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VECTOR-VALUED MAXIMAL INEQUALITIES AND MULTI-PARAMETER
OSCILLATION INEQUALITIES FOR THE POLYNOMIAL ERGODIC AVERAGES
ALONG MULTI-DIMENSIONAL SUBSETS OF PRIMES

NATHAN MEHLHOP

ABSTRACT. We prove the uniform ¢2-valued maximal inequalities for polynomial ergodic averages and
truncated singular operators of Cotlar type modeled over multi-dimensional subsets of primes. In the
averages case, we combine this with earlier one-parameter oscillation estimates [20] to prove corresponding
multi-parameter oscillation estimates. This provides a fuller quantitative description of the pointwise
convergence of the mentioned averages and is a generalization of the polynomial Dunford-Zygmund ergodic
theorem attributed to Bourgain [23].

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of results. Let (X, B, 1) be a o-finite measure space endowed with a family of invertible
commuting and measure preserving transformations Si,...,5;: X — X. Let € be a bounded convex open
subset of R¥ such that B(0,cq) € Q C B(0,1) for some cq € (0,1), where B(0,u) is the open Euclidean
ball in R* with radius u > 0 centered at 0 € R¥. For any ¢ > 0, we set

Q={zecR:t7lzcQ}.
We consider a polynomial mapping
(1.1) P:(Pl,...,Pd):Zk—)Zd

where each P;: 7ZF — 7 is a polynomial of k variables with integer coefficients such that P;(0) = 0. Let
E K" €{0,1,... k} with k =K'+ k. For f € L>°(X, ), we define the associated ergodic averages by

k//
N 1 n n
(1.2) .Af’k ok f(z) = 9o Z f(Sfl( 2 --S:d( ’p)a;)]lgt(n,p)<Hlog ]pi\), x € X,
i=1

t
a(t) (n,p)EZF x (£P)K"

where £IP denotes the set of positive and negative prime numbers and

da®) = > o) ([Jlelk)
(n,p)EZE" x (+P)K" i=1
is the Chebyshev function. We also consider the Cotlar type ergodic averages given by

kll
W3 HF f@y= Y PO s K ), (n,p)([Tleglpil), @€ X,
(n,p)€ZK' x (£P)" i=1

where K: RF\ {0} — C is a Calderéon-Zygmund kernel satisfying the following conditions:
(1) The size condition: For every x € R¥\ {0}, we have

(1.4) K ()] < [a] 7.
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(2) The cancellation condition: For every 0 < r < R < oo, we have

(1.5) / K(y)dy = 0.
Qr\Qr
(3) The Lipschitz continuity condition: For every x,y € R¥\ {0} with 2|y| < ||, we have
(1.6) K (2) = K(z+y)| S Jylla| =Y.
For a sequence of functions (fi)ieny with each f; € LP(X, ), we define the LP(X;¢?) norm by
(1.7) il cxmy = H(% "

and we say that (fi)ieny € LP(X;¢?) if 1 fill o (x02) < 0.
We can now state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1. Let d,k € N and let P be a polynomial mapping as in (LI). Let k' k" € {0,1,...,k} with
K + k' =k and let ./\/lf’k " be either Af’k K op Hf’k K Then, for any p € (1,00), there is a constant
Cp,d,k,degP > 0 such that

'P,k,Ji‘H
(1.8) HS;;E)‘Mt fi‘HLp(X;é2) < Cp,d,k,degP”fiHLp(X;gz)

for any (fi)ien € LP(X;0?). The constant Cp.d kdeg P 5 independent of the coefficients of the polynomial
mapping P.

In the proof of the above theorem, we use methods developed in [25, 29, 40] and very recently in
[20, 221 [37]. We follow Bourgain’s approach [5] to use the Calderon transference principle [7] which reduces
the problem to the integer shift system (see Section [Z4]) and then exploit the Hardy-Littlewood circle
method to analyze the appropriate Fourier multipliers. The main tools used to handle the estimates for the
multiplier operators are: an appropriate generalization of Weyl’s inequality (Proposition [I0)); the Ionescu—
Wainger multiplier theorem (see [13],29] and [39]) combined with the Rademacher—-Menshov inequality (see
[25]) and standard multiplier approximations (Lemma [2]); the Magyar—Stein-Wainger sampling principle
[19] and [27]. Throughout, we also use the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality (Proposition [7) to extend
scalar inequalities to their vector-valued analogues.

We recall the A-jump counting function and the variation and oscillation semi-norms, which give quanti-
tative measures for pointwise convergence. We use the convention that a supremum taken over the empty
set is zero. Let I C R with #1 > 2 and f : I — C. Given A > 0,the A-jump counting function of f is
defined by

NA(f(t) : t €1) :=sup{J € N| Htoi'é?t" : OrgljilgﬂJlf(tj) = f(tj—1)] = AL

Given r € [1,00), the r-variation seminorm V" of a f is defined by

to<t1<---<tn
tjEH

N
Vi teD = s (SIrw) - fenr)
j=1

Given r € [1,00), N € NU {00}, and a strictly increasing sequence I = (I; : j € N) C I, the truncated
r-oscillation seminorm of f is defined by

N

, . 1/r
Opn(ft)ste) = (> sw [f@) - fU)I) "
=1 I;<t<Ijiq
tel
Because of their preeminent role in multi-parameter pointwise convergence problems, we also consider
multi-parameter analogues of the oscillation seminorms. Let T C RM with #1 > 2 and f : T — C. Given
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r € [1,00), N € NU {oo}, and a sequence I = (I; : j € N) C I that is strictly increasing in every
coordinate, the M-parameter truncated r-oscillation seminorm of f is defined by

N 1/r
O n(f®) it eD:= (Y sup [£()~FI)I) ",

23 teBIL)NI
where B[I;] := [Ij1, I(j41)1) X ... X [Ijar, I(j41)m) is @ box determined by the element I; = (11, ..., i)
of the sequence I. Without causing any ambiguity, we may instead take I € Gy (I), the family of all
sequences of length NV 4+ 1 contained in I that are strictly increasing in every coordinate. For more
information about these quantitative tools in the study of pointwise convergence problems, we refer to
[26], see also 5 (17} 22, 23, 27 36].

