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CURVED COMMUTATORS IN THE PLANE
KANGWEI LI, HENRI MARTIKAINEN, AND TUOMAS OIKARI

ABSTRACT. We complete the LP boundedness theory of commutators of Hilbert trans-
forms along monomial curves by providing the previously missing lower bounds. This
optimal result now covers all monomial curves while previous results had significant geo-
metric restrictions. We also, for the first time, develop the corresponding necessity theory
for curves with non-vanishing torsion.

1. INTRODUCTION

We push forward the theory of commutators of singular integrals along curves by
the third named author [5] and Bongers—-Guo-Li-Wick [1]. First of all, commutators of
singular integral operators (SIOs) T' and functions b have the general form [b,T|f :=
bT'f —T'(bf). The theory and applications of commutator estimates with standard SIOs,

such as, the Riesz transforms R; f(z) := [ ‘;’ y‘gil y) dy, are extremely rich and well-

developed. This includes everythlng from classical contributions, such as, [3] to more
recent state-of-the-art characterizations [4]. A fundamental problem has been to charac-
terize when [b, T] maps LP — LP in terms of a suitable function space of the symbol, often
BMO.

Our setting is significantly different in that we consider singular integrals along curves
7, in particular, the Hilbert transform H., along a monomial curve, where

0)i= [ fo=2) T,

Here the monomial curve is given by
o= L@l el >0
(il 5altl) ¢ <o,

Ba > 1 >0, €,0; = £1 with €; # J; for at least one j € {1,2}. In this curved setting all
commutator estimates are very recent and certainly not yet fully developed.
First, in [1] upper bounds of the form

1
16, Hy)l|p e < sup —/ b= (b)ol = [IbllBMO, (R2):
Q=IxJ ‘Q’ Q
g([)l/m:g(J)I/BQ
1
b) ::—/b,
“ Rl Jg

were proved, giving sufficiency in terms of a y-adapted BMO space — for instance, the
parabolic BMO space when «(t) = (¢,t?). This was based on sparse domination in this
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setting by Cladek and Ou [2]. The corresponding lower bound, or necessity, was left
missing and was later proved in [5] using a completely new curved adaptation of the
recently very successfull approximate weak factorization method of [4]. However, even
[5] did not deal with all of the monomial curves. The argument only worked for those
monomial curves that intersect adjacent quadrants of the plane — that is ¢; = §; for exactly
one j € {1,2}. Moreover, [5] only dealt with the parabolic case v(t) = (t,t?) in detail.

We provide a new argument that, importantly, is able to deal with curves intersect-
ing opposite quadrants. In addition, we provide full details for general 3 parameters.
To fully complete the theory, the case of interest to us is v(t) = (|t|% sgnt, |[t|% sgnt).
The following theorem, our first main result, thus completes the LP — LP commutator
boundedness theory for the Hilbert transform along monomial curves.

1.1. Theorem. Let b € LL (R* C) and H, f(z) := [5 f(x — ~(t))4L be the Hilbert transform
along the curve

~y(t) = (|| sgnt, [t]*2 sgnt),

where 33 > 1 > 0. Let 1 < p < oo and suppose that b, H.| is a bounded operator on LP. Then
b € BMO, (R?) — in fact, we have the quantitative commutator lower bound

[0llBmo, (m2) < (I[by Hyll[ Lo e

Approximate weak factorization (awf) arguments rely on setting up suitable transla-
tions of cubes that respect the structure of the underlying singular integral, and this is
significantly harder in curved settings. Moreover, the proof presented here is different
and more complicated than the one provided in [5]. In particular, we introduce an ad-
ditional parameter into the construction of the underlying geometry that amounts to a
geometric scale jump between two successive factorizations. Morally speaking, the pre-
vious curved proof from [5] did not have this aspect, instead exploiting the symmetry of
the graph of ~y across the xs-axis.

We have also written the proofs of all of our auxiliary results so that they are purely
analytic and formally easier to check, as compared to relying on geometric facts; in par-
ticular, even when the claim is similar, our proofs are different in style from those given
in [5]. We handle the general 5 parameters with a change of variables and a careful argu-
ment adapted to the case 1 = 1 and 2 > 1. The change of variables is simple but at the
very least constitutes a major quality of life improvement — the proof, at least as written
now, would not otherwise work with general 3.

We also study commutators of Hilbert transforms along boundedly supported curves
with non-vanishing torsion. The non-vanishing torsion condition ensures that the vec-
tors 4/(0) and +”(0) are linearly independent. While the curve can in this setting lack a
true nonisotropic dilation structure, the assumptions nevertheless allow one to develop
the corresponding theory for the truncated Hilbert transform

1
o [ -2
Results of this flavor, but only regarding commutator upper bounds, have been relatively
briefly studied at least in [1,2]. In section 4 we carefully develop the corresponding
commutator lower bound theory by bootstrapping it from the parabolic results of [5].
The details turn out to be somewhat subtle.
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2. PRELIMINARIES
Change of variables. We study the following monomial curve

y(t) = (|t|°* sgnt, [t} sgnt), Bs > B1 > 0.

The complementary case of curves v satisfying that their graph “intersects adjacents
quadrants” was dealt with in [5]; although, the argument was explicitly given only in
the parabolic case v(t) = (¢,t2). In fact, big portions of the proofs become, at the very
least, significantly more laborous to run through directly with these general 5 = (31, 52)
and thus, in retrospect, the following simple change of variables becomes very useful:

0 [e%)
- / Pl —(0) S + / fle =)<

d
/ Pl (e 1) S+ / fx— (PP <

t
d( /B
@1) / f =+ (Jul, \ur@/ﬁl))—wl / S = (Ju, ul/%) (1/51)
d
L st G b 2 [ g = Gl o) 2
1
:EHif(ﬁﬂ),

where 5(t) = (|t|sgnt, [t|%2/51 sgn t). Hence we will assume in the future that 3; = 1 and
Bo=:0>1.

2.A. Geometry behind the factorization. Fix a closed rectangle Q = I x J € R, — this
means that £(J) = £(I)?. Let

Ay > 10, Ay = (35/(5—1) + 10)A1 —. CﬁAl-
Define
Vi=Q+~(Al()), P=Vi+~(Ax(I)).
We also define
V2 =P+ ’7(—A1E(I)).
It then holds that
Q = Vo +y(—A(])).
Next, we define
Q={Q+~(t):t>0}, P={P+7(s):s<0}.
Note that
Vi=Q+(Al(I)) = P+~(—Ax(I))
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and
Vo = Q +(Al(])) = P+~ (=Al(])),
andsoWUVQC@ﬂﬁ o
Finally, consider the following subset of ) N P:
Wy :={Q+~(t): (A1 —2)((I) <t < (A +2)¢(1)}
N{P +(s): (A2 —3)0(I) < |s| < (A2 +3)¢(I)}.

We study the set W} now (but will define a similar set > later), starting with the follow-
ing trivial observation.

