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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 B̃ be a connected open neighborhood of B. For j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4},
let ϕj : B̃ → R be a Cω submersion. Write 3 = {1, 2, 3}, 4 = {1, 2, 3, 4}, and
Φ = (ϕj : j ∈ 4).

Consider quadrilinear functionals

(1.1) T (f) =

∫

R2

∏

j∈4

(fj ◦ ϕj)(x) η(x) dx,

acting on f = (fj : j ∈ 4), with each fj : R
1 → C Lebesgue measurable and belonging

to an appropriate function space. Throughout the discussion, η ∈ C∞(R2) 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 Ω ⊂ B be open and connected. Let (Fj : j ∈ 4)

be a tuple of Cω functions Fj : ϕj(Ω) → R. If
∑4

j=1 Fj ◦ ϕj ≡ 0 in Ω then each Fj is

constant.

For σ ∈ R and p ∈ (1,∞), denote by W p,σ the Sobolev space of functions hav-
ing σ derivatives in Lp(R). Our main result is the following theorem, whose other
hypotheses are formulated below.

Theorem 1.1. Let Φ satisfy the main hypothesis 1, the transversality hypothesis 2,

and the auxiliary hypotheses 3, 4, and 5. For any p > 2 and any η ∈ C∞
0 (B), there

exist σ < 0 and C <∞ such that for every four-tuple f = (f1, . . . , f4) of functions in
Lp(R1),

(1.2) |T (f)| ≤ C
∏

j∈4

‖fj‖W p,σ .

A special case of the corresponding result with two factors fj is a restatement
of this well-known fact: Let t 7→ γ(t) be a real analytic mapping from R1 to R2.
Let η ∈ C∞(R) be compactly supported. Define a measure µ in R2 by

∫
g dµ =∫

R
g(γ(t)) η(t) dt. If the range of γ is not contained in any affine subspace of R2 then

there exists δ > 0 such that the Fourier transform of µ satisfies |µ(ξ)| = O(|ξ|−δ) as
|ξ| → ∞.
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2 MICHAEL CHRIST

An immediate application is to weak continuity of mappings f 7→
∏

j∈4(fj ◦ ϕj).

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 (1.2). 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 Cω 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 1 is necessary for the
conclusion (1.2) to hold. Indeed, suppose

∑
j(Fj ◦ ϕj) ≡ 0 in some open set. For

large λ ∈ R+, define fj = ηje
iλFj for suitable C∞

0 cutoff functions ηj . Then
∏

j(fj◦ϕj)
is independent of λ, and the cutoff functions can be chosen so that its integral does
not vanish. On the other hand, if some real-valued function Fk is nonconstant, and
if ηk is chosen to be supported in an open set in which ∇Fk vanishes nowhere, then
for any strictly negative parameter σ, ‖ηke

iλFk‖W p,σ tends to 0 as λ→ ∞. Thus (1.2)
cannot hold.

Throughout the paper, we impose a transversality hypothesis on Φ.

Hypothesis 2 (Transversality). For each pair of distinct indices j 6= k ∈ 4, ∇ϕj,∇ϕk

are linearly independent at each point of B.

This transversality hypothesis guarantees that the integral defining T (f) converges
absolutely when each fj ∈ L2, and that |T (f)| ≤ C

∏4
j=1 ‖fj‖L2 . In this inequality,

L2 cannot be replaced by Lp for any p < 2. This can be seen by choosing any point x,
setting fj equal to the indicator function of an interval of length ε centered at ϕj(x),
and evaluating both sides of the inequality as ε→ 0.

We will impose three auxiliary hypotheses, each of which holds for generic data
Φ. For each j ∈ 4, let Vj be a nowhere vanishing Cω vector field in B̃ that satisfies
Vj(ϕj) ≡ 0.

Hypothesis 3. For any k ∈ 4, on any connected open set ω ⊂ B̃ ⊂ R2 with nonempty

interior, any Cω solution (Fj : j 6= k) of the equation

(1.3)
∑

j 6=k

(Fj ◦ ϕj) Vkϕj ∇ϕj ≡ 0

in ω satisfies Fj ◦ ϕj ≡ 0 in ω for each j 6= k.
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Equation (1.3) is a system of two scalar equations in three scalar-valued unknown
functions Fj .

Hypothesis 4. Endow R3 = R2 × R1 with coordinates (x, s). For each k ∈ 4 and

each j 6= k, define

(1.4) Φj,k = (ϕj(x), sVkϕj(x)).

DefineWj,k to be nowhere vanishing Cω vector fields in B̃×R1 that satisfyWj,k(Φj,k) ≡
0. Then for each k ∈ 4, the three-tuple of vector fields {Wj,k : j 6= k} is linearly in-

dependent at each point of B̃ × (R \ {0}).

If i, j, k ∈ 4 are pairwise distinct then since ∇xϕi,∇ϕj are linearly independent at

each point of B̃, then ∇x,sΦi,k and ∇x,sΦj,k are likewise linearly independent at each

point of B̃ × R.

Hypothesis 5. For each permutation (i, j, k, l) of (1, 2, 3, 4), for each τ ∈ R, the

function

(1.5)
Vlϕi · |Vkϕ|τ

Vlϕj · |Vkϕj |τ

cannot be expressed as a ratio hi◦ϕi

hj◦ϕj
, with hi, hj real analytic, in any nonempty open

subset of R2.

It can be shown that generic tuples Φ do satisfy the main hypothesis 1, and
more generally, generic n-tuples Φ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) of mappings satisfy the analogous
condition for arbitrarily large n. More precisely, there exist N <∞ and a nonempty
Zariski open subset Ω of the Euclidean space of all N -jets of n-tuples of functions at
0 ∈ R2 such that for any real analytic Φ whose N -jet at 0 belongs to Ω, there exists
a ball B centered at 0 in which hypothesis 1 is satisfied. Likewise, all of the auxiliary
hypotheses also hold for generic Φ.

The main hypothesis implies a weak form of transversality: for any j 6= k, Vk(ϕj)
does not vanish identically.

The hypothesis of real analyticity of Φ represents a compromise that simplifies
both the formulation of Theorem 1.1, and its proof. As is shown in [3] and in [6], it
implies a formally stronger quantitative formulation: There exist C,N such that for
all f ∈ CN and all x ∈ B,

(1.6)

4∑

j=1

∑

0<n≤N

∣∣∂n(fj ◦ ϕj)(x)
∣∣ ≤ C

∑

0<|α|≤N

∣∣ ∂α
4∑

k=1

(fk ◦ ϕk)(x)
∣∣.

Here ∂n = dn/dyn and ∂α = ∂α/∂xα. The author believes that for any N , Theo-
rem 1.1 extends to CN+1 data Φ satisfying (1.6), with the transversality and auxiliary
hypotheses significantly relaxed. For real analytic Φ, we believe that the transver-
sality hypothesis can be relaxed to the assumption that no two ∇ϕj 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 1.1 were developed in [2], [4], and [3] in
that order, with their eventual application to Theorem 1.1 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 [8], 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. γ ∈ (1

2
, 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 τ0, then ρ0, δ0, δ1, δ3, δ4, δ

∗
1, δ

∗
2, δ

∗
3, δ

∗
4,

and finally ρ, in that order. Thus at every step, we may assume that ρ is as small as
may be desired, relative to all other positive parameters that arise. δ2 and δ5 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, l) of (1, 2, 3, 4)

(3.1) |T (f)| ≤ C‖fi‖L1‖fj‖L1‖fk‖L∞‖fl‖L∞ .

Therefore by interpolation,

(3.2) |T (f)| ≤ C
∏

j∈4

‖fj‖L2.

Therefore Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence, by decomposition and interpo-
lation, of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let Φ satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1. There exists δ > 0
such that for any η ∈ C∞

0 (R2) supported in B, there exists C <∞ with the following

property. Let λ ≥ 1. Let fj ∈ L∞(R). Assume that f̂j(ξ) is supported where |ξ| ≤ 2λ

for each j ∈ 4, and that f̂1(ξ) is supported where 1
2
λ ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2λ. Then

(3.3) |T (f)| ≤ Cλ−δ
∏

j∈4

‖fj‖L∞ .

Throughout the analysis, we assume without loss of generality that λ is large. Thus
if c1 < c2 are constants then λc1 is small relative to λc2 .
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3.2. ♭/♯ decomposition. A basic strategy is to apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
to eliminate one of the four functions fj . This transforms the remaining functions fk
to associated functions Dsfk, as follows.

Definition 6. For x, s ∈ R and f : R → C,

(3.4) Dsf(x) = f(x+ s)f(x).

