
ON ALMOST EVERYWHERE CONVERGENCE OF PLANAR

BOCHNER-RIESZ MEAN

XIAOCHUN LI AND SHUKUN WU

Abstract. We demonstrate that the almost everywhere convergence of the

planar Bochner-Riesz means for Lp functions in the optimal range when 5/3 ≤
p ≤ 2. This is achieved by establishing a sharp L5/3 estimate for a maximal

operator closely associated with the Bochner-Riesz multiplier operator. The

estimate depends on a novel refined L2 estimate, which may be of independent
interest.
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1. Introduction

For any Schwartz function f , the n-dimensional Bochner-Riesz mean Tλ
t f is

defined as

(1.1) Tλ
t f(x) := (2π)−n

∫
Rn

(
1− |ξ|2

t2

)λ

+
f̂(ξ)eix·ξdξ.
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It can be extended to a multiplier operator with the Fourier multiplier (1−|·|2/t2)λ+.
Analogous to the Gauss mean (where the multiplier is replaced by e−|·|2/t) or the
Able mean (where the multiplier is replaced by e−|·|/t), the Bochner-Riesz mean is a
summation method that was introduced to study the radial convergence of Fourier
transform. The issue of almost everywhere convergence concerning the Bochner-
Riesz mean stands out as one of the most intriguing and significant problems in
modern analysis. It can be precisely formulated as follows:

Question 1.1. For any Lp function f , what is the optimal regularity λ required
for the Bochner-Riesz mean Tλ

t f to converge to f almost everywhere?

In the higher range p ≥ 2, the almost-everywhere convergence problem is com-
pletely solved in [CRdFV88]. However, the lower range p < 2 poses significantly
greater challenges. It is worth noting that, when p < 2, Stein’s maximal principle
suggests that the following two claims are equivalent:

i) limt→∞ Tλ
t f(x)=f(x) for a.e. x ∈ Rn and every Lp function f .

ii) The maximal Bochner-Riesz operator Tλ
∗ is bounded in Lp.

Here the maximal operator Tλ
∗ is defined as

(1.2) Tλ
∗ f(x) := sup

t>0
|Tλ

t f(x)|.

In his investigation into weak-type Lp-estimates for maximal operators, Tao put
forth an insightful conjecture concerning the maximal operator Tλ

∗ . This conjecture,
outlined in his cited work [Tao98], offers a compelling speculation on the operational
dynamics and possible constraints of Tλ

∗ . Allow us to articulate this conjecture
herein.

Conjecture 1.2. For any 1 ≤ p < 2, the maximal Bochner-Riesz operator Tλ
∗

extends to a bounded operator in Lp(Rn) when λ > max{0, 2n−1
2p − n

2 }, that is,

(1.3)
∥∥Tλ

∗ f
∥∥
Lp(Rn)

≤ C∥f∥Lp(Rn) .

The conjecture has remained remarkably intriguing and challenging, with very
limited progress made over the years. Its motivation lies in the pointwise conver-
gence of circular Fourier partial sums, rendering the scenarios most compelling and
challenging as λ approaches zero. Prior to our work, there had been no positive
conclusion for λ near zero. Additionally, for higher dimensional cases when n ≥ 4,
no affirmative (non-trivial) result has been reached even when λ is away from zero.
In the planar case, we are positioned to offer a partial resolution of this conjecture,
marking a notable improvement over previous research, particularly as it’s the first
instance of attaining sharp and non-trivial conclusions for p < 2 and λ near zero.
Our approach significantly diverges from prior studies. Primarily, it revolves around
a quantitative version of localized L2 estimates concentrating on some unit balls.
These refined L2 estimates not only deepen our understanding of the conjecture
but also may pave the way for future investigations and improvements in this field.
Moreover, they extend beyond addressing the maximal Bochner-Riesz operators,
such as the reverse square function inequality in the plane, suggesting broader ap-
plications for the quantitative local L2 inequalities. It is reasonable to anticipate
further applications stemming from these insights. We now state our main result
as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Conjecture 1.2 is true when n = 2 and 5/3 ≤ p ≤ 2.
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Figure 1.

As a direct implication of Theorem 1.3, within the range 5/3 ≤ p ≤ 2, the
Bochner-Riesz mean Tλ

t f converges to f for any f ∈ Lp(R) if λ > 0. How-
ever, the assertion does not hold when λ = 0, as demonstrated by Fefferman’s
renowned example [Fef71]. Theorem 1.3 encompassed all prior findings in the plane
from [Tao02, LW20, GW24], and [Kim24] which collectively affirm the pointwise
convergence conclusion for (1/p, λ) within the quadrilateral region C depicted in
Figure 1. Theorem 1.3 extends its coverage to a significantly larger area, specifi-
cally, the triangular region defined by three points: (1/2, 0), (3/5, 0) and (1, 1/2).
Region B remains open, while Region A is invalidated by Tao’s example, where
f(x1, x2) = a(R−1/2x1)a(x2)e

ix1 is set in (1.6) for a standard bump function a.