2.2. Lemma. We have
Wil ~a, Q.

Proof. First, notice that V; C W;. Second, we have
Wi C Jur, ug + (A1 + 3)0(I)] x [ug,us + (A1 +2)% + 1)e(1)?],
where u = (u1, uz) is the left bottom corner of Q. O

2.3. Lemma. Ift < |s| and x + ~(t) = y + y(s) for some x € Q and y € P, then we must have
te (A —2)0I), (A1 +2)(I))and |s| € ((A2 — 3)4(1), (Ax + 3)4(1)).
Moreover, for any x € Q and y € P, there is a unique pair (t,s) € Ry x R_ with

r4+y(t) =y+(s) € Wi.

Proof. Fixx € Qand y € P. By the definition of P, we have y = 2’ +~(A10(I))+~(A2¢(I))
for some 2’ € Q. We derive what = + ~(t) = y + 7(s) for ¢t < |s| requires. For this to hold,
we must have

z+y(t) = 2" +y(ALl(I)) + y(AL(I)) +(s).
Componentwise this reads

(2.4) i+t = 2+ Al + Asl(I) — |s|,

(2.5) zo+ 17 = ah+ (A(D)? + (Ax€(D))? —|s)°.

Now, these equations give that

(2.6) (A2 + AP + &y — w9 = 17 + [(A) + A)(T) + 2y — a1 —t]”.

A requirement for ¢ < |s| is obtained by (2.4):
t=[(A1 4+ A)l(I) + 2} — 1] — |s] < [(A1 + A)0(I) + ) — x1] — ¢,
and so
(2.7) t < [(Ar + A)e(I) + o) — 1] /2.
In this range (2.7) of ¢t we note that
n(t) =17 + [(A + A)l(I) + o) — x1 — t]” = RHS(2.6)

is a decreasing function of ¢. Indeed, a function ¢ — t? + (p— t)5 is decreasing if -1 <
(p — t)°~1, which is clearly true if ¢ < p/2. Also note for future use that (A; + 2)¢(I) <
(A1 + Ay —1)0(1)/2 < [(A1 + A2)0(I) + 2y — x1] /2, so t = A + 2 s in this range with any
x, 2.
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Using |x1 — 24| < £(I) and |29 — 25| < £(J) = £(I)P, we see that for (A; + 2)¢(1) <t <
(A1 + A2)l(I) + o} — 21] /2 we have
n(t) < n((Ar +2)61)) < (1) (A1 +2)° + (42 - 1)
< U(D)P(AY + AD —1) < LHS(2.6),
which is a contradiction, thus for (2.6) to hold ¢ < (A; + 2)¢(I) necessarily. We used
above that (A4; +2)% + (45 — 1)% < Af + Ag — 1 is true with our explicit choice of A,.

Indeed - to this end, define () = t? and then by the mean value theorem we have for
51 S (Al, A+ 2) and §2 S (AQ — 1, AQ) that

A5 — (A3 = 1)7 = h(Az) — h(Ay — 1)
= h'(&)(Ag — Ay 4+ 1) > h'(Ay — 1) = B(Ay — 1)°7!
and
14 (A +2)° — AY =14 h(A; +2) — h(Ay)
=1+ R (&)(A1 +2— Ay) < 38(A; +2)°1
This together with

B(A = 1) > BETT AN = 353417 > 36(A1 + 27!
gives the desired inequality.
Using again that the function 7(t) is decreasing for ¢ < (A; + 2)¢(I), in particular for
t < (A; —2)¢(I) we have
n(t) = n((A1 = 2)61)) = (1) (A1 = 2)° + (42 + 1))
> 0(1)P(AY + AD +1) > LHS(2.6),
where we used (A1 — 2)% + (A3 +1)% > Af + Ag + 1, Indeed, again by the mean value
theorem, we have that
(Ap +1)7 — AJ = h(As + 1) — h(Ag) > h(A)(A2 +1 — As) = BAT
and
1+ A] — (A1 —2)P =14 h(Ar) — h(A;) —2) < 1+ 1 (A1)(4; — (4 - 2))
—1+28A0 " <3p47 < pAT.
So for (2.6) to hold, we must have ¢t > (A; — 2)¢(I). Notice that now by (2.4) we have
|S| = 56/1 — 21+ (A1 + AQ)E(I) —t,
and so
ls| < (T+ Ay + Ag — A1 +2)0(]) = (A2 + 3)L(])
and
|s| > (=1+ A1+ Az — Ay — 2)0(I) = (A2 — 3)((1).
We have shown the first part of the lemma.
To see the second part of the lemma, recall that we already showed that

n((A +2)6(I)) <LHS26) and  7((A; - 2)((I)) > LHS(2.6).
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By the strict monotonicity and continuity of 77, we know that there is a unique solution to
(2.6) lying in ((Ay — 2)¢(I), (A1 + 2){(I)). This shows the second part of the lemma. [J

Notice that z + v(t) = y + v(s) if and only if x + v(|s|) =y + y(—t). If [s| < | —t| = ¢
we can solve the latter equation using Lemma 2.3 — we find the unique (|s|, —t) so that
[s| € (A1 = 2)U(I), (A1 +2)(I)) and t € ((Ay — 3)€(1), (A2 + 3)L(I)) with = + (]s]) =
y—+7(—t). So the original equation x +~(t) = y+~(s) has, for t > |s|, the unique solution
(t,s) with t € ((A2 —3)¢(I), (A2 + 3)¢(I)) and |s| € ((A1 — 2)¢(1), (A1 + 2)¢(1)). For this
reason, we define

Wy = {Q +~(t): (A = 3)0(I) <t < (Ay+3)((I)}
N{P +7(s): (Ay —2)(I) < |s| < (A1 +2)¢(1)}
and notice that o
QNP =W UWs.
We now prove results related to the pair (@), W) — similar results then also hold by sym-
metry for the pair (P, Ws).

For z € @, the set

Ta, Wh) = {t € (A1 — 2)0(D), (A1 + D) : 7+ (1) € W1}
is important for us. We have the following result.

2.8. Lemma. Forall Q € R and x € @ we have

I W) A7+ 05!
(1) B -1

In particular, we have

oy
i (2, Wh)| = W“U ~ (1)
and Ho W

Aj—o00 |I(ﬂf/, W1)|
uniformly on Q € R and z,z" € Q.
Proof. Fix z € Q. By definition, if = + v(t) € W1, then there exists some y € P and s < 0
with [s| € ((A2 — 3)¢(I), (A2 + 3)¢(I)) such that

z+(t) =y +(s)
We claim that if ¢; is the minimal value such that z + v(¢;) € W}, then the corresponding
y should be the left top vertex of P; in other words, in the equation (2.6) the point (2, =)
should be the left top vertex of (). But this is immediate by (2.6) since monotonely a
bigger 24, and a smaller 2} require a monotonely smaller .