If f is highly oscillatory, then Dsf need not be so; if for instance f(x) = eiλx then

Dsf is a constant function of x for each s. On the other hand, if f(x) = eiλx
2

with
λ ∈ R and |λ| large, then Dsf(x) takes the form c(s)ei2sλx with |c(s)| ≡ 1. The next
lemma is based on a simple characterization of those functions for which Dsf is not
highly oscillatory.

Lemma 3.2. [4] Let δ > 0 and R ≥ 1. For any f ∈ L2(R) there exists a decomposi-

tion f = f♯+ f♭ satisfying ‖f♯‖L2 + ‖f♭‖L2 . ‖f‖L2, with the following supplementary

properties.

The summand f♯ admits a decomposition

(3.5) f♯(x) =
M∑

n=1

hn(x)e
iαnx

with each αn ∈ R, and with each hn a smooth function satisfying

(3.6)





‖∂Nhn‖∞ ≤ CNR
N‖f‖∞ ∀N ≥ 0,

‖hn‖L2 . ‖f‖L2,

ĥn is supported in [−R,R],

M . Rδ.

Moreover, the support of f̂♯ is contained in a CR–neighborhood of the support of f̂ .
Finally, if f ∈ L∞ then

(3.7) ‖f♯‖∞ .M1/2‖f‖∞.

The summand f♭ satisfies

(3.8)

∫

R

∫

|ξ|≤R

|D̂sf♭(ξ)|
2 dξ ds . R−δ‖f‖4L2.

All implicit constants are independent of R, f .

Thus for most s, the function x 7→ Dsf♭(x) either has small norm, or is highly
oscillatory. The conclusion (3.7) is not stated explicitly in [4], but is an immediate
consequence of the construction given there.

3.3. Local ♭/♯ decomposition. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is structured around a
local version of Lemma 3.2. Fix auxiliary parameters γ ∈ (1

2
, 1) and τ0 > 0 satisfying

(3.9) γ + τ0 < 1.
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Let f be given, satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition 3.1 with respect to a large
parameter λ ∈ R+. We may assume henceforth, with no loss of generality, that
‖fj‖∞ = O(1) for each j ∈ 4.

For m ∈ Z let Im, I
∗
m be the intervals of lengths λ−γ and 3λ−γ, respectively,

centered at mλ−γ . Introduce a partition of unity 1 =
∑

m η
2
m in R1, with each

ηm ∈ C∞
0 supported in the interval concentric with Im of sidelength 2λ−γ, and satis-

fying ‖∇Nηm‖C0 = O(λNγ) for every nonnegative integer N . Decompose

(3.10) fj =
∑

m∈Z

ηmfj,m with fj,m = ηmfj.

For each j ∈ 4 and m ∈ Z, apply Lemma 3.2 to the function y 7→ fj,m(λ
−γy), with

the parameter R of that lemma defined to be R = λτ0 , and with the parameter δ of
that lemma chosen to be a small number δ∗j > 0 that depends on j. In the final step
of the proof of Theorem 1.1, in §10, the four values δ∗j will be chosen, but for the
present, each δ∗j is small but otherwise arbitrary.

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

(3.11) fj = fj,♯ + fj,♭ with





fj,♯ =
∑

m∈Z

ηm · fj,m,♯

fj,♭ =
∑

m∈Z

ηm · fj,m,♭

where the terms fj,m,♯ enjoy these properties:

(3.12) fj,m,♯(x) =
M∑

n=1

hj,m,n(x)e
iαj,m,nx

with

(3.13)





|αj,m,n| = O(λ),

M = O(λδ
∗

j τ0/2),

‖∂Nhj,m,n‖∞ = ON(λ
(τ0+γ)N ) for every N ∈ N,

ĥj,m,n(ξ) is supported where |ξ| ≤ λτ0+γ.

Moreover,

(3.14) |α1,m,n| & λ.

This lower bound for |α1,m,n| holds by the assertion concerning the support of f̂♯ in

Lemma 3.2, since f̂1(ξ) is assumed to be supported where |ξ| & λ and R = λτ0 is
chosen to be small relative to λ.

The summands fj,m,♭ satisfy

(3.15)

∫

R

∫

|ξ|≤λτ0+γ

|D̂sfj,m,♭(ξ)|
2 dξ ds . λ−δ∗jλ−2γ .

The factor of λ−2γ arises because ‖fj,m‖4L2 = O(λ−2γ), which is a consequence of the

hypothesis that ‖fj‖L∞ = O(1). The factor λ−δ∗j encodes an improvement over this
trivial bound O(λ−2γ).
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4. Contribution of (f1,♯, f2,♯, f3,♯, f4,♯)

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

(4.1) gj(x) =
∑

m∈Z

ηm(x)hj,m(x)e
iαj,mx

and satisfying

(4.2)





αj,m ∈ R,

|αj,m| = O(λ),

|α1,m| ≍ λ,

‖hj,m‖CN = ON(λ
(γ+τ0)N ) for every N ≥ 0.,

with the auxiliary functions ηm introduced in §3.3. Thus gj is of the form fj,♯ in the
local ♭/♯ 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 T will be used in
§10 to reduce matters to this local monomial case.

Proposition 4.1. There exist κ > 0 and C < ∞ such that for any g of the form

(4.1) satisfying (4.2),

(4.3) |T (g)| ≤ Cλ−κ.

κ depends only on Φ and on the choices of γ and of τ0. The constant C also
depends on the constants implicit in (4.2). Neither κ nor C depends on λ, nor on
other properties of g.

In proving Proposition 4.1, 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 T . 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 gj 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∗m.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The multilinearity of T gives an expansion

(4.4) T (g) =
∑

m∈Z4

Im

with

(4.5) Im =

∫
eiΦm(x)

4∏

j=1

hj,mj
(ϕj(x)) ηmj

(ϕj(x)) dx

and

(4.6) Φm(x) =
4∑

j=1

αj,mj
ϕj(x).
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In the sum (4.4), eachmj ∈ Z is implicitly restricted to some congruence class modulo
3, which depends on j. Terms with different indices mj thus have disjoint supports.

We say that m = (m1, . . . , m4) ∈ Z4 is interacting if there exists x ∈ B such that
ϕj(x) ∈ I∗mj

for each j ∈ 4. If m is not interacting then the integrand in (4.5) vanishes

identically, so |Im| = 0. While the support of each fj potentially brings O(λγ) indices
mj into play, for a total of O(λ4γ) tuples m for which at least one factor fj,mj

◦ ϕj

could be nonzero, only O(λ2γ) tuples m actually interact. If m interacts, then any
two of the four indices mj determine the other two, up to uniformly bounded additive
ambiguity.

Trivially

(4.7) |Im| = O(λ−2γ)

uniformly in all parameters, since the integrand is O(1) and is supported in a cube of
sidelength O(λ−γ) in R2. Together with the bound O(λ2γ) for the number of inter-
acting tuples m, this gives T (g) = O(1). We seek to improve upon this trivial bound

by a factor O(λ−δ̃), for some δ̃ > 0, by exploiting the oscillation of Φm to improve
the upper bound (4.7) for most indices m. However, for any particular interacting
m there exists a choice of parameters αj,mj

for which the phase Φm is essentially
stationary, whence there is no significant improvement. Thus we must show that no
matter how the ensemble of parameters αj,mj

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 ρ0 > 0 be a positive quantity, sufficiently small to satisfy

(4.8) τ0 + γ + ρ0 < 1.

Let ρ > 0 be a small parameter that belongs to (0, ρ0], sufficiently small to satisfy
various constraints imposed in the course of the proof.

For each interacting m ∈ Z4, choose zm ∈ R2 satisfying

(4.9) ϕj(zm) ∈ I∗mj
∀ j ∈ 4.

By repeatedly integrating by parts, exploiting the upper bounds (3.13) for derivatives
of hj,m,n, we conclude that

(4.10) Im = O(λ−N) ∀N <∞

unless Φm is approximately stationary in the sense that

(4.11) |∇Φm(zm)| ≤ λγ+τ0+ρ,

that is, unless

(4.12)
∣∣

4∑

j=1

αj,mj
∇ϕj(zm)

∣∣ ≤ λγ+τ0+ρ.

Indeed, each integration by parts yields a factor O(λ−ρ), so that N ′ integrations by
parts gives a bound O(λ−N ′ρ).
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Define N to be the set of all interacting m ∈ Z4 that satisfy the stationarity
condition (4.12). Thus

(4.13) |T (g)| . λ−N + λ−2γ #(N ),

with #(N ) denoting the cardinality of N . Our goal is a bound of the form #(N ) =

O(λ2γ−δ̃).
Define

(4.14) Fj(x) = λ−1αj,m for each x ∈ I∗m = Im−1 ∪ Im ∪ Im+1

for eachm ∈ Z in the appropriate congruence class modulo 3. Define F = (F1, F2, F3).
The condition |α1,m| & λ for every m implies that |F1(y)| & 1 for every y ∈ I∗m.

