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FOURIER RESTRICTION TO SMOOTH ENOUGH CURVES
MICHAEL JESURUM

ABsTRACT. We prove Fourier restriction estimates to arbitrary compact CN curves for
any N > d in the (sharp) Drury range, using a power of the affine arclength measure as
amitigating factor. In particular, we make no nondegeneracy assumption on the curve.

1. INTRODUCTION

The boundedness of restriction operators & : LP(R%) — L4(y;do) associated with
curves y: R — R? has been studied for decades. The first natural choice of measure do
is the Euclidean arclength measure. In this case the maximal range of p and g for which
a restriction operator exists depends on the order of vanishing of the torsion.

Definition 1.1. For a compact interval I ¢ R and a curve y € C¥(I;R?), define the
torsion 7(t) = | det[y’(t), ...,y (t)]|. Furthermore, for ¢ > 0 define the weight

(1) we(£) = (f) T@HE.

In particular, wy(t)dt is the well-studied affine arclength measure, which is also in-
teresting due to the affine invariance of the problem. See [23] for background on affine
geometry. Using the affine arclength measure, Drury [20] discovered a proof for the
optimal range of p and g in the least-degenerate case: when y is the moment curve
y(t) = (t,t%,...,t%). For various classes of curves, many authors (see below for the his-
tory) have shown that the affine arclength measure compensates for vanishing of the
torsion, so restriction operators exist for nearly the same range of p and g as the mo-
ment curve. Several authors have also used the overdamped affine arclength measure,
¢ > 01in (1), to attain the exact range of p and q for the moment curve. The case of
a general curve y € C*(I) has long been expected to behave similarly. Building on
techniques in [[12, |16} [20, 35], our main result establishes the boundedness of restric-

tion operators for arbitrary compact curves that are smooth enough. In the theorem,
CN .= CINLN-IN],

Theorem 1.2. Letd > 2,1 € R be a compact interval, N € R such that N > d, and
y € CN(I; R?). For e > 0 let w, be the weight defined in (1). Let

2 .7 : d 1
0 1 d>+d+2 i l<gs P+al ife > Eii xope
<p<—5—— an e , ,
d2+d 13q<Wp if0<e< Tl 7=

j=1 N-j
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Then there is C = C(I,d,y, N, p, q, &) > O such that for any f € LP(RY),

( /I ) 0dt)” < Ul .

Remark 1.3. When y € C*(I), Theorem gives a restriction bound for g on the scaling
line g = —*=p’ in the overdamped case with any ¢ > 0 and for all ¢ < Z*=p” with the
affine arclength measure.

Remark 1.4. In the case ¢ < 39, 1, the range of ¢ in (2) is empty whenever

j=1 N=j
2
1 < 2+d * v
+d xd 11
1+ S22 v
Thus, to obtain restriction estimates for all p in the range 1 < p < L4442 e need
p g P< "G
d
1 4 d?>+d+2
(3) > < a > ).
jle—] (d*+d) d’>+d

If N is much larger than d, then (3) is true even in the undamped case £ = 0. When N is
| here is al d L suchth holds for all

closer to d, there is always some 0 < ¢y < ZFl ~—7 such that (3) holds for all £ > . See

Figure (1| below, which uses the extension operator instead of the restriction operator

for visual clarity.

FIGURE 1. Range of ' and p’ for which the extension operator associated with an
arbitrary y € C*V is bounded from LY to L', with shading indicating the amount of
damping required.

In the case of the moment curve, where the torsion is constant, the offspring curve
method is available to prove optimal restriction estimates. That method includes an
analysis of the function

(4) Dy (tr,... tg) = y(t1) +- - +y(tg).
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When y is the moment curve, the Jacobian Jp, is (up to a multiplicative constant) equal
to the Vandermonde determinant

(5) o(ty, ..., tg) = Cy 1_[ (tj —t).
1<i<j<d

To prove Theorem we apply the Drury method to intervals on which the torsion
of y is comparable to some dyadic value. We also need to ensure that @, is well-behaved
on each interval. The main difficulty is controlling the number of intervals we study.
This is the content of the following theorem:

Theorem 1.5. Let I € R be a compact interval. If N € R with N > d and y € CN(I; RY),
then there is afamily innlervals Ir such that

Nk
(6) I={tel:z(t)=0}U UUIk’l’

k>Cy I=1

27k 2 <ty <27 fort e Iy,

(7) (t, ..., tq) > Op(ty, ..., tq) is 1—to-1for f<---<tg €Iy
(8) o, (t1, - t)| > Ca2 M [o(ty, ..., ta)| for (t1,..., ta) € (I)?,
d
Ni < Cd,N,),Zk %54 w7, and
N
Z i1l < Cany(k +Cay) .
=1

History. In [33], Stein traces the roots of Fourier restriction theory to observations
about the continuity of Fourier transforms of radial functions. Laurent Schwartz and
many others independently observed that if 1 < p < 2% and f € LP(R?) is a radial
function, then f(r) is continuous for all 0 < r < co. Thus, f can be thought of as a
function on $971, even though that set has measure 0. Stein wondered if one could give
a similar statement about Fourier restrictions of nonradial functions. He successfully
proved such a result in 1967, but did not publish because it was unclear what purpose
such a lemma would have.

