ®; with respect to (z,s) € R?® has rank 2 at each point of
its domain, since Dy; # 0. Thus each of the three relations

(6.3) ®;(r,s) = constant € R?

defines a foliation in R?® with one-dimensional leaves indexed by the constants on the
right-hand side of (6.3). We refer to these leaves in R? as level curves of ®;. For each
index j, the vector field

(6.4) V= ( — Ohpj, Orpj, s(Dpj) " (Dapj - O5 5 — Orp; - 822,2%'))

vanishes nowhere and annihilates ®;; VjT is tangent to the leaves of the associated
foliation. Since Vi, are pairwise transverse in R?, it follows from an examination of
the vector fields in R? defined by their first two components that VZ-T, V;-T are every-
where linearly independent whenever ¢ # j. Therefore the transversality hypothesis
() ensures that these foliations are everywhere pairwise transverse. However, the
hyperplane defined by s = 0 is degenerate in the sense that all three tangent vectors
VjT are tangent to this hyperplane at each of its points.
Write

(6.5) Ry = {(z,5) e R xR : s #0}.

Lemma 6.1. Let ® satisfy the transversality hypothesis[2. Let f be any ordered triple
of Lebesgue measurable functions that satisfies the functional equation ([G2)) almost
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everywhere in some open subset  of Rio. Then each function f; o ®; agrees almost
everywhere with a C* function in €.

Proof. We work in a small neighborhood of an arbitrary point of €2, and all assertions
in this proof are concerned with appropriately defined but unspecified such neigh-
borhoods. Thus “x € R?” means that x € R? belongs to such a neighborhood. We
initially simplify matters by assuming that each f; is continuous.

Any two gradients Vo;(z) are transverse at every z € R? and consequently the
system (62) of two scalar linear equations in three unknown quantities fj can be
solved locally to express

(6.6) (fro®1)(z,8) = hj(x) - (f; 0 ®;)(x,5)

with h; € C independent of s, both for j = 2 and for j = 3. The functions h; are
entirely specified by the datum (¢, : j € 4).

If I is any leaf of the foliation in ]R‘;O defined by level curves of ®,, then its image
®,(I') is a C* curve in the two-dimensional domain of f;. This is a direct consequence
of the transversality of the two vectors Vi, Vips. The family of all such ®(I") is a
two parameter family of curves in this domain, rather than a foliation.

In the same way, there is a corresponding family of curves ®;(I"), with IV C ]R‘;’éo
denoting level curves of ®3. The auxiliary hypothesis [ of Theorem [L1l now enters
the discussion for the first time. It ensures that if I',I” are level curves of ®,, P3
respectively that meet at a point (z,s) € R, then their images ®,(T") and ®,(I")
intersect transversely in R? at ®,(z, s).
~ Consider any point (z,5) € R%, = R* x RL. Set a = fo(®s(z,5)). Denote by
I' the level curve of @, that passes through (z,5). The relation (6.6]) expresses the
restriction of f; to ®;(I') as the constant a multiplied by a real analytic function,
which depends only on the datum (py : k € 4).

Consider those leaves I that intersect I'. The restriction of f; to each leaf ®;(I")
is likewise expressed by (6.0]) as a given C* function, specified by the geometric data,
multiplied by the value of f; at the unique point at which ®;(I"”) intersects ®;(I).
The latter value of f; was expressed in the preceding paragraph as the product of the
scalar a with a specified C¥ function. Therefore in a neighborhood of any point of

the domain of f; at which the curves ®;(I") and ®,(I") are transverse to one another,
fl is C¥.

The assumptions are invariant under permutation of the indices in 3, so corre-
sponding conclusions hold for f; and for f3.