If the stationarity condition (4.12) holds, and if m ∈ Z4 varies only over a single
congruence class as indicated above, then

(4.15)
∣∣

4∑

j=1

(Fj ◦ ϕj)(x)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ = O

(
λ−1+γ+τ0+ρ + λ−γ

)
.

Indeed, for any x in the support of
∏

j(ηmj
◦ ϕj),

(4.16)
∣∣αj,mj

∇ϕj(x)− αj,mj
∇ϕj(zm)

∣∣ = O(λ · λ−γ)

since ∇2ϕj = O(1) and |αj,mj
| = O(λ). Invoking (4.12) and taking into account the

factor of λ−1 in the definition of Fj gives (4.15).
Since γ > 1

2
with strict inequality, λ−γ ≪ λ−1+γ ≪ λ−1+γ+τ0+ρ and therefore (4.15)

implies that

(4.17)
∣∣

4∑

j=1

(Fj ◦ ϕj)(x)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ = O(λ−1+γ+τ0+ρ).

Defining the sublevel set

(4.18) S(F, ε) =
{
x ∈ R2 :

∣∣
4∑

j=1

(Fj ◦ ϕj)(x)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ < ε

}
,

we have arranged that

(4.19) λ−2γ ·#(N ) . |S(F, Cλ−(1−γ−τ0−ρ))|

for a certain constant C < ∞, where #(N ) denotes the cardinality of N . Thus
an upper bound for λ−2γ · #(N ) will be a consequence of an upper bound for
|S(F, Cλ−(1−γ−τ0−ρ))|. Since γ + τ0 + ρ < 1 and |F1(ϕ1(x))| & 1, the inequality
(4.17) can hold only if there is significant cancellation in the sum

∑
j∈3(Fj ◦ ϕj)(x).

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

(4.20) ϕ4(x1, x2) ≡ x1.
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Then writing aj = ∂ϕj/∂x2,

(4.21) S(F, ε) ⊂ S ′(F1, F2, F3, ε) =
{
x :

∣∣
3∑

j=1

aj(x)(Fj ◦ ϕj)(x)
∣∣ < ε

}

for any ε > 0. Observe that the additive inequality defining S(F, ε) involves only
three functions Fj , and has variable coefficients aj.

Let Ω ⊂ R2 be a closed bounded open ball or parallelepiped with nonempty interior.
For each j ∈ 3 let aj : Ω → R be a Cω function in a neighborhood of Ω. Likewise,
let ϕj : Ω → R1 be Cω submersions. To any three-tuple f = (fj : j ∈ 3) of Lebesgue
measurable functions fj : Ω → R, and to any ε > 0, associate the sublevel set

(4.22) S ′(f , ε) = {x ∈ Ω :
∣∣

3∑

j=1

aj(x)(fj ◦ ϕj)(x)
∣∣ < ε}.

We are in a position to invoke the following result of the companion paper [3]. For
each j ∈ 4, let Vj be a real analytic vector field in B̃ that vanishes nowhere and
satisfies Vj(ϕj) ≡ 0.

Theorem 4.2. Let aj , ϕj ∈ Cω(B̃). Assume that the coefficients aj vanish nowhere

in B, and that for each i 6= j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, ∇ϕi(x) and ∇ϕj(x) are linearly independent

at each x ∈ B.

Assume that for any nonempty open set U ⊂ B̃, if fj : ϕj(U) → R are real analytic

and
∑3

j=1 aj · (fj ◦ ϕj) ≡ 0 in U then each fj ≡ 0 in ϕj(U).

Assume that for each permutation (i, j, k) of (1, 2, 3), for any τ ∈ R and any

nonempty open set U ⊂ B̃, the function
ai|Vkϕi|τ

aj |Vkϕj |τ
cannot be expressed in U as hi◦ϕi

hj◦ϕj

for any real analytic functions hi, hj.
There exist C < ∞ and τ > 0 with the following property. Let ε > 0 be arbitrary.

For any ordered triple f of Lebesgue measurable functions satisfying |f3(y)| ≥ 1 for

every y ∈ ϕ3(B),

(4.23) |S(f , ε)| ≤ Cετ .

We wish to apply Theorem 4.2 with fj = Fj and aj = ∂ϕj/∂x2, so must verify
that its hypotheses are satisfied. We have arranged that |F1| & 1 at every point of
its domain. The transversality hypothesis that ∇ϕj and ∇ϕ4 are everywhere linearly
independent for each j ∈ 3 implies that aj vanishes nowhere.

We must verify that the main hypothesis of Theorem 4.2 is satisfied. It states that
any Cω local solution g = (g1, g2, g3) of the equation

(4.24)
∑

j

(gj ◦ ϕj)(x) ·
∂ϕj

∂x2
(x) ≡ 0

in any open set must vanish identically. So let g ∈ Cω satisfy this equation in a
nonempty small open set. Choose an antiderivative Gj for each gj. Then

(4.25)
∂

∂x2

( 3∑

j=1

Gj ◦ ϕj

)
≡ 0.
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Since ϕ4(x1, x2) ≡ x1, this means that
∑3

j=1(Gj ◦ ϕj) can be expressed as −G4 ◦ ϕ4

for a certain function G4. Then
∑4

j=1(Gj ◦ ϕj) vanishes identically in an open set.
By the main hypothesis of Theorem 1.1, this implies that each function Gj is locally
constant. Therefore the derivatives gj vanish identically. Finally, the hypothesis

concerning ai|Vkϕi|τ

aj |Vkϕj |τ
, with ai = ∂ϕi/∂x2 = V4(ϕi) is Hypothesis 5 of Theorem 1.1.

Thus all hypotheses of Theorem 4.2 are indeed satisfied. Since the parameters were
chosen to satisfy τ0 + γ + ρ ≤ τ0 + γ + ρ0 < 1, we conclude that

(4.26) |S ′(F, λ−(1−γ−τ0−ρ))| = O(λ−δ̃)

with δ̃ = (1 − γ − τ0 − ρ0)̺ > 0 for a certain exponent ̺ > 0. Combining this with
(4.13) and (4.19), we conclude that

(4.27) |T (g)| . λ−δ̃ + CNλ
−N

for every N <∞. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.1. �

5. Contributions of functions fj,♭

Proposition 5.1. For each δ > 0 there exist τ, C ∈ (0,∞) with the following prop-

erty. Suppose that ‖fj‖L∞ ≤ 1 for each j ∈ 4. Suppose that f1 =
∑

m ηm · f1,m where

f1,m satisfies

(5.1)

∫

R

∫

|ξ|≤λτ0+γ

|D̂sf1,m(ξ)|
2 dξ ds . λ−δλ−2γ

for each m ∈ Z. Then

(5.2) |T (f)| ≤ Cλ−τ .

To begin the proof of Proposition 5.1, expand

(5.3) T (f) =
∑

m

T (ηmj
fj : j ∈ 4)

with the sum extending over all interacting m = (m1, m2, m3, m4). Change variables
to (x1, x2) ∈ R2 so that ϕ4(x1, x2) ≡ x1, if necessary introducing a finite partition of
unity independent of λ so that such a transformation is possible on the support of
each summand.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
(5.4)

|T (f)| . λ−γ/2
∑

m

( ∫∫∫ ∏

j∈3

fj(ϕj(x1, x
′
2))fj(ϕj(x1, x2)) ζm(x1, x2, x

′
2) dx1 dx2 dx

′
2

)1/2

with

(5.5) ζm(y, t, t′) =
4∏

j=1

ηmj
(y, t)ηmj

(y, t′),

assuming as we may that all ηm are real-valued.
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Notation 7.

(5.6) f s
j (x) = Ds(fj)(x) = fj(x+ s)fj(x).

Notation 8. Qm ⊂ R2 denotes a cube with sides parallel to the coordinate axes of

sidelength λ−γ such that for any x′2 ∈ R, the function (x1, x2) 7→ ζm(x1, x2, x
′
2) is

supported in the cube Q∗
m

of sidelength Cλ−γ concentric with Qm, where C < ∞
depends only on Φ. z̄m denotes some fixed element of Qm.

Substitute x′2 = x2 + s in the triple integral in (5.4), changing variables from
(x1, x2, x

′
2) to (x1, x2, s). Recalling that ϕ4(x1, x2) ≡ x1, write

Dϕj(x) =
∂ϕj

∂x2
(x) 6= 0.