In 1970, Fefferman [21], in collaboration with Stein, improved on Stein’s lemma in 2
dimensions and showed that the n-dimensional lemma could be used to make progress
on the multiplier problem for the ball. Interest in the restriction problem picked up,
and by 1974 the case of curves in two dimensions had largely been solved by Zyg-
mund [37], Hérmander [25], and Sjolin [31]. While Zygmund and Hérmander dealt
with nondegenerate curves (r # 0), Sjélin brought in the measures w,(t)dt to under-
stand curves with vanishing curvature. The case of d = 2 and y € C* in Theorem |1.2
is due to Sjolin [31]. There have been several more papers [8| 9, 22, 26, 27, 30, 32
that have answered some remaining questions in 2 dimensions. In the most recent of
these (in 2021), Fraccaroli [22] proved a restriction theorem in the optimal range for all

continuous convex curves, which is the first result that did not require C2.
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Unfortunately, the techniques that work well in two dimensions do not carry over
to higher dimensions. Thus, it was a few more years before any results were known.
Prestini broke into the high-dimensional setting by proving a restriction theorem for
curves with nonvanishing torsion in 1978 [28] for d = 3 and 1979 [29] for d > 4. How-

ever, her range of p was not sharp: it was 1 < p < dfi;“fl”_lz (compare with (2)). She
also did not attain bounds on the scaling line g = d22+ =p’, which is seen to be the largest
possible value of g by inspecting Knapp examples. In 1982, Christ [14] extended Pres-
tini’s theorem to include the scaling line, and then in 1985 [13]] he provided restriction
estimates for curves of finite type with the same range of p and for g up to the scaling

line. Furthermore, those bounds included g on the scaling line in a restricted range of

p. The range 1 < p < d‘zii;flfz is called the Christ-Prestini range. See also [30] for the

first result for a curve with vanishing torsion.
At a similar time that Christ was beginning the study of curves with finite type,

Drury [20] was concluding the study of curves with nonvanishing torsion. He proved
d’+d+2
dJ2r+:;
p’. Optimality of the range of p is due to Arkhipov, Karacuba, and

a restriction theorem for nondegenerate C? curves in the optimal range 1 < p <
and 1 < g < d22+ i
Cubarikov [1]] (see also [2]). Further results for nondegenerate curves appear in [3,7].

Shortly thereafter, Drury and Marshall [17, |18]] improved the known estimates for
curves of finite type, and then in 1990 Drury [19] further improved the results for curves
y(t) = (t, 1%, t5), k > 4.

Little further progress was made for curves with vanishing torsion in higher di-
mensions until 2008, when Bak, Oberlin, and Seeger [4] solved the monomial curve
case. In that and a subsequent paper [6], they also obtained endpoint results. Shortly
thereafter, Dendrinos and Miiller [15]] obtained results for pertubed monomial curves.
General polynomial curves were covered for a restricted range of p by Dendrinos and
Wright [16]], and then for the full range of p by Stovall [35]. See also [24] for results
with general measures.

In addition to monomial curves, Bak, Oberlin, and Seeger [5]] also proved restriction
theorems for simple curves

y(0) = (1,82, ..., 197 (1))

such that ¢ € C? with ¢(? satisfying a certain inequality. Chen, Fan, and Wang [[12]
were able to dispense with the inequality, but at the cost of enforcing ¢ € CV for some
N > d. By a change of variables, the case of d =2 and y € CV in Theorem is due to
Chen, Fan, and Wang [12]. Another result of this nature appears in [36].

With the polynomial case solved, it is likely that an argument based on e-removal and
polynomial approximation could be used to solve the general C* case off the scaling line.
Thus, the most interesting new consequences of Theorem [1.2]are (in dimension d > 3)
the scaling line estimates for C*(R?) curves with ¢ > 0 and the nontrivial range of p

and g for CN(R?) curves with ¢ = 0.
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Outline of proof. Section [2| uses Theorem [2.4] which is a stronger version of The-
orem as a black box to prove Theorem It begins with a restriction result on
each interval in the decomposition given by Theorem 2.4 and then combines these es-
timates into a restriction inequality on the whole interval. Sectionsand are devoted
to a proof of Theorem Section [3 constructs a decomposition for Theorem in
two steps. The first step decomposes I into intervals on which y is well-behaved, and the
secondary decomposition creates intervals where certain auxiliary curves are similarly
well-behaved. Finally, Section finishes the proof of the geometric inequality (8) and
the condition (7) on each interval in the decomposition.