Our main theorem, Theorem 1.3, is established through Lp estimates of a specific
maximal operator, which bears relevance to the classical Bochner-Riesz multiplier.
Before proceeding, let’s introduce the definition of this maximal operator. For
t ∈ [1, 2] and any positive real number R, define St,R by

(1.4) Ŝt,Rf(ξ) = a(R(t− |ξ|))f̂(ξ)

for any ξ ∈ R2 and any Schwartz function f , where the function a represents a
standard bump function on [−1, 1]. The multiplier a(R(t − |ξ|)) here is a bump
function supported on the annulus At,R := {ξ ∈ R2 : t−R−1 ≤ |ξ| ≤ t+R−1}. We
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define the corresponding maximal operator S∗
R by,

(1.5) S∗
Rf(x) = sup

t∈[1,2]

∣∣St,Rf(x)
∣∣ ,

for any x ∈ R2.

By means of particular simplifications detailed in Section 3, establishing Theorem
1.3 can be accomplished by focusing solely on the following Lp-estimates of the
maximal operator, which formulates our central theorem in this article.

Theorem 1.4. For any ε > 0 and any 5/3 ≤ p ≤ 2, there is a constant Cε such
that

(1.6)
∥∥S∗

Rf
∥∥
Lp(R2)

≤ CεR
ε∥f∥Lp(R2) ,

for any Schwartz function f and any R ≥ 1.

In the planar case, Tao’s conjecture can be comprehensively addressed upon
solving the conjecture stated below.

Conjecture 1.5. The Lp-estimate (1.6) holds for p = 3/2.

One of the main challenges posed by Conjecture 1.2 arises from the absence
of orthogonality in the radial direction. Research by [KS19] demonstrates that

substituting the Lp
xL

∞
t norm in (1.3) with a larger Lp

xL
p′

t norm (1/p + 1/p′ = 1)
leads to the breakdown of Conjecture 1.2 within the entire isosceles right triangular
area illustrated in Figure 1. This essentially means that an interpolation between
the established outcomes at the endpoints L1

xL
∞
t and L2

xL
2
t offers an almost sharp

bound for the Lp
xL

p′

t norm. To extend the results for the maximal problem beyond
this interpolation line, it becomes imperative to establish a certain level of radial
orthogonality. As we’ll explain shortly, this is largely achieved implicitly through
the consideration of specific weighted estimates.

Remark 1.6. Surprisingly, Tao’s example f(x1, x2) = a(R−1/2x1)a(x2)e
ix1 , among

some reductions, also serves as a sharp example of this Lp
xL

p′

t problem. In Section
6, we will briefly explain how our approach in this paper can, to some extent, rule
out Tao’s example for Conjecture 1.2.

By employing certain reductions (refer to Section 3), demonstrating Theorem 1.4
can be narrowed down to primarily examining the Lp estimates for the following
model operator:

(1.7)
∑
j

Sjf1Fj
,

where Fj ’s are disjoint sets in an R-ball BR in the plane, each of them is a collec-
tion of unit balls, 1Fj

represents the indicator function of Fj , and Sj is a multiplier

operator given by Ŝjf(ξ) = a(R(tj − |ξ|))f̂(ξ) for some tj ∈ [1, 2]. Notice that the
operator Sj depends on both j and R, yet we abstain from explicitly including R
in the notation Sj .
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More precisely, it suffices to establish that

(1.8)
∥∥∑

j

Sjf1Fj

∥∥
p
≲ε R

ε∥f∥p,

for one endpoint with p = 5/3 and any ϵ > 0, as the Lp estimates (1.6) can then
be derived through interpolation with the other known endpoint at p = 2. This
observation leads us to explore the weighted Lp-norm ∥Sjf∥Lp(1Fj

) for any fixed j.

Given that each Sj behaves similarly to the spherical multiplier operator S := S1,R,
we are interested in analyzing the Lp-norm restricted to a subset F ⊂ BR, that is,

(1.9) ∥Sf1F ∥p.

Decoupling inequalities have been utilized as a method in previous studies aiming
towards (1.9). In [Tao02, LW20], (1.9) is bounded by a decoupling norm, albeit
without incorporating the information from the weight 1F . In a more recent paper
[GW24], the authors proposed to bound this weighted Lp-norm using a decoupling
norm with a saving term expressed as

(1.10)
( |F |
Rn

)α

for some α > 0. Such decoupling inequalities have contributed to advancements
regarding Conjecture 1.2 in dimensions two and three. However, for the maximal
Bochner-Riesz problem, the decoupling norm might not be the most suitable choice.
One reason is that decoupling inequalities are powerful tools primarily aimed at an-
alyzing constructive interference, which is often the main challenge in Lp-problems
when p > 2. However, in Conjecture 1.2, we are required to consider Lp functions
in the lower range of p, where the constructive interference might not be the main
obstacle.

We naturally anticipate the gain (1.10) for the weighted L2-norm of Sf . Un-
fortunately, the Knapp example f(x) = eitxna(R−1/2x̄)a(R−1xn) with (x̄, xn) ∈
Rn−1 × R demonstrates that we cannot generally expect a weighted inequality in
the form

(1.11) ∥Sf1F ∥L2(Rn) ≲
( |F |
Rn

)α

∥Sf∥2.