For x ∈ Q∗
m
,

(5.7) fj(ϕj(x1, x2))fj(ϕj(x1, x
′
2)) = f

sDϕj(z̄)
j (ϕj(x)) +O(λ1−2γ)

for each j ∈ 3. Indeed, as in [2] and [4], (5.7) is a consequence of the assumption that

f̂j(ξ) is supported where |ξ| = O(λ); this restriction on the support of the Fourier
transform implies that ‖∇fj‖L∞ = O(λ‖fj‖L∞) = O(λ), and replacing ϕj by its first
order Taylor polynomial results in a perturbation of the argument ϕj of fj of size
O(λ−2γ).

Therefore |T (f)| is majorized by Cλ(1−2γ)/2 plus

(5.8) Cλ−γ/2
∑

m

(∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∣∣∣
∫

R2

∏

j∈3

f
sDϕj(z̄)
j (ϕj(x)) ζm(x, s) dx

∣∣∣ ds
)1/2

with ζm renamed but retaining its essential properties. Since γ > 1
2
, the exponent

(1− 2γ)/2 is negative.
By Cauchy-Schwarz, the preceding line is in turn majorized by

(5.9) Cλγ/2
(∑

m

∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∣∣∣
∫

R2

∏

j∈3

f
sDϕj(z̄)
j (ϕj(x)) ζm(x, s) dx

∣∣∣ ds
)1/2

.

The sum extends only over interacting indices m, and there are only O(λ2γ) inter-
acting indices, so this application of Cauchy-Schwarz incurs a factor O(λγ) which
combines with the factor O(λ−γ/2) in (5.8) to give the initial factor of λγ/2.

Associate the factors ηmj
that were incorporated into the factors ζm with the

functions fj , and expand in local Fourier series

(5.10) η2m(x)f
s
j,m(x) = ηm(x)

∑

kj

aj,m,s,kje
iπλγkjx.

The coefficients satisfy

(5.11)
∑

kj∈Z

|aj,m,s,kj |
2 = O(1)

uniformly in all parameters j,m, s.
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The property (5.1) of f1 now comes into play. By (3.15), with λγk1 here playing
the role there of the Fourier variable ξ,

(5.12)

∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∑

|k1|≤λτ0

|a1,m1,s,k1|
2 ds = O(λ−γ−δ).

Decompose

(5.13) η2m1
(x)f s

1,m1
(x) = ηm1

(x)f s,⋆
1,m1

(x) + ηm1
(x)f s,†

1,m1
(x)

with

(5.14) f s,⋆
1,m1

(x) =
∑

|k1|>λτ0

a1,m1,s,k1e
iπλγk1x

and with f s,†
1,m1

(x) equal to the sum over those k1 satisfying |k1| ≤ λτ0 .
The second summand satisfies

(5.15)

∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

‖ηm1
f s,†
1,m1

‖2L2 ds = O(λ−2γ−δ).

It follows that for each m, the contribution of ηm1
f s,†
1,m1

to
∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∣∣∣
∫

R2

∏

j∈3

f
sDϕj(z̄)
j (ϕj(x)) ζm(x, s) dx

∣∣∣ ds

is O(λ−3γ−δ/2). Therefore if f
sDϕj

1 is replaced by f
sDϕj,†
1 in (5.8), then upon summa-

tion over all interacting m ∈ Z4, the resulting contribution to the upper bound for
|T (f)| is O(λ−δ/4). Therefore we may henceforth assume that all indices k1 appearing
in the local Fourier expansion (5.10) of f s

1 satisfy |k1| > λτ0 .
Consider any interacting m. Inserting the three local Fourier expansions into the

inner integral in (5.9), that is, into

(5.16)

∫

R2

∏

j∈3

f
sDϕj(z̄)
j (ϕj(x)) ζm(x, s) dx,

produces the sum of oscillatory integrals

(5.17)
∑

k

∏

j∈3

aj,mj ,sDϕj(z̄),kj

∫

R2

eiπλ
γΨk(x) ζm dx,

with phase functions

(5.18) Ψk(x) =

3∑

j=1

kj ϕj(x).

The sum extends over those k = (k1, k2, k3) ∈ Z3 satisfying |k1| > λτ0.
Let δ1, ρ > 0 be small quantities to be chosen below. δ1 will depend on δ, and ρ

will depend on δ1. The integral (5.17) is O(λ−N) for every N < ∞, as follows by
repeated integrations by parts, unless Ψk satisfies the stationarity condition

(5.19) |∇Ψk(z̄m)| = O(λρ),
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that is, unless

(5.20)
∣∣

3∑

j=1

kj · ∇ϕj(z̄m)
∣∣ = O(λρ).

When (5.20) holds, each ki determines the other two quantities kj up to additive
ambiguity O(λρ). That is, if (5.20) holds for k = (k1, k2, k3) and for (k′1, k

′
2, k

′
3), and

if ki = k′i + O(λρ), then |kj − k′j| = O(λρ) for each j ∈ 3. This is a consequence of
the transversality hypothesis, which guarantees that any 2×2 submatrix of the 3×2
matrix 


∇ϕ1(x)
∇ϕ2(x)
∇ϕ3(x)




is nonsingular for every x ∈ B.
The parameter δ1 > 0 now comes into play. Decompose

(5.21) f s
j,mj

= gsj,mj
+ hsj,mj

where hsj,mj
is the sum of those terms in (5.10) satisfying

(5.22) |aj,mj ,s,kj | ≤ λ−δ1

and if j = 1, also satisfying |k1| > λτ0 .
As in [2], it is a consequence of the transversality hypothesis, (5.19), and the local

Fourier coefficient bound (5.11) that (5.16) equals

(5.23) O(λ−2γ−δ1+Cρ) +

∫

R2

∏

j∈3

g
sDϕj(z̄)
j (ϕj(x)) ζm(x) dx.

For each (j,mj), the number of frequencies kj,mj
for which (5.22) fails to hold, is

O(λ2δ1) by Bessel’s inequality (5.11). Consequently, for each index j, the function∑
mj
gsj,mj

is a sum of O(λ2δ1) functions of the form

(5.24) g̃j(x, s) =
∑

m∈Z

ηm(x) aj,m,s e
iπλγkj(m,s)x,

with complex scalar coefficients aj,m,s = O(1), and with real frequency functions that
satisfy the supplementary condition |k1(m, s)| > λτ0 for every m for j = 1. We refer
to such a function g̃sj as being of local exponential monomial form. Altogether, we

have a sum of the contributions of O(λ6δ1) 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) 7→ kj(m, s) now take on the leading role in the analysis. If

we can show that there exists δ̃ > 0, independent of ρ, such that

(5.25)
∑

m

∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∣∣∣
∫

R2

∏

j∈3

g̃j(ϕj(x), sDϕj(z̄m)) ζm(x, s) dx
∣∣∣ ds = O(λ−γ−δ̃)
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uniformly for any three functions g̃j of monomial form with |k1(m, s)| ≥ λτ0 for all
(m, s), then we may conclude that

(5.26)
∑

m

∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∣∣∣
∫

R2

∏

j∈3

g
sDϕj(z̄m)
j ζm(x, s) dx

∣∣∣ ds = O(λ−γ−δ̃+6δ1).

The exponent δ1 is at our disposal, but is not permitted to depend on ρ. Since δ̃ is
independent of ρ, we may choose δ1 <

1
6
δ̃ to obtain a favorable upper bound for this

term. Henceforth we write gsj rather than g̃j,mj
(·, s) to indicate functions with these

properties.

Definition 9. Let (gsj : j ∈ 3) be an ordered triple of functions of local exponential

monomial form satisfying |k1(m, s)| ≥ λτ0. Let f1 satisfy ‖f‖L∞ = O(1). The associ-

ated set M = M(g1, g2, g3, f1) is the set of all (m, s) such that m ∈ Z4 is interacting,

s ∈ R satisfies |s| = O(λ−γ), (m, s) satisfies the stationarity condition

(5.27)
∣∣

3∑

j=1

kj(m, s)∇ϕj(z̄m)
∣∣ = O(λρ),

and

(5.28)
∣∣∣
∫
ηm1

(y)f1(y + s)f1(y) e
−iπλγk1(m1,s) y dy

∣∣∣ & λ−γ−δ1 .

Denote by |M| the measure of M, with respect to counting measure on m, as
m varies over all interacting elements of Z4, and with respect to Lebesgue measure
on s ∈ R. Since there are O(λ2γ) interacting indices m, The trivial bound for
the measure of M is |M| = O(λ2γλ−γ) = O(λγ), with a factor O(λ2γ) reflecting
the number of interacting indices m, and a factor O(λ−γ) reflecting the restriction
|s| = O(λ−γ).

Denote by |M|⋆ the supremum of |M|, taken over the set of all possible tuples
(g̃j : j ∈ 3) of local exponential monomials enjoying the properties indicated above
and all f1. In these terms, we have shown that

(5.29)
∑

m

∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∣∣∣
∫

R2

∏

j∈3

g̃j(ϕj(x), sDϕj(z̄m)) ζm(x, s) dx
∣∣∣ ds

= O(λ−N) +O(λ−2γ|M|⋆).

