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BOURGAIN’S COUNTEREXAMPLE IN THE SEQUENTIAL
CONVERGENCE PROBLEM FOR THE SCHRODINGER
EQUATION

CHU-HEE CHO AND DANIEL ECEIZABARRENA

ABSTRACT. We study the problem of pointwise convegence for the Schrédinger
operator on R" along time sequences. We show that the sharp counterexample
to the sequential Schrédinger maximal estimate given recently by Li, Wang and
Yan based in the construction by Luca and Rogers can also be achieved with
the construction of Bourgain, and we extend it to the fractal setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Schrodinger operator

etA f(z) = J?(ﬁ) e2miz-E+tl€]?) d¢
R’Vl

gives the solution to the free Schrodinger equation on R™ with initial datum f. In
1980, Carleson [4] asked for the smallest Sobolev regularity s such that

lim e f = f ae., forall fe H*R").

t—0
This problem is now solved; the critical Sobolev exponent is n/(2(n + 1)) [4} 6] 3]
[8, T0]. Interesting variations of this problem have been studied since then. In this
note we focus on two of them: the fractal and the sequential problems.

In the fractal problem, the convergence property is strengthened to H%-a.e.,

where av < n is given and H® is the a-Hausdorff measure. That is, we look for

Sc(@) =inf{s>0: }iII(l)eitAf =f H* ae, Vfe HR")}.
—
Zubrinié¢ [17] and Barcel6 et al. [2] showed s.(a) = (n — a)/2 when 0 < a < n/2,
but the problem is open when n/2 < o < n. The best results are the upper bound

n n n+1
_ f <
St Ty for s

a<n

se(a) <

by Du-Zhang [10], and a sawtooth-like lower bound] sg.pv by Eceizabarrena—
Ponce-Vanegas [11, Theorem 1.1] that recently improved the previous best lower
bound by Lucd—Rogers [I5] and Luca—Ponce-Vanegas [14]:

(1.1)

n n—1

2n+1) 2+l

(n—a) <sppv(a) < s.(a).

Date: March 13, 2024.
e refer to [II, Theorem 1.1] for the explicit expression of this exponent.
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In the sequential problem, given a sequence of times ¢ — 0 in a class T that
measures its speed of convergence, we look for the smallest s such that

Jim A f=f ae forall () €T, for all f € H%(R").
—00

In [7], Dimou and Seeger characterized this regularity for n = 1 in terms of Lorentz
spaces 1" = {">°  which for 0 < r < co are defined by

(tr) € £7°(N) = sup 0" #{k e N: |tx| > §} < 0.
6>0

Denoting the corresponding critical exponent by
5.(07°°) = inf{s>0 : Jim A f = f ae., Y(ty) €47, Vf € H*(R")},
—00
we now know from [7, B [13] that
n ™m
1.2 (7°°) = mi ( ; )7
(12) 5e(£7%7) = min 2(n+1) r(n+1)+n
which shows a non-trivial change of behavior at » =n/(n + 1).
In this paper we work with the combination of these two problems and the
corresponding fractal sequential exponent
(1.3)
se(a, ") =inf{s >0 : Jim A f = f H%a.e., V(ty) € £, Vf € HS(R™)}.
— 00

By standard arguments, upper bounds for (I3]) follow from maximal estimates
(1.4)

sup "2 f(2)*du(x) S Cull flif-, V(te) € €7, Vf e H®, Yp€ Ma,
B(0,1) k
where M, is the set of a-dimensional measures, that is, non-negative Borel mea-
sures for which there is a constant C), such that
(1.5) w(B(z,r)) <Cyr®, VzeR" r>0.

Let us denote the critical Sobolev exponent for the fractal sequential maximal
estimate by

S?ax(a,fT’oo) _ inf{ $s>0: (]E) holds },

and by s™**(«) we denote the exponent for the non-sequential maximal estimate,
where the supremum in (I4)) is taken over ¢ € (0, 1) instead of over a sequence t.
In [5], Cho, Ko, Koh and Lee proved

n—«o n—«o

2
5 +s5° = (e, ") < o

T4 28 ) '
With the upper bounds known for s®*(«), one gets the following positive result:

*

(1.6) s™%(a) <

c

+ min (s*

Theorem 1.1. Letn>1,0<a<n and 0 <r < oo. Then,
o If a <n/2, then

n—«o

2

ST (0, £7°°) =

o Ifn/2<a<(n+1)/2, then

n—«uo

S;naz(a, Er,oo) <

2a—n r(2a—n) )

+m1n( 4 '2r+2a-—n
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o Ifa>(n+1)/2, then
n-o . (
5 min

s (a0 .
¢ ’ - 2(n+1)" r(n+ 1)+«

We briefly explain in Section 2lhow to prove this combining (L6) with the results
by Zubrinié [I7], Barceld et al [2], and Du and Zhang [10]. Observe that when
a>(n+1)/2,

n—uo ra

< — max 7gr,oo < ,
TSt se (@ )< 2 +(n—|—1)r+a
improving the upper bound by Du-Zhang. However, there is no improvement if
n
> :> max ET‘,OO < . 1 _ .
T2 S (o, )_2(n+1)(n+ @)