We now recall an abstract multi-parameter oscillation result. For a linear operator T': LY(X) — L°(X),
we denote by |T'| the sublinear maximal operator taken in the lattice sense defined by
T\f(x) = sup |Tg(x)], zeX, [elLl(X)
lgl<Ifl

Proposition 2. [26, Proposition 4.1| Let (X, B(X), 1) be a o-finite measure space and let I C R be such
that #1 > 2. Let k € N>y and p,r € (1,00) be fized. Let (Ti),cmx be a family of linear operators of the
form

T,:=T, - TF,  t=(t,....t;) €IF,
where {T}. : i € [k], t; € I} is a family of commuting linear operators that are bounded on LP(X). If the

set 1 is uncountable, then we also assume that 1> t w T} f is continuous u-almost everywhere on X for
every f € L°(X) and i € [k]. Further assume that, for every i € [k], we have

(1.9) sup sup [OF (T} f : t € Dllzoix) Spor 1f ey, f € LP(X),
JGNIGSJ(H)
and
. ~\ LT 1/r
1.10 T f5 <, 1 ) )i LP(X; 07 (7).
10) (3 o))y e (1) sy il € P50 @)

Then we have the following multi-parameter r-oscillation estimate:

sup sup [|O7 ,(Tif :t € Hk)”LP(X) S llzexys [ € LP(X).
JEN [e6 (%)

In the Mf’k/’kﬁ = Af’k/’kﬂ case, (L8) gives us
Pk K Pk K"
(1.11) | sup |4, fill Lo xae2y = [ 5up Ay illl o ey S MAo ez = Ifillzo e
t>0 ’ t>0 )
which corresponds to condition (LI0) in the r = 2 case. We also recall the variation, jump, and one-
! " ! "
parameter oscillation inequalities for A;P’k " and Hf ol

Proposition 3. [40, Theorem C| [20, Theorem 1| Let d,k > 1, r € (2,00), and let P be a polynomial

mapping as in (LI). Let k', k" € {0,1,...,k} with k' + k" = k and let ./\/lf’kl’k” be either A;P’k/’kﬂ or

Hf’k,’k”. Then, for any p € (1,00), there is a constant Cp 4 .degp > 0 such that

P7kl,k// . T
(112) HVT(Mt f > O)HLP(X“U,) < mcp,d,k,degPHfHLP(X“u)7
P
(1.13) iu;O)HANA(Mt fit> 0)1/2”Lp(x,u> < Cpdkdeg Pl f e (x 1)
>
k/ k//
(1.14) sup sup  [OF y (M F i8> 0)]| i S Cpabdeg Pl oo

NeN Ie6y (Ry)
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for any f € LP(X, ). The constant Cp g degp is independent of the coefficients of the polynomial mapping
P.

In particular, (II4)) corresponds to condition (L9). As such, we have the following applications.

Corollary 4. Let M € N and let (X, B, p) be a o-finite measure space endowed with a family of invertible
commuting and measure preserving transformations 511,...,551, e ,S{V[, e ,SC%I : X — X. For each

jef{l,..., M}, let ¥ be a bounded convex open subset of R¥5 such that B(0,c) C ¥ C B(0,1) for some
€ (0,1), let P7 be a polynomial mapping

Pl = (P{,...,ng): ZFi — 7%

where each Pl-jz ZFi — 7 is a polynomial of k; wvariables with integer coefficients such that Pl-j (0) =0, and
let ki, ki € {0,... k;} with kj =k + k7. For f € L>(X, u), we define the associated ergodic averages by

AR
1 k//
'Pk:/k‘" j’Pj(,) 7 d(,p)
AR O T DR (C R R C DI LN (Hlog\pz) e X,
(n.p)eZ"s x (P)"S
where
Y
dos®) = > gynp)([[loelni).
(np)ez’s x (+1)"7 =
Letting k = ky + ...+ ka, K = ki + s Eh, and k' = K+ to K, we let (n,p) € ZF x (£P)*"
denote (nl,pl, oo pa) € TR x (£P)RT x L x ZFM x (i]P’)kM = Zk (£P)X". For f € L*>°(X, 1) and
t=(t1,...,ty) € RM, we define the associated multi-parameter ergodic averages by
. ’IPM k:,Ji‘”, ,k)’ 7k,// P k‘/ // P k‘/ 7k,//
Af(z) -Atl e 1:R1 MM (1) = -Atl AtM MM f (1)
_ % Z f((S%)Pll(m,m) . (Sclll)Pdl (n1,p1) . (S{‘J)Pl (navpur) | (S[]i\/[ ) dM("M’pM)x)
(n,p)€ZF' x (£P)"
k”
X ]]‘Qilx...xﬂf/]{/[ (n7p)<H10g |p2|>7 T € Xv
i=1
where
k”
OE D D P ol § )
(n,p) €L x (£P)*” =1
Let p € (1,00) and f € LP(X, ). Then we have:
(i) (Mean ergodic theorem) the averages Aif converge in LP(X, ) norm as min{ty,...,tpr} — 00 ;
(ii) (Pointwise ergodic theorem) the averages Aif converge pointwise p-almost everywhere on X as
min{ty, ...ty } — 00;

(iii) (Mazximal ergodic theorem) the following mazimal estimate holds, including with p = 0o:

(1.15) H sSup ’-Atf’HLp(Xm Sd,k,p,M,dOgP HfHLP(X“u);
teRY

(iv) (Oscillation ergodic theorem) the following uniform oscillation inequality holds:

(1.16) sup  sup  [|OF y(Arf it € RV 1oix) Sakpatdes? [1fILe(x)s feLP(X).
NeNreey(RY)

The implicit constants in (LID) and (LIQ) are independent of the coefficients of the polynomial mapping
P.
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This generalizes the polynomial Dunford-Zygmund ergodic theorem due to Bourgain as we shall see
in section [[41 We note that (i) follows from the dominated convergence theorem together with (ii) and

(iii), and these each follow from (iv). Although Corollary @] only requires the Mf Ll Af KB case of

Theorem [I] we also prove the Mf’k/’kﬂ = Hf’kl’k" case for the sake of independent interest and to exhibit
a unified approach that illustrates what common features of the operators are needed in the proof.

1.2. Historical background: Classical results and Bourgain. In 1931, Birkhoff [2] and von Neumann
[32] proved that the averages

(1.17) My f(z) : sz (S"x)

converge pointwise p-almost everywhere on X and in LP(X, ) norm respectively for any f € LP(X, u),
€ [1,00), as N — oo. In 1955, Cotlar [I0] established the pointwise p-almost everywhere convergence
on X as N — oo of the ergodic Hilbert transform given by

Hyf(z):= Y f

1<|n|<N

for any f € LP(X,pn). In 1968, Calderén [7] made an important observation (now called the Calderon
transference principle) that some results in ergodic theory can be easily deduced from known results
in harmonic analysis. Namely, the convergence of the Birkhoff averages My can be deduced from the
boundedness of the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function, and the convergence of Cotlar’s averages Hpy
follows from the boundedness of the maximal function for the truncated discrete Hilbert transform. As
we will see ahead, this observation has had a huge impact in the study of convergence problems in ergodic
theory.