We note that the coefficient implicit in the notation O(λ−N) does depend on ρ,
but this dependence is harmless since the exponent N is independent of ρ, indeed,
is arbitrarily large. Therefore the quantity (5.9) associated to the ordered triple
(f s

j : j ∈ 3) with which we began §5 is majorized by

(5.30) O
(
λ(1−2γ)/2 + λ−δ/4 + λ−δ1/2λCρ + λ−N

)
+O

(
λγ/2λ6δ1(λ−2γ|M|⋆)1/2

)

for any N <∞. The first term is favorable since γ > 1
2
, and the second since δ > 0.

The third term is favorable provided that ρ is chosen to be sufficiently small relative
to δ1.
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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 δ0 > 0 such that whenever 0 < δ1 ≤ δ0, and whenever

ρ > 0 is sufficiently small, there exists ̺ > 0 such that for any M, g, f1, δ1, ρ as in

Definition 9,

(5.31) |M| = O(λγ−̺).

If δ1 is chosen to be ≤ min(δ0,
1
24
̺) then the last term in (5.30) is O(λ−̺/4), and

thus Lemma 5.2 yields the required upper bound for (5.9).
Lemma 5.2 will be applied with the parameter ρ in the discussion above satisfying

ρ ≤ ρ0. The upper bound for |S| will provide an upper bound for |M|∗ by the
stationarity condition (5.19), since λρ ≤ λρ0 for large λ. The formulation emphasizes
that ̺ is then independent of ρ, allowing us to choose ρ to be arbitrarily small and
hence sufficiently small relative to δ, δ1.

The trivial bound in Lemma 5.2 is |S| = O(λγ). As in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.1, we have reduced matters to an upper bound for the measure of a sublevel
set; Lemma 5.2 plays the same role in the proof of Proposition 5.1 that Theorem 4.2
plays in the proof of Proposition 4.1.

Remark. The assumption (5.28) in Definition 9 would be unnecessary for Lemma 5.2,
and §8 and §9 below would likewise be superfluous, if auxiliary hypothesis 3 were
strengthened to exclude nonzero real analytic solutions of

∑
j 6=k(Fj◦ϕj) (Vkϕ)

σ ∇ϕj =
0 for all σ ∈ R, rather than merely for σ = 1.

Let M, g, f1, δ1, ρ be as in Lemma 5.2. For each interacting m, define S∗(m) ⊂ R

to be the set of s ∈ R that satisfy |s| = O(λ−γ), (5.28), and

(5.32)
∣∣

3∑

j=1

kj(mj, s)∇xϕj(x)| = O(λρ) ∀ x ∈ Q∗
m
.

Since ρ < γ, 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(λρ). Thus the conclusion (5.31) of Lemma 5.2 can be restated as

(5.33)
∑

m

|S∗(m)| = O(λγ−̺),

where the summation extends over all interacting indices m ∈ Z4. To complete the
proof of Proposition 5.1, it suffices to prove (5.33). Our next four sections are devoted
to this task.

6. A functional (approximate) equation

To ϕj are associated mappings Φj : B × R → R2 defined by

(6.1) Φj(x, s) = (ϕj(x), sDϕj(x))
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where D = ∂/∂x2. We next study solutions of the functional equation

(6.2)
3∑

j=1

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇ϕj(x) = 0,

in which the unknown is an ordered triple f = (fj : j ∈ 3) of functions defined on
some open subset of R2×R1. 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 fj
defined by fj(y, s) = kj(m, s) when y ∈ I∗m, and kj are the functions in the hypothesis
of Lemma 5.2. Throughout this section, all hypotheses of Theorem 1.1 are implicitly
assumed, although certain lemmas rely on only some of those hypotheses.

Here (x, s) = ((x1, x2), s) belongs to some open subset of R2 × R1, ϕj are Cω

submersions mapping an open subset of R2 to R1, and fj is defined on an open subset
of R2. ∇ = ∇x denotes the gradient with respect to x alone, and Dϕj = ∂ϕj/∂x2.
Thus each term fj(ϕj(x), sDϕj(x)) · ∇ϕj(x) is R

2–valued.
For each j ∈ 3, Dϕj vanishes nowhere. This is a consequence of the transver-

sality hypothesis (2) and the choice of coordinates, in which ϕ4(x1, x2) ≡ x1, and
consequently D = ∂/∂x2 annihilates ϕ4.

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

The differential of each Φj with respect to (x, s) ∈ R3 has rank 2 at each point of
its domain, since Dϕj 6= 0. Thus each of the three relations

(6.3) Φj(x, s) = constant ∈ R2

defines a foliation in R3 with one-dimensional leaves indexed by the constants on the
right-hand side of (6.3). We refer to these leaves in R3 as level curves of Φj . For each
index j, the vector field

(6.4) V †
j =

(
− ∂2ϕj , ∂1ϕj, s(Dϕj)

−1
(
∂2ϕj · ∂

2
1,2ϕj − ∂1ϕj · ∂

2
2,2ϕj

))

vanishes nowhere and annihilates Φj ; V
†
j is tangent to the leaves of the associated

foliation. Since ∇ϕj are pairwise transverse in R2, it follows from an examination of

the vector fields in R2 defined by their first two components that V †
i , V

†
j are every-

where linearly independent whenever i 6= j. Therefore the transversality hypothesis
(2) 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
V †
j are tangent to this hyperplane at each of its points.
Write

(6.5) R3
6=0 = {(x, s) ∈ R2 × R : s 6= 0}.

Lemma 6.1. Let Φ satisfy the transversality hypothesis 2. Let f be any ordered triple

of Lebesgue measurable functions that satisfies the functional equation (6.2) almost
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everywhere in some open subset Ω of R3
6=0. Then each function fj ◦ Φj agrees almost

everywhere with a Cω function in Ω.

Proof. We work in a small neighborhood of an arbitrary point of Ω, and all assertions
in this proof are concerned with appropriately defined but unspecified such neigh-
borhoods. Thus “x ∈ R2” means that x ∈ R2 belongs to such a neighborhood. We
initially simplify matters by assuming that each fj is continuous.

Any two gradients ∇ϕj(x) are transverse at every x ∈ R2, and consequently the
system (6.2) of two scalar linear equations in three unknown quantities fk can be
solved locally to express

(6.6) (f1 ◦ Φ1)(x, s) = hj(x) · (fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)

with hj ∈ Cω independent of s, both for j = 2 and for j = 3. The functions hj are
entirely specified by the datum (ϕj : j ∈ 4).

If Γ is any leaf of the foliation in R3
6=0 defined by level curves of Φ2, then its image

Φ1(Γ) is a C
ω curve in the two-dimensional domain of f1. This is a direct consequence

of the transversality of the two vectors ∇ϕ1,∇ϕ2. The family of all such Φ1(Γ) 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 Φ1(Γ
′), with Γ′ ⊂ R3

6=0

denoting level curves of Φ3. The auxiliary hypothesis 4 of Theorem 1.1 now enters
the discussion for the first time. It ensures that if Γ,Γ′ are level curves of Φ2,Φ3

respectively that meet at a point (x, s) ∈ R3
6=0 then their images Φ1(Γ) and Φ1(Γ

′)

intersect transversely in R2 at Φ1(x, s).
Consider any point (x̄, s̄) ∈ R3

6=0 = R2 × R1
6=0. Set a = f2(Φ2(x̄, s̄)). Denote by

Γ̄ the level curve of Φ2 that passes through (x̄, s̄). The relation (6.6) expresses the
restriction of f1 to Φ1(Γ̄) as the constant a multiplied by a real analytic function,
which depends only on the datum (ϕk : k ∈ 4).

Consider those leaves Γ′ that intersect Γ̄. The restriction of f1 to each leaf Φ1(Γ
′)

is likewise expressed by (6.6) as a given Cω function, specified by the geometric data,
multiplied by the value of f1 at the unique point at which Φ1(Γ

′) intersects Φ1(Γ̄).
The latter value of f1 was expressed in the preceding paragraph as the product of the
scalar a with a specified Cω function. Therefore in a neighborhood of any point of
the domain of f1 at which the curves Φ1(Γ̄) and Φ1(Γ

′) are transverse to one another,
f1 is Cω.

The assumptions are invariant under permutation of the indices in 3, so corre-
sponding conclusions hold for f2 and for f3.

The case of Lebesgue measurable f is treated by applying the same reasoning to
almost every (x̄, s̄). �

The proof of Lemma 6.1 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 R2 × R 6=0, 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 σ ∈ R with the following property. Let

f be any Lebesgue measurable solution of (6.2) in some connected open subset S of

R2 × R+ that does not vanish identically. Then fj takes the form

(6.7) fj(x, s) = sσFj(x) almost everywhere in ϕj(S) ∀ j ∈ 3

for some Fj ∈ Cω.