When n/2 < o < (n+ 1)/2, we improve the known n/4 when r < (2a — n)/2.
Regarding lower bounds, when o« = n we know the optimal (I2]). In this note
we give the first lower bounds for s2**(a, £™>°) when o < n.
In n = 1, the typical single wave-packet argument gives:

Theorem 1.2. Letn=1 and 1/2 < o < 1. Then,

C

1-— 200 — 1 200 — 1
sm‘”(a,ér’oo)z—2a—|—min( e r(2a ))

4 7 2r+a
Remark 1.3. Together with Theorem [[.1] this theorem implies:
(1) I 1/2 < o < 2r, then sP*(a, €M) = 1/4.
(2) I 2r <a<r+1/2, then

l—a r(2a-1) ) 1
< gmax ) <
2 e S @)=y
(3) Ifr+1/2 < a <1, then
l—a r(2a-1) , l—a r(2a-1)
< gmax ) < )
2 T N R T

In particular, the critical exponent is 1/4 if » > 1/2.

1/2

n=1r=1/6

r(2a—1)
2r+(2a—1)

1—a
== +

1/4 1 —_— -

1/2 1@

FIGURE 1. Upper (blue) and lower (red) bounds when n = 1.
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When n > 2, to get (I2)) Li, Wang and Yan [I3] adapted the ergodic counterex-
ample of Luca and Rogers [I5]. We show here that the same result can also be
obtained via Bourgain’s argument in [3], and we generalize it to the fractal setting.

Theorem 1.4. Letn > 2.
(1) Ifn—1<a<n,

n—a«a . [ 2a—n r(2a —n)
1.7 mar(q, f1°0) > .
(L.7) se @, ") 2 =5 +mm(2(n+1)’r(n+1)+2a—n)
(2) Ifn/2<a<n-1,
n—a« 20 —n rou
1.8 mar(, ") > 2% | .
(18) s e, )z 2 +mm(2(n—|—1)’r(n—|—1)—|—n)

Remark 1.5. (1) The exponent in (7)) is larger than the one in (L8] due to a
better scaling argument in the range n — 1 < a < n.

(2) When r > (2a—n)/(n + 1), in both cases the exponent is the same as the
one in (LI) by Luca-Rogers and Luca-Ponce-Vanegas. The exponents are
new when r < (2a —n)/(n + 1).

(3) The exponent sg py in (ILI)) was obtained in [11] by generalizing Bourgain’s
counterexample with an intermediate space trick from [9]. Combining our
strategy in this note with this intermediate space trick should give a better
lower bound, but it will require heavy computations. We prefer to keep this
note short to highlight the ideas of our construction, so we will not pursue
this further here.

n/2

r(2a—n)

n—o
2 + 2r+(2a—n)

nfdt--------m---2

FIGURE 2. Comparison of the two lower bounds in Theorem [I.4]

Notation. A < B denotes A < CB for a constant C' > 0. We write A ~ B when
A < Band B S A For p € M, we denote the infimum of C,, in (L5 by (1t)a.

2. BRIEF EXPLANATION OF THEOREM [ 1]

Theorem [[T] directly follows from the transference result (6] proved by Cho et
al., which we reproduce here for convenience of the reader:
n—a« n—

(2.1) g% () < 5 +s° = si(a, ") <

2rs* )

a+ . (*
min (s,
r+ 2s*



BOURGAIN’S COUNTEREXAMPLE FOR THE SEQUENTIAL CONVERGENCE 5

If o < n/2, by Barceld et al. [2] (2. holds with s* = 0. Together with the result

by Zubrinié¢ [I7], this directly implies that

n—a
2

Whenn/2 < a < (n+1)/2, the bound by Barcelé et al. [2] and the fact that s22*(«)

is decreasing imply that s**(«) < n/4. Hence, (21 holds with s* = (2a — n)/4,

o

S, £7%) = s (0, 07%) =

, vr > 0.

n—«uo

S]énaxx(a7 gr,oo) <

2a—n r(2a—n) )
4 T2r4+2a-n
) (n n—a . r(2a —n) )

= min | —

4’ 2 2r+2a—n/’
which gives an improvement if r < (2« — n)/2. Finally, by Du-Zhang [10], when
a> (n+1)/2 we get J) with s* = a/(2(n + 1)), which implies
+ min ( « ra )

2(n+1)" r(n+1)+a/

—l—min(

n—aoa

max f70) <
S (a7 ) — 2

C

This improves the Du-Zhang upper bound if r < o/(n + 1).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [[L4] - DIMENSIONS n > 2

Let R > 1 be the main parameter. We will construct a sequence of functions
fr and measures ppr to disprove the maximal estimate (I4]). Let S, D be auxiliary
parameters with 1 < S < R and 1 < D < R, both of which are powers of R that
we determine later. N

Let ¢ be a smooth functior] with supp¢ C Bi1(0) and ¢(0) = 1. Let ¢ be a
positive smooth function with support in 1/2 < |z| < 1. Define fr by

Fr©) =gr(€) hr(€), €=(6,6) eRx R,

where
a _lAgl_R (e — BIAI_ /
(3.1) Gr(&) = go(3=—). ha(¢) = /;anw(Rm)qs(s D).
It follows that ||gg|l2 ~ S~1/2 and ||hg2 ~ (R/D)"=", so
1 /R\"*%
(32) 1fall = lgrllalibrl ~ 575 (5) © -

To study the evolution of fr, we do so for gr and hpr separately. For z; € [0, 1],

Bgn(a) = [ 59 (S5 emimerishag
— e27ri(le+tR2) /;Z/;(Th)e2wi(Sn1(m1+2Rt)+t52nf) dnl;

where we changed variables £ = R + S7;. For ¢ > 0 be small enough,
(3.3) S|z, +2Rt| <e¢, S*t<c = |e"Pgp(x1)| ~1.