We briefly sketch the classical approach of handling the problem of pointwise convergence. It consists
of two steps:

(a) Establish LP-boundedness for the corresponding maximal function.

(b) Find a dense class of functions in LP(X, u) for which the pointwise convergence holds.
In the case of Birkhoff’s averages My, the Calderén transference principle allows one to deduce the
estimate

| sup [Mny flllLrx 0y Sp 1 Fllzecxp
NeN

for p € (1,00] from the estimate for the discrete Hardy-Littlewood maximal function (and we have a
weak-type estimate for p = 1). In turn, estimates for the discrete Hardy—Littlewood maximal function
follow easily from those for the continuous one. This establishes the first step (a). For the second step,
one can use the idea of Riesz decomposition [34] to analyze the space Is ® Tg C L?(X, 1), where

Ig:={feL*X,u):foS=f} and Ts:={hoS—h:he L*(X,u)NL>(X,u)}.
We see that My f = f for f € g and, for g=ho S —h € Tg, we have

Mpyg(x) = %(h(SNHx) — h(Sz))

by telescoping. Consequently, we see that Myg — 0 as N — oo. This establishes p-almost everywhere
pointwise convergence of My on Ig @ Tg, which is dense in L?(X, u1). Since L?(X, ) is dense in LP(X, i)
for every p € [1,00), this establishes (b).

At the beginning of the 1980’s, Bellow [I] and independently Furstenberg [12] posed the problem of the
pointwise convergence of the averages along squares given by

Tnf(z Z f(s
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Despite its similarity to Birkhoff’s theorem, the problem of pointwise convergence of the T averages has
a totally different nature from that of its linear counterpart, and the standard approach is insufficient in
this case. For the first step, by the Calderén transference principle, it is enough to establish 7 bounds for
the maximal function given by

1 & )
(1.18) ;%%N;f(:n—n ), felP(Z).

The ¢P estimate for the above maximal function does not follow directly from the continuous counterpart
and requires completely new methods. However, a more serious problem arises in connection with the
second step. The telescoping idea fails in the case of the averages Tig since the (n + 1) —n? = 2n + 1
gap sizes are unbounded.

At the end of the 1980’s, Bourgain established the pointwise convergence of the averages Ty in a series
of groundbreaking articles 3], [4, 5]. By using the Hardy-Littlewood circle method from analytic number
theory, he established ¢P-bounds for the maximal function (LI8]), which establishes step (a). He then
bypassed the problem of finding the requisite dense class of functions by using the oscillation seminorm.
Bourgain [5] proved that, for any A > 1 and any sequence of integers I = (I; : j € N) with I;; > 2I; for
all j € N, we have

(1.19) [OF N (Dxnf i n €Nl 1oy S CraM)flrexyy, N €N,

for any f € L?(X, p) with limy_,oo N™Y2C; 5(N) = 0. Inequality (LI9) suffices to establish the pointwise
convergence of the averaging operators T f for any f € L?(X, ) (see [26, Proposition 2.8] for details even
in the multi-parameter setting). Indeed, it can be thought of as the weakest possible quantitative form of
pointwise convergence since one can derive (ILI9) with C7 ,(N) at most N'/2 from the ¢2 bound for the
maximal function (LIS).

In the same series of papers, by similar methods, Bourgain established the pointwise convergence of the
averages along primes

N
1
—— > f(5"2)Ip(n)
|]P)N| n=1
for f € LP(X,p) with p > £(1 + v/3). In the same year, Wierdl [4I] extended Bourgain’s result to
p € (1,00).

1.3. Historical background: Developments towards Proposition Bl An intriguing question was
the issue of uniformity in the inequality (ILI9). Shortly after the groundbreaking work of Bourgain, Lacey
[35, Theorem 4.23, p. 95| improved inequality (LT9) showing that, for every A > 1, there is a constant
C'\ > 0 such that

(120) sup Sup HO%N(T)\”JC ‘ne N)HLZ(X) < C)\HfHL2(X)7 f S L2(X7 M)v
NeNTIeSy(Lr)
where L, := {7" : n € N}. This result motivated the question about uniform estimates independent of

A > 1 in (L20). In the case of Birkhoff’s averages, this is the Rosenblatt-Wierdl conjecture explicitly
formulated in |35, Problem 4.12, p. 80| in the early 1990s.

In 1998, Jones, Kaufman, Rosenblatt, and Wierdl [I4] established the uniform oscillation inequality
on LP(X,u) for the standard Birkhoff averages Mpy. Two years later, Campbell, Jones, Reinhold, and
Wierdl [§] established the uniform oscillation inequality for the ergodic Hilbert transform. In 2003, Jones,
Rosenblatt, and Wierdl [I6] proved uniform oscillation inequalities on LP(X,u) with p € (1,2] for the
Birkhoff averages over cubes. However, the case of polynomial averages, even one-dimensional, was open
until recent works [22] [37], see [20] for the case of averages over primes.
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In 2015, Mirek and Trojan [30], using the ideas of Bourgain and Wierdl, established p-almost everywhere
pointwise convergence of the Cotlar averages along the prirnes,

> f 108 1ol

pe(£Py)

They proved that the corresponding maximal function is bounded on LP(X,pu) with p > 1 and showed
that the analogue of Bourgain’s non-uniform oscillation inequality (LI9) holds for those averages.
In the same year, Zorin-Kranich [42] established the pointwise convergence of the averages related to
the polynomial mapping given by
P=(nn%n? ... n%: 72— 7%

Namely, he proved that, for any r > 2 and \% — %] < 2(d—1+1)7 we have the following r-variational estimate

VAR S = N € N) | oo Soor Il Lox -

As a consequence, the averages AK,’I’O f converge p-almost everywhere for any f € LP(X, p).
In 2016, Mirek and Trojan [31] established the pointwise convergence for the averages (L2) taken over
cubes with k¥’ = k, that is

1
P,E,0 L P P P,
AN7cubef(x) — m Z f(Sl 1(9)521@/) "'de(y)l‘).
y€[0,N]kNZk
There, Mirek and Trojan noted for the first time that the Rademacher-Menshov inequality (ZI)) may be
used to establish r-variational estimates. For p € (1,00) and r > max{p,p/(p — 1)}, they proved that

HVT(A?SU%J : N € N)llprx,0) < Cpdkdegp | fllLe(x,)-

Unfortunately, the methods introduced by Bourgain had limitations. These work perfectly fine in the
case of the L? estimates, but, in the case of an LP estimates with p # 2, there arise difficulties which are
hard to overcome concerning the fractions around which major arcs are defined. However, Ionescu and
Wainger [13], in their groundbreaking 2005 work about discrete singular Radon operators, introduced a
set of fractions for which the circle method can be applied towards LP estimates with p # 2.