However, if we replace the operator S with its multilinear analog Muln(S), the
Bennett-Carbery-Tao multilinear restriction theorem [BCT06] indicates that

(1.12) ∥Muln(S)f1F ∥L2(Rn) ⪅
( |F |
Rn

) 1
2n ∥Sf∥2.

The multilinear weighted L2 estimate (1.12) is sharp, by testing F = Br for any
1 ≤ r ≤ R. Nevertheless, these are essentially the only sharp examples.

This observation suggests that if S could be substituted freely with its multilinear
analog, then (1.12) would prove quite useful for the lower range p < 2. To see why,
we first assume

(1.13) (#j)|Fj | ∼ R2,



6 XIAOCHUN LI AND SHUKUN WU

which can be achieved by pigeonholing. Henceforth, on the one hand, we have from
the weighted L2 estimate (1.12) and the assumption (1.13),

(1.14)
∑
j

∥∥Sjf1Fj

∥∥2
2
≲

∑
j

∥∥Bil(Sj)f1Fj

∥∥2
2
⪅

( |Fj |
R2

)1
2
∑
j

∥∥Sjf
∥∥2
2
≲

1

(#j)
1
2

∥∥f∥∥2
2
.

On the other hand, invoke the sharp L4/3 estimate for the Bochner-Riesz operator
to get ∑

j

∥∥Sjf1Fj

∥∥4/3
4/3

≲
∑
j

∥∥f∥∥4/3
4/3

≲ (#j)
∥∥f∥∥4/3

4/3
.(1.15)

An interpolation between the above two estimates gives

(1.16)
∑
j

∥∥Sjf1Fj

∥∥p
p
⪅

∥∥f∥∥p
p

for p = 16/9, which proves Conjecture 1.2 when n = 2 and 16/9 ≤ p ≤ 2.

The first obstacle we encounter is how to transition from the linear operator to
the bilinear one. Typically, the Bourgain-Guth broad-narrow method (see [BG11])
is a standard tool for this purpose. However, given the intricacy of our problem,
we need to utilize more nuanced concepts of broadness, akin to those introduced
by Guth in [Gut18].

Definition 1.7. We call an interval τ ⊂ S1 a ρ-cap if the Lebesgue measure of the
cap τ is ∼ ρ. We also define

(1.17) Cτ := {ξ ∈ R2 : ξ/|ξ| ∈ τ}
as the conic region determined by τ .

For any cap τ , Sτf denotes the smooth Fourier restriction of Sf in τ , that is,

Ŝτf = aτ Ŝf . Here aτ is a smooth bump function on the conic region Cτ .

Definition 1.8. Suppose Σ = {σ} is a collection of finitely overlapping (logR)−1-
caps. Let M be a large number. For any function f and any set E ⊂ BR, define
the broad norm ∥Sf∥L2

brM
(E) as

(1.18) ∥Sf∥L2
brM

(E) := max
Σ′⊂Σ,
#Σ′=M

min
σ∈Σ′

{∥Sσf∥L2(E)}.

The quantity ∥Sf∥L2
brM

(E) is determined by the cap σ such that ∥Sσf∥L2(E)

is the M -th largest element among the family {∥Sσf∥L2(E)}σ∈Σ. When E is a
unit ball, the definition coincides with the one introduced in [Gut18]. Compared
to the usual one ∥Sf∥L2(E) or its bilinear analog ∥Bil(S)f∥L2(E), the broad norm
∥Sf∥L2

brM
(E) possesses a stronger directional non-concentration property.

To establish an analog of the inequality (1.12), we find ourselves needing certain
refined L2 estimates associated with the broad norm, which are the cornerstone of
our proof of Theorem 1.4. To elucidate our new refined L2 results, we first need
to introduce some definitions. We denote the ρ-neighborhood of a set E by Nρ(E)
and the Lebesgue measure of E by |E|. Moreover, A≫ B signifies that the number
A is much greater than the number B, and #S represents the number of elements
in a (finite) set S.
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Definition 1.9. Let κ ∈ [r−1/2, 1] for some given real number r ≥ 1. A subset E
of an r-ball (or cube) Br in the plane is called κ regular in Br if

(1) For any r1/2 × r-tube T in R2,

(1.19) |Nr1/2(E) ∩ T | ≲ κ|T |.

(2) There exists a collection Tκ of r1/2×r tubes with #Tκ ≲ |Nr1/2(E)|/(κr3/2)
so that E ⊂

⋃
T∈Tκ

T .