2With a small abuse of notation, ¢ and ¢ may represent functions both in R and R?~1.
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On the other hand, for 2’ € [0,1]"~! we write

(3.4)
eitAhR(x’) _ Q /¢ p2mi(z’ €' +t|g’ 2 )df
m EZ" 1 R
_ Z w(%m/) e27ri(Dm/»m'+tD2|m'\2) /a(n/)627ri(77'»(m/+2tDm/)+t|n/\2) d77l
mlezn—l

Since || < 1 and D|m/| ~ R, we ask

c
3.5 t< —
(35) <
to make the phase inside the integral small. Simultaneously, we set
(3.6) D=L pp =P =2 . . .n
q q

with ¢ € Z, p1,--+ ,pn € Z, gcd(p1,q) = 1 and |¢| < ¢D/R. Conditions (3.3 and
BX) allow us to estimate the evolution ([B4) by a Gauss sum, that is,

; D mw ricm!
(3.7) | B hp(x")] ~ ’ Z 1/)(§m) e? ' e? ’
m/ezn—l
pzm +P1m
(8) ”H(Dq)\ Z
where p’ = (p2,- -+, pn) and, slightly abusing notation again, € = (¢, ...,¢) € R?~L

By properly choosing p and ¢ (for example, choosing ¢ odd or, alternatively, ¢ even
and p; = ¢/2 (mod 2)), each Gauss sum has size /g, so

(3.9) 2hea)] = (50 va) " =

Altogetherf], combining 32), (33) and (39) we get
|eitAfR(I)| ~ S1/2 (E)(nfl)/Q
1/Rll2 Dq

Let us now discuss the conditions we imposed in 33]), B3], (36). First, rewrite
the second condition in [B.6]) and € < ¢D/R as

o

5y i)

On the other hand, from the first conditions in B3] and (3.6) we get

nen(A2.)

Hence, for a new parameter @) (also a power of R to be determined later), let

@10 Xe=UJUB(5 R pl,E) x Bn_l(%%’, =) c .y,

~Q p

z’ GBn 1(

3For a detailed proof of estimates (3.7), (E8) and (&), we refer to [12, Section 3.1] or [16].
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where ¢ ~ Q means Q/2 < ¢ < @, possibly with additional restrictions that do not
alter substantially the number of ¢ considered]. Regarding ¢, B3) and @B3) imply
t < cmin (i l)

- S2’ R

This condition determines two regimes, depending on S < R'/2 or not. In view of
the condition S|z 4+ 2Rt| < ¢ in (B3)), it affects the set Xg:
(i) When S < R'Y2 then t < 1/R so all |z1] < 1 are allowed. This is the

situation of the counterexample in Bourgain’s article [3].
(ii) When R'/? < S < R, then t <1/5% < 1/R, so

1 1 R
(3.11) t < m<yg = lz1] < F <1 = XrC [0, R/S?] x [0,1]" 1,

This situation is the analogue to the one in Li-Wang—Yan [13] to give the

optimal counterexample for the sequential convergence.
From now on, we focus on case (ii) above and assume that RYV2 < § <R In
particular, from D?t = p;/q < D?/S? and |2'| < ¢ we get the restrictions

gD?
nSg P SDe

Gathering it all, we have shown that
(3.12)
1 1 } . "2 fr@)] 51/2( R )(”’1)/2'

D2Q’ 52 1fzll2 DQ

3.1. Lebesgue measure of Xpg. Let us choose the parameters S, D, (@ in such

a way that Xp has the largest possible measure. In view of BIIl), we aim for
| Xgr| ~ R/S?. We first argue heuristically:

reXp = Ht(x)e[

Heuristic argument 1. It is a consequence of Minkowski’s theorem that if a;,...,a, > 1 are such
that a1 +---+ a, = n+ 1, then any « € [0,1]™ can be approximated as
; 1
’xi—&yg —, 1=1,...,n.
q q™

If we rescale X in ([BI0) to balls centered at rationals and write the radii
as ¢~ %, we get

D? 1 D 1 9
—~ —~—— =2 ...,n.
RS Qal ) R Qa’i7 ) )
Thus, asking the Minkowski condition n+1 = a1 +...4+a, = a1+ (n—1)aq,
1 1 D? ;D\n-1
_ _ - n+1 n
Qrtl  QuQ(n-la: RS (R) = (PQ) = SR

Heuristic argument 2. A simpler (but more heuristic) argument is to assume that the union (3I0)
of X is disjoint, so that

D*Q 11 (DQ)"*
Xr|l~Q- (D) - = ~ .
| R| Q S2 ( Q) S Rn—1 S3Rn—1
The condition that we impose is then
DQ n+1 R N "