In 2015, Mirek [21I] built a discrete counterpart of the Littlewood—Paley theory using the Ionescu—
Wainger multiplier theorem and used it to reprove the main result from [13]. In 2017, Mirek, Stein, and
Trojan [24] 25] further exploited these ideas together with the Rademacher—-Menshov inequality from [31]

to obtain an LP estimate for the r-variation seminorm for both Af’k’o and ’Hf’k’o associated with convex
sets in the full range of parameters. Namely, they showed that

r kK,
(121) HV (MZD Of > O)HLP(X,M) gd,k,p,T,dOgP HfHLP(X“u)

for p € (1,00) and 7 € (2,00), where Mf’k’o is either .Af’k’o or Hf’k’o.
In 2019, Trojan [40] proved the variation case of Proposition Bl A straightforward consequence is the

pu-almost everywhere convergence of the averages AP LS f and 7-[7) kLR f.
In 2020, Mirek, Stein, and Zorin-Kranich [29] further refined the methods developed in [24] 25] and
proved a uniform LP estimate for the A-jump counting function. They proved that

(1.22) Sup|ANAME0F 8> 02|,y < Cpamaep Il

for any p € (1,00) and any f € LP(X,u), where Mf’k’of is either Af’k’of or ’Hf’k’of. There, the
operators Hf’k’o are associated with Calderén—Zygmund kernels satisfying the Holder continuity condition
generalizing (IL0): For some o € (0,1] and for every z,y € R*\ {0} with 2|y| < |z, we have

(1.23) K () = K (z + )| < |yl "+,
It is worth noting that the inequality (IL22)) implies the r-variation inequality (L2T]).
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In 2021, Mirek, Stomian, and Szarek [22] established the oscillation inequality

(1.24) zsvlé%zegﬁﬁh)u()m (ATRF 6> 0| o < Cpamenp | fllocxms

and, Stomian [37] later proved the counterpart of ([L24)) in the case of the operators HPkO related to
Calderon—Zygmund kernels satisfying (L23]). Lastly, in 2023, Stomian and the author m proved the
oscillation and jump cases of Proposition Bl This is the most general quantitative version of the one pa-
rameter ergodic theorem for both averages Af’k,’k” and Hf’k/’k” (cf. |23 Theorem 1.20]), which concludes
the work of many authors over the last decades.

1.4. Historical background: Multi-parameter problems. In 1951, Dunford [IT] and independently
Zygmund [43] showed that the two-step procedure can be applied in a multi-parameter setting. Even for
S1,-..,94 not necessarily commuting, the Dunfordeygmund ergodic theorem states that the averages

A;(/}l 7?]‘62&517 7Sdf(x) = M Z Z FSP - Shi), z e X,

ni=1 ng=1

converge almost everywhere on X and in LP(X) norm as min{Mi,..., My} — oo for every f € LP(X),

€ (1,00). Using the identity

AZ\L/}L 77]?@731, 7Sdf - A§LV}1' AMd Sdf

the LP(X), p € (1,00], bounds for the strong maximal function sup;;cyq |A”1’ ’nf\i/fd,Sl,---,Sdﬂ follow by
applying d times the corresponding LP(X) bounds for supsen |Al.gf|. This establishes (a), and (b)
can be established by a suitable adaptation of the telescoping argument to the multi-parameter setting
and an application of the classical Birkhoff ergodic theorem, see [33] for more details. We note that
that the operator f +— supy;cna ‘AML i,5...6,f| 18 not of weak type (1,1) in general, so the pointwise
convergence may fail if p = 1. A model example is X = Z% with Sijx = x —e;, 1 < j < d, where e;
is the jth coordinate vector. It is well known that the weak type (1,1) estimate does not hold for the
corresponding strong maximal operator, see [38] Section X.2.3].

After completing [3 [l [5], Bourgain observed that the Dunford-Zygmund ergodic theorem can be

extended to the polynomial setting at the expense of imposing that the measure-preserving transformations
commute. Bourgain’s result can be formulated as follows.

Proposition 5 (Polynomial Dunford—Zygmund ergodic theorem). [23, Theorem 1.25] Let M € N, let
(X, B, i) be a o-finite measure space endowed with a family of invertible commuting and measure preserving
transformations S1,..., Sy : X = X, and consider a polynomial mapping

’P:('Pl,...,’PM):ZM%ZM

where each Pj: Z — 7 is a polynomial of one variable with integer coefficients such that P;(0) = 0. For
feL>X,u) and t,ty,...,tpr € N, we define the associated ergodic averages by

_ 1< n
Afjf(a;) ‘:ZZJC(SZDJ( )x), xz e X,
n=1

and
tm
'tP117, ,’P]\/[f( ) A'PM7f( ): Z Z f Spl(nl . PM(NNI)x)7 re X.
n1 1 ny=1
Let p € (1,00) and f € LP(X, ). Then we have:
(i) (Mean ergodic theorem) the averages Apl’ G [ oconverge in LP(X, 1) morm as min{ty, ...ty } —

oo
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Py

Tt [ converge pointwise p-almost everywhere on

(ii) (Pointwise ergodic theorem) the averages APl’
X as min{ty,...,typ} — oo;

(iii) (Mazximal ergodic theorem,) the following maximal estimate holds, including with p = oo:

P1,.., P
H tsg}p !A ! tl\/lluf‘HLp(X7M) gp,M,dogP HfHLP(Xw);
€

(iv) (Oscillation ergodic theorem) the following uniform oscillation inequality holds:

P1,.,P
sup  sup [ OF N (A3 f it € N oy Spovaesp 1 f ey, f € LP(X),
NeNreey(RY)

with tmplicit constants independent of the coefficients of the polynomial mapping P.

Proposition [(i)-(iii) is attributed to Bourgain, though it was never published, see [23] for a proof and
additional historical notes, and Proposition Bliv) with linear polynomials Pi(t) = ... = Py(t) = t was
established in [I5]. Corollary [lis a significant generalization of Proposition[d] (one may check that the proof
is easily adaptable to sums taken over N instead of Z) in that it allows for averages taken over primes and
over more general polynomial orbits. Indeed, from the point of view of the permitted polynomial orbits,
Corollary @l is the most one can extend Proposition [ without having to go beyond averaging operators
that can be written as the composition of one-parameter averaging operators. For comparison, proving
the analogue of Proposition [Al for averages of the form

tyv
P PR P AR
Z E:f‘s 1(ny,nar) | SMM(nl nl\/l)x)
n1 1 ny =1

is a central open problem in modern ergodic theory that can be seen as a multi-parameter variant of the
Bellow and Furstenberg problem (cf. [23, Conjecture 1.29], and see [6] for some recent progress).