Notation. Let I be a compact interval, d € N, N € R with N > d, and y € C%(I; R9).
These will remain fixed throughout this paper, and we will prove Theorem and
Theorem 1.5 with these fixed values. C denotes an arbitrary constant that may change
line by line and is always allowed to depend on the dimension d and the interval I. Any
subscripts indicate additional dependence: for instance, C, is a constant that depends
only on y, the dimension, and the original interval. For two numbers A and B, write
A ~ B if there exist constants C and C’ such that

CB<A<C(C'B
Once again, subscripts indicate additional dependence. Logarithms are taken in base 2

purely for the convenience of calculations in Section

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Betsy Stovall for suggesting
this project and for advising throughout the process. This material is based upon work
supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-2037851 and
DMS-1653264.

2. Proor or THeEOREM [1.2]

In this section, we use a strengthening of Theorem to prove Theorem The
first step is to prove a restriction estimate on each interval of the decomposition @
Define the family of offspring curves

1 m
Yz{yh(t):EZy(t+hj):mEN, heR™ 0<hy S---Shm}.
j=1

For an interval I = [a, b], set I = [a — h1, b — hy,]. We will use induction to show that a
restriction bound holds uniformly for y, € T.

Proposition 2.1. Let I C I be a compact interval and k € Z. Suppose that for every yy, € Y,

(9) (t1,...,tg) beh(t1,...,td) is 1-to-1for H<---<tgel and
(10) sy, (11, ta)l = C27 (11, ..., ta)l for (11, ta) € I},
Thenfor
d?+d+2 2p’
1<p< gravs and q P

2 +d “P+d
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we have the restriction inequality

(11) (/1 If(yh(t))lth)q < 2§Cp||f||u><Rd>

forall f e LP(RY) and all y, € Y.

Proof- We adapt Drury’s argument from [20]]. By duality, it suffices to study the exten-
sion operator

%hg(x):/ei)’h(t)’xg(t)dt.
In

We will show that .
||%hg||Lp’(Rd) < 2‘7Cp||g||Lq’([)’
for
, dP+d+2  d’+d 1
1<q < , +—=1
2 2p/ ql

The proof is by induction on ¢’. Hausdorff-Young shows that the base case ¢’ = 1 and

p’ = oo is true. The induction hypothesis is that for some 1 < g} < d;}’fzz and p{ defined
by
d+d 1
Tt ==
205 9
the following inequality holds uniformly for y;, € T:

5

&
(12) ||Cgh9||Lp{)(Rd) < 2% C,Do”g”quJ(I)'

Fix y; € Y. For ease of notation, set { = y;, I = I, and € = €;. To improve the

bound , we first write

d d
(%g(g))dz( /1 eing(t)dt) _ /Ideix~é271¢<rj>gg(tj)dt1...dtd.

Set
A={(t,...,tq) EId:t1 <o < gl
By symmetry in ty,...,tg,

(Bo(3)) =t [ et i[g(t,.)dtl L du

With the change of variables
t=t, hj=tj—tforl<j<d,

and with B the image of A under this change of variables, we observe that

(%g(g))d - d!/Beix&Z?w*(Hhﬂ Qg(t+hj)dtdh2...dhd.

6



For fixed hy, ..., hy, each curve

t—

SRR

d
> Lt +hy)
=

is an offspring curve in the family Y. Let v be the Vandermonde determinant (5) and
define

TG(x) = / ¢* 0 25 SR G (4 pyo(h)dedh.
B
Lemma 2.2. We have the bound

k.
13 TG < 2P6C G f :
( ) | ”LPO > po” HL}lI,(L:IO;lv(h)D

Proof. An application of Minkowski’s inequality for integrals shows that
ITGl ;< / H / e a i E G (1, hde

Employing the induction hypothesis , we obtain

Kk
761, <27 G, [ IGC )l o(Id

The lemma now follows from the inequality

lo(h)|dh.

LP0 (dx)

& k.
P’ . / < P’ A °
2 ocpo/ IGC M, lo (IR < 2 "CpollGlLy 11

Lemma 2.3. We have the bound
k
(14) ITGl2aw) = 22CNGNL2, 1251000

Proof. Set
1 d
y= E;g(nhj).
This change of variables is injective because of @ The Jacobian is

1
J(t,h) = E]¢§(t,t+h2,...,t+hd).

The geometric inequality guarantees that
(15) J(t,h) > C2 o (h).
With these variables, set

o(h)

F(y) = 15(t, h)G(1, h)m-

Applying the change of variables to T, we see that

TG(x) = / e'Y*F(y)dy = F(x).

7



Plancherel gives ||F||> = ||F||2, so ITGll2(dx) = IIFllr2(dy)- Changing variables back and
unwinding the definition of F yields

(h)
16 TG x:/Gt,hZ[”
(16) ITGllL2(dx) ( B| (£, h)] T
Lines (15) and (16) combine to demonstrate that

]u(h)dtdh)z.