AFor example, parity conditions, or imposing ¢ to be prime.
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These heuristics can be made rigorous using Lemma [AT] in Appendix [Al Define
the dilation T'(x1,2") = ((D?/R)x1,Da’), so that |T(Xg)| = (D?*/R)D" | Xg|.
The set T(Xr) has a 1-periodic structure and it is made of (D?/S2?)D"~! disjoint
translations of the set

fu=U U B(2 20y Bt (2D

This means that (D2/52)D" | Xg| = |T(Xg)| = (D*/R)D" !Xz, so

(3.14) Xl =1 %nl 25,

Now, calling h1(Q) = D?/(RS) and ha(Q) = D/R, Lemma [AT] implies
@D ~SR" = Q"Mm(@h(Q" =1 = |Xp|~1,

and therefore

(3.15) |Xr|~ R/S?.

Remark 3.1. In Bourgain’s counterexample, in which S < R'/2, one gets |Xg| ~ 1
for all R. From it, one can explicitly construct a counterexample to the con-
vergence problem by working with the set of dicergence X = limsupp Xr with
positive measure |X| ~ 1. In this case, however, from (BII) it is clear that
X =limsupp Xg C {0} x [0,1]"71, so in particular it has measure |X| = 0. Even
worse, dimy < n — 1. So even if this disproves the maximal estimate, it is more
challenging to explicitly construct a counterexample to the convergence problem,
at least when n — 1 < a < n; we will not pursue this issue in this note.

3.2. Sequence of times in ¢"*°. The times ¢t we selected in (3.8) belong in

2

1 p D*q
2 'qualgplﬁﬁ}-

T=|JTr, where TR:{ iy
R D q

Observe first that Tr C [1/(D?Q),1/5?]. To make all these intervals disjoint, we
select a sequence of dyadic R, such that 1/5%,, < 1/(D2Q,). This way, we can
treat the set of times T as a sequence that tends to zero. By choosing S, D,Q
properly, we will make it belong in ¢™°°. For that, we ask

(3.16) O #{t: o<t <20} <1, for every 6 > 0.

Suppose 1/S82,; < & < 1/S2. Only the case 1/(2D%Q,) < § < 1/52 is relevant,
since the set in (B.I6]) is empty otherwise. Then,

(DQ)°

5T#{n;5<tn<25}g5’“-5D2Q-Q§m.

Hence,

(3.17) DQ < ST = (t,) € £7°.
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3.3. Proof of Theorem [I.4 when o = n. For the sequence (t,,) € £>° that we
built, by 812) and BIH) we get
itn A n— mn
(3.18) | sup,, [e"= frllL2(0,1) >S’1/2( R )( 1)/2|X |1/2:(R771)1/2
I/Rll2 DQ S(DQ)"
Maximizing this quantity with the restrictions BI3) and B.I1), we get

Isupy, [~ frlllL20.1) > Rt
1/Rll2

which disproves the maximal estimate when s = rn/(r(n+ 1) 4+ n) — € for arbitrary

€ > 0. Observe that the choice S > R'/? makes this argument be valid only for

S = Rrnts . DQ = S

Rr+n#n > RY/? — r<

n+1

3.4. Heuristics for the fractal case a < n. Let u be an a-dimensional measure.
To disprove the fractal maximal estimate, we bound like in (BI])), except now

|| Supn |6’LtnAfR|HL2(dM) > S1/2 (i) (71—1)/2
Ifrll2 ~ DQ

To make p(Xg) the largest possible, a heuristic argument is to think of u as the

Hausdorff measure H®. Then, recalling Xp C [0, R/S?] x [0,1]"7!, we make Xp

scale like [0, R/S?] x [0,1]"~! when measured with H®. First, mimicking Heuristic

Argument 2 in Section 3.1l assume that the balls in Xg are disjoint so that

(3.19) w(Xg)2.

o) = Q- Bt 0@y e (31 () x B (7))
o (i)
Qn-i-l o
~ P H(B.1),

where we split the rectangle B1(1/S) x Bp—1(1/R) into R/S copies of B, (1/R).
For the rectangle [0, R/S?] x [0,1]"~! we argue in two ways:
Scaling 1 As in [3:20), split the rectangle in small cubes of size R/S?:

HE([0, R/S?] x [0,1]" 1) ~ (%)"_1 HO (Bn(R/S2))

(3.21) §\nat
~ (%) ).
Scaling 2 Complete the rectangle to [0, 1]™ to get the same scaling as for the Lebesgue
measure:
(3.22) HE((0, B/S%] % [0,1]"71) = =3 e (0.,

Scaling 1 will give a better result, but it will only work when o > n — 1. When
n/2 < a <n—1 we will use Scaling 2.

Remark 3.2. That Scaling 1 works only for a > n — 1 is related to the fact that
(S?/R)"*~! — oo when a < n — 1. Ultimately, this is a consequence of

Xr C[0,R/S?] x [0,1]"F = {0} x [0,1]""' as R — oo,
as mentioned in Remark B11
We compute both cases by equaling [3:20) to either (B:21]) or ([B.:22]).