2. NOTATION AND NECESSARY TOOLS

2.1. Basic notation. We denote N := {1,2,...}, Ny := {0,1,2,...}, and R; := (0,00). For d € N, the
sets Z¢, R4, C?, and T? = (R/Z)? = [~1/2,1/2)? have the standard meanings. For each N € N, we set

Ny :={1,...,N}.

For any x € R, we set
|z] :=max{n € Z:n < z}.
For u € N, we define the set
2ul .= foun. n € N},

For two non-negative numbers A and B, we write A < B to indicate that A < C'B for some C' > 0 that
may change from line to line, and we may write <s if the implicit constant depends on d.

We denote the standard inner product on R? by x - &. Moreover, for any = € R?, we denote the ¢?-norm
and the maximum norm respectively by

= = . d =
|z = [zf2:=Vz-z  an [#loc 1= max [z

For a multi-index v = (y1,...,7) € N&, we abuse the notation to write |y| := v + --- + v. No
confusion should arise since all multi-indices will be denoted by .

Let I C R and let E be either of R? or Z¢ with the usual measures and let (fi, :i € N) € LP(E, (?) for
all t € I. We define

1/2
(flt tGH —HSUp|f1t ftlnf]I|HLp(E52 H(ZSUP|f1t ftmf]l|>

LP(E)‘

As we shall see, working with this rather than the usual maximal function is just a technical adaptation
to be more similar to the variation, jump, and oscillation quantities that have been studied before.
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2.2. Rademacher—Menshov inequality. We recall a basic numerical inequality. A variational version
of this inequality was proven by Lewko-Lewko [I8, Lemma 13|, see also [28, Lemma 2.5, p. 534].

Proposition 6. For any k,m € N with k < 2™ and any sequence of complex numbers (a,, : n € N), we
have

s 1/2
2.1 sup |a §ak+\/§ ( a,i —a;z) ,
(21) o, Joal < £ VEY (S, o
where each [ué, u§-+1) is a dyadic interval contained in [k,2™] of the form [j2¢, (j+1)2°) for some 0 < i < m
and 0 < j <2m=t 1.
2.3. Marcinkiewicz—Zygmund inequality. We recall a result extending the Marcinkiewicz—Zygmund

inequality to the Hilbert space setting. Let (T, : m € Npy) be a family of bounded linear operators,
Ty : LP(X) — LP(X). For each w € [0,1], we define
T = Z em(w) T,
meENy
where (e, : m € Np) is the sequence of Rademacher functions on [0, 1].
Proposition 7. [24] Lemma 2.1] Let p € (0,00). Suppose there is a constant Cp, > 0 such that, for all
w € [0,1] and f € LP(X), we have
1T fllzexy < Cpll fllr(x)s
then there is a constant C' such that
(2:2) 10> 1Tafi?) < CG I fil
. mJi Lp(X02) = plIlJillLP(X;02)
meNg

for every sequence of functions (f;)ien in LP(X;£?). Moreover, if T),, = 0 for allm € N, then ([22)) recovers
the Marcinkiewicz—Zygmund inequality

(2.3) 1To fill o (x:02) < CCl fill Lo (x;02) -

2.4. Reductions: Calderon transference and lifting. By the Calderén transference principle [7],
we may restrict attention to the model dynamical system of Z? equipped with the counting measure
and the shift operators S;: 7% — 7. given by Si(x1,...,2q) == (z1,...,2; — 1,...,24). We denote the
corresponding averaging operators by

k//
! 1" 1
B e =
and k"
HPFF f(2) = > f(z = P(n,p)) K (n,p)la,(n,p) ( 11 10g|pj|>.
(n,p) €2 x (LB)" =

Moreover, by a standard lifting argument, it suffices to prove Theorem [ for a canonical case of the
polynomial mapping P. Let P be a polynomial mapping as in (I.I)). We define

deg P := max{degP; : 1 < j < d}
and consider the set of multi-indices
I:={yeNg\{0}:0<|y] <degP}
equipped with the lexicographic order. We define the canonical polynomial mapping by
(2.4) Rf sz = (21,...,21) — Q(z) :== (7: ye€T) e R,

where 27 = z]'2)’ ---2)*. By invoking the lifting procedure described in [24] Lemma 2.2] (see also [38]
Chapter XI|), the following implies Theorem [II
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Theorem 8. Let k € N, let ' € NF\ {0} be a nonempty finite set, and let k', k" € {0,1,...,k} with
K +k"=k. Let Mf " be either AtQ’k K or HtQ’k K For any p € (1,00), there is a constant Cp, 1, p| > 0
such that

P K
(2.5) | igg | M, fi|Hzp(ZF;g2) < Cpi, vl fill v zr 02y

2.5. Fourier transform and Ionescu—Wainger multiplier theorem. Let G = R? or G = Z% and let
G* denote the dual group of G. For every z € C, we set e(z) := €™, where i2 = —1. Let Fg denote the
Fourier transform on G defined for any f € L'(G) by

fMszéﬂ@dm®w®%€eGﬁ

where g is the usual Haar measure on G. For any bounded function m: G* — C, we define the corre-
sponding Fourier multiplier operator by

(26) Tofilf(@) = | e(~¢-amOFef(©), o G.

Here, we assume that f: G — C is a compactly supported function on G (and smooth if G = R?) or any
other function for which (2.6]) makes sense.

An indispensable tool in the proof of Theorem Blis the vector-valued Ionescu—Wainger multiplier theorem
from [29 Section 2| with an improvement by Tao [39].