So there is some s; < 0 with —s; = |s1] € ((A2 — 3)0(I), (A2 + 3)¢(])) such that

(2.9) z+ () = v + (1) = e + 7 (ALl(I)) +v(A2£(1)) + ~(s1),
where vy, and wy; are the left top vertices of P and @, respectively. Suppose that h > 0 is
maximal such that « + v(¢; + h) € W;. Similarly, this means that

(2.10) z+y(t + h) = upp + (A l(D)) + v(A2l(D)) +v(s2),
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where u,y, is the right bottom vertex of @ and —sy € ((A2 — 3)¢(I), (A2 + 3)¢(I)). By (2.9)
and (2.10) we have

Yt +h) —y(t1) = upp — u +y(s2) — ¥(s1)-
Componentwise this reads
(2.11) h=L(I) — |so| + |s1],
(212) (t1+h)P =] = —£(1)" — |55 + |s1]".
Now, by the mean value theorem, there exist some &; and £, with
&€ (A —200D), (A4 +2UD)  and & € ((As — 3)UD), (A +3)(D))
such that
(+h)’ =) =phel™" and il — [sal” = Blls1| — |s2)E

Hence, by (2.12) and (2.11) we have
@13)  BhETT = 0D+ Bllsa| — 52D = D) + Bk~ UD)E

from which we get

(0P +BUNEG ™ oD)P Il + BT (62/61) !
Bl = B((&/)? 1 =1)

Here we used that = + y(t) € W forall ¢ € [t1,t; + k] so that, indeed, |I(x, W)| = h —we
will comment about this soon. First, however, we now get

1z, W) (1)/60)° 7 + B(&/€)°

(1) B((&2/€)8- 1 —1)
A7+ peg!
CoseiT ey

We now comment on the fact why = + ~(¢) € W also for all ¢ € (t1,t1 + h).
Fix such t. We need to find ' € @ such that (2.6) holds. To simplify the notation we
denote the lower left corner of @ by (u1, uz). If

(Af + Ag)ﬁ([)ﬁ + U — 9 = tﬁ + [(Al + AQ)@(I) +uy —x1 — t]ﬁ
we are done, so suppose on the contrary, first, that
(AZ + AP +uy — w9 < 17 + [(A1 + A)O(T) +uy — a1 — 1]
On the other hand, we have by monotonicity (using ¢t > ¢;) and the definition of ¢; that
tﬁ + [(Al —I—Ag)g([) +u —x — t]ﬁ < t? + [(Al + AQ)@(I) +u —x — tl]ﬁ
= (A7 + AU + (up + (1)) — 5.

|I(x,Wh)|=h=

Therefore, there must exist yo € (ug, us + £(1 )5 ) such that

(AP 4 AD)(D)P + gy — o = 17 + [(Ar + A)E(D) + uy — 1 —1]°
showing that z’ = (u1,y2) € Q works. Similarly, if

17+ [(Ay + A)(I) +uy — 21 — )7 < (AD + AD)e(D)P + ug — 2o,
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then we use again monotonicity to conclude that
(A2 + ADD)P +uy — 0 = (11 + h)® + [(A1 + A)O(IT) + (w1 + £(T)) — &1 — (t + 1)]°
< 1P+ [(Ar + A)l(D) + (uy + () — a1 — t]”.
Hence, there exists some y; € (uy,u; + (1)) such that
(A + ADYUD)P + uy — w0 = 1% + [(A1 + A)O(IT) + y1 — 21 — 1],
showing that 2’ = (y1,us2) € Q works. We are done. O

We continue studying the geometry of W;. Let v = (v1, v2) be the lower left corner of
P.For1l <r < oo define

Pl = (v1, 02 + £(T)%) + [o,z—rﬂ%ll} x [—27¢(1), 0],
P = (v 4 £(T),00) + [— 2—7"5221,0} x [0,277e(1)°]

and
per =P\ (PI'u P

We also define

I
APTI,t = {(.%'1,.%’2) € Pft Ty =10 +277 5%;611 or Io = Vg + 5(1)6 — 2—r€(1)6}7
2

and

) .
rb __ rb . _ r _ r
AP! —{(xl,CCQ)GPT oy =v + (1) -2 E or T3 = vy + 2 f(f)ﬁ}-

To state our next result, we also introduce the following notation. For z € P and y € W,
we set

Oz, W1) :={z+~(s) e W1 : —s € ((Ag = 3)¢(I),(As + 3)6([))},
and
I(y, P) := {u € ((A2 = 3)¢(I), (Ay + 3)((I)) : y + ~v(u) € P}.
2.14. Lemma. Let z € P*" C Pandy € ¢(z,W1). Then, there holds
(1)
[(y, P)| ~ 5T§_1

On the other hand, let = € AP U AP, where 1 < r < oo, and y € ¢(z, Wy). Then, there

holds
(1)

pA
The implicit constants in the above estimates are independent of y, z and P.

[y, P)| ~ 27"

Proof. We first consider the case z € AP/, that is, we have z € P and either
(1)
pAy!

znn=v1+27" or 2o = Vg + E(I)B — 2_r£(1)ﬁ
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Let then y € ¢(z, W7). This means that

y=z+v(s) €Wy  forsome —s € ((Ag = 3)0(I), (Ay + 3)L(D)).
Then, by definition, —s € I(y, P). Suppose first that z; = v; + 27" ﬁi(ﬁl)—l . Notice that we
2

can write
y+y(=s=h)=z+7(s) +7(=s - h)

Fix 0 < h < 2”’% and we will show that y + y(—s — h) € P. First, there holds

that (the precise upper bound for  is not yet used here)

(1)

pAS!

y1+(=s—h)—vy=2—h—v;=27" —h € (0,4(1))

and
y2+ (—s —h)’ —vg = 2 — vy — [s]” + (|s| — h)”
<UD)P =15 + (|s| — h)? < ((1)°.

To obtain a lower bound for the last line, notice that by the mean value theorem and the
upper bound for h we have

|s|” = (Is| = h)? < B|s|""h < 2770(1)°
so that (using the location of z7) we have
22— vy = |s|” + (|s| = h)" = (1 =27)(1)7 = (Is|” = (Is| = b))
> (1—2")I1)P > o.

The above proves that y + v(—s — h) € P for all such h. Notice also that —s — h must
belong to the range ((Az — 3)¢(1), (A2 + 3)¢(I)) — indeed, y + v(—s — h) = w for some
w € Pand sow + (s + h) =y € W) implying the claim by Lemma 2.3. Thus, we have

- )
[(y, P)| > 2 BAy L3P 1

We discuss the corresponding upper bound next. Suppose —s’ € I(y, P). Then
yt+(=s) =2+7(s) +y(=5) e P,

and so
(2.15) (z1—v1)+s—s =y —s —v >0,
(2.16) (22 —v2) = |s|? + |s|® = yo + |s/|” —va < £(1)F.
By (2.15) we have
s—8>—(x1—v1) = —2_7%,
BA,

and by (2.16) we have
—[s|? +|s|” < €(I)P — (2 — v2) < 277U(I)P.
Using the mean value theorem there exists some ¢ € ((A2 —3)¢(I), (A2 +3)¢(I)) such that
|s'1° —1s|” = BEP1(Is') — Isl)