The case of Lebesgue measurable f is treated by applying the same reasoning to
almost every (Z, §). O

The proof of Lemma has implicitly shown that the space of local solutions has
dimension less than or equal to 1:

Lemma 6.2. In any connected open subset of R? x R, equivalence classes of
Lebesgue measurable solutions f of (6.2) are unique up to multiplication by constant
scalars.
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Lemma 6.3. There exists a unique exponent o € R with the following property. Let
f be any Lebesgue measurable solution of (6.2) in some connected open subset S of
R? x R* that does not vanish identically. Then f; takes the form

(6.7) fi(x,s) = s7F;(z) almost everywhere in ¢;(S) Vj € 3
for some F; € C¥.

This lemma can be applied equally well to solutions in R? x R™, with s° replaced
by |s|? in (6.7) since whenever f(z, s) is a solution, so is f(x, —s). Thus the exponent
o is the same for s < 0 as for s > 0.

Proof. If f(x,s) is a solution then so is f(z,rs) for any 0 # r € R. Therefore by
the uniqueness established in Lemma 6.2 f(x,rs) = h(r)f(z, s) for some function h.
Since f does not vanish identically, this relation implies that h(riry) = h(rq)h(rs) for

r1,T9 in appropriate intervals. This forces h to take the form c|r|” in any interval in
which it is defined. O

Recalling that Dy, = Vj¢; vanishes nowhere by the transversality hypothesis, we
may assume that Dy,;(z) > 0 for every z for each index j, by replacing ¢; by —¢;
if necessary. Working in the region in which s > 0, and writing Fj(z)s” in place of
fi(x,s), the functional equation (6.2)) can now be rewritten as

(6.8) > (Dg))” - (Fjo ;) Vi, = 0.

J=1

Here the first and second factors are real-valued, while the third is R?>-valued, and
the symbol - denotes multiplication of scalars with scalars, or with vectors.

Lemma 6.4. If there exists a solution (Fy, Fy, F3) of (68) that does not vanish
identically in some nonempty open set in R?, then the exponent o cannot equal 0.

Proof. Let (Fy, Fy, F3) be a solution. Choose G; to be an antiderivative of F; for
each j € 3. If 0 = 0 then each factor (Dy;)? is constant, so (6.8) can be written
as V( Zj.:l(Gj o ;)) = 0 in a nonempty open subset of R?. Thus Z?Zl(Gj o ;) is
locally constant.

Choosing G4 to be an appropriate constant, Z?zl(Gj o,) vanishes identically. By
the main hypothesis, all G; must then be locally constant. Therefore their derivatives
F}; vanish identically. U

The discussion so far leaves open the question of whether there exists any solution
besides the trivial solution f = 0. The auxiliary hypothesis B of Theorem [LT] excludes
nonzero solutions with ¢ = 1, but not with other exponents.

6.2. Approximate solutions.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that there is no nonzero C* solution of ([6.2)) in any nonempty
open subset of R3. Then there exists k > 0 with the following property. Let I C R\{0}
be a compact interval. Let B C R? be a ball. Let € € (0,1]. Let f = (f;(z,s) : j € 3)
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be an ordered triple of Lebesque measurable functions. Suppose that there exists i € 3
for which | fi(x,s)| > 1 for every (x,s) € B x I. Then

(6.9) }{(:)s,s) €eBxI: }Z(fj o ®;)(z,s) Vi;(z)| < e}| < Ce™.

J=1

Proof. Let f satisfy the hypotheses. It suffices to prove the conclusion in the special
case in which |f;(x, s)| < 2 for every j € 3 and every (z,s) € B x I. Indeed, partition
the domain into sets A;; in which there exists [ such that |f;(z, s)| € [2¥, 2¥"!) and
|fi(z, )] < |fi(x,s)| for every j # I. Apply the special case to 27% f;(x, s) with ¢
replaced by 27%¢ to conclude that |A;x] = O(27%¢)®. Sum these bounds over all
nonnegative integers k and over [ € 3 to complete the proof.

Since the hypotheses are invariant under permutation of the indices in 3, we may
assume that the index ¢ in the hypotheses is 1. Let

(6.10) E={(z,s) e BX1I: }Z(fj o ®;)(z,s) Vy;(z)| <e}.