Theorem 9. For every o > 0, there exists a family (P<y)nen of subsets of N such that:

(Z) Ny € PSN c Nmax{N,eNQ}‘

(’ii) [le < Ng, then P<N1 - P<N2.
(111) If ¢ € P<p, then all factors of q also lie in Pop.
(iv) lem(Py) < 3V,

Furthermore, for every p € (1,00), there exists 0 < C), ,r| < 00 such that, for every N € N, the
following holds:

Let 0 < ey < e N and let Q := [~1/2,1/2)" be a unit cube. Let m: R — L(Hy, Hy) be a measurable
function supported on enQ taking values in L(Hy, Hy), the space of bounded linear operators between
separable Hilbert spaces Ho and Hy. Let 0 < A, < oo denote the smallest constant such that

HTRF [m]fHLP(RF;Hl) < AprHLP(RF;HO)
for every function f € L*(R"; Hy) N LP(RY; Hy). Then, the multiplier

An(§) = Y m(E-b),

bEESN

where Y.< is defined by

YN = {g eQ'NT' : g€ P<n and ged(a, q) = 1},
satisfies
(2.7) (| T [AN]fH[p(ZF;HI) < Cpori(log N)Ap|| fler(zr; o)

for every f € tP(Z'; Hy), (cf. [39, Theorem 1.4] which removes the factor of log N in the inequality (21)).
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2.6. Exponential sums. In this section, we present some general results concerning the behavior of
exponential sums. The following proposition is an enhancement of the variant of Weyl’s inequality due to
Trojan [40, Theorem 2| that allows us to estimate exponential sums related to a possibly non-differentiable
function ¢, (cf. [29, Theorem A.1]).

Proposition 10 (Weyl’s inequality). [20, Proposition 6] Let a > 0, k € N, and let T € N¥\ {0} be a
nonempty finite set. Let Q' C Q C B(0,N) C R* be convex sets and let ¢p: QN ZF — C. There is By > 0
such that, for any B > B, if there is a multi-index vy € I with

a 1
bo— 2| <
‘ Podl T
for some coprime integers a and q with 1 < a < q and (log N)? < ¢ < Nol(log N)=?, then
S el QM p)on p)lav (np)| S NF1og(N) 6]l oo

(n,p)€ZF x (£P)k"

+N* sup |p(z) — (y)|.
|z—y|<N(log N)~—«
z,yeQ\Y

The implicit constant is independent of the function ¢, the variable &, the sets ,€), and the numbers a,
q, and N.

The next result is a generalization of [40, Proposition 4.1] and [40, Proposition 4.2] in the spirit of [29]
Proposition 4.18|. For ¢ € N and a € NZ with ged(a, q) = 1, the Gaussian sum related to the polynomial
mapping Q is given by

(2.8) Gla/a) = g oo > ela/q) - Qa,y)),
GNk/ GAk”
where A, := {a € N, : gdc(a, q) = 1} and ¢ is Euler’s totient function. There is § > 0 such that
(2.9) Gla/a)| Sa°,
according to [40, Theorem 3].

Proposition 11. [20, Lemma 7] Let N € N and let Q@ C B(0,N) C R* be a convex set or a Boolean
combination of finitely many convex sets. Let K: R¥ — C be a continuous function supported in Q. Then,
for each B > 0, there is a constant ¢ = cg > 0 such that, for any g € N with 1 < ¢ < (log N)3 ac Aq,
and £ = a/q+ 0 € RY, we have

S els-Qmp)Kinp (Hlogm) Gla/a) [ el(€ —a/a)- Q)KL

(n,p)€ZF X (£P)F"
SN poogoy (14 D 165INT) + NF - sup  [K(2) — K()|] N exp (— ¢/log N).

Q
er T,ye
K lo—y|<qVE

The implied constant is independent of N,a,q,& and the kernel K.
2.7. Multipliers for the averaging operators. For a function f: Z' — C with finite support, we have
k/ k// k/ k//
AP f (@) = Tyr il f(2) and - HEM f(2) = Ty ] £ ()
for the discrete Fourier multipliers

k//

m(© =t Y ele Q) ianp)([[loalni), €T,

ot
a(t) (n,p)EZF x (£P)K" =1
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and
k//

mEi= Y e€ Qmp)K(np)lo,(np)([Jloglpil), geT"
(n,p)EZF x (£P)F" i=1
Their continuous counterparts are given by

By(e) = —— [ e(c-O@)dt and Ty(€) = p.v. / e(¢ - Q1)K (H)dt

T Ja, O

Q,k‘/,k‘”
A, ,

respectively. To present a unified approach, we write Mtk ,’k”, n¢, and ©; to represent either my,

and ®; or HtQ’k,’k”, ng, and ¥, respectively. We now present the key properties of our multiplier operators
that will be used in the proof of Theorem Bl Let N,, := [2"" | for n € N and some 7 € (0, 1] adjusted later.

Property 1. For each o > 0, there is 5, > 0 such that, for any 8 > f, and n € N, if there is a multi-index
Y0 € I' with

a 1
R

for some coprime integers a and ¢ with 1 < a < ¢ and (log N,,)? < ¢ < NJ;’O‘(log N,,)~?, then

(0, — O, )(€)] S Clog N,) ™7

This follows from Proposition [0 with ¢(x) = (9o (N,))~! for the y; = m; case and with ¢(z) = K (z) for
the n; = n; case, noting the size condition ([4]) and the continuity condition (L.6]).
Property 2. Let A be the |I'| x |I'| diagonal matrix with

(2.10) (4v), = ylo,.
For any t > 0, we set t4v := (tlylv«, 1y € F). Then
‘@Nn(f) — @Nn71(§)| < min {\N;?g[oo, ]N;fﬂgol/m}, for each n € N.

In the ©; = ¥, case, this follows from the mean value theorem and the standard van der Corput lemma.
In the ©; = ¥, case, this follows from the cancellation condition (LH) and [28] Proposition B.2| (see [28]
p. 21| for details).

Property 3. For each a > 0, n € N, and ¢ € T' satisfying

a
& —
g
with1<qg<L,ac Ag, and 1 < L <exp (c\/log Nn)(log N,,)~%, we have

N, (€) = v, (§) = G(a/q) (On, (§ — a/a) — O, ., (€ — a/q)) + O((log N) ™),

for some constant ¢ > 0 which is independent of n, &, a and q.

In the y; = my, ©, = &, case, this is [40, Property 6]. In the y; = n;, ©; = ¥, case, this follows
from Property [l alongside Lemma [T with € := Qn, \ Qn, , and K(n,p) := K(n,p)lq, noting the size
condition (L4 and the continuity condition (LG). For details see [40, Lemmas 3 and 5].

<

< N;7NL forallyeT

2.8. Parameters discussion. Let p € (1,00) be fixed and let x € (0,1/10). Fix 7 with 0 < 7 <
1 — min(2,p)~" and let N, := [2""] for n € N. If p € (1,2), fix po such that 1 < pg < p. If instead
p € (2,00), fix pg > p. If p =2, the discussion is moot since all the interpolation arguments in the article
become unnecessary. We choose p with

1 ppo —2p

T 2po — 2p
so that interpolation of the estimates

[Tz S n™" and [T ][0 S 1

~
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yields
1T |er < n~ 1% for some £ > 0.