Definition 1.10. Given a large number R ≫ K ≫ 1 with K = R2−n

, let r1 <

· · · < rn be scales such that rn = R, rk = r
1/2
k+1 for all k ∈ {1, · · · , n− 1}. We say

a set E is regular with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn) if for every k ∈ {1, · · · , n}, there
exists κrk ∈ [r

−1/2
k , 1] such that

(1) E is κrk regular in an rk-ball (or cube) Brk whenever Brk ∩ E ̸= ∅.
(2) |Nrk−1

(E)∩Qrk |, for every dyadic rk-cubes of Qrk intersecting with Nrk−1
(E),

is the same up to a constant multiple which may depend on k. Note that it
is equivalent to

(1.20)
|Nrk−1

(E) ∩Qrk |
|Qrk |

∼
|Nrk−1

(E)|
|Nrk(E)|

,

since
∑

Qrk
:Qrk

∩Nrk−1
(E) ̸=∅ |Nrk−1

(E)∩Qrk | = |Nrk−1
(E)| and |Nrk(E)| ∼

|Qrk |#{Qrk : Qrk ∩Nrk−1
(E) ̸= ∅}.

Proposition 1.11. Let R ≫ K ≫ 1. Suppose F , a union of K-balls (or cubes)
B’s, is regular with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn) and M ≥ 3n. Then for any function
f ∈ L2, we have

(1.21)
∑
B⊂F

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)5n
n∏

k=1

κ−1
rk

( |F |
R2

)∥∥Sf∥∥2
2
.

and

(1.22)
∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2(F )
≲

n∏
k=1

κrk
∥∥Sf∥∥2

2
.

In particular, the geometric mean of (1.21) and (1.22) yields that

(1.23)
∑
B⊂F

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)5n
( |F |
R2

) 1
2 ∥∥Sf∥∥2

2
.

Here
∑

B⊂F denotes a summation over all K-balls (or cubes) contained within F .

Remark 1.12. Although Proposition 1.11 is stated with Sf being the smooth
Fourier restriction of f on the R−1-neighborhood of the unit circle, it is also valid
when the unit circle is replaced by a C2 curve with nonzero curvature.

Proposition 1.11 enables us to derive the following refinement of (1.12) in R2:
for any L2(R2) functions f1, f2, we have

(1.24) ∥Bil(S)f11F ∥2∥Sf21F ∥2 ⪅
( |F |
R2

) 1
2 ∥f1∥2∥f2∥2.

This improvement over (1.12) is notable since it eliminates the requirement for a
multilinear structure in the second term ∥Sf21F ∥2 on the left side. Consequently,
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we can derive an L5/3 estimate rather than an L16/9 estimate. The method devel-
oped to prove Proposition 1.11 may be of independent interest. Additionally, we
anticipate further applications of the refined L2 estimates and its analogs. For in-
stance, at a cost of Rε, we can reprove the reverse square function estimate in R2 by
solely working in the L2 space and using L2 orthogonality. The transition from L4

space to L2 space is facilitated by Hölder’s inequality and the examination of level
sets. This approach circumvents the reliance on the algebraic property of the num-
ber 4, namely, 4 = 2× 2, which was pivotal in its original proof in [Cór77]. Below,
we will outline a sketch of its proof using refined L2 estimates. It is our aspiration
that this perspective will shed lights on Lp-problems in harmonic analysis.

Sketch for the reverse square function estimate. By employing the standard broad-
narrow argument, we identify a dyadic number α ∈ [R−1/2, 1] along with the cor-
responding α-caps τ such that

(1.25) ∥Sf∥44 ⪅
∑
τ

∥Sτf∥4L4
br(BR)

.

ChoosingK = (logR)C , for each τ , via pigeonholing, we find a dyadic number λ and
a set Eλ of unit balls such that for any unit ball B ⊂ Eλ, we have ∥Sτf∥4L4

br(B)

∼ λ.

Furthermore,

(1.26) ∥Sτf∥4L4
br(BR)

≲ (logR)C∥Sτf∥4L4
br(Eλ)

.

Dividing BR into Rα×R-rectangles T with direction τ , we have

(1.27) ∥Sτf∥4L4
br(Eλ)

=
∑
T

∥Sτf∥4L4
br(Eλ∩T )

.

Inside each Eλ ∩ T , by reverse Hölder’s inequality, we get

(1.28) ∥Sτf∥4L4
br(Eλ∩T )

≲
1

|Eλ ∩ T |
∥Sτf∥4L2

br(Eλ∩T )
.

Applying a rescaled version of (1.23) through parabolic rescaling, at a cost of
KO(1) ⪅ 1, we see that

∥Sτf∥4L2
br(Eλ∩T )

⪅
|Eλ ∩ T |

|T |
∥Sτf∥4L2(T ) ⪅

|Eλ ∩ T |
|T |

( ∫
T

∑
θ⊂τ

|Sθf |2
)2

(1.29)

by L2-orthogonality. Utilizing Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and combining the
above two estimates yield

(1.30) ∥Sτf∥4L4
br(Eλ∩T )

⪅
∫
T

(∑
θ⊂τ

|Sθf |2
)2
.

Consequently, from (1.25) and (1.30), we obtain

(1.31) ∥Sf∥44 ≲
∑
τ

∥Sτf∥4L4
br(BR)

⪅
∑
τ

∫ (∑
θ⊂τ

|Sθf |2
)2

⪅
∫ (∑

θ

|Sθf |2
)2
,

which precisely corresponds to the reverse square function estimate. □

Notations:
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• We denote A ≲ B to signify that A ≤ CB for some constant C, and A ⪅ B
to indicate that A ≤ CεR

εB for any ε > 0. We define A ∼ B if A ≲ B and
B ≲ A.