1
2
ufcmawas256(/WGUJoFMHMHM).
B
Since

1
3
(A IG(t, h)|20(h)dtdh) < ||G||L,21,(L§;|v(h)|)>
the inequality is true. o
Interpolation of , , and the trivial L' (L") — L* estimate establishes
k
(17) ”TG”LC S 20'Ca,bHG”LZ,(Lf;\v(h)D
for all (a7!,b71) in the triangle with vertices (1, 1), (1, qi;)), and (%, %), with ¢ satisfying

d+2)(d-1 d>+d d>+d
%(1_1 + b_1 + > C_l = > .
In particular, the Choice Of

d
(18) G(t.h) = o) | gt +hy)
j=1

has

a

%
I1Glg, (c2sjoemy = (/RIv(h)l‘(“‘“(/w_1 |9(t+h1)"'9(t+hd)|bdt) dh’) :

d
As noted in [20], v(0,h")! € L., so we can apply Holder’s inequality to obtain

d
(19) HG”I‘Z'(I‘?;'”(}‘)') < ||g||L?',1,
for
l<ac< d%z,

2a
d o @20 1y et D)

’

q
On the other hand, by the definition of G ,

1 x\\4
(20) TG(x) = m(%g(g)) .

Combining (17), and (20), we see that

k
(21) €9l < Cp27"ligllLas,
8



for

) d_@+d-1) 4, dd-1)
q 2 2
where p’ = dZTJ’dq, and a and b satisfy (Figure :
ﬁ <al<1,
bl <al

(d+2)a' —2b7" < d, and
(g —2a ' +qjb! > q) - 1.

b—l
1+
N
o
¢ \]Q N //0 >
(g S N//
& S
Ja~y S
%
[N ~
0O~ /Q‘
N
v
d 2, _d2 ~
d+2> d+2 7 (d+2)q))
0 4 % a_1
0 d+2 1

FIGURE 2. Range of a and b for which holds with q' satisfying and p’ = dz%’q.

The point (a1,b7!) = (745, 2 + (d’i;zf%) lies on the boundary of this region and

satisfies

(d+2)(d- 1)0—1 pl d(d-1) < i
2 2 q;
Taking (a~!,b71) slightly inside of the region and using real interpolation, we obtain
& , d’>+d d 2 d-2
1€gll e < Cp27 lIgllres P’ = T‘]: ? > @d+2) + (d+2)q6.

This closes the induction and proves Proposition O

Now we turn to the deduction of Theoremfrom the following stronger version
of Theorem Recall that the symbol “~” depends only on the dimension d and the
original interval I, unless otherwise specified by subcripts. In particular, there is no

dependence on m or h in what follows.
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Theorem 2.4. Let I € R be a compact interval. If N € R with N > d and y € CN(I; RY),
then there is afamily ofintervals Ir such lhalfor every m € N and h € R™,

N

(23) [={tel:z(t)=0}u U Uzk,,,
k>C, I=1
(24) th(t) ~ 27 for t € (I )n

(th,....tq) > Dy, (t1,...,tg) is I=to-1 for t; < --- < tq € (Ix)n,

oy, (11, ta)| = C27 [o(t, ..., ta)] for (11, ..., ta) € (Ie))f

(25) Nic < Cy(k +C,)425 55 85 and
k
(26) D lal < Cny(k+Cp)°.
=1

Deduction of Theorem Let {Ix;} be the intervals given in Theorem By ,

Nk
[ F@)iwende < > > [ 1)l Twe(t)dt.
1 k>C, 1=1 Y1k
Utilizing the bound (24) on the size of the torsion on each interval,
Ty / P e Y Y ot / Fr)pde.
k>C), I=1 k>C), I=1

An application of Holder’s inequality shows that for any g < d2 =P

S 3 gtk / F(r)pde

k>C), I=1
(d%+d)q
2p”
¢ 3 Y ( / If(y(t))|d2+ddt) ,
k>Cy I=1

where || is the length of the interval I ;. Each interval I satisfies the hypotheses of

Proposition so by ,
Z Z 2d2+d |Ikl| ( |f(}’(t))|d2+d dt)
Irp

kx>Cy I=1

2+d
< 3T S o SR

k>C, I=1

(d2+d)q

7
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Another application of Holder’s inequality yields