Property [ gives us a corresponding 3,. We fix a choice of § > 3, and then fix a choice of u € N with
u > |T'|3. We also have the value of 4 coming from the Gaussian sum estimate ([29). With these fixed,
we choose the value of ¢ in Theorem [Q] to be

. X O
o:=min | =, — ).
10w 81

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [§

By the monotone convergence theorem and standard density arguments, it is enough to prove that
kl’k//
| S%u%ﬂMt fi|”gp(ZF;g2) Sk r) L fillerzrie2)
€

holds for every finite subset I C Ry with the implicit constant independent of the set I. For any to € 1,
we have

kK" kK" kK" kK"
sup [M; " fil <sup|(My ™ — My ™ ) fil + [Mg ™ fil,
tel tel
S0,
k/7k// k/7k// . kl7k//
H Stléﬁ) ‘Mf, fi“‘gp(zr;p) S.; Sgr(Mt fi ite ]I) + HMinf]I fi|’€p(ZF§£2)'
Thus, it suffices to show that
k/,k//
Spr(My " firt € 1) S| fillw(zr a2y
We start by splitting (cf. [I7, Lemma 1.3], [25] Lemma 8.1|) into long and short suprema along the
subexponential sequence N,,. Letting I,, :== [N,,, Nj,+1) N1, we have
k'K KK 12\ 2
Z sup‘(Mt — M. )f1| >

inf I,

SPe (M MFF £, ttel) S Sh(Tyrlon, | fi:n€ No) +

H nENo teHn ZP(ZF;ZZ)

3.1. Short suprema. Let 5,0 < 5,1 <...< Ss,J(n) be the increasing enumeration of [Ny, N, 1] NI and
let » = min(2,p). Monotonicity of 7 norms, Minkowski’s inequality, and the triangle inequality give

(3.1)
N I 1/2 ' 1/T
(52 sl — a5 o) )

neNg tely,
Since

kK k:/ K
< <ZH Msng Snj l)f
fp(ZF;fz) n€Ny _

Sn.j Sn,j—1 = H‘jsn,j o ‘jsn,jflHzl(zF)Hszp(zF)

YTy,

v (zh)

by Young’s convolution inequality, [2.3]) gives

k/ k// k/ k//
|(m )fi

sn] snjl

(7 02) H‘jsn»j o ljsnyjflHél(ZF)HfiHZP(ZF;ﬁ)'

Therefore, we control the right hand side of ([B.1l) by

J(n)

< "\1/r (1t 1/r
< Z <H Z ’Usnj US’,L,jl‘HZl(ZF)) ) HfiH(p(ZF;g2) ,S, < Z (Tl (1 )) Hfngp(ZF;gQ) 5 HfiHép(ZF;gz)-

neNy n€Np

The last estimates follow from [20, eq. 4.2] with f = §p and the discussion thereafter.
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3.2. Long suprema and the circle method. Let n: R — [0, 1] be a smooth function with

(z) = 1 if [2]eo
=0 if |2

‘H

w

(AVARVAN
—

O
e |

For N € R, we define the scaling notation

v (€) = (2N AN )

where A is the matrix given in ZI0) and Id is the |T'| x |I'| identity matrix. For dyadic integers s € 2UN,
we define the annuli sets of fractions by

Se, if § = 2u
(3.2) Ny =4 S oo
ZSS\ESS/T‘ if s > 2“,

where the ¥<. are the sets of Ionescu-Wainger fractions as in Theorem For t > 2%, we set F(t) :=
max{s € 2N : s < t}. We define

Ere@):= Y i€ —a/g)
a/qEESF(jru)
and, for s € 2N, we define the annuli functions
(3.3) E5€) = Y mr(E—a/q).
a/qeXs
By ([82), we have the telescoping property

= _ . — =S
\_S]TU — _]

se2ul
SSJTU

Note that 7;- (§) satisfies the hypothesis about the support for m in Theorem [@since 8\1“\ 93T+ < =7

provided that ¢ < x/(10u). Using the Z<;r« functions, we bound the long suprema by
She (3. Tarllow, = vn, 1 )Z<jmlfiin € N) +5PF(ZTZF (9, =, ) (1 = Ejm)lfi s m € W),
=1

These terms correspond to major and minor arcs respectively.

3.3. Minor arcs. Monotonicity of /Z norms, telescoping, and the triangle inequality give
[ee]
ZF(ZTZF DN, — 9N, ) (1 —Egjru)lfiin € N> < | Tor (o, = vn,_) (@ = Ecnm ) fillpzr ey
n=1

It then suffices to show that
T [0, = 930, )(L = Ear)l Al S 0~ fllnar e
for some € > 0. This follows from
1T [0 — 90 )3 = E<ar) oy < 1 | Fllgar)

by (23]). This uses Property [[land follows from the proof of [40, Egs. (5.8), (5.9)] with only small changes
due to our differing scaling in the definition of ny(£). We omit the details.
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3.4. Introduction to major arcs. Using the annuli multipliers ([B.3]) and the triangle inequality, we
bound the major arcs term by

S5 (0D Tarlon, —on, )ZfneN) < 3 Sh (Y Trllow, —on,)Ffiin = 8.

J=1 sc2uN se2ulN 1<j<n
s<gT j>sl/(rw)

It then suffices to show for large s € 2¢N that
(3.4) 5£r< Z Tyr((on; — o, )50 fiin > Sl/m) S s E N fillewzr ez

1<j<n
jZSl/(TU)

for some € > 0 since ), oun s7° < 00. Let k1= s2lel. By splitting the left hand side of (4] at n ~ 2~
into small and large scales, it suffices to prove that

(35) St S Turlon, — o DENf 07 € (5742 H) S5 fillorey
1<j<n
jZSl/(Tu)
and
(3.6) ng( > Tyellow, — 0w, )ENfi " > 2“) S 87 N fillerzr ey
1<j<n
jZQﬁs/T

For the small scales (8.3]), we will use the Rademacher—Menshov inequality (2I]) and Theorem 0l For
the large scales ([B.0]), we will use the Magyar—Stein—-Wainger sampling principle from [19, Proposition
2.1] and its counterpart for the jump inequality from [27, Theorem 1.7]. We first recall an approximation
lemma to replace our discrete multipliers with continuous counterparts. Let

(3.7) vi(€) = Y Gla/q)(On, — On, ) (€ — a/q)n- (€ — a/q)
a/qeYs
and
(3.8) A€ = ) (O, — On, ) (€ —a/qn(§— a/q).
a/qeXs