• In the paper, we consider a large number R ≫ 1. Another large number,
denoted as K, satisfies K ∼ exp (logR/ log logR) ⪅ 1. The value of K
remains fixed starting from equation (4.21).

• θ (or θ′) always represents an R−1/2-cap.
• Br stands for a ball (or cube) in the plane with radius (or side length)
r > 0.

Acknowledgment. The first author is supported by Simons collaboration grants.
The second author thanks Shengwen Gan for some helpful conversation regarding
the appendix.

2. Creating large regular subsets and the refined L2 estimates

In this section, our attention is directed towards investigating the weighted L2

estimate ∥Sf∥L2(E), where E represents a subset of an R-ball (or cube), denoted as
BR. Our aim is to provide a demonstration for Proposition 1.11. The demonstration
relies on the construction of sizable regular subsets based on a greedy algorithm.

2.1. Algorithms for discovering extensive regular subsets. Let us first state
a lemma on finding significant regular subsets in a single scale. We will use this
lemma repeatedly to obtain large regular subsets in multi-scales in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose E ⊂ Br is a union of r1/2-balls (or cubes). Then there exists
a factor κ and a union of r1/2-balls (or cubes) Eκ ⊂ E with |Eκ| ≳ (logR)−1|E|
and such that Eκ is κ regular in Br.

Proof. We present a greedy algorithm described as follows. The algorithm is de-
signed to finding a subset F of Br consisting of r1/2-balls and a union of r1/2-balls
E. Once the algorithm stops, a subset Eκ of E is the large regular set as desired
in the lemma.

First, let us see how to make initial selections for F and E. We initiate F := E.
Define

(2.1) κ∗F = max
T any r1/2×r tube

|F ∩ T |/|T |.

It is easy to see that κ∗F ∈ [r−1/2, 1]. Take κF ∈ [r−1/2, 1] to be the maximal dyadic

number κ ∈ [r−1/2, 1] with 2κ∗F ≥ κ ≥ κ∗F /4. We now choose an r1/2 × r-tube T
that maximizes |F ∩ T |. Then we see that

(2.2) κF ∼ |F ∩ T |/|T | .

For the chosen tube T , let QF (T ) be the collection of r1/2-balls (or cubes) such
that Q ⊂ F and Q ∩ T ̸= ∅. Define QT ⊂ F as

(2.3) QT =
⋃

Q⊂QF (T )

Q.

Then |QT |/|T | ∼ κF since the chosen tube T maximizes |F ∩ T |. We now initiate
E := {QT }, which consists of some r1/2-balls from the chosen tube T .
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Update F by removing the union of r1/2-balls QT , i.e., set F := F \QT . Then
repeat the previous process for the updated F to continue the updating procedure
by setting E := E ∪ QT , where T represents the chosen tube associate to the
updated F . We terminate the algorithm until |F | ≤ |E|/2. Since at each step we
remove at least one r1/2-ball from F , a termination will inevitably occur after a
finite number of steps.

When the algorithm stops, after grouping together those subsets of E generated
by those F ’s with the same dyadic number κF = κ, we obtain a collection of disjoint
sets {Eκ}κ, where κ ranges over certain dyadic numbers in [r−1/2, 1], to form a
partition of the set E acquired at the end of the algorithm. Because |E| ≥ |E|/2,
we see that ∑

κ

∣∣Eκ

∣∣ ≥ |E|/2 .

Additionally, each Eκ obeys Eκ =
⊔

T∈Tκ
QT and |QT |/|T | ∼ κ for any tube

T ∈ Tκ. Here Tκ is a collection of r1/2 × r-tubes. Moreover, since Eκ is contained
in an F with κF = κ, we have that for any r1/2 × r-tube T ,

(2.4) |Nr1/2(Eκ) ∩ T | ≲ |F ∩ T | ≲ κ|T |.
By pigeonholing, there exists a κ such that |Eκ| ≳ (logR)−1|E|. This yields

#Tκ ≲ |Eκ|/(κr3/2) since Eκ =
⊔

T∈Tκ
QT is a disjoint union and |QT | ∼ κ|T |

for any T ∈ Tκ. Finally, because QT ⊂ 2T , we can enlarge the tube set Tκ so
that the estimate #Tκ ≲ |Eκ|/(κr3/2) remains valid, and simultaneously, Eκ ⊂⋃

T∈Tκ
T . Therefore, by Definition 1.9, we see that Eκ is κ-regular in Br with

|Eκ| ≳ (logR)−1|E| as desired. □

Lemma 2.2. Let R≫ K ≫ 1 with K = R2−n

. Let r1 < · · · < rn be scales such that

rn = R, rk = r
1/2
k+1 for all k ∈ {1, · · · , n − 1}. Suppose that E ⊂ BR is a union of

K-balls (or cubes). Then there exists a collection of factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn) with each

κrk ∈ [r
−1/2
k , 1] and a union of K-balls (or cubes) E′ ⊂ E with |E′| ≳ (logR)−3n|E|

such that E′ is regular with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn).