2+d
ZZZM U~ 25 AT,

k>C, I=1

(d?+d)q Nk

—k.
Cqu”LP(Rd) Z 2d2+d £+P N 2p’ Z I

k>Cy

With the bounds on Ni and on the total lengths of the intervals I,

(d%+d)q (2 +d)q

kq
Cq”f“Lp Z 2d2+d k£+P N ¥ < Cqungqu dezdz —ke+ 2k Z, | NS =
k>C, k>1
The sum converges whenever
d2 +d 2
( )q Z e+ L 0,
—j &2+d ’
which occurs in either of the cases:
d 1
1<q_d2+dp ife> 35 x5
1< d2+—dg ’ fo<e< Zd 1 =
sq-< 1+ d2+d2 P = & = 4j=1 N-j-

j=1 N-j

3. TaE DECOMPOSITION

This section contains the decomposition for Theorem of which Theorem is
essentially a special case. First, we will create an initial decomposition using Lemma 8
from [[12] to find intervals on which we can prove Theoremfor the original curve y.
Then, we will use polynomial approximation and Lemma 2.3 from [35] to decompose
further into intervals on which offspring curves are well-behaved.

More concretely, the methods in [[16] that we need to prove Theorem on each
interval in our final decomposition require an examination of minors of the torsion
matrix for all offspring curves. With that in mind, for a curve ¢, a permutation o € Sy
(the symmetric group on d elements), and 1 < j < d, define

o) - aiﬁ)(t)
Lg’j(t):det : .
Sop () - Q(J)(t)

Whenever j = d, we will omit o since |L§ ;| does not depend on . We also omit o

when o is the identity. Recall that y € CN for some d < N € R. The main result of this

section is the following proposition.
11



Proposition 3.1. For every kg € Z, there is afamily ofinlervals {L;} and permutations o
such thatfor every m € N and h € R™,

{tel:2 <) <2} c | 1,
1

IL" () ~278, Vte I 1<j<d, and

J,01
27) I} < Cuyy (kg + )28 2 v

>l < Clka +Cp)?.
1

The initial decomposition. We first prove Proposition in the special case h = 0.

Proposition 3.2. For every kg € Z, there is a family of intervals {I;} with
(28) D < Clka+C? and #{1) < Ciyy 2k 2t ¥
IE]kd

such that
{rel:2®t < <2tyc |1
IeSk,

Furthermore, there are constants A; depending only on'y, j, and d such that on each interval
I € i, there is a permutation o € Sg and kj € Z with Aj < kj < kg + Aj + 10g(d!||y||dcd)
such that

(29) 2b2 I () <278 rel 1<j<d

The first step in proving Proposition is to show that for each t € I, there is a
permutation o such that the L (t)s are generally decreasing in ;.

Lemma 3.3. There are constants A; such that for every t € I, there is a permutation o such

that if
27kt <LV (1) < 27,

then there is k; € Z with Aj < kj < kg +A; +log(d!||y||gd) such that
2T <L ()] <279

Proof. Fix t € I. For each j, let k; be the unique integer that satisfies
27T < LY ()] <279

For any permutation o,

LY < iyl

Hence,

(30) ki = —log(1!llylI.).
12



To get an upper bound on k;, we’ll show by induction that there is a permutation o
such that

i1
%_leg(m forall1 <j<d.

(31) L, (D] 2
! dlliyll,

The base case of j = d is true for every permutation. In the induction step, suppose that
o(d),...,a(j + 2) have been specified (with nothing specified if j = d — 1). Let M be
the torsion matrix with the last d — j — 1 columns deleted and rows o(d),...,o(j + 2)

deleted. Then | det M| = LS.l For 1 < i1 < j, let M;; be the minor of M obtained by

deleting the i’th row and I'th column. Using the cofactor expansion, we find that
j+1

DD (1) dee My g
i=1

j+1

L7 (0] = < lyllca ), 1detMyjul.
i=1

j+1

Hence there is some i such that

L7, (D]

|detMi’j+1| 2 (] ]+l

+ Dllyllca
Thus, for every permutation o that sends i to j + 1,
1
LY ()] > —————|L%,(1)|.
e 12 Dl !

By the induction hypothesis,

Gl o
- — |L ()| = ——=|L} ()]
G+ Dirlles a7~ a7

This completes the induction, so holds. Putting together and (31),

Y
BHOIE

) j!
—log(JllylIL,) < k; < —log(—J d-j) +ka
d!llyll %

The lemma follows by setting A; = — log(ﬂllylléd)- O

We can combine Lemma [3.3|and the following lemma from [12] d times to prove
Proposition
Lemma 3.4 ([12] Lemma 8). Let ¢ € CY*(I) with a > 0. For every k € Z, there exist
disjoint intervals {I ; C I}?’z"1 such that 2752 < |o(t)| < 2% forall t € I ; and

Ny

{tel: 27" <o) <27} UIk,j;
=1

moreover, there is a constant By, such that N < B2k for every k.
Remark 3.5. The proof of the above lemma in [12] shows that we can take

1
By = Il , 4a*e*t,
Ca

13



Proof of Proposition|3.2, For an interval J, a permutation o, 1 < j < d, and k € Z, let
F7(J, k) be the set of intervals from Lemma with ¢ = Lg, ; and 1 =N-j To
simplify the notation, set