10 CHU-HEE CHO AND DANIEL ECEIZABARRENA

3.4.1. Computations for Scaling 1. We equate (3:20) and B21) to get

n+1 2\ n—a— n+1 (n—a)
R O

This restriction with the unchanged ¢"°° condition in (BI7) determines

(3.23)

(3.24) S = Rmﬁﬁj DQ = S
Hence, plugging the heuristic (8:220) into (B19) and applying (3:24), we get

|| sup,, [e""2 frlll 2 (ap)

[ frll2
which is the exponent in Theorem [[4] (I)). Moreover, S > RY? and (3.24) require

r(2a—mn)

oo ar L Pt e
zR 7 ST~ R 2 T(ntl)+2a n,

(3.25)

20 — n >1 20 —n
— r
rln+1)+2a—n —

2 ~ n+41°
3.4.2. Computations for Scaling 2. In this case we equate (B:20) and (B:22)) to get

DO R _R
SRe  S§2 92
Again, the unchanged ¢™>° condition in BI7) with (320) determines

(3.26) = (DQ)" = SR,

(3.27) S = Rm7 DQ = gltr.
Plugging the heuristic (3:20) into (319), and applying [B.20]), we get

|| sup,, [e""2 frlll 2 (ap)

1/zl2

which is the exponent in Theorem [[4 ). The condition S > R'/? with B21)
requires the same condition

ZR 7 ST~ R 2 [ACERORE

a 200 — n

r(n+1)+n

1
> - = < .
=3 |

3.5. Preparing the rigorous proof of Theorem [1.4l To make the heuristics
above rigorous, we will define a measure g supported on Xg. Following the ideas
in [12], we first redefine the parameters S, D, @ by

(3.28) R4 = DQ, RE =

R° =5,
which is unmade by
D= R1+B—A Q _ R2A—B—1'

The condition S > R'/2, the elementary @ > 1, and forcing the rectangles in each
q ~= Q level of X to be disjoint, impose the basic restrictions

1
5<0<l,  0<A<l  0<B<o 242B+1
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B

21 R - -

q
—
3
I+
Q

1/2 otl

FIGURE 3. Region for the parameters A, B defined in (B:28)) for a
fixed o € [1/2,1].

3.6. Proof using Scaling 1. From [323) and [B24) we set

(3.29) 7(1)3}%:“ - (%)Q(nﬂ), DQ = S+,

This is rewritten in terms of A and o as

(3.30) An+1)=20—n+20(n—a+1/2), A=o0(l+7),

which are independentﬁ of B. The first condition in (3:30) can be rewritten as
(3.31) An+l)=a+o0+ (20 -1)(n—«a)

(3.32) =n+oc-2(1-0)n—a).

Based on (.21]), define the measure

_|AN Xg| (§2\n-1-a
(3.33) pr(A) = = (=)

so that u(Xg) = (S?/R)"17. Since the computations in Section B.4.1] give the
desired Sobolev exponents, it suffices to prove that ug is an « dimensional measure.
We first simplify the expression for ug. From @.I4), | Xgr| = |Xr|R/S?. Now,

n 2(n—a)
n+1 n—1 __ (DQ) + _ §
because of ([3.29)), so Lemma [AJ] implies
(3.35)
~ S 2(n—a) R IS 2(n—a)
Xp|l~ Q" h h nla (2 Xpl~—= (= .
| Xr| ~Q 1(Q)h2(Q) (R) = |X&g| 52 (R)
Therefore, we rewrite the measure ugr as
1 S2 n—1l—o o n—a

SMoreover, the heuristic Sobolev exponent in (Z25) depends on o (hence on A), but not on B.
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We now prove that pg is a-dimensional. Let » > 0 and B, any ball of radius r.
We want to prove that ur(B,) < r* with a constant independent of R. We will
exploit the freedom for B by choosing it as large as possible. Direct computation
from (B:32) shows that there are two different ranges, which we treat separately:

(1) A<(140)/2 <= a < (3n+1)/4. In this case, we choose B = 24 — 1,
which corresponds to @ = 1.
(2) A>(1+0)/2 <= a > (3n+1)/4. In this case, we choose B = 0.

3.6.1. When B=2A—1 and Q = 1. In this case, the set Xr becomes particularly
easy because there is no union in ¢ ~ @ =1, so
c

(3.37)  Xp= U31<§p1, S) x B,H(%p’, %) c [0, R/S?] % [0,1]""L.
p

In particular, all rectangles are disjoint. We measure B, depending on r:
o 1 < l/R Bound |BT ﬂXR| < |Br| =7r"™ so

ur(B,) <r" R =r*(rR)"" <r®.

e 1/R<r <1/D. The ball B, intersects at most one rectangle, so

1 a1
ur(B,) < R:_l R = ro‘(m) <re, if o > 1.

e 1/D <r <1/S. (Observe that S < D = DQ = S'*"). Now B, intersects
at most (rD)"~! rectangles in direction 2’ and one in direction z1, each of
which can contribute at most with a measure 7/R"~!, so

n—1 r n—o __ ,.mn Dn+1 R
,LLR(BT‘) S (TD) R’Il—l R =T Fﬁ
By bounding » < R™? and using the condition B3], we get

- TnRA(n-i-l)—a—B'

— )

because it follows from [32), 2A = B+ 1 and B < o <1 that

B+1n+1 o n
c-B-(l-o)n-a)=c-B+——""— -2 7

,U/R(BT) <o Ra'fo(lfa')(nfa) < po

o n—3 n-—1
3.38 —_ 4+ B " _
( ) 2+ 4 4
g(a—l)nll <.

e 1/S <r < R/D?=1/RB. The ball intersects at most (rD)"~! rectangles
in direction 2’ and one in direction 1, each contributing with 1/(SR"™1).