The proof of Lemmas and above, in combination with reasoning in [2], [3],
and [4], demonstrates that there exist C* functions g, that are independent of f, a set
& C & satisfying |€] 2 |€|°, and scalars a; € [—3, 3] that may depend on f, satisfying

(6.11) ‘fj(fbj(x, s)) — a;g;(®;(z, s))‘ = 0O(e) Vje3, Vx,s)€ .

See for instance the derivation of relation (6.20) of [3] and the discussion in §4 of [3]
on which that derivation is based.

The family of tuples G, = (a;g; : j € 3) parametrized by a = (a1, as, az) € [-3,3]>
is a compact C* family of C* functions in the sense hypothesized in Lemma 11.2 of
[2]. That is, a varies over a compact subset of a Euclidean space, y = (z, s) varies
over a compact convex subset of a Euclidean space, G,(y) is C"—valued for some n,
and the mapping (y,a) — Ga(y) is defined and real analytic in a neighborhood of this
domain. Lemma 11.2 of [2] stated] that if such a family contains no exact solution to
a system such as Zj a;(g; o ®;)Ve; =0 in any nonempty open set, then (6.9) holds
for some exponent « for all G in the family, uniformly in a. Since € C &, and since
the inequality in question holds on &, the inequality (G.I1I) implies that

(6.12) | ai(g502)(x,5) Vs(a)] = O(e) ¥ (,9) € £

Therefore |€] = O(£?) for some exponent v > 0 that depends only on ®. Therefore
€] = O(£7/°). O

IThe result in [2] is stated and proved for scalar linear equations, but the same reasoning applies
to finite-dimensional linear systems.
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Lemma 6.6. Under the hypotheses of Lemma 6.0, there exists k > 0 such that for
any r > 0,

(6.13) [{(2,5) € R* x [=r,7] : | Z(fj o ®;)(z,s) Vip;(z)| < e}| < Cer.

Proof. To obtain this upper bound for the set of all (z,s) satisfying 3 < |s| < r,
apply Lemma to the functions (x,s) — fj(x,rs). Then apply this partial result
with r replaced by 27"r for each n € N, and sum over n. 0

The next lemma is a variant of Lemmal[6.0l concerning the case in which (6.2]) does
admit a nontrivial solution. Let B be as above.

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that there exist B = (F; : j € 3), defined in B X R;O and not
vanishing identically in any nonempty open set, and an exponent o € R, such that
every R3—valued ezact solution £ of (6.2) in any nonempty connected open subset of
B x R* takes the form f;(y,s) = b|s|" Fj(y) for some coefficient b € R that depends
on f. Then there exist k,c > 0 and Cy < oo with the following property.

Let f = (f; : j € 3) be an ordered triple of Lebesgue measurable functions. Let
e €(0,1]. Let S(f,e) be the sublevel set

S(f,e) = {(z,5) € Bx (0,1] : | '

j
Let S C S(f,e) be measurable. Then either

(6.14) IS| < e°
or there exist S' C S and b € R such that for each j € 3,
(6.15) {(y,s) € 5(S) - | £y, s) — bls|"Fy(y)| < Coc}| 2 |S(F,€)|" Ve > 0.

In the case in which no nontrivial solutions of (6.2]) exist, the hypotheses of
Lemma are satisfied with F = 0, but the conclusion is weaker than that of
Lemmal[6.6l Lemma is proved by excerpting portions of the proofs of Lemmas
and [6.6] O

(fj 0 ®;)(x,5) Vo(x)| < e}

1

7. THE CASE IN WHICH EQUATION (6.2) HAS ONLY THE TRIVIAL SOLUTION

We prove Lemma in the case in which every solution of (6.2)) in any nonempty
open set vanishes identically. Let k; be the functions given in the statement of
Lemma [5.2] and let S*(m) be as defined at the end of §5 For each j € 3 define

(7.1) fiy,s) = A""k;(m,s)Vy e L.