N]4NJ+N ]+4

Bj =iyl

Then for any interval J, the number of intervals of .¥ 7(J, k) is at most B jZNL-J’. Com-
bining Lemma [3.3| with d-many applications of Lemma 3.4, we see that

{tel: 2% <|Ll (1) <27}

Ad—1+kd+10g(d!||)/llid) A1+kd+10g(d!||)/||dcd)
U U U Sy 0 Ty
0€Sa1ye59 (Tka)  ka-1=44-1 LeS7 (k)  ki=A I e3¢ (k1)

Whenever j < d, the total number of intervals I; in each pair of unions

Aj +kd+10g(d'llylldd)

() J o Uz

kj:Aj Ijejjf’(lj+1,kj)

is bounded by
kd+A +log(d[”y”dd) kd+l()g(d!Hy||Zd)+1
ki 4 2 N=j
Z BjZN’j < BjZN’j
Y= 2N 1

Recalling that all logarithms are taken in base 2 and using the fact that N — j > 1,

Kk g+og(dlly|? )+
d+log( ||YHcd)

A T Ll F i
B2 S < Ol N( ) 287 < Cllyll %y 4N||y||N NN
Il

1

2N 1
Hence, the set {t € [ : 27%ka~1 < |L§(t)| < 27ka} is covered by at most
d
]

1 d-j
ca | T | 2k N < oy, 2B

many intervals that satisfy . Moreover, the sum of the lengths of the intervals in

each pair of unions is bounded by

(ka +log(dlyIE)) Tjs11,

since the intervals in JJ."(I i+1, k) are disjoint for every k;. Therefore, the total length of
all the intervals in the initial decomposition at scale k, is at most

d\(kg +log(dllyll4))IT] = Cka +C))°. 0
14



The secondary decomposition. We now proceed to the general h € R™ in Propo-
sition Our initial decomposition gave a family of intervals where |L}/ S~ 27k

We finish the proof of Proposition [3.1{ by applying the following proposition to each
{j = (y1,...,y;) in turn. We need to ensure the intervals in the initial decomposition are

small for this proposition. By the upper bounds on the total length and the num-

eyl L
ber of intervals, we can freely shrink the intervals to be of size at most Cy;,2 ka 2j1 N7
while retaining the necessary upper bound (27) on the total number of intervals.

Proposition 3.6. Let I = [a,b] withb —a < 1 and let { € CN(I;R/). There is a constant

A depending only on N and j such that 1f|L§(t)| ~ 2% on I and

(33) b—a < AN T 27,

there is a decomposition I= Ug‘f I; into disjoint intervals such that for everym € N and h € R™,
L Ol =27 Vi€ (.

Proof. By Taylor’s theorem, for any ¢ € I,

INI-1 o
{7 (a) (N (z,)
(1) = ZO (- =t
IN] o
{7 (a) i (WD (z) — (VD (g) N
= - (t - a) + (t - a) .
Py i! [N]!
Set
@ (D (zp) = ¢ (1)
P(t) = Z (- and R(1)= K (t — a) VI,
i=0 : '
Then R e CN(I), R (a) =0 for 0 < i < |NJ, and
(34) RO ()] < |t —a" " lllen VEel

Forany he R™and t € I,
L (1) = det[P;(£) + R; (1),.... P (1) + R (1)]
= det[Py(t),..., P (1)]
+det[R) (1), Py (t),...,PY ()]
(35) +det[P) (1) + R, (1), R}/(t), P (1), ..., PP ()]

+ det[P (1) + Ry(0),... B (0 + RV (@0), R (0)]
= Lf” (t) + Lprjn(t).

We will show that |Lpg ;s < 27% with an implicit constant depending on A in
(which we can make as small as we need), and then we will divide I into intervals where
15



|Lf’1| ~ 27k Combined, these imply that |L§”| ~ 27K We start with |Lpg ;nl. Apply-
ing , we see that
Lprjn(D)] < CIIINT|CIy Yt € I,

Let A be a small constant to be chosen shortly. Assuming the bound on the size of
each interval holds, we conclude that

(36) |Lprn(t)] < AC27F Vtel.

The next lemma will give a decomposition to deal with |Lf” l.

Lemma 3.7 ([35], Lemma 2.3). Fix j > 2 and | € N. There exists a decomposition of
[—1,1] into disjoint intervals I;, 1 < i < Cy, such thatfor every I; and every degree I polynomial
Q: R — R/ satisfying

L9~ 1, te[-11],
every offspring curve Qp(t) satisfies

LY (O] =151 V€ (L.