Then, by (3.29),

(7"D)"*1 _ 1 Dt R 1 S2\n—a 1
BT <7Rn a: n i n (_) .
Hr(Br) < “gpn " Srep2~" \R RB
If @« >n —1, we bound r"~1 = popn—l-a < pa gl=(n—a) g4
S S\n—«a
/'I’R(BT‘) < re ﬁ (E) = @ Ra'fo(lfa')(nfa) < Ta,

where the last inequality follows from (B:38).
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e 1/RB < r < R/S% The ball intersects at most (rD)"~! rectangles in
direction 2’ and RBr in direction z1, each with a contribution of 1/(SR"1).

Then, by (3:29),

anlRB Dn+1
SR " SR" "UR
e R/S? <r < 1. The ball intersects at most (rD)"~! rectangles in direction
2’ and D?/S5? in direction z;1. So if a > n — 1, from (3.29) we get

<re.

pr(Br) <1

52 )”—a

Hence pg is a-dimensional, with underlying constant (ug)q >~ 1.

< re.

3.6.2. When B =0 and Q > 1. Now Xp is a superposition of grids of rectangles,
one for each ¢ ~ Q. However, by the choice of B = o, for each fixed 2’ the rectangles
form a single tube of length R/S? in direction x;. To control intersections in
direction z’, we slightly adapt a lemma proved by Luca and Ponce-Vanegas in [14].

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 13 in [I4]). Let Xgr = Uy,U, By x B,y C [0, R/S?] x [0, 1]"~*
as defined in BI0Q), which is a union of (DQ)"1/S? rectangles. Let ¢ > 0. Then,
for R>>. 1, at least (DQ)"1/(S%Q¢) such rectangles have the following property:
if x = (x1,2") and y = (y1,y’) are centers of two such rectangles,

1
" =y > ——.
Danl

Call Yg = Uq Up Bi X B,_1 C Xg the union restricted to the subcollection of
rectangles given by Lemma[3.3] Instead of working with ug as in (3.33), we define

|IANYR| . /S2\n-1-a
. A=~ “ S
(3.39) va(d) = SR (=)

for some € > 0. Observe that the rectangles in Yg are pairwise disjoint because

1 1
R ~ DQ/(n=1)

which holds in view of B = ¢ and ([832). Hence, comparing with |Xr| in (335),

(3.40) <~ (n+1)A<n+B,

1 (D)™ 1 1
3.41 Yr| ~ — ~ —|Xpg|.
(3.41) Vil = o= S = — X
Together with ([B.30]), we get vgr(A4) ~ |ANYg|R" . We now prove that vg is
an a-dimensional measure. Let B, be a ball of radius r. Again, recall that B = ¢
implies that for each fixed ', the rectangles form a single tube in direction .

e If r <1/R, then |[Yg N B,| < |B,| =r", so

vr(By) <r"R"7Y =r*(rR)"T* < r%.
e 1/R<r<1/(DQ"™=1). Then B, intersects at most one tube, for which

r

VR(B’I") S Rn_l

1 a—1
R :ro‘(ﬁ) <r®, if a > 1.
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e If1/(DQ™ (V) < r < R/S?, then B, intersects at most (rDQ™ (*~1))n=1
tubes, so

N Dn—lQn N RA(n+l)
g = e
Since B = o, by B31)) we get A(n+1) —a— B = (20 —1)(n— «). Together
with r < R/S? = R'~29, this implies

VR(BT) <" R(2U—1)(n—a) _ Ta(TR2a—l)n—a < re,

e If R/S? < r < 1, then B, intersects again at most (rDQ™ (»=1)"=1 tubes,

but the measure of each tube is now (R/S?)(1/R""1), so

vr(B,) <"1 DMTIQ" % ijl R = T"_lgilj;f?;;)
Again, by B = ¢ and (B31)) we get A(n+1)—a— B = (20 —1)(n—a), so
vr(B,) < r""! R17% REe-Dn=a) — pa (rR2o-hynmol < po)
fa>n-—1.
Hence, vg is a-dimensional, with constant (vr), =~ 1.