10 KANGWEI LI, HENRI MARTIKAINEN, AND TUOMAS OIKARI

and so
_1¢lB 8
5= = 1¢] - ol = L <oy
y —
Therefore,
2—r+1
[I(y, P)| < W“D-

(1)
pAy Y
The case zp = vy + £(1)? — 277¢(I)? is similar. The argument for z € P" is essentially
the same, too (if zo —vo > ¢(I )5 /2 this will be similar as the proof presented above, and if
29 — vg < £(I)P/2 it will be similar as the case z € AP with 2o = vy + £(I)? — 2774(1)P).
Finally, the case A P!? follows with similar arguments as well. O

This completes the proof of the case z € AP with z; = vy + 27"

Auxiliary functions. We next introduce certain auxiliary functions that will be impor-
tant in the upcoming weak factorization argument. Define

gp = 1p, go = 1g.
We will next define gyy,, which is more complicated. Let
Wi .= {y € Wy : 3z € P*" such that y € ¢(z, W7)}

and let > 0 be the smallest constant so that

wi= U W, )= {yem ey =20
r€[—n,00) 5A2

Note that the existence of such an 7 is guaranteed by Lemma 2.14. Then we define

ey, M) = D L@+ Y @2 ", yewr, M>0,
—n<r<M r>M

where M is sufficiently large to be fixed during the proof of the next Lemma 2.17.
2.17. Lemma. There exists an absolute constant M > 1 such that

gw: (y) = oy, M)
satisfies the following properties:

(218) 1W1cengW1 = 1W1cen,
BA; !
. ~y | I (y, P
(2.20) lim gwi(z+7(s)) _ 1
Mmoo gwy (2 +9(s')

where in (2.19) the implicit constants do not depend on y € Wy and Q, and in (2.20) the limit is
uniformon Q € Ry, z € P\ {vy, vy} and

s, € I(z,W1)
={s: —se ((A2—3)(]),(A2 +3)¢(])) and z + y(s) € W1 }.
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Proof. We first prove (2.18). For y € W " by Lemma 2.14 we have

(1)
|I(y, P)| 76/15’1’

and therefore if M is such that
4¢))

I(y,P)| >2~ M
[1(y, P)| Al

theny ¢ Wi(r) for r > M, hence gw, = 1 on W{*" and (2.18) is proved. The claim (2.19)
is immediate from definition.

It remains to verify (2.20). Fix for the remaining argument a point z € P\ {vy, vy}
Let —s,u € ((A2 —3)0(I), (Ay +3)L(1)) satisfy z+~(s) +v(u) € P, i.e. with (v, v2) being
the lower left corner of P there holds that

(2.21) 0<zi+s4+u—uv <lI), 0<z—|s]®+u” —uvy <e(I)P.

Now let a(s) stand for the minimal u, such that both of the above bounds (2.21) hold,
and let b(s) stand for the maximal u* such that both hold; then it is clear that

(2.22) [I(z+~(s),P)| =b(s) —a(s) = u™ — us.
Explicitly, it is clear from (2.21) that

a(s) :=max{v; — 21 — s, (V2 — 29 + ‘S‘B)%},

b(s) ;= min{vr + €(I) — 21 — s, (vg + ()% — 25 + |s]%)5 ).

Now |I(z + v(s), P)| is positive (by z € P \ {vy, v }) and from (2.22) it is clearly contin-
uous, and then also

pa;
r(s) := —logy <|I(Z +(s), P)l £(2]) )

is continuous. By definition z + v(s) € Wi (r(s)), i.e. if r(s) < M, then

gw: (2 +7(s)) =1
and if r(s) > M, then

_mBAs

g (2 +7(s)) = 20O = MR

[1(z +(s), P)].

Soif r(s),r(s') < M, then
gw (z+7(s)) 1
gws (z + () 1
and if r(s), r(s") > M, then

gw: (z +7(s)) _ H(z+7(s5), P)|
gwi(z +9(8)  H(z+(s"), P)

Suppose that 7(s) > M and r(s’) < M. By the continuity of r(s) we find sy between s
and s’ such that r(sg) = M. We then have

gw (2 +7(s)) _gm(z+7(5) _ gm(z+7(s) _ [z +7(s), P
gw: (z +7(s")) 1 gwi (z+7(s0)) (2 +(s0), P)|
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Similarly, if (s) < M and r(s") > M, we again find such an sy, and again

gw (2 +7(s)) 1 _gm(z+9(s0) _ [(z+7(s0), P)|
gwi (2 +7(5)  gm(z+(s)  gm(z+7(s)  H(z+7(5).P)|

So if the limit (2.20) exists and is uniform, then

o as) L e 4a(s), P
Moo gwy (2 +9(57)  Armoo [I(z +7(s7), P)
In the following Lemma 2.23 we show that this is indeed so. O

2.23. Lemma. There holds that

Iz +9(5), P)
Ar—oo |I(z +(s), P)]
In particular, to be recorded for later use in the proof of Proposition 3.1, there holds that

025 T CR e (0 L (CR RN s

41550 g (2 4 3(5) | [Tz +7(5), P)

Crucially, in (2.24) and (2.25) the implicit constants do not depend on @) and the limits are
uniformon Q € R, z € P\ {vy,vpp} and s, s € I(z, W1).

Proof. Recall that |I(z + 7(s), P)| = b(s) — a(s), where

=1.

(2.24)

a(s) = max{vy — 21 — s, (v2 — 22 + ’3’[3)%}7
b(s) = min{vy + £(T) — 21 — 5, (va + £(I)% — 25 + |s|?) 7.
We have four cases to consider. .
Case 1. b(s') = (vo + £(I)® — 29+ |s'|%)5, a(s') = v; — 21 — &'. In this case we have
b(s") —a(s') = (v +£(I)P — 20 + \s'\ﬁ)% —(v1 — 21— §)
= (21— v1) + (02 + 1) = 20+ |17 = (15]°)7
vg 4+ £(I)P — 2
Blua +U(1)P = 2 +|5/19)"
vy + (1P — 2
B(A2+3)7 + 1) Fent

> (21 —v1) +

> (21 —v1) +

Similarly, we have

b(s) — a(s) < (va +£(1)° = 2z + |s|*)F = (v1 — 21 — s)
B8 _
S(Z —U)+ 'U2+€(I) 29
C T B((As - 3y

We record the simple fact that for 0 < z < y and a,b > 0 with max{a, b} > 0 we have

a+ bz - ary '+ br  x(ayl+0b)

x
2.26 = = —.
(2.26) a+by = a+by ylay=L +b) y
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Using this we get

Iz 49, P) (A —3)"!
[I(z+(s), P)| — ((A2+3)5+1)1—%'

We are happy with this for now (we calculate the limit after all of the cases), and move
on now.