For t € [-1,1], set

& 2 J+ b— b—
Q(t) = 2’; (b — a) ’ (P1(Ta(t+ 1) + a), . .,Pj(Ta(t+ 1) +a))
Before we can apply Lemma we calculate

JU+1) PV IR

2 b—a
Q _ |»k 2 EY 4 _
|Lj(t)|—‘2 (b_a) ( : ) Lj(—2 (t+1)+a)’ Vi e [-1,1].
By the calculation in with h = 0, we have
LE(1) = LY (1) + Lp o (1)

Since |L§| ~ 27" and |Lpgjo(t)| < AC27F by , we can choose A small enough that
|Lf| ~ 27%, Therefore,

L2t~ 1 Vte[-1,1].

Applying Lemma we obtain a decomposition [-1,1] = UIC:A{ Ji into disjoint intervals
such that
L (O~ 1 Ve,

Setting
I = {telz?(t—l)+ae],-},
we see that
(37) L ()| ~27F Vel
As before, we can choose A small enough that we can combine , , and to
conclude |L§h(t)| ~ 27k, o

16



4. THE GEOMETRIC INEQUALITY

To finish the proof of Theorem [2.4, we need to show that @, given in (4) is 1-to-1
for #j < --- < tg and that the geometric inequality (8) holds on each interval given in
Lemma The following proposition shows that the geometric inequality (8) holds
on each interval in our decomposition for y, all offspring curves yj, and all truncations
of these curves.

Proposition 4.1. LetIc R,ne N, {: I - R", and

Oty tn) =J(t1) + -+ {(tn).

Assume that there are kj € Z, 1 < j < n, such that
(38) |L§| ~27% onl.
Then the Jacobian

Jo (b1, .. tn) = det[{(t1) ... ' (tn)]
satisfies

|]¢'§(t1’ L) tn)l %n 2_kn|0(t1, R tn)'
Jorall (t1,...,t,) € I".

The above proposition shows that if I is an interval in the decomposition, 1 < n < d,
and ¢ = ((yn)1,---, (yn)n), then the Jacobian Jo,, is single-signed and nonzero in the
region A = {(t1,...,t,) € I? : 1 < .-+ < t,}. With that, an argument of Steinig [34]
(see also [[11}|16]]) shows that ®,, is 1-to-1 on A.

Proposition 4.2 (Steinig). @y, is I-to-1 on A= {(ti,...,tg) €I :t; < -+ < tq}.

For the convenience of the reader, we recall Steinig’s argument.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that there are § # f € A such that

(39) Y(s1) + - +yn(sa) # ya(t1) + -+ +yn(ta).
We can rewrite (39) as

m

3 et =0

=1
for some even integer m € [2,2d], uy <--- <uy €1,¢5 € {-1,1}, and Z;’; ej=0. Let

~

al=zgj, 1<l<m
=

Then the sequence of a;’s has at most d — 1 changes of sign. Define the step function
¢(u) to be aj when u € (uj, uj1). We have

m m—1 Um
(40) 0= Z ejyn(uj) = Z ajlyn(uj) — yn(ujs1)] = —/ ¢ (u)y;,(u)du.
= = g

17



Let I;, 1 < i < n be the ordered, maximal intervals where ¢ is constant and nonzero.
Since the sequence of ¢;’s has at most d — 1 changes of sign, n < d. Let M be the nxn
matrix whose (i, j)’th entry is given by

1 160 (1) ()
Setting £ = ((a)1s- - (Yi)w)s
det M = /1 /1 ()] 1) det[¢(ur) -~ () 1y ... duty,

By , the rows of M are linearly dependent, so det M = 0. On the other hand, Jo, is
single-signed and nonzero. Thus

0=detM = /1 ~ /1 (D .1 )] detlZ” (ur) -~ ()]s .. duty > 0,

so we have reached a contradiction. O

Proof of Proposition The proof comes in two steps. Both parts of this proof are
adaptations of methods in [[16]]. Some minor differences arise because we are not dealing
with polynomials.

First, we will define a sequence of iterated integrals Jy, ..., 3, such that

(41) Jog (b1, tn) = Su(tr, .. ).
The equality will be shown in Lemma Then, using the inductive definition of
4.5

the iterated integrals, we will show in Lemma [4.5| that
o~ ~kn
[0 (th, ..., t)| = 2750 (8, .. ., th).

To that end, let
~ Ln2(t1)La(t1)
3y (1) = n2)Ialty)
BT L ()PP
For2<m<nandt,...,t, € I'", define

m

Ln—m— j Ln—m+ j k2 tm
(42) Sty .. tm) = (l_l [i(tj)(t,)]21(tj))/"' Sm_1(§)ds1...dsm_1,
n—-m\lj 151 tm-1

J=1

with the convention that Ly = L_; = 1. As mentioned, the proof of Propositionwill
be complete following the proofs of Lemmata and

Lemma 4.3. J, deﬁnea’ in satisﬁes .