VR(BT) S rn—an—lQn R:,1 R —

3.6.3. Concluding the proof. Let n — 1 < o < n. Let R > 1. Define the measure
Ar=prifa<(B3n+1)/4, and A\g = vg if @ > (3n+1)/4. In both cases, Ar is an
a-dimensional measure and (Ag), ~ 1. By (3.12), 333) and (3.39),

it A n-1 n—1 2. n-l-a
| sup,, [ 2 frl|| L2 (arr) > gt (i) T AR(Xn)} ~ S (i) 7 e (S_) >

I/l DQ DQ R
Solving for DQ and S from @), we get S = RTF 57 Since § > RY/2, this
forces r < (2a—n)/(n+1). Hence

n— r(2a—n)

a
T trmiDi2a—n

|| sup,, 2 frlll L2
I frll2

If we assume the fractal maximal estimate for a-dimensional measures in H?, then

dAR) >R

—€

r(2a—n

n—a )
R tTrminFza—n € < (Ar)a R®* < R® VR >, 1,

which gives a contradiction for s < #5*+ T(;ﬁ;‘% Finally, when r = 25:1”, the
exponent is 2% + %, which immediately implies s2** (v, £7°°) > 25 4 %
for r > 27?;1" . Combining these two gives the statement in Theorem [ 4 ([d). O
3.7. Proof using Scaling 2. From ([3.:26) and [B.27), now set
(3.42) (DQ)" = SR>, DQ = S*",
which is rewritten in terms of A and o as
(3.43) An+1)=0+a, A=o(+r).
Define the measure

() = ST 2

Proceeding like in (334) and B35, we get

(DQ)™* R 1 R
44 Xp|l > —F— = ~ —
(3 ) | R| SR S2 Rn—a §2

= ur(A) = |ANXg|R"“.
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We prove now that pur is an a-dimensional measure. We separate two cases again:

3.7.1. When B =2A—1 and Q = 1. We repeat the procedure in Section B.6.1] by
working with the simpler, disjoint structure of Xp in (837). Let r > 0.

o If r <1/R, bound |B, N Xg| < |B;| =" so
ur(B,) <r" R =r*(rR)" Y <r®,
If 1/R < r <1/D, then B, intersects at most one rectangle, so
pr(Br) < R’il %
e If 1/D < r <1/S, B, intersects at most (rD)"~! rectangles in direction z’
and one in direction z1, each contributing at most with r/R"~1. By (3.42),

a—1
Rn—a:ra( ) < ifa—1>0.

n—1 r n—o __ nDn+1R _.n S
/LR(BT) S (T‘D) R"71 R =T —RO‘ ﬁ =T ﬁ
Then, since "~ < 1/5"~ %,
MR(BT)SWSTQ, fa<n-—1.

e If 1/S < r < 1/RB, B, intersects at most (rD)"~! rectangles in direction
2’ and one in direction 1, each contribution being 1/(SR"~!). By (3.42),

(T‘D)n_l B _1 Dn+1 R ,rn—l—oz
< X 7)  pn-a_ .n v ol
Hr(Br) < “gpa B SRe D2 RE

=7
Since r < 1/RE, we get

(o3 (o3

T T a
pr(Br) < RB RB(n—a-1) - RB(n—a) =

fa<n-—1.

e 1/RB <7 < 1. The ball intersects at most (rD)"~! rectangles in direction
2’ and rR® in direction x1, each contribution being 1/(SR"~1!). By [B.42),
D)~ 1-RB prtl R

(T‘ ) r R — pn k) RB

SRr—1 SRe D?

Hence, g is an a-dimensional measure with constant (ug) ~ 1.

ur(B) < =7r" <r,

3.7.2. When B =0 and @ > 1. As in Section B.6.2] using Lemma [3.3] we extract
from Xpg a subcollection Yx of (DQ)"*1/(5%Q¢) rectangles. The condition for
disjointness in the 2’ direction in (340) is also satisfied because of [B42)). As
before, since B = o, for each fixed 2’ the rectangles form a single tube of length
R/S? in direction z;. Define

|A n YRl R
A)=———R°“—.

= T e
By disjointness, proceeding like in B41)), we get |Yr| ~ | Xg|/R¢, so from (3.44)
we get vg(A) ~ |[ANYg|R"“. Let now r > 0.

e If r <1/R, we bound |Yg N B,| < |B,| =™, so

vr(By) <r"R""% =r*(rR)" " < r%.
e If 1/R < r <1/(DQ™ (1), B, intersects at most one tube, for which
1

rR

r

VR(BT) S Rn_l

a—1
R"fo‘zro‘( ) <r® ifa>1.
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e If 1/(DQ™ (1) < r < 1, B, intersects at most (rDQ™ (»~1)»=1 tubes:

vr(B,) < r"tDiQn % R %=y 7};[::;).
Since B = o, from [B.43]) we get A(n+ 1) = a+ B, so
vr(B,) <r" <r¢.
Hence, vg is an a-dimensional measure with constant (vr) ~ 1.
3.7.3. Concluding the proof. Let n/2 < a < n. Let R > 1. Define the measure

AR = MR or A = vg, depending on the value of a. In both cases, Ar is an
a-dimensional measure and (Ar), ~ 1. By (312),

1

|| sup,, [€""2 frlllL2(axn) 1 R\ v 1/ RAN"2Y /7 R\2
> v ~ i e (L
I frll2 < 5 (DQ) Ar(Xp)? = 5% (DQ) (SQ)

Solving for DQ and S from (B:42) we get S = R0+ n and DQ = S'*, which
forces r < (2a—n)/(n + 1). Hence,

[[sup,, "2 frll|2(
[ frll2

If we assume the fractal maximal estimate for a-dimensional measures in H?, then

n—

(23 ro
7 trmFuTn

dAR) >R

—€

RT T S Qp)a RS R VRS>,

which gives a contradiction for s < *5% + m Evaluating this exponent
20— . . - 20— 20—
at r = 5", we immediately get sp'®(a, £7%°) > 5% + Sorpay for T SR