Case 2. b(s') = (va +£(I)° — 20+ |5/|%)7, a(s') = (v — 25+ |s/|?) 7. In this case we have
b(s') — a(s) = (g + L(I)P — 25+ |s'P)B — (v — 29 + |s'P)5
(1) N (1)
Blua + UI)P — 2+ |5'19) 5 B((Aa+3)8 +1)'75

>

Similarly, we have
1 1
b(s) — a(s) < (v2 + £(I)° — 20+ |s|°)F — (v2 — 20 + |s|°)
(1)
B((Ay —3)7 — 1)

IN

Hence, in this case we obtain

Case3.b(s") =v1 +4(I) —z1 — ¢, a(s") = (va — 20 + |5’|B)%. Notice that now

b(s) —a(s) =vi +4(I) — 2 — 8 — (va — 20 + \s’]ﬁ)%

_ _ NB\E _ (1o — 18\ E
= v+ L) =21+ (|s']°) 7 = (v2 — 22 +[5']") 7
ZU1+€(I)—Z1+%
B(ls'1) 7
zZ9 — U9

>v+ (1) — 2z +

B((Az+3)e(1))"
Likewise, we have

b(s) —a(s) <wvi +4(I)—2z + (\3\5)% —(vg — 29 + ]s]ﬁ)%

22 — U2

B((42 —3)7 = 1) Fenyit

<wvr+ A1) — 21+

Then, by using (2.26) we get
(2 +9(), P)| . (4o —3)° —1)'"5
[1(z+7(s), )l = (A2 +3)7!

Cased. b(s') =vi +4(I)— 2z — &, a(s') = v1 — 21 — s'. Now trivially b(s") — a(s") = ¢(I)
and also

b(s) —a(s) <vi+L(I)—2z —s— (v —2z1 —s) =L(]).
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Thus, we get
[I(z +~(5), P)|
[1(z +7(s), P)|
In summary, for all cases we have
Iz +7(s), P) . (A2 —=3)° —1)'"
(= +~(s), P)| — ((Ag +3)8 + 1)1_

> 1.

= @I

The assumptions on s, s’ were symmetric, so swithing the roles of s and s’ gives that we
also have

(z+9(s). P)| _ (A2 —3)7 — 18
TP (ay 137 1) F
Therefore,
((A2 +3)° + 1)1‘% o M=+ v(s"), P)| o (A2 - 3)8 — 1)1—%
(4237 =)' 7F = HEFELP ™ ((ay 4374 1) F
and we conclude (2.24). 0

3. APPROXIMATE WEAK FACTORIZATION

We begin with the following proposition, which is the main step of our approximate
weak factorization argument.

3.1. Proposition. Let f € L be supported on Q = I x J € R.. Then for all A large enough
(independently of Q)), the function f can be written as

f = lhoH gw, — 9w, Hyho) + [hw, Hygp — gp H:hw, ) + fp,
where

f gwi Hyhg  + 9w, f
ho = R e LU Sh O = gpH* H( )
T Higw, M Hygp Tp:=grty Hygp " \Hgw,

and there holds that

lhel S Alfl, Thwal S Aullfllootwr-
Moreover, suppose that |, of = 0andlete > 0. Then for all Ay large enough (independently of
Q), there holds that

/ Fo=0. 1ol Sellflloolr.
P

Proof. The identity for f (provided that all of the functions are well-defined) is a triviality

(everything just cancels out leaving f). So, it only remains to deal with the estimates.
Fix z € Q). We denote

Iz, Wh) = {t € I(z,W1) : gw, (z 4+ ~(t)) = 1}.
By Lemma 2.17 we have that, if z + v(t) = y + v(s) € W) withy € P*", then
gw (z +7(t) = 1.
Therefore, we have
(32) I(x,Wi)\I®(x,Wy1)C {t:3ye P\ P*" suchthat z +~(t) =y + v(s) € W1}.
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To estimate |I(z, W7) \ 1°"(z, W7)| we will follow ideas from the proof of Lemma 2.8.
Indeed, in the proof of Lemma 2.8 we had a t; associated with the top left corner of P,
and a t; + h associated with the bottom right corner of P. Here we will have some h
associated with Pllt and some hy associated with P b Indeed, using the notation from
the proof of Lemma 2.8 we have the following analogies of (2.11) and (2.12):

o1
= 51(45)1 ~ lsal + It
2
oI
(4?1 = =0ty .

Following the computations there we get

1) BeI) As+3\5-1
b < 2(A;—2)B-1 + 284571 '(Ai—Z)B (1)
1

: Bli)t — 1] Ayt

The estimate for hs is the same. Hence

n I
|1 (, W) \ I (2, W) < ha+ Do S E(BL <! (x’ﬁv_vi)’.
B A, BAS

Notice now that
. dt dt _ [ (z, W)
H = )~ = T 7 (AL oil)
gw, (@) /1 (LWl)gwl(erv( N~ 2 /Icen(m,Wl) t = (AL +2)0(I)
Hence, we get
(1- &) Ml ey
(

(3.3) T gAY (AL 2)U(T) ~ (A + 2)0(T)

< H;9W1 (CC)

- . dt _ [I(z, W)
B /z(m,wl)gWI( T < (A1 —2)e(I)

In particular, by Lemma 2.8 we have

hq(@)| S Aulf ()]

provided that A; (and hence A») is sufficiently large.
Next, we estimate hyy, (y) for y € W;. To this end, we first estimate H.,gp(y) (recall
gp = 1p). By a direct computation, we have

H900) = [ aply=10)F = = [ arly+20)F
[ )
I(y,P) t AQ@(I) '

Then, for H,hg we have

e =] [ o=@ F|=] [ o) T 5 el G

where

I(y, Q) == {t:y—~(t) € Q}.
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Observe that if t1,t2 € I(y,Q), then
U1 = (s — 1) — (g2 — )] = Bl(AL — 2Dt — ta].

Hence, we have
(1)

BAFT

(y, Q)| <
Now, by (2.19), we have

)] = [ 2200
< |lhol| gw, (y)A2|1(y, Q)|
< Ali(y, P)]

BASTY A, w1 1
S Arllflle - 1w Pl 55 1 /3};)1 1(y, P)|

1VV1 (y)

Aﬁ
= A1HfHooA25 Ly (y) S Aullflloo 1w (v)-

Having now estimated hg and hyy,, it only remains to deal with fp. So we are now
assuming [, f = 0. The property [, fp = 0 is obvious:

o (s ) ) = v ) = [ 120

Fix now z € P. We can write

Fole) = ( }iWQIPHV(HJ;WID ©

) /f<z W) <£V9P> (45D Hy <H;];w >(Z + 7(5))%

gw1 flz+(s) =~(t))  dtds
e (g ) EH DG S e T

/ dt ds
yJI

Co(t,s)f(z +7(s) —v(t)——

(=+7(s).Q) t

)

S,
-,

I(z,W1

where
1

Hzgw, ) (2 +7(s) = (1))

Observe that if z € {vy, v} then gy, (2 + 7(s)) = 0 and trivially fp(z) = 0. So we may
assume z € P\ {vy, v, }. By (3.3), we have that

(A — 2)¢(1) _ 1 _ (Ay +2)6()
(2 +7(s) =), Wi)| = (Higw,)(z +7(s) = (1) — [I(z +7(s) — (1), W1)|’
As above, by

Cult:s) i= (g ) G+ ),

dt
Hygr(z+9() = - [ <
1(z47(s),P)
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we have
(2 +(s), P)|

[1(z +(s), P)|
(A2 = 3)((1) '

(Ax +3)¢(1)