Proof. Define fio = {;for 1 <i <n,andfor 1 < j <i-1 define

£
J—1
ﬁ’j = ’
Jj-1
18




Assume for now that the denominator is always nonzero; this follows from (44) and the
condition (38| . We will show that

fiia@) o f (taejin)
(43) Jnjrt (s tyojer) = det : :
Jojoa () oo f (tneje)
forall 1 < j < n. In particular, when j = 1 we see that
Fo(t) oo fo(t) O . ()
In(tr, .. ty) =det| : =det| : D= Tt ).
o) o) \Gm) . )

The proof of (43) requires two ingredients. First, we need to write down the exact
relationship between each f; and various derivatives of {. Second, we need an iterative

way of writing the left-hand side of (43).

For the first ingredient, we will need to define auxiliary matrices
ORI ()
L§i1 el (t) =det| .
’ 0
il(t) gil (t)
If Ais the (j+1) x (j + 1) matrix defining Ly, ..g;00 and if [ry,...,rj;c1,...,¢;] denotes

the determinant of the matrix obtained from A by deleting rows r4, ..., r; and columns
c1,...,cj, then an application of Sylvester’s Determinant Identity (see [[10]) gives

oj+ 1), j+1]-detA=[j+1;j+1]-[j;j1 - [j+Lj]- [jsj+1].

Unwinding all the definitions, we see that

Ui+ L+ =Ly g
[+ Lj+1]=Lg. g
[jsj] = (Lgl 58
[j+ 1] =Ly o ) and
sj+1] =Ly g

Thus, we have

L§1---§j71 'L§1---§j§i = L§1---§j ’ (Lévl---gj—lévi), - (Lil---§j), ’ L§1---§j71§i'
Since Ly,..¢, = Lf. is bounded away from 0 by , the above shows that

(L§1~-~§j1§i ), _ L§1~~§j—1L§1~~§j§i

L§1---§j (L§1~~~§j)2
Induction in i and j then gives
(44) fr = (fi,/j—1 ), _ (L§1~--§j1§i)’ _ L§1-~§j—1L§1-~§j§i
b j,,j_1 LQV]---éVj (1{1...{]-)2
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The second ingredient is covered by the following calculus lemma in [[16]:

Lemma 4.4 ([16] Lemma 5.1). Let {gi}g:1 be smooth functions on an open interval ] ¢ R
such that gy never vanishes on J. If f; = g—f, 2 <i<I then for (ti,....,t;) € J,

gi(t1) ... g1(tr) I £(s1) oo f(s1-1)

det| : l_[g1(t,)/ /det : : dsy...ds;_q.

gn(t1) ... gn(ty)) =1 " fu(s1) oo fr(siz1)

Using this lemma (noting that flia# 0), we have

f}:j_1(t1) s f}-”j_l(tn—jﬂ)

det : :
(45) Joica () oo fr oy (Enmjs1)
—j+1 . m J+1](31) f]+1j(sn 7)
[T fist00 / / dsi . sy
n’j(sl) n/,j(sn—j)
?15 iln [16], combining and iteratively gives us the equality , thus proving
the lemma. O

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumption (38), for 1 < m < n we have
(46) St -« t) mo £2UF DK mbnems=kng (3 g,
where ko = k_1 = 0. In particular,

S0 (t1, - s ta) | =0 127500(t1, L ).

Proof. We proceed by induction. In the base case m = 1, the Vandermonde determinant
o(t) is simply the constant function 1. Furthermore,

Si(t) = w
Ly, (1)1
For every t1, the assumption shows
15, ()| ~ 2 Kn-2—knt2knt,

so the base case is complete. In the inductive step, assume that (46) holds for some
1 < m—1 < n. From the definition of J,, in and the condition (38),

\Sm(tla . tm) ~m —( l_[ 22kn m K-t~k mH) / Sm—l(sla .- .,Sm_1)dS1 v dsm—l

tm-1

— i227rlkn—m—ﬂ‘lkn—m—1—Wlkn—m+1 / .. / Sm—l (31, Cey Sm_l)d81 e dsm_1.
t tm—1
20



By the induction hypothesis,

%) tm
Sin(t1, ... ) Ao £2DEnem=mkn o1 =kn / . / 0(st,...,Sm-1)dst ... dsm_1.
t

tm-1

The integrand is a homogeneous polynomial of degree % Thus, the integral

(m-1)(m-2) m(m—1)
2

is a homogeneous polynomial of degree +m—-1= . Hence, there is

some polynomial P such that

1) tm
// U(S1,...,Sm_1)d31...dsm_1 =P(t1,...,tm) l—[ (tj—ti)
151 tm-1

1<i<j<m

=P(t1,...,tm)o(t1,. .., tm).

Moreover, for any 1 < i < j < m, the integral is 0 whenever t; = t;. Since v(t1,...,tm)
already has degree m('g_l) , P must be a constant, so
S (ts -+ ooy b)) ~op 22D Rnem =k =kngy (g gy
This closes the induction and finishes the proof of the lemma. O
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