Combining these two gives the statement in Theorem [[A[@2). O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM - DIMENSION n =1

4.1. When o = 1. We reprove the result by Dimou and Seeger [7]. We work with
the function gg defined in B1)). In B3] we got

Slz1 +2Rt| <¢, S*t<c = |e"gp(z)|~1.
As we did for n > 2 in Section [B] we work with S > R/2. Define

(4.1) TR:{% : 1§p§%}, and XR:QL/sz(gp,%).
p=1

We impose the restrictions $? < Q and Q < RS, the first one for the sets in (@I
not to be empty, and the second for the intervals in Xy to be disjoint. Actually,
since Xg C [0, R/S?], we get the maximum measure when

Q1 R

S2 8 §%

On the other hand, observe that Tp C [1/Q,1/S?]. Asking R, to be a dyadic

sequence that grows fast enough, all intervals [1/Qy,1/52] are disjoint. Moreover,
for any 6 > 0, place it in 1/52,; <6 < 1/52 so that

(4.2) Q=RS — |Xg|~

Qn

G20

SH{tETR, : <t <25} <8TQ, <
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Hence, defining our sequence of times as {t,} = ,, Tr,.,
(4.3) Q < 852047 = {t.} e,
Gathering all, we get

|| sup,, [e"" 2 grll| L2 > g1/2 |XR|1/2 - (E)l/%
lgrll2 S
Combining [#2) and taking the smallest S in [@3), we get S = RY (427 hence
itn A
(4.4) [ sup,, " grlllL2(x) > Rz
lgrll2

Hence the maximal estimate cannot work in H® for s < r/(2r + 1). Observe also
that the choice S > R'/? restricts r < 1/2.

Since when r = 1/2 the exponent in ([@4]) is 1/4, this immediately implies that
smax(grooy > 1 /4 for all r >1/2. O

4.2. When o < 1. With the same function ggr, the constructions (4.1 and the
condition ([A3]) intact, we alter condition (£2)). Heuristically, we want Xp and
[0, R/S?] to have the same H%-scaling. Since

HO(XR) =~ %% 2#°([0,1]), and H“([O, gD ~ (g)a”ﬂa([o,u),
we choose
(4.5) %% = (%)a = Q=Ro§"

In particular, Q = RS(S/R)!~* < RS. With that, heuristically we expect to get

[| sup |eitnA9R|HL2(HQ) R\a/2 R \1/2
n > 51/2 arx 1/2 ~ 51/2 v — )
lgrll2 R STHY(XR) (S?) (Sm*)

Taking the smallest S in @3), from @H) we get S = R*/"+) hence

1—a | r(2a—1)

5By Je™ A gl -, iz yezec
~ b

lgrll2

which due to S > R/2 will be subject to the restriction r < a/2.
To make this rigorous, as in previous sections, define the measure

un(a) = S (2]
It suffices to prove that it is a-dimensional. First observe that ) < RS implies
that the balls in Xg are disjoint, so |Xgr| = (Q/S?)/S = R*/S'*, and hence
pr(A) = |AN Xg| ST,
Now, for any ball B, of radius r > 0,
e If r <1/8, then |B, N Xg| <|B;| =1, so0
pr(B) < rSYTY = (r9)T < p,
e If1/S <r<R/Q, then |B,NXg| <1/, so
1

ur(B,) < %5’170‘ =% < re.
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o If R/Q <r < R/S?, then B, intersects at most rQ/R intervals of X, so

1 21—« 21—«
o If R/S? <r <1, then B, may intersect all Xg, so
Q 1 11—« R\« [l
/’LR(BT)§§§S :(ﬁ) <r®.
Hence, g is a-dimensional with constant (ug) ~ 1, so

itn A N )
||supn |6 gR|||L2(duR) Z S1/2 ,LL(XR)l/Q _ 81/2 (%) /2 _ Rl—Ta+T(22Ta+al),
lgrll2 S
where S = R*/(7+®) from ([@3)) and {@3H). Hence, when r < /2, the a-dimensional

fractal maximal estimate cannot hold in H® for s < 1770‘ + T(22Ti;l). Finally, when

r = /2 the exponent is 1/4, so s (a, £">°) > 1/4 for all r > a/2. O

APPENDIX A. A LEMMA TO COMPUTE THE MEASURE OF Xp

The following lemma is an adaptation of Proposition 4.2 in [I] by An, Chu and
Pierce. We reproduce it in a slightly more general form than in [I1, Lemma 3.4.],
and we refer to [11l Lemma 3.4.] and [I2] Proposition 5.2.] for a detailed proof.

Lemma A.1. Let Q > 1. Define

/

Xo= U U Bl(%Jﬂ(Q)) X Bn—l(%,fm(@)

q~Q (p1,p')€[0,q)™
q odd ged(p,q)=1

such that h1(Q) ~ 1/Q and h2(Q) ~ 1/QP for some o, 3 > 1. Then,

Q" h1(Q)h2(Q)" !

| Xql ~ 1+ Q" h (Qha(Q)n 1
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