(3.4) < H,gp(z +7(s)) < —

Now, define the set

Fyo={(t,s) 1z +7(s) € W1, z+7(s) — (1) € Q}
and fix (o, s9) € F.. By definition,
Cultis) _ gwi(z+7(s)  Hygr(z +7(s0) (Higw:)(z +(s0) = 7(to))
C:(to,s0)  gwi(z +7(s0))  Haygp(z+7(s))  (Hygwi)(z +7(s) = (1))
g (z+9(s) [z +(s0), P)|  [L(z +7(s0) —(to), W1)|
gwi(z+7(s0)) [z +(s), Pl [L(z+7(s) =v(), W)
In particular, by (2.25) and Lemma 2.8 we have

. C.(t,s)
1 — ' =
Allinoo Cz(to, 80)

uniformly on 2, ¢, s, %9, so and Q). In other words,
|Cz(t’ S) - Cz(tO, 50)|

lim sup =0.
Ar—o0 z€ P\{vit,0rp } |Cz(t0’ 50)|
(t,s)EF.
However, by (3.4), (2.19), (3.3) and Lemma 2.8 we have
(A1 +2)¢1) gwi (2 +7(s0)) (A2 + 3)(I) _ 511
35 C,(tg, s0)| < < AT
G5 1G-S T S At Wl G +4(s0). P)
So we get
lim A;(ﬁﬂ) sup  |C.(t,s) — C,(to,s0)| = 0.
Ao 2€P\{vievr}

(t,s)EF,
This means that for any € > 0, there exists some A(e) > 0 such that as long as A; > A(e),
we have
. p+1
sup  |C(t,s) — Cy(to, s0)| < €AY

2€P\{vit,vrp}
(t,s)eF,

Hence, if we define

dt ds
sz = / / (Cz(t7 S) - CZ(t07SO))f(Z +")/(8) - V(t))T_a
1(z,W1) JI(z47(5),Q s
we have
dt ds
Dfl<eai Nl [ [ S
I(z,W1) JI(z+~(s),Q) ‘t‘ ’8’
1(z +7(s), Q)| ds
< AP OO/ | ds
~ 1 Hf” (o) Alg(I) ‘S‘

E(I) |I(ZaW1)| < EHfH
,814?_1 A1A2£(1)2 ~ o

1
< eAT flle
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where we have used the already familiar bound

1(z 4+ 1(s), Q) < D

BA

and
(2, Wh)[ < [(=(A2 + 3)U(I), —(A2 — 3)L(1))| = 6£(I).
It now remains to control

fr(2) = D.f = Ca(to, s0) Flz+A(s) — () — =2

I(z,W1) /I(z+v(8)7Q)
Consider the map h,: F, — @ defined by
ha(t,s) =z +7(s) —(t).
Forany z € Q and z € P\ {vj, v}, by Lemma 2.3 there is a unique pair (¢, s) with
x+y(t) =2+ v(s) € Wi.

This means that given any z € @ and z € P, we find a unique (¢, ., s; ) such that
(tp,z, Sz,2) € Fy. Thus, h is bijective, and clearly h, is differentiable. Set p(t, s) := (ts) 1.
By a change of variables, we have

[ e @) T = [ et s
I(z,W1) J1(z47(s),Q) § F,
= o f(z)p(h;1(z))det Jypo1 () do
_ dx
= | F@ ) g ey

where we denote (., s;..) = h; }(x). A direct computation gives that

—1 1
= _ B8-1 _ (_ B—1
det th (tx,27 31;72) det [—ﬂt?;l ,8(_31;72)6_1:| IB(t{L',z ( S$7z) )
Due to this we define

1 1
P0) = 5 B-1)¢
ﬂ(tx,z — (—Sx,z) ) z,25%,2

, Where t,.~ Al(I), sz.~—Al(]).

We have
g ds

[ Pz () = 2(B) 5 <
1(z,W1) J1(z47(s),Q) 5
— [ s@p.e) o= [ 1@)0.A) - b.(cq) da.
Q Q

where in the last step we have finally used the critical assumption |, 0 f = 0. Here cq is
the center of (). Since

1 (tg,;l - (_Sm,z)ﬁ_l)tm,zsm,z
0. (z) — HZ(CQ)| =

BtE:" — (=s0,2) Wty zs <1 (5L — (= 50g.2)P Dleg 8

, x,z x,252,2 cQ.z cQ.z cQ,z5¢cq,z
((Az +3)P71 — (A} —2)P71) (A2 + 3)(41 + 2)
((A2 —3)871 — (A1 +2)51) (A2 — 3)(A1 — 2)

< (Alg([))—(BH) 1_
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< (A1)~ Ve,
provided A; is big enough, combining the above and (3.5) we get
Fp(2) = D=1 S AT AD)) ™M e] flloolQ] = €] lloe-
This completes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix @ = I x J € R, and then choose f with || f|~ < 1 and fQ f=0

so that
/Q\b— Wl = [ b,

Now, apply our approximate weak factorization, Proposition 3.1, to get the said decom-
position of f. Then, since (Q,W;) and (P, W) are in symmetric roles, we also have the

following factorization for fp:

fp = [upHygw, — gw, Hyup| + [uw, H39q — 9o H~yuw,] + fq,

where

fp gwp Hyup = gWs e IP
up = ) Uw, = * ; f =49 H H < >
H’ngQ 2 ny gQ Q Qily ijk gQ Y H’ngQ

and there holds that

lup| S Ailfpl S Ailp,  |um| S Aillfpllcolws S Ailw,.

Moreover, given € > 0, for all A; large enough (independently of ), there holds that
[ Ja=0. Vel Selfrlelo £ tle
By our decomposition, we have
[or == [awbb.m)t0) + [ bl o) + [ url 1))
~ [ sabs. m)aw) + [ o

By the vanishing moment of fQ we have

/bfcz =/Q(b— (b)o)fo-

Hence, we get

/Q b= ()l < I1[bs By o 20 (lgwall o Rl o + 1w | o g2l zo + lgws o llup e
+ luws o llgoll ) + O /Q b— (b))

< Cu b, Hy s 10 |Q) + €22 /Q b B)ol,
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where C is absolute constant and we have, in addition to the various size estimates of
the appearing functions, used Lemma 2.2. Hence, by fixing € small enough (that is A;
big enough) we obtain

01 /. 1b= il £ 10 Holliosos
We are done. O

4. CURVES WITH NON-VANISHING TORSION

In this section we consider curves with non-vanishing torsion. In particular, we are
interested in C? curves v : [-1, 1] — R? with a Taylor expansion of the form

//(0)

y(t) =~ (0)t + L==t* + R(t), te(—1,1),

where ~/(0),~”(0) are linearly 1ndependent and the remainder term R is assumed to sat-

isfy

4.1 Re C*(-1,1 lim ’ =0.
( ) ( ’ )7 \t|1 0 ’t’Q

Writing +/(0),+”(0) as column vectors we define the matrix
L 11 0
A= [7'(0) VT()} .
Then a straightforward computation shows that the matrix O,

PO (T Z O ]
0

4.2) O:=AB, B =
c

is orthonormal, where

]2 2 " (0)

Denote the columns of O by e, es. As in [2], we let R, be the collection of rectangles
with sides parallel to e;, ez and satisfying that, for some ¢, the side-length of the side
parallel to e; is £/, j = 1,2. We say b € BMO (]RQ) if

_[0_ 70 70y 2o ‘
17 (0)]

Illon s = sup 1o / b
E(Q)<1

where /(Q)) denotes the side-length of the side parallel to e;. It is stated in [1] that if
b € BMO, (R?), then [b, H,] is bounded in L?, where

1
- / fe =)<

Let P be the collection of all the parabolic cubes in R? - recall that Q = I x J is a
parabolic cube if the sides of () are parallel to the coordinate axes and ¢(.J) = ¢(I)%. Fora
parabolic cube we define ¢(Q)) = ¢(I). Then it is clear that R, = OP.