This lemma can be applied equally well to solutions in R2 × R−, with sσ replaced
by |s|σ in (6.7) since whenever f(x, s) is a solution, so is f(x,−s). Thus the exponent
σ is the same for s < 0 as for s > 0.

Proof. If f(x, s) is a solution then so is f(x, rs) for any 0 6= r ∈ R. Therefore by
the uniqueness established in Lemma 6.2, f(x, rs) = h(r)f(x, s) for some function h.
Since f does not vanish identically, this relation implies that h(r1r2) ≡ h(r1)h(r2) for
r1, r2 in appropriate intervals. This forces h to take the form c|r|σ in any interval in
which it is defined. �

Recalling that Dϕj = V4ϕj vanishes nowhere by the transversality hypothesis, we
may assume that Dϕj(x) > 0 for every x for each index j, by replacing ϕj by −ϕj

if necessary. Working in the region in which s > 0, and writing Fj(x)s
σ in place of

fj(x, s), the functional equation (6.2) can now be rewritten as

(6.8)
3∑

j=1

(Dϕj)
σ · (Fj ◦ ϕj) · ∇ϕj = 0.

Here the first and second factors are real-valued, while the third is R2–valued, and
the symbol · denotes multiplication of scalars with scalars, or with vectors.

Lemma 6.4. If there exists a solution (F1, F2, F3) of (6.8) that does not vanish

identically in some nonempty open set in R2, then the exponent σ cannot equal 0.

Proof. Let (F1, F2, F3) be a solution. Choose Gj to be an antiderivative of Fj for
each j ∈ 3. If σ = 0 then each factor (Dϕj)

σ is constant, so (6.8) can be written

as ∇
(∑3

j=1(Gj ◦ ϕj)
)
≡ 0 in a nonempty open subset of R2. Thus

∑3
j=1(Gj ◦ ϕj) is

locally constant.
Choosing G4 to be an appropriate constant,

∑4
j=1(Gj ◦ϕj) vanishes identically. By

the main hypothesis, all Gj must then be locally constant. Therefore their derivatives
Fj vanish identically. �

The discussion so far leaves open the question of whether there exists any solution
besides the trivial solution f ≡ 0. The auxiliary hypothesis 3 of Theorem 1.1 excludes
nonzero solutions with σ = 1, but not with other exponents.

6.2. Approximate solutions.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that there is no nonzero Cω solution of (6.2) in any nonempty

open subset of R3. Then there exists κ > 0 with the following property. Let I ⊂ R\{0}
be a compact interval. Let B ⊂ R2 be a ball. Let ε ∈ (0, 1]. Let f = (fj(x, s) : j ∈ 3)
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be an ordered triple of Lebesgue measurable functions. Suppose that there exists i ∈ 3
for which |fi(x, s)| ≥ 1 for every (x, s) ∈ B × I. Then

(6.9)
∣∣{(x, s) ∈ B × I :

∣∣
3∑

j=1

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ ≤ ε}

∣∣ ≤ Cεκ.

Proof. Let f satisfy the hypotheses. It suffices to prove the conclusion in the special
case in which |fj(x, s)| ≤ 2 for every j ∈ 3 and every (x, s) ∈ B×I. Indeed, partition
the domain into sets Al,k in which there exists l such that |fl(x, s)| ∈ [2k, 2k+1) and
|fj(x, s)| ≤ |fl(x, s)| for every j 6= l. Apply the special case to 2−kfj(x, s) with ε
replaced by 2−kε to conclude that |Al,k| = O(2−kε)κ. Sum these bounds over all
nonnegative integers k and over l ∈ 3 to complete the proof.

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

(6.10) E =
{
(x, s) ∈ B × I :

∣∣
3∑

j=1

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ ≤ ε

}
.

The proof of Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 above, in combination with reasoning in [2], [3],
and [4], demonstrates that there exist Cω functions gj that are independent of f , a set

Ẽ ⊂ E satisfying |Ẽ | & |E|C, and scalars aj ∈ [−3, 3] that may depend on f , satisfying

(6.11)
∣∣fj(Φj(x, s))− ajgj(Φj(x, s))

∣∣ = O(ε) ∀ j ∈ 3, ∀ (x, s) ∈ Ẽ .

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 Ga = (ajgj : j ∈ 3) parametrized by a = (a1, a2, a3) ∈ [−3, 3]3

is a compact Cω family of Cω functions in the sense hypothesized in Lemma 11.2 of
[2]. That is, a varies over a compact subset of a Euclidean space, y = (x, s) varies
over a compact convex subset of a Euclidean space, Ga(y) is C

n–valued for some n,
and the mapping (y, a) 7→ Ga(y) is defined and real analytic in a neighborhood of this
domain. Lemma 11.2 of [2] states1 that if such a family contains no exact solution to
a system such as

∑
j aj(gj ◦ Φj)∇ϕj ≡ 0 in any nonempty open set, then (6.9) holds

for some exponent κ for all Ga in the family, uniformly in a. Since Ẽ ⊂ E , and since
the inequality in question holds on E , the inequality (6.11) implies that

(6.12)
∣∣

3∑

j=1

aj(gj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ = O(ε) ∀ (x, s) ∈ Ẽ .

Therefore |Ẽ | = O(εγ) for some exponent γ > 0 that depends only on Φ. Therefore
|E| = O(εγ/C). �

1The 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 6.5, there exists κ > 0 such that for

any r > 0,

(6.13)
∣∣{(x, s) ∈ R2 × [−r, r] :

∣∣
3∑

j=1

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ ≤ ε}

∣∣ ≤ Cεκr.

Proof. To obtain this upper bound for the set of all (x, s) satisfying 1
2
r ≤ |s| ≤ r,

apply Lemma 6.5 to the functions (x, s) 7→ fj(x, rs). Then apply this partial result
with r replaced by 2−nr for each n ∈ N, and sum over n. �

The next lemma is a variant of Lemma 6.6, concerning the case in which (6.2) does
admit a nontrivial solution. Let B be as above.

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that there exist F = (Fj : j ∈ 3), defined in B × R1
6=0 and not

vanishing identically in any nonempty open set, and an exponent σ ∈ R, such that

every R3–valued exact solution f of (6.2) in any nonempty connected open subset of

B × R± takes the form fj(y, s) = b|s|σFj(y) for some coefficient b ∈ R that depends

on f . Then there exist κ, c > 0 and C0 <∞ with the following property.

Let f = (fj : j ∈ 3) be an ordered triple of Lebesgue measurable functions. Let

ε ∈ (0, 1]. Let S(f , ε) be the sublevel set

S(f , ε) =
{
(x, s) ∈ B × (0, 1] :

∣∣
3∑

j=1

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇ϕj(x)
∣∣ ≤ ε

}
.

Let S ⊂ S(f , ε) be measurable. Then either

(6.14) |S| ≤ εc

or there exist S′ ⊂ S and b ∈ R such that for each j ∈ 3,

(6.15)
∣∣{(y, s) ∈ ψj(S

′) :
∣∣fj(y, s)− b|s|σFj(y)

∣∣ ≤ C0ε}
∣∣ & |S(f , ε)|κ ∀ ε > 0.

In the case in which no nontrivial solutions of (6.2) exist, the hypotheses of
Lemma 6.7 are satisfied with F ≡ 0, but the conclusion is weaker than that of
Lemma 6.6. Lemma 6.7 is proved by excerpting portions of the proofs of Lemmas 6.5
and 6.6. �

7. The case in which equation (6.2) has only the trivial solution

We prove Lemma 5.2 in the case in which every solution of (6.2) in any nonempty
open set vanishes identically. Let kj 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) fj(y, s) = λ−τ0kj(m, s) ∀ y ∈ I∗m.

Then whenever x ∈ Q∗
m

and s ∈ S∗(m),

(7.2)
∑

j∈3

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇xϕj(x) = λ−τ0
∑

j∈3

kj(mj , s)∇xϕj(x) = O(λρ0−τ0).

Moreover, since |k1(m, s)| ≥ λτ0 , |f1(y, s)| ≥ 1 whenever y ∈ ϕ1(Q
∗
m
) and s ∈ S∗(m).
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Define

(7.3) A =
{
(x, s) :

∣∣∑

j∈3

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇xϕj(x)
∣∣ = O(λρ0−τ0)

}
.

For any m and any s = O(λ−γ), if s ∈ S∗(m) then for any x ∈ Q∗
m
,

(7.4)
∣∣∑

j∈3

(fj ◦ Φj)(x, s)∇xϕj(x)
∣∣ = O(λρ0−τ0).