Then whenever z € Q%, and s € §*(m),

(72) Y (F0®))(x,5) Vagj(x) = A7 ) kj(my, 5) Vapj(z) = O(V™).
Jjesd je3

Moreover, since |ki(m, s)| > A™, |f1(y,s)| > 1 whenever y € p1(Q%,) and s € S*(m).
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Define
(7.3) A= {(x,9): | Y (i 0 ®))(x,5) Vap;(z)] = ON™)}.

For any m and any s = O(A\77), if s € S*(m) then for any z € Q%,,
(7.4) | (f 0 ®5)(w, 8) Vaps ()| = O(N°™)
Jje3

This is simply the defining property of $*(m), rewritten in terms of the functions f;.
Thus

(7.5) U (Qm x 8*(m)) c A.

According to Lemma [6.6] since s varies over [—r,r]| for r = CA77,
(7.6) |A| = O\~ (pP0)m . \=7)
where k > 0 depends only on ®. Now
(7.7)  |S] = Z |S* (m)| =< A?] U Qm x S*(m))| < \7|A| = O\~ (omro)sy,

Since (g po)/ﬁ > 0, this completes the proof of Lemma [5.2 for this case. U

8. 0 AND 1 ARE THE ONLY RELEVANT VALUES OF o

The analysis developed thus far does not lead to the desired conclusion if there
are many m such that f;,, has the property that f,..(z) = fjm(z + 8)fim(x)
has the property that |E;g(§ (s))| is relatively large for many s, for a function ¢
that is well approximated by ¢(j,m)s” for many m. The exponents ¢ = 0,1 are
excluded by hypotheses of Theorem [T In this section we « develop a lemma which
will subsequently be used to show that for o ¢ {0,1}, |f;m.s((s))| cannot be large

for many s for such a function £. This result will be used in §9to complete the proof
of Lemma [5.2

Lemma 8.1. For each o € R\ {0,1} there exists 65 > 0 with the following property.
Let € (0,1) and B € [0,00). Let r € [1,00) be arbitrary, and let £ : R — R be
Lebesque measurable and satisfy

(8.1) (s) —rs?| < Br# Vs> 0.

For any f,g € L>*(R) supported on some common interval of length 1,

(8.2) / ‘ / flz+s) o)z dx‘ ds < Cr7%|| f|lso |l gl ce-
s>0

The constant C' depends only on o, i, B.

The same conclusion holds for the corresponding integral over s € R™.
The conclusion is false for ¢ = 0 (consider f;(y) = g;(y) = €*¥) and also false for

o =1 (consider f;(y) = g;(y) = €&¥").
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Proof. The conclusion can be equivalently stated in terms of a trilinear expression

(8.3) I= // f(z+5) g(x) h(s) e©* 1g(x, s) dz ds,

where () is the set of all (z,s) such that x € J, x + s € J, and s € RY for a certain
interval J C R of length 1. This set () is convex. The conclusion is then that

(8.4) 1] < O™ fllosllg oo ll o

for any three functions f, g, h
Assume that || f||eo < 1 and likewise for g, h. By Cauchy-Schwarz, |I|? is majorized

/ / f(x+ ) f(z+ s)h(s)h(s) el 10 (2 $)1g(x, s') da ds ds’
:C///f(:c+s+t)f(x+s)h(s+t)h() e 0-€0 1 (3. 610 (w, 5 + 1) da ds dt
—C/ //E x4 8)Hy(s) eCeHD=E6T 10 (2, 5)10/(x, s+t)d:cds)dt

= [ ([ B i) o010y — s 5)1aly — 5.5+ ) dy ds) di

with Fy(z) = f(z 4+ t)f(x), Hi(s) = h(s + t)h(s), and Hy(s) = H,(s)e EETD—E6)s,
The outer integral extends only over some interval of length 2.