Proof. We create the set E′ inductively from the smallest scale r1 = K2 to the
largest one rn = R. Let E0 = E and r0 = K. The algorithm starts at scale r1,
where Lemma 2.1 starts to kick in. Let k ∈ {1, · · · , n}. At beginning of the k-th
step of the algorithm, there is a union of rk−1-balls Ek−1 such that Ek−1 is regular
with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrk−1

) and |Ek−1| ≳ (logR)−3(k−1)|E|.

If k = n then the algorithm terminates. Otherwise, we use dyadic cubes Q of
dimensions rk × rk to partition the plane, and then consider each dyadic rk-cube
Q that Ek−1 ∩Q ̸= ∅. Apply Lemma 2.1 to the pair (Ek−1 ∩Q,Q) so that there
exists a factor κQ and a union of rk−1-balls (or cubes) EκQ

⊂ Ek−1 ∩Q such that

(1) |EκQ
| ≳ (logR)−1|Ek−1 ∩Q|

(2) EκQ
is κQ regular in Q.

By dyadic pigeonholing, there exists a collection of dyadic rk-cube Q such that

(1) κQ are the same for all Q ∈ Q.
(2) |Nrk−1

(EκQ
) ∩ Q| are the same for all Q ∈ Q up to a constant multiple.

(Hence (1.20) holds).
(3)

∣∣Ek−1 ∩
⋃

Q∈QQ
∣∣ ≳ (logR)−2|Ek−1|.
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We define

(2.5) Ek :=
⋃

Q∈Q
EκQ

Then it is easy to see that |Ek| ≳ (logR)−3|Ek−1|, which yields |Ek| ≳ (logR)−3k|E|,
through the inductive hypothesis. Ek is κB-regular in Brk whenever Brk ∩Ek ̸= ∅.
Hence Ek is regular with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrk) and |Ek| ≳ (logR)−3k|E|.

When the algorithm stops, we obtain set En with |En| ≳ (logR)−3n|E| such
that En is regular with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn). Take E

′ = En and then we finish the
proof. □

2.2. Refined L2 estimates for a κ-regular set. We now provide a quantitative
characterization of the local L2 norm of Sf1F where F is a κ-regular set. The
demonstration hinges on a combinatorial approach, employing multiple applica-
tions of the pigeonhole principle.

For a ball (or cube) B, we define the weight function wB to be

(2.6) wB(x) =
1(

1 + dist(x,B)
r(B)

)L ,
where r(B) is the radius of the ball B, dist(x,B) represents the distance between
x and B, and L is sufficiently large constant. The weighted norm ∥f∥L2(w(B)) is
expressed as

(2.7) ∥f∥L2(w(B)) =

(∫
R2

∣∣f ∣∣2wBdx

)1/2

.

Similarly the weighted broad norm ∥Sf∥L2
brM

(E) is defined by substituting the cor-

responding L2(E)-norm with the weighted norm L2(w(E)) when E is a ball or a
cube. The weight function wB is specifically crafted to address contributions from
Schwartz tails. Essentially, it can be regarded as the indicator function 1B , since
the primary contribution arises from B.

Lemma 2.3. If F , a union of r1/2-balls (or cubes) {B}, is κr regular in Br. Then
for any function f ∈ L2, we have

(2.8)
∑
B⊂F

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)5
( |F |
κr|Br|

)∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM−2
(w(Br))

and

(2.9)
∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2(F )
≲ κr

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2(w(Br))

.

Proof. Denote by d(τ) the diameter (length) of a cap τ and by Tr the collection of
r1/2 × r tubes intersecting Br. By Definition 1.9 and L2-orthogonality, we have∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2(F )
≲

∑
Q⊂F

∑
τ :d(τ)=r−1/2

∑
T∈Tτ

∫
Q

|Sτf |21T(2.10)

≲ κr
∑

τ,d(τ)=r−1/2

∑
T∈Tτ

∫
|Sτf |21T ≤ κr

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2(w(Br))

,
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which gives (2.9). Here Q ranges over all dyadic r1/2-cubes in F .
Next, let us prove (2.8). Since F is κ regular, there is a collection Tκr

of r1/2×r-
tubes such that #Tκr ≲ |Nr1/2(F )|/(κr3/2) ∼ |F |/(κr3/2) and

(2.11)
∑
B⊂F

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲
∑

T∈Tκr

∑
B⊂F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

.

By dyadic pigeonholing, there exists a T′
κr

⊂ Tκr
, such that

(1)
∑

B⊂F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

are the same up to a constant multiple, for all T ∈
T′
κr
.

(2) We have

(2.12)
∑

T∈T′
κr

∑
B⊂F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≳ (logR)−1
∑

T∈Tκr

∑
B⊂F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

.

Fix an r1/2 × r tube T ∈ Tκr . By dyadic pigeonholing again, there exists a
collection of r1/2-balls B(T ) such that

•
∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2
brM

(B)
are the same up to a constant multiple, for all B ∈ B(T ).