Lemma 12. [20, Lemma 8| Let M € N, o/ > 0, and Sy := [2M"=3M™ | For j € N with sY/(™) < j and
M <j <2M, we have

—a'T

(3.9) (o, — o, 1 )ES = VS llgeoary S J
and
(3'10) H(UNJ - UNjfl)E; - AijM ”ZOO(']TF) 5 j_a T

3.5. Small scales. Splitting [81/ u 2%+ into dyadic intervals and preparing via the triangle inequality
to use ([3I0]), we bound the left hand side of (B by

Main Term 1

D sgr( S Tur[Adms,lfiinT € [M,2M])

Me2NN[s1/u 2rs] 1<j<n
jzsl/(ru)
+ Y sgr( 3 TZF[(UNj—t)Njfl)Ej—AjmgM]fi:nTe[M,2M]>.
Me2NN[st/u 2rs) 1<j<n
jZSl/(Tu)

Error Term 1
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For Error Term 1, it will suffice to show that
HTZF[(UNn UN, - 1) — A, nWSy fx”gp ZT02) N n_(1+€ )HfiHZP(ZF;éz)
for some €’ > 0 since we would then bound it by
> 0 N fllparey < s TN fillmarey S s N fillw e
77/281/(7“)

This follows from
| Tzr (9N, — 9N, 1B, — Ams,,] szp(Zr < fll gz

by (23], and that is [20, Eq. 4.12].
For Main Term 1, we apply the Rademacher—-Menshov inequality (2.1]) to bound it by

log2 (2M) o 1/2
> H Z‘ > Tyr[Aims,,]fi ) ,
Me2Nn[st/u 2rs] =0 i keIM 0 (2T 302)
where j is taken over j > 0 such that I% = [j2, (G + 1)2°] N [MY7, (2M)Y7] £ 0. Let in(€) = nn(£/2).

Then nymir = ngr for k™ > N due to the nesting supports. This lets us write
Ajmg,, = Ajmsg,, Z v (§ —a/q) = AimsMéLl/T
a/qEXs

for k € I% since then k > MY,
By ([22), it suffices to get an appropriate estimate for

' Y Y )T [Ajms 1S

J kelM
for any Rademacher sequence € = (¢;(w)) with €;(w) € {—1,1} and for every w € [0, 1].
We get the appropriate bound on ¢?(Z") by the Ionescu-Wainger theorem and the bound for the con-
tinuous analogue
| % iy, - on, il
J kelM

with a bound independent of the Rademacher sequence ¢, see [38, Chapter XI| or [9]. Therefore,

£p (71

S HQHLP(RF)
Lr(RL)

(3.11) '

Y Y o) TZrAkmstH | STl lomry S 1

J kelM

using the uniform ¢P-boundedness of the averaging operators.
We get an improved bound on #2. To do this, we use that

= -6

HmSM:?wl/THeoo(TF) S8

for M € 2N [s1/%,2%], see |20, Section 4.5]. Then

S @) Afms, fH < | TarlmsnZha, |y S 5 W lmgary.
J kelM

Interpolation of ([BII) with (BI2) then gives that

‘ Z Z EJ w)Tzr [Agms,, ] f

J kelM

(3.12) ‘

< 57 fllevzry
)
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since 80 < §/(p7). We then apply (22))

(2] 3 Torlaims, 15

i kelM

S W fillerzr ey

2)1/2

(78 302)

Thus, we may dominate Main Term 1 by
log, (2M)

) > 5T flle@re) S m2s U fille ey S 5T fille@re)

Me2Nn[st/w 26s]  1=0
since ks < 522, concluding the proof of (33).
3.6. Large scales. We bound the left hand side of ([B.G) by

Main;.[;erm 2 Error Term 2
She( Y Twrlilfiin>2%)+ 3 | TarlOom, =0 )Z = 03l fillgar )
1§j§/n n>2rs/T
j22lﬁ)s T

For Error Term 2, it will suffice to show that

_ ’
e(|F|+1)59n (14€ )”fiHZP(ZF'ZZ

HTZF[(UNn - Uanl)EfL - Ufz]fngp(Zr;gz) 5 :02)

for some €’ > 0 since we would then bound it by
elITI+1)s¢ Z ”_(HEI)HfiHep(ZF;zZ) S €(|F|+1)SQ2_82%I/THfi”zp(ZF;ﬁ) S 87| filler zr ey
n>2ks /T

This follows from
| Tzr (0w, — 9N,y )5, szp(Zr < T =0F D) £l oy,

by (23], and that is [20, Eq. 4.15].

For Main Term 2, we define

w(€) = > Gla/q)izn:(§—a/q), T*(E€):= > e (6 —a/g),
a/qeXs a/qeXs
and
wfz(g) = Z (@Nj - (—)Njfl)(g)an(g)'
2 /T<j<n

Let Qs := lcm(q a/q € X5). By property (iv) from Theorem [@ we have Qs < 3°. The function w is
2_2*&5‘_"_2"95){ <

supported on [— 4@ ’4Q ] for large s € 2N since, on the support of noxs, we have |¢,| <
(4Qs)~ ! for all v € T and large s. We also have

Yo wO) =wt€) Y wilE —b/Qy).

2rs/T<j<n beZr
Therefore, it suffices to prove
(3.13) She(Ter | D wil =0/Q0)] fiin™ > 2) S | fillwiar e
bezl
and
(3.14) | Tz [w*) fillew zrsery S 575N fillowzrsey

for some € > 0. ([BI4) follows from

HTZF fHZP Zr) Ss aHngp )
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by (23], and that is [20, Eq. 4.17].
By the Magyar—Stein—Wainger sampling principle [I9] Proposition 2.1] for the supremum seminorm,

BI3) follows from
(3.15) Sgr(Terlwyilfi 1 n” > 2%) S| fill Lo gr g2y
To prove ([3I3]), we use that the w? functions are almost telescoping. We define

A= Y (On—On,_ )€ =On—0On, . ).

2rs/T<j<n
Then ([B.I5) follows from
(3.10) SEe (Tar (3117 > 2) < | flsqarn

~

since the error term is bounded by

Z HTRF[(@Nn - GNnﬂ)(nnT - 1)]fiHLp(RF;52) 5 HfiHLP(]RF;é?)'
n>2ks/T

This last estimate follows from

S [ Terl©n, — On ) — DIF | ey < I liger)

n>2ks/T
by ([23)), and this follows from Property 2l and interpolation. (310]) itself follows from

Spr(Trr[©4)f =t > 0) S| fll Lo mr),
and this follows from [24] Appendix A].
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