This is simply the defining property of S∗(m), rewritten in terms of the functions fj .
Thus

(7.5)
⋃

m

(
Qm × S∗(m)

)
⊂ A.

According to Lemma 6.6, since s varies over [−r, r] for r = Cλ−γ,

(7.6) |A| = O(λ−(τ0−ρ0)κ · λ−γ)

where κ > 0 depends only on Φ. Now

(7.7) |S| =
∑

m

|S∗(m)| ≍ λ2γ
∣∣⋃

m

(
Qm × S∗(m)

)∣∣ ≤ λ2γ |A| = O(λγ−(τ0−ρ0)κ).

Since (τ0 − ρ0)κ > 0, this completes the proof of Lemma 5.2 for this case. �

8. 0 and 1 are the only relevant values of σ

The analysis developed thus far does not lead to the desired conclusion if there
are many m such that fj,m has the property that fj,m,s(x) = fj,m(x + s)fj,m(x)

has the property that |f̂j,m,s(ξ(s))| is relatively large for many s, for a function ξ
that is well approximated by c(j,m)sσ for many m. The exponents σ = 0, 1 are
excluded by hypotheses of Theorem 1.1. In this section we develop a lemma which

will subsequently be used to show that for σ /∈ {0, 1}, |f̂j,m,s(ξ(s))| cannot be large
for many s for such a function ξ. This result will be used in §9 to complete the proof
of Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 8.1. For each σ ∈ R \ {0, 1} there exists δ2 > 0 with the following property.

Let µ ∈ (0, 1) and B ∈ [0,∞). Let r ∈ [1,∞) be arbitrary, and let ξ : R → R be

Lebesgue measurable and satisfy

(8.1)
∣∣ξ(s)− rsσ

∣∣ ≤ Brµ ∀ s > 0.

For any f, g ∈ L∞(R) supported on some common interval of length 1,

(8.2)

∫

s>0

∣∣∣
∫

R

f(x+ s) g(x) eiξ(s)x dx
∣∣∣ ds ≤ Cr−δ2‖f‖∞‖g‖∞.

The constant C depends only on σ, µ, B.

The same conclusion holds for the corresponding integral over s ∈ R−.
The conclusion is false for σ = 0 (consider fj(y) = gj(y) = eiξy) and also false for

σ = 1 (consider fj(y) = gj(y) = eiξy
2

).
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Proof. The conclusion can be equivalently stated in terms of a trilinear expression

(8.3) I =

∫∫
f(x+ s) g(x) h(s) eiξ(s)x 1Ω(x, s) dx ds,

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

(8.4) |I| ≤ Cr−δ2‖f‖∞‖g‖∞‖h‖∞

for any three functions f, g, h.
Assume that ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1 and likewise for g, h. By Cauchy-Schwarz, |I|2 is majorized

by

C

∫∫∫
f(x+ s′)f̄(x+ s)h(s′)h̄(s) ei[ξ(s

′)−ξ(s)]x 1Ω(x, s)1Ω(x, s
′) dx ds ds′

= C

∫∫∫
f(x+ s + t)f̄(x+ s)h(s+ t)h̄(s) ei[ξ(s+t)−ξ(s)]x 1Ω(x, s)1Ω(x, s+ t) dx ds dt

= C

∫ (∫∫
Ft(x+ s)Ht(s) e

i[ξ(s+t)−ξ(s)]x 1Ω(x, s)1Ω(x, s+ t) dx ds
)
dt

= C

∫ (∫∫
Ft(y)H̃t(s) e

i[ξ(s+t)−ξ(s)]y 1Ω(y − s, s)1Ω(y − s, s+ t) dy ds
)
dt

with Ft(x) = f(x + t)f̄(x), Ht(s) = h(s + t)h̄(s), and H̃t(s) = Ht(s)e
−i[ξ(s+t)−ξ(s)]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) C

∫∫
H̃t(u)H̃t(v)

(∫
ei[ξ(u+t)−ξ(u)−ξ(v+t)+ξ(v)]y 1Ω′(y, u, v, t) dy

)
du dv

for each t, with

1Ω′(y, u, v, t) = 1Ω(y − u, u)1Ω(y − u, u+ t) 1Ω(y − v, v)1Ω(y − v, v + t).

The set Ω′ ⊂ R4, whose indicator function is denoted here by 1Ω′ , is convex.
Define Ω′′ to be the set of all (u, v, t) for which there exists y such that (y, u, v, t) ∈

Ω′. Ω′′ 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
‖h‖L∞ ≤ 1, we conclude that |I|4 is majorized by

(8.6) C

∫∫∫ ∣∣∣
∫
ei[ξ(u+t)−ξ(u)−ξ(v+t)+ξ(v)]y 1Ω′(y, u, v, t) dy

∣∣∣dt du dv

.

∫∫∫

Ω′′

(
1 +

∣∣ξ(u+ t)− ξ(u)− ξ(v + t) + ξ(v)
∣∣)−1 dt du dv.

The inequality holds because for each (u, v, t) ∈ Ω′′, y 7→ 1Ω′′(y, u, v, t) is the indicator
function of an interval of length O(1).

Each quantity t, 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 u, v, u + t, v + t are
all positive.
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The structural hypothesis ξ(s) = rsσ+O(rµ) and the restriction |s| = O(1) implicit
in the hypotheses give

(8.7) r−1
∣∣ ξ(u+t)−ξ(u)−ξ(v+t)+ξ(v)

∣∣ =
∣∣ (u+t)σ−(u)σ−(v+t)σ+vσ

∣∣+O(rµ−1).

For any σ /∈ {0, 1} there exists κ > 0 such that for any ε > 0,

(8.8)
∣∣{(u, v, t) ∈ Ω′′ : |(u+ t)σ − uσ − (v + t)σ + vσ| < ε

}∣∣ = O(εκ).

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

Choose ε = rµ−1. Then for any (u, v, t) satisfying r−1|ξ(u+ t)− ξ(u)− ξ(v + t) +
ξ(v)| < ε, one also has |(u+ t)σ − uσ − (v + t)σ + vσ| ≤ Cε.

Therefore

(8.9)
∣∣{(u, v, t) ∈ Ω′′ : |ξ(u+ t)− ξ(u)− ξ(v + t) + ξ(v)| ≤ rµ

}∣∣ = O(r−(1−µ)κ),

and consequently

(8.10)

∫∫∫ (
1+

∣∣ξ(u+ t)− ξ(u)− ξ(v+ t)+ ξ(v)
∣∣)−1 dt du dv = O

(
r−(1−µ)κ+ r−µ

)
.

�

9. Conclusion of proof of Lemma 5.2

We now complete the proof of Lemma 5.2, by proving the upper bound (5.33),
that is,

∑
m
|S∗(m)| = O(λγ−̺), 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 §7.

We have shown that the exact solutions in any connected open set form a one-
dimensional vector space, and take the form sσF(y), with F ∈ Cω; σ ∈ R is uniquely
determined by (ϕj : j ∈ 4). Choose and fix such a function F that does not vanish
identically. By auxiliary hypothesis 3, σ 6= 1. By Lemma 6.4, σ 6= 0.

For j ∈ 3 define Kj by

(9.1) Kj(y, s) = λ−τ0kj(m, s) for y ∈ I∗m

and for s = O(λ−γ), where m is chosen to have the appropriate residue modulo 3 for
the index j. Then |K1(y, s)| ≥ 1 for every (y, s).

Define S(K) to be the set of all (x, s) ∈ B × [−Cλ−γ , Cλ−γ] such that there
exists m with x in the support of ζm satisfying s ∈ S∗(m). The desired bound∑

m
|S∗(m)| = O(λγ−̺) is equivalent to

(9.2) λγ|S(K)| = O(λ−̺).

By Lemma 6.7, either λγ|S(K)| ≤ λ−c for a certain constant c > 0 — in which
case the proof of Lemma 5.2 is complete — or there exist a measurable set S ⊂ S(K)
and a scalar b ∈ R that satisfy

(9.3) |K1(y, s)− b|s|σF1(y)| . λρ−τ0 for all (y, s) ∈ S
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and

(9.4) λγ|S| & (λγ|S(K)|C.

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

(9.5) λγ |S| = O(λ−̺) for some ̺ > 0.

Let δ3 > 0 be another small parameter satisfying requirements to be specified
below. We may assume that |s| ≥ λ−γ−δ3 for every (y, s) ∈ S. Indeed, if the set
S ′ of all (y, s) ∈ S satisfying this inequality had Lebesgue measure ≤ 1

2
|S|, then

|S| ≤ 2|S \ S ′| . λ−γ−δ3 , and the proof would be complete. Thus we may assume
that |S ′| ≥ 1

2
|S|.