• We have

(2.13)
∑

B∈B(T )

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≳ (logR)−1
∑

B⊂F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

.

Denote by τT ⊂ S1 the directional cap associated to T , so |τT | ∼ r−1/2. Recall the
definition of the broad norm in Definition 1.8. For each B ⊂ T , let Σ(B) be the
collection of (logR)−1-caps such that #Σ(B) =M and for any σ ∈ Σ(B),

(2.14)
∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2
brM

(B)
≲

∥∥Sσf
∥∥2
L2(B)

.

For each (logR)−1-cap σ and each r−1/2-cap τ , define a collection of r1/2× r-tubes
Tσ,τ as

(2.15) Tσ,τ := {T : τT = τ ⊂ σ} ,
and Tσ,τ (B) as

(2.16) Tσ,τ (B) := {T ⊂ Br : T ∩ 2B ̸= ∅, T ∈ Tσ,τ}.
Then by L2-orthogonality,∥∥Sσf

∥∥2
L2(B)

≲
∑
τ⊂σ

∑
T∈Tσ,τ (B)

∥∥Sτf1T

∥∥2
L2(2B)

(2.17)

≲ r−1/2
∑
τ⊂σ

∑
T∈Tσ,τ (B)

∥∥Sτf1T

∥∥2
2
.(2.18)

Denote by ΣT (B) ⊂ Σ(B) the collection of (logR)−1-caps σ obeying ∡(θT , σ) ≳
(logR)−1. Then #ΣT (B) ≥ M − 2. Let us consider the pairs (σ,B) ∈ Σ × B(T ).
Note that

(2.19)
∑

B∈B(T )

∑
σ∈Σ

1{σ∈ΣT (B)} ≥ (M − 2)#B(T ).

Since #Σ ≲ logR, we have

(2.20) (2.19) =
∑
σ∈Σ

∑
B∈B(T )

1{σ∈ΣT (B)} ≲ (logR)#B(T ).
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Therefore, since for any σ, #{B ∈ B(T ) : σ ∈ ΣT (B)} ≤ #B(T ), there exists a set
Σ(T ) ⊂ Σ such that

• #Σ(T ) ≥M − 2.
• For any σ ∈ Σ(T ),

(2.21) #{B ∈ B(T ) : σ ∈ ΣT (B)} ≳ (logR)−1#B(T ).

Since
∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2
brM

(B)
are the same up to a constant multiple for all B ∈ B(T ), for

any σ ∈ Σ(T ), from (2.13), it follows that

(2.22)
∑

B∈B(T ):σ∈ΣT (B)

∥∥Sσf
∥∥2
L2(B)

≳ (logR)−2
∑

B∈F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

.

Since ∡(θ(T ), σ) ≳ (logR)−1, we see that any tube T ′ ∈ Tσ,τ is transversal to the

tube T . Thus, there are at most O(logR) many r1/2-balls (or cubes) B belonging
to B(T ) ∩ T ′. Henceforth, from (2.18), we get∑

B∈B(T ):σ∈ΣT (B)

∥∥Sσf
∥∥2
L2(B)

≲ r−1/2
∑
τ⊂σ

∑
T ′∈Tσ,τ

∑
B∈B(T )∩T ′

∥∥Sτf1T ′
∥∥2
L2(Br)

≲ (logR)r−1/2
∥∥Sσf

∥∥2
L2(w(Br))

,

which yields that for any σ ∈ Σ(T ),

(2.23)
∑

B∈F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)3r−1/2
∥∥Sσf

∥∥2
L2(w(Br))

.

Finally, consider the pairs (σ, T ) ∈ Σ × T′
κr
. Since #Σ(T ) ≥ M − 2 for any

T ∈ T′
κr
, similarly, by pigeonholing, there exists a set Σ(Br) ⊂ Σ so that

• #Σ(Br) ≥M − 2.
• For any σ ∈ Σ(Br),

(2.24) #{T ∈ T′
κr

: σ ∈ Σ(T )} ≳ (logR)−1#T′
κr
.

Since
∑

B⊂F∩T

∥∥Sf1∥∥2L2
brM

(B)
are the same up to a constant multiple for all T ∈ T′

κr
,

by (2.12) and (2.23), we end up with, for any σ ∈ Σ(Br),∑
T∈Tκr

∑
B∈F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)2
∑

T∈T′
κr

σ∈Σ(T )

∑
B∈F∩T

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)5r−1/2(#Tκr
)
∥∥Sσf

∥∥2
L2(w(Br))

.

Using (2.11) and #Tκr ≲ |Nr1/2(E)|/(κr3/2), we can finally conclude from the
above estimate that for any σ ∈ Σ(Br),

(2.25)
∑
B⊂F

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)5
( |F |
κr2

)∥∥Sσf
∥∥2
L2(w(Br))

,

which yields that

(2.26)
∑
B⊂F

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ (logR)5
( |F |
κ|Br|

)∥∥Sσf
∥∥2
L2

brM−2
(w(Br))

.