We next record several small auxiliary results for the Various appearing BMO spaces.
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4.3. Lemma. Let E be an invertible 2 x 2 matrix. Let 1 < p < oo and 0 < 7 < 1. Then we have
that

1 1/p 1 1/p
(4.4) sup —/ b— (b p Spr Sup —/ b— (b p
QeP (|EQ| EQ| ol ) PT Qep <|EQ| EQ| ol )
(Q)<1 UQ)<T

where the implicit constant is independent from E.

Proof. By the change of variables [, f = [det E| [, f o E and |[EQ| = [det E||Q] it is
enough to prove claim with £ = id. But for the collection of parabolic cubes P the claim
is proved exactly as in the Euclidean case, which is simple. O

We also make the following observation that removes the matrix B from the rest of
our considerations.

4.5. Lemma. Let 1 < p < oo. Then

sup / |b— (b)a ]p> sup /!b— R\p
QeP £(Q)<1 ’AQ\ N RER-:{ ’R\

Proof. We begin with the observation that R., = {ABQ : @@ € P}, where B is defined
in (4.2). Again, a change of variables gives that [ agb = |det Al fQ bo A and |AQ| =
| det A||Q|. Hence, it suffices to connect the quantities

sup /boA (bo A)glP
QeP(Q)<1 \Q’ | >Q|>

and

1 1/p
sup boA—(boA)gol
QeP:(Q) <1<\BQ! BQ’ bod) Q’>

by suitable coverings. Suppose the lower left corner of @ is (uj,uz). Then B maps
(ug,uz) + £(I)(1,0) into

B( " > +£(I)B< ; > :B( " > + Y (0)] " e(D) ( ; )

Also, B maps (u1,us) + £(1)%(0,1) into

B(Z;>+£(I)2B<(1)>:B<Z;>+c€([)2<_<w2(0) o )OI )

So we have seen that B maps () into a parallelogram with one side parallel to the axis.
When /(Q) is sufficiently small, it is clear that there is a parabolic cube @); such that
BQ C Q1 and ¢(Q1) ~ ¢(Q). Hence, we have

1
|BQ| Jpg

1
bod—(bo g, ) "

(L hoA— (boA>BQ\p) 2( \boA—(boA>Q1]p>1/p

|BQ| /g

< (an o
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Now, B~ ! is also an upper triangular matrix. When £(Q) is sufficiently small, there is
a parabolic cube Q2 such that Q C BQ: (i.e. B~1Q C Q2) and £(Q2) ~ £(Q), and so

1 1/p
boA—(boA)gl? boA—(boA P
(@ ! 0l) " 5 (1551 [, oA o dnaur) "
Thus, the desired equivalence is proved for ¢(QQ) small enough. The general case is ob-
tained by applying Lemma 4.3. O

Finally, we note the John-Nirenberg property of BMO.,(R?).
4.6. Lemma. Suppose that b € BMO,, (R?). Then for any 1 < p < oo we have

1 / -

sup | — b— D)ol )" < |b .

s (igr /= ®el)” < ¥, ez
Q)1

Proof. By a change of variables the proof is essentially as in the classical Euclidean case.

O

Now, a crucial observation is that to estimate ||b||gy0, (r2), by Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.5
and a change of variables we know that it is enough to bound

sup L/ lboA— (boA)gl,
Qer 1@l Jg

Q)<
where 7 is a sufficiently small number to be specified later. Fix (). By applying the result

in [5] we get that

i[bo A, Hylp;

)

boA — bOA
!Q\/' ol 3

where n(t) := (t,t?), (spt ¢, spt ¢;) € {(Q7W)7( W), (W,Q), (W, P)}. Here
Wil S 1, el S 1, 1Q ~ W]~ P,
and
21 —y1| ~ €(Q), Yz € spt(p;)Vy € spt(v;),
which in particular gives

diSt(ﬂ'lp, m Q) ~ dist(m P, 7T1W) ~ diS‘C(ﬂ'lQ,TﬁW) ~ Q).

Here W is the key auxiliary set defined in [5] which is different from the W;, W5 defined
in this article. We have

[wioo cttle; = [0a) [ (0) — Az - an®)) st — i )5 de
— et A"! / (A1) / (b(z) — bl — F(8)) (A 2 — (1) da
~ det A"! / (65 0 A)b, ) (155 0 A1),

where 7 = An and we also note that in the above integral the support localization of the
pair (spt 1, spt ¢;) forces [t| ~ £(Q).
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We are ready to state and prove the main result of this section — the current proof
requires the a priori qualitative assumption b € BMO,,(R?) that we did not attempt to
remove. A possible way to remove the a priorization would be to repeat proofs given in
Section 2 for curves with non-vanishing torsion.

4.7. Theorem. Suppose ||[b, H,|||Lr—1» < oo. With the qualitative a priori assumption b &
BMO.,(R?) we have the quantitative bound

[bllBMmo., ®2) S [0y Hoylll Lo e

Proof. By the above discussion, for fixed @) € P with ¢(Q) < 7 we have

1 ! 1
— oA —{bo < E e o A1 . o A1

Lo
oot oAt
s;m\/w Ao, (g0 A7)

4 1 3 B
+;m‘/(¢jofl )b, Hy — H,](pj 0 A7)

= I+1I.

The estimate of I is easy —indeed, we have

4
1 _ -
I's ; m\\% o A7 | 1B, Holzo—s o lleoy © A 2w S 11, Hyl| o -

We then focus on the term /1. Recall that the supports of 1; and ¢; force |t| ~ ¢(Q) in
the kernel representation of

[0 a4 HibHs g0 471,
Next we look at

oA ) (05047
dt

= [0sa70) [ 0) ~ ba =10 psAe — 475 (0) e
Again we have |A~1y(t)| ~ £(Q). Now observe that if [t| < £(Q), then by v being C? (e.g.

C'! with bounded derivative) we have
[ A7) < Cly(®)] = Chy(t) = v(0)] < C'lt] < U(Q),
which is a contradiction. Hence [t| 2 ¢(Q). On the other hand by the limiting assumption
on the line (4.1) we may let ¢ be an absolute constant (depending only on «) such that
- 1.
V(&) =3O < [RO] < @), VIt € [0,¢].