A second application of Cauchy-Schwarz results in majorization of the square of
the absolute value of the inner integral by

(8.5) / () (o) / )= €00 —E0HIEO 10, (3 4 0, 1) dy> dude

for each t, with
]—Q’(ya u, U>t) = ]-Q(y - U,U)].Q('y — U, u+ t) 1Q(y -0, U)]-Q(y - v,V + t)

The set € C R*, whose indicator function is denoted here by 1¢, is convex.

Define Q" to be the set of all (u, v, t) for which there exists y such that (y,u,v,t) €
V. Q" is convex, and is contained in a ball of radius O(1), centered at the origin, in
R3. Replacing the inner integral by its absolute value and invoking the hypothesis
|||z~ < 1, we conclude that |I|* is majorized by

(8.6) C/// / EuHt) =6 —EHHEEN 10, (4,0, 1) dy)dtdudu
< /// (T4 [€(u+1t) = &(u) — (v +1t) + E(v) )" dt dudo.

The inequality holds because for each (u, v,t) € Q" y +— 1o (y,u,v,t) is the indicator
function of an interval of length O(1).

Each quantity ¢, u, v is confined to an interval of length O(1) centered at the origin
in R, and there is an implicit restriction to the region in which w,v,u +t,v 4+t are
all positive.
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The structural hypothesis £(s) = rs74+O(r*) and the restriction |s| = O(1) implicit
in the hypotheses give

(8.7) r7H &(utt)—&(u)—E(v+t)+&(v) | = | (u+t)7 = (u)” — (v+1)7 +07 |+ O ().
For any o ¢ {0, 1} there exists £ > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0,
(8.8) }{(u,v,t) e Ju+t) —u” — (v+1)7 +07] < 5}} = O(e").

This can be shown by fixing (v,t) and allowing u to vary over the interval {u :
(u,v,t) € Q"}. Details of the elementary proof are left to the reader.

Choose ¢ = r*~1. Then for any (u,v,t) satisfying r~![&(u +t) — E(u) — E(v +t) +
£(v)| < e, one also has |(u+1)7 —u” — (v+1)7 +v7| < Ce.

Therefore

(8.9)  [{(u,v,t) € Q" |E(u+1t) = E(u) — E(v+1) + E(v)| < v} = O(r~7H),

and consequently

(8.10) /// (14 [€(ut ) — E(u) — E(o+ ) +E@)|) dt dudo = O (r 0% 1 0.
O

9. CONCLUSION OF PROOF OF LEMMA

We now complete the proof of Lemma [5.2] by proving the upper bound (5.33),
that is, > |S*(m)| = O(A779), in the case in which there does exist a real analytic
solution F, not identically zero, of (6.2]) in some nonempty open set. The case in
which every real analytic exact solution vanishes identically, has already been treated
in §71

We have shown that the exact solutions in any connected open set form a one-
dimensional vector space, and take the form s°F(y), with F € C¥; o € R is uniquely
determined by (¢; : j € 4). Choose and fix such a function F that does not vanish
identically. By auxiliary hypothesis Bl o # 1. By Lemma [6.4] o # 0.

For j € 3 define K; by

(9.1) K;(y,s) = A""kj(m,s) forye I

and for s = O(A™7), where m is chosen to have the appropriate residue modulo 3 for
the index j. Then |K;(y, s)| > 1 for every (y, s).

Define S(K) to be the set of all (z,s) € B x [-CA™7,CA\77] such that there
exists m with x in the support of (,, satisfying s € S*(m). The desired bound
Y om [S*(m)| = O(A\79) is equivalent to

(9.2) NS(K)| = O(A~2).

By Lemma 6.7, either \7|S(K)| < A™¢ for a certain constant ¢ > 0 — in which
case the proof of Lemma [5.2is complete — or there exist a measurable set S C S(K)
and a scalar b € R that satisfy

(9.3) | K (y,s) —b|s|”Fi(y)] S A7 forall (y,s) €S
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and
(9.4) XS] 2 (N]SK)|.