Lemma 2.3 now follows from (2.10) and (2.26). □



14 XIAOCHUN LI AND SHUKUN WU

2.3. Proof of Proposition 1.11. We will use Lemma 2.3 at each scale, from the
smallest one r1 to the biggest one rn. We can assume the weighted norm associated
to w(B) in (2.8) and (2.9) to be the norm associated to B, because the weighted
function wB can be viewed essentially as 1B .

Denote Nrk(F ) by Fk for k ∈ {1, · · · , n}. Since F is regular with factors
(κr1 , . . . , κrn), for each k we have

(2.27)
|Fk−1 ∩Qrk |

|Qrk |
∼ |Fk−1|

|Fk|
.

for every dyadic rk-cube Qrk with Fk−1 ∩Qrk ̸= ∅.
At the k-th scale, apply (2.8) for each dyadic rk-cube Qrk and the set Fk−1∩Qrk

to get ∑
Qrk−1

⊂Fk−1∩Qrk

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM−2k+2
(Qrk−1

)
≲ (logR)5

( |Fk−1 ∩Qrk |
κrk |Qrk |

)∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM−2k
(Qrk

)

≲ (logR)5
( |Fk−1|
κrk |Fk|

)∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM−2k
(Qrk

)
.

Sum up all dyadic cubes Qrk ’s in Fk so that∑
Qrk−1

⊂Fk−1

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM−2k+2
(Qrk−1

)
≲ (logR)5

( |Fk−1|
κrk |Fk|

) ∑
Qrk

⊂Fk

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2

brM−2k
(Qrk

)
,

for every k ∈ {1, · · · , n}. Multiplying these inequalities together results in obtaining
(1.21) as desired.

Similarly, apply (2.9) for each Qrk to get

(2.28)
∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2(Fk−1∩Qrk
)
≲ κrk

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2(Qrk

)
.

Sum up all Qrk in Nrk(F ) so that

(2.29)
∥∥Sf∥∥2

L2(Fk−1)
≲ κrk

∥∥Sf∥∥2
L2(Fk)

,

for every k ∈ {1, · · · , n}. Consequently, (1.22) follows by taking product of these
inequalities. Therefore, we complete the proof.

3. Exploring the maximal operator Tλ
∗ : Initial insights

We are interested in the maximal operator Tλ
∗ defined as in (1.1). It is clearly

connected with the Fourier multiplier

mλ
t (ξ) := (2π)−n(1− |ξ|2/t2)λ+ ,

for ξ ∈ Rn. Going forward, we concentrate on the planar case with n = 2, while not-
ing that many conclusions in this section remain applicable to higher-dimensional
Euclidean spaces.
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3.1. Reduction and linearization for the maximal operator. We perform a
standard frequency decomposition to the Fourier multiplier mλ

t by localizing the
frequency space via a smooth partitioning of unity. In fact, let η0 be a bump
function of a small ball, say, B1/2, and ηk be a bump function of the annulus

{ξ ∈ R2 : 1 − 2−k ≤ |ξ| ≤ 1 − 2−k−1} for k ∈ N. Then
∑∞

k=0 ηk = 1 on the unit
ball. We now define

(3.1) mλ
k,t(ξ) = mλ

t (ξ)ηk(ξ/t) ,

for any ξ ∈ R2. It is clear that mλ
t =

∑∞
k=0m

λ
t . Let Kλ

k,t to denote the inverse

Fourier transform of mλ
k,t, i.e.,

(3.2) K̂λ
k,t = mλ

k,t .

By the triangle inequality, to prove Theorem 1.3, it suffices to prove that for each
k ≥ 0,

(3.3)
∥∥ sup

t>0
|Kλ

k,t ∗ f |
∥∥
p
≲ε 2

kε2−kλ
∥∥f∥∥

p

for any ε > 0 and 5/3 ≤ p ≤ 2. To further localize the variable t, we need the
following proposition proved by Tao [Tao98]. A heuristic proof is presented in
[Tao02], Section 4. For a detailed exposition, see also the appendix of [LW20].

Proposition 3.1. Fix any 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, k ∈ N, and λ > 0. Suppose that

(3.4)
∥∥ sup

t∈[1/2,1]

|Kλ
k,t ∗ f |

∥∥p
Lp(B

2k
)
≲ε 2

kε2−kλ
∥∥f∥∥p

p
.

for any ε > 0 and any f ∈ Lp. Then (3.3) is true.

For a fixed k, let R = 2k. Observe that

K̂λ
k,t ∼ 2−kλa

(
R(t− |ξ|)

)
,

for some bump function on the annulus {ξ ∈ R2 : t − R−1 ≤ |ξ| ≤ t + R−1}.
Consequently, from the definition of S∗

R in (1.5) and Proposition 3.1, we deduce
that (3.3) is equivalent to

(3.5) ∥S∗
Rf∥Lp(BR) ⪅ ∥f∥p,

for 5/3 ≤ p ≤ 2, which precisely corresponds to (1.6) stated in Theorem 1.4.

Next, we are going to linearize the maximal