Above we used that [(¢)| ~ [t|. Thus, for |t| € [0,c] we have |y(t)| ~ [7(¢)|, from which
we get that |t| ~ ¢(Q) (assuming 7/c is sufficiently small).
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Hence, by the above discussion there exits ¢, © such that

4
1
= —_— 0 A~ gl g S|
= Z: [ det A[|Q)] ‘/(% o AN, Hyyo).0n0) ~ Hongrenal(#i°A™)
]:

4
! / / -1 -1 -1 dt
+ —— V(A 2) (b(z) — bz — v(1)); (A e — A7y ()| — da
D oA oo g 547 000) — =2 (1))
where both H) 00(0),00(Q) and H gg(Q)’e /() are defined through the formula

dt
HP € ::/ T — t —
oe(@)0t(@)f (@) )<< fla—p(t)~

We estimate 1 first. A key observation is that
(4.8) lim |Ig| =0, where I := ([-1, —c] U[c,1]) N {t : |[A7 y(t)| ~ £(Q)}.

£(Q)—0

We will prove this soon. First, note that

[IQ

1 1 dt
)((bo A)(x) — (bo A)(z — A™'(t))) pj(z — A7 I(1)| — da

‘Q’ R2 t|601] t

< (bo A)(x) — (bo A)pgllv (x — A7 y(t))| de dt

Z|Q| A aalls(@)] - s Ol

* Z ﬁ [0 A)e = A7(0) = (b0 Aall (@) - eyl — A7 (D) e

1
< @/IQ /AQ{(boA)(x)— (bo A)pg|dzdt

S lbllsmo, gl

where A > 0 is a suitable large constant such that AQ is a parabolic cube with /(AQ) =
A(Q)and AQ D QUW U P.
To complete the estimate of /1, it remains to prove (4.8). Aiming for a contradiction,

assume that

limsup |Ig| > 0.

£(Q)—0
Then there exists some ¢ > 0 and a sequence of parabolic cubes {@;} such that /(Q;) — 0
and |Ig,| > . Note that [A™1~(t)| ~ |y(t)|. Thus there exist constants c1, c; such that

Ig; C ([-1, = Ule,1]) N{t : crl(Qj) < [y(1)] < e2b(Qy)}, V.
Thus we may further pick a subsequence of {Q);}, which we denote by @Q;,, such that

[c1£(Qj,), c2t(Qj,)] are pairwise disjoint. Then I, are pairwise disjoint and we obtain a
contradiction

1—CZZ|Iij|:+oo.
k
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Thus (4.8) holds and for any prescribed ¢ > 0 we may choose 7 = 7(¢) sufficiently small
so that

IIQ S €HbHBMO—y'

The rest of the proof is devoted to estimating I1;. Write

4
N1 A5 ALy
Ih = Z q] ‘ / Wilbo A Hoyg) ena) ~ Hona)oua!#s

A 15 A1

4
—1z 1
Z ( |¥;((bo A) = (bo A)ag) HL2 I (H;}(QY,ez(Q) Hei(@) ee(Q))% HL2

1
+”¢JHL2H ez(Q)@z(Q) He@(@)@e(@))(((bofl)—<bOA>AQ)<Pj)HL2>

A71~ A71 1/2
S 1@ eria) ~ Houayonalze fAQ pod= o Annal?)
A1y A1
5 ||H9g(Q;/,@g(Q) - Hee(Q;@g(Q)HLQ||b||BMOA,-
Clearly the proof is completed by applying the following lemma. O
4.9. Lemma. There holds that

i AT Al _
i 1Hou0).000) ~ Hong) ouqlliz—12 =0

Proof. Fix some f € L2 By Plancherel’s theorem we have

HH f 7@g(Q)fHL2

_ H /M(Q)SHW(Q) <e—2m'£-A*1?(t> e A () ) d? A(S)‘

It suffices to provide uniform bounds in £ for

elQ) . g
K=K(¢) = /0 (efzmg-A () _ p2migA 17(t)> ﬁ

Q) t

)

as the integration over [—0/(Q), —0¢(Q)] is similar.
For any prescribed ¢ > 0, if 7 = 7(¢) is sufficiently small, we always have the bound

o) o dt )
K5 [ TIellAT R S 1€l sup (RO S QP
04(Q) t~l(Q)

this bound is clearly not always sufficient. To obtain a complementary bound we use van
der Corput’s lemma.
Set

o) = —2m€ - ATIF(t) = —2m(Gat + &at?), (1) = —2mE - ATMy(1).
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Let us first assume that |¢;| < |¢,|. Note that |¢”(t)| = 47|&| and by continuity of ~”, 5"
and that 7v”(0) = 3”(0) = (0,2), there exists some absolute constant d; such that for
[t| < 1 (we may let 7 < &;/0) we have |[(A™17)"(t) — (A717)"(¢)| < 1/2 which gives that

10" ()] > 16" (6)] — |9 (1) — ¢ ()] > 4n|&a| — 2 [€|1Y" (£) — 7' (2)]
> Ar|&o| — 7[E] = 2m|&a] 2 (€]
Thus by van der Corput’s lemma 4.11, see below, we obtain
(o)l

Then let us look at the case |¢1| > |&]. It is clear that ¢/(t) = —27(£; + 2&5t) is monotone
and then

O =16l 2 1el, VI < 1/4.
Thus applying van der Corput’s lemma we have

ouQ) -
/ @ g dt
04(Q) t

However, the monotonicity of ¢’ is unclear. Instead, write

(S)4 S14 ~
/ @ o 4t / @ 30 —2mie a1 rw A
04(Q) t 04(Q) t

SKETe@)

onQ) -
: / ey (t) dt| .
04(Q)

Now again, ¢ (t) = —2m (&1 4 2&5t) is monotone. And note that

sup  [U(t)| = sup  |e FEATRO L)t
t€[00(Q),04(Q)] 1€[04(Q),04(Q)]

and

Q) e4Q) ) ! 1
[ Twmlaes [T RO s 1) + @),
00(Q) 04(Q)

where we simply used
IR0 =1 (t) =7 @O < (1) =0 + 7' (1) =7(0)] S ¢.
Thus by van der Corput’s lemma we get

oL Q) -~
/ e PO (t) dt
00(Q)

Gathering the above esimates together we have obtained
. _1 _ _ _
K < min <€I£IE(Q)2, Ly <l [€]720(Q) ™ + Ligy 31 (€171UQ) T +€(Q))>-

From the above estimate we obtain

P 6l < e 20@),
Sl PUQ Q). 1> Q)

which gives the desired asymptotics. O

SIETHUQ)T +E16Q)) < lElHQ) T + 4(Q).

(4.10)
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4.11. Lemma (Van der Corput’s lemma). Let I = [a, ] be a fixed interval and ¢,v : I — R.
Denote

b
I(a,b) = / ey (t) dt.

Then, there exist absolute constants C, Cy, > 0 such that the following hold.
(1) If |¢/(t)| > X\ > 0 and ¢ is monotone, then

[1a,0)] < O (Il 1y + 19 lacr) )
(2) If p € C*[a,b] and |p*) (t)| > X > 0, then
[1(@,b)] < CA™ ([l 1y + 10 ) )
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