Thus in order to complete the proof of Lemma [5.2] it suffices to show that in this
second case,

(9.5) AS| = O(A79) for some o > 0.

Let 03 > 0 be another small parameter satisfying requirements to be specified
below. We may assume that |s| > A777% for every (y,s) € S. Indeed, if the set
S" of all (y,s) € S satisfying this inequality had Lebesgue measure < £|S|, then
IS| < 2[5\ & £ A%, and the proof would be complete. Thus we may assume
that [S'] > 1[5].

We may assume that |S’| > 0, and in particular, that S’ is nonempty. Choose an
arbitrary point (y,5) € S’. Since |Ki(y,s)| > 1, }b|§|"F1(gj)‘ >1—0(\") > %,
since 79 > p and we may assume A to be large. The function F is fixed, and is
bounded above. Since A™77% < |5| < A7 it follows that

b]A™7 > 1 if o >0,
(66) {W_(ng)g >1 if o <0.
Thus
(9.7) [b|A=Y > \~lolds

The function F; is real analytic and does not vanish identically, for if F} = 0 then
|K1(y,s) — 0| = O(AN~™) for all (y,s) € S, contradicting the condition |K;(y,s)| > 1
unless S = (). Therefore there exist ¢ > 0 and C' < oo such that

(9.8) {y € p1(B): |Fi(y)| <e}| < Ce Ve > 0.
These quantities ¢, C' depend only on ®. Therefore
(9.9) [{(z,s) € Bx[-CX77,CA7] : |[Fi(p1(2))] < A%} = O(A A7),

Thus it suffices to establish an upper bound of the same type for the measure of
the set of all (r,s) € S’ that satisfy the supplementary inequality |F;(¢1)(z)] > A7%.

For any such z, and any interacting m for which x belongs to the support of (,,
for any other 2’ in the support of (p,,

[Fu(1)(@)] 2 [Fa(pr) (@) = CATY 2 A% = A7 2 A7

since |x — 2’| = O(A77) and d4 < 7.

Thus it suffices to show that for any interacting m with the supplementary property
that |Fy(p1(2"))] = A% for every 2’ in the support of m, the following holds: For
any z that is in the support of m, S’(z) = {s € R : (x,s) € S’} satisfies |S'(z)| =
O(A779).

Consider any such x. The coefficients in the local Fourier series (B.I0]) are by
definition

aj,m,s,kj(m,s) = %Afy / nm(y)f](y + S)fj(y) e—iWXij(m,s)y dy



26 MICHAEL CHRIST

By the inequality (5.28]), which is one of the hypotheses of Lemma [5.2] these satisfy

|a'1,m1,s,k1 (ma1,s) | Z )\_61 .

This lower bound can be exploited to obtain an upper bound for |S’(x)|. To begin,

©10) [ | 00+ TGSy s

> / A @ty | ds = A0S ()],
S’ (x)

To continue, an upper bound for the left-hand side of (@.I0]) can be derived from
Lemma [B1] after a change of variables. Indeed, set § = A\’s and £ = \x. By (@.3)),
the phase mA7k1(myq, s)y is equal to £(5) g with

(9.11) E(t) = TAP K (mq, A7) = mATCDAT |7 Fi(p1(x)) + O(N°).
In these coordinates, we aim to apply Lemma B1] with the parameter
(9.12) r=7mAC DA F(p1(x)).