We may assume that |S ′| > 0, and in particular, that S ′ is nonempty. Choose an
arbitrary point (ȳ, s̄) ∈ S ′. Since |K1(ȳ, s̄)| ≥ 1,

∣∣b|s̄|σF1(ȳ)
∣∣ ≥ 1 − O(λρ−τ0) ≥ 1

2
,

since τ0 > ρ and we may assume λ to be large. The function F is fixed, and is
bounded above. Since λ−γ−δ3 ≤ |s̄| ≤ λ−γ it follows that

(9.6)

{
|b|λ−γσ & 1 if σ > 0,

|b|λ−(γ+δ3)σ & 1 if σ < 0.

Thus

(9.7) |b|λ−σγ & λ−|σ|δ3.

The function F1 is real analytic and does not vanish identically, for if F1 ≡ 0 then
|K1(y, s)− 0| = O(λρ−τ0) for all (y, s) ∈ S, contradicting the condition |K1(y, s)| ≥ 1
unless S = ∅. Therefore there exist c > 0 and C <∞ such that

(9.8)
∣∣{y ∈ ϕ1(B) : |F1(y)| ≤ ε

}∣∣ ≤ Cεc ∀ ε > 0.

These quantities c, C depend only on Φ. Therefore

(9.9)
∣∣{(x, s) ∈ B × [−Cλ−γ , Cλ−γ] : |F1(ϕ1(x))| ≤ λ−δ4

}∣∣ = O(λ−cδ4λ−γ).

Thus it suffices to establish an upper bound of the same type for the measure of
the set of all (x, s) ∈ S ′ that satisfy the supplementary inequality |F1(ϕ1)(x)| > λ−δ4 .

For any such x, and any interacting m for which x belongs to the support of ζm,
for any other x′ in the support of ζm,

|F1(ϕ1)(x
′)| ≥ |F1(ϕ1)(x)| − Cλ−γ ≥ λ−δ4 − λ−γ & λ−δ4

since |x− x′| = O(λ−γ) and δ4 < γ.
Thus it suffices to show that for any interactingm with the supplementary property

that |F1(ϕ1(x
′))| & λ−δ4 for every x′ in the support of m, the following holds: For

any x that is in the support of m, S ′(x) = {s ∈ R : (x, s) ∈ S ′} satisfies |S ′(x)| =
O(λ−γ−̺).

Consider any such x. The coefficients in the local Fourier series (5.10) are by
definition

aj,m,s,kj(m,s) =
1
2
λγ

∫
ηm(y)fj(y + s)fj(y) e

−iπλγkj(m,s)y dy.
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By the inequality (5.28), which is one of the hypotheses of Lemma 5.2, these satisfy

|a1,m1,s,k1(m1,s)| & λ−δ1.

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

(9.10)

∫

S′(x)

∣∣
∫
ηm1

(y)f1(y + s)f1(y)e
−iπλγk1(m1,s)y dy

∣∣ ds

&

∫

S′(x)

λ−γ|a1,m1,s,k1(m1,s)| ds & λ−γ−δ1 |S ′(x)|.

To continue, an upper bound for the left-hand side of (9.10) can be derived from
Lemma 8.1 after a change of variables. Indeed, set s̃ = λγs and x̃ = λγx. By (9.3),
the phase πλγk1(m1, s) y is equal to ξ(s̃) ỹ with

(9.11) ξ(t) = πλτ0K1(m1, λ
−γt) = πλτ0bλ−γσ|t|σF1(ϕ1(x)) +O(λρ).

In these coordinates, we aim to apply Lemma 8.1 with the parameter

(9.12) r = πλτ0 |b|λ−γσF1(ϕ1(x)).

The lemma is applicable provided that r ≥ 1 and λρ ≤ rµ for some µ < 1; we next
verify that these inequalities are satisfied.

Since |bλ−γσ| & λ−|σ|δ3 by (9.7),

(9.13) r & λτ0−Cδ3−δ4

and it follows that both r ≥ 1 and λρ ≤ r1/2 for all sufficiently large λ, provided
that ρ, δ3, δ4 are chosen to be sufficiently small relative to τ0. We require that the
parameters be chosen so that

(9.14) Cδ3 + δ4 <
1
2
τ0 and ρ < 1

4
τ0.

Then Lemma 8.1 applies, and yields the upper bound

(9.15)

∫

S′(x)

∣∣
∫
ηm(y)f1(y + s)f1(y)e

iπλγk1(m1,s)y dy
∣∣ ds

≤

∫

|s|=O(λ−γ)

∣∣
∫
ηm(y)f1(y + s)f1(y)e

iπλγk1(m1,s)y dy
∣∣ds

. λ−2γ · (λτ0−Cδ3−δ4)−δ2 .

Together with (9.10), (9.15) yields a lower bound for |S ′(x)|:

(9.16) |S ′(x)| . λ−γ+δ1 λ−τ0δ2/4.

We require that

(9.17) δ3 < δ1 <
1
8
τ0δ2.

Recall that σ is uniquely determined by (ϕj : j ∈ 4), while δ2, which arose in
Lemma 8.1, depends only on σ, and δ1 is assumed to be less than or equal to δ0,
which has not yet been specified. Therefore these requirements can be satisfied by
first choosing δ0 <

1
8
τ0δ2, then choosing δ3, δ4 sufficiently small relative to δ0, δ2. Thus
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we have shown that if the parameters δ0, δ3, δ4, ρ are chosen to satisfy the indicated
constraints then uniformly for all x ∈ B under consideration,

(9.18) |S ′(x)| = O(λ−γ−δ5)

for a certain exponent δ5 > 0. This completes the proof of Lemma 5.2.

10. Conclusion of proof

Assume that ‖f‖L∞ = O(1). Let δ∗1, δ
∗
2, δ

∗
3, δ

∗
4 ∈ (0, δ0] be small positive quanti-

ties, to be chosen below. For each index j, decompose fj = fj,♯ + fj,♭ by applying
Lemma 3.2 in the manner indicated in the discussion following its statement, with
parameter δ = δ∗j .

The summands fj,♯ satisfy

(10.1) ‖fj,♯‖L∞ = O(λaj )

where aj = δ∗j τ0/2 tends to 0 as δ∗j → 0.
Express

(10.2) T (f) = T (f1, f2, f3, f4,♯) + T (f1, f2, f3, f4,♭).

By Proposition 5.1,

(10.3) |T (f1, f2, f3, f4,♭)| = O(λ−τ4)

for a certain positive constant τ4 > 0 that depends on the choice of δ∗4. Express

(10.4) T (f1, f2, f3, f4,♯) = T (f1, f2, f3,♯, f4,♯) + T (f1, f2, f3,♭, f4,♯).

By Proposition 5.1,

(10.5) |T (f1, f2, f3,♭, f4,♯)| = O(λ−τ3‖f4,♯‖L∞) = O(λ−τ3+a4),

for a certain τ3 > 0 that depends on δ∗3 . Continuing in this way gives

(10.6) |T (f)| = O(λ−τ4) +O(λ−τ3+a4) +O(λ−τ2+a3+a4)

+O(λ−τ1+a2+a3+a4) + |T (f1,♯, f2,♯, f3,♯, f4,♯)|,

with each τj being positive, and depending on δ∗j . Finally, since each function fj,♯
is a sum of O(λaj ) functions gj of the type that appears in Proposition 4.1, that
Proposition provides a majorization

(10.7) T (f1,♯, f2,♯, f3,♯, f4,♯) = O
(
λ−τ

4∏

j=1

‖fj,♯‖L∞

)
= O

(
λ−τ+a1+a2+a3+a4

)

for a certain exponent τ > 0 that does not depend on the quantities δ∗j .
Choose the parameters δ∗j to be sufficiently small to ensure that aj ≤ τ/8 for each

j, and choose them by ascending induction on j so that each δ∗n is sufficiently small
as a function of δ∗n−1 to ensure that each term on the right-hand side of (10.6) is of
the form O(λ−c) for some c > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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11. A sublevel set inequality

For any four-tuple f of measurable functions fj : ϕj(B) → C define

(11.1) S(f , ε) =
{
x ∈ B : |

4∑

j=1

(fj ◦ ϕj)(x)| < ε
}

and

(11.2) |(f ◦Φ)(x)| =
4∑

j=1

|(fj ◦ ϕj)(x)|.

Corollary 11.1. Let (a,Φ) satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1. There exist C <
∞ and τ > 0 such that for any Lebesgue measurable f and any ε > 0,

(11.3)
∣∣{x ∈ S(f , ε) : |(f ◦Φ)(x)| ≥ 1

}∣∣ ≤ Cετ .

This follows from Theorem 1.1 by the same reasoning as developed for the case of
three summands in §18 of [2].
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