The lemma is applicable provided that » > 1 and A\* < r* for some p < 1; we next
verify that these inequalities are satisfied.
Since |bATY7| > A7l by ([@7),

(9.13) r 2 AT

and it follows that both » > 1 and A\? < r/2 for all sufficiently large \, provided
that p,ds, 0, are chosen to be sufficiently small relative to 7. We require that the
parameters be chosen so that

(9.14) Coz + 64 < %7‘0 and p < iT().
Then Lemma [R.I] applies, and yields the upper bound

/S o | / T () 1 (y + 5) 1 ()™ 1009 gy | ds

(9.15) < / | / N (Y) f1(y + 8) i (g) e ™ F10m09w gy | ds
|s|=0(A=7)

S )\—27 . ()\7‘0—0(53—(54)—62.

Together with (Q.10), (O.I5) yields a lower bound for |S'(z)]:

(9.16) 1S ()| < ATV \TT0d2/4
We require that
(917) 03 < 01 < %’7‘0(52.

Recall that o is uniquely determined by (¢; : j € 4), while Jo, which arose in
Lemma R.1], depends only on o, and d; is assumed to be less than or equal to dy,
which has not yet been specified. Therefore these requirements can be satisfied by
first choosing g < %7‘052, then choosing d3, d4 sufficiently small relative to dg, do. Thus



IMPLICITLY OSCILLATORY QUADRILINEAR INTEGRALS 27

we have shown that if the parameters dg, d3, d4, p are chosen to satisfy the indicated
constraints then uniformly for all x € B under consideration,

(9.18) 15" (2)| = O(N™77%)
for a certain exponent o5 > 0. This completes the proof of Lemma

10. CONCLUSION OF PROOF

Assume that ||[f||L~ = O(1). Let 47,065,085, 05 € (0,00] be small positive quanti-
ties, to be chosen below. For each index j, decompose f; = f;4 + f;, by applying
Lemma in the manner indicated in the discussion following its statement, with
parameter § = 0;.

The summands f; 4 satisfy

(10.1) [ figllLoe = O(AY)
where a; = 0770/2 tends to 0 as 65 — 0.
Express
(10.2) TE) =T(f1, fo, f3, fag) + T (f1, for f3, fap)-
By Proposition 5.1
(10.3) T (f1, fos f3, fap)] = O(AT™)

for a certain positive constant 7, > 0 that depends on the choice of d;. Express

(10.4) T (f1, fo, f35 fag) = T(f1, fos [, fag) + T (f1, for f3ps fag)-
By Proposition [5.1],
(10.5) (T (fr, fas aps fag)l = O fagllp=) = O(ATT),

for a certain 73 > 0 that depends on 43. Continuing in this way gives

(106) |T(f)‘ — O(}\—M) + O(}\—T3+a4) + O()\—T2+a3+a4)
+O(>\—T1+a2+a3+a4> + |T(f1,ﬁ7f2,ﬁ,f3,jj,f4,ﬁ)|,

with each 7; being positive, and depending on 47. Finally, since each function f;;
is a sum of O(A%) functions g; of the type that appears in Proposition ] that
Proposition provides a majorization

4
(10.7) T (frg fogs fago fag) = O(NT H [ figllpee) = O(A"THortaztastas)
j=1

for a certain exponent 7 > 0 that does not depend on the quantities 0;.

Choose the parameters 5; to be sufficiently small to ensure that a; < 7/8 for each
J, and choose them by ascending induction on j so that each ¢ is sufficiently small
as a function of 6 ; to ensure that each term on the right-hand side of (I0.0]) is of
the form O(A™°) for some ¢ > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem [Tl
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11. A SUBLEVEL SET INEQUALITY

For any four-tuple f of measurable functions f; : ¢;(B) — C define

(11.1) S(f,e)={r € B: |Z(fj o p;)(z)] < e}
and
(11.2) |(fo@)(z)] ZZ\(ij%)(w)\-

Corollary 11.1. Let (a, ®) satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem[I1. There exist C' <
oo and T > 0 such that for any Lebesque measurable f and any € > 0,

(11.3) [{z € S(f,e):|(fo®)(x)| >1}| < Ce.

This follows from Theorem [I.I] by the same reasoning as developed for the case of
three summands in §18 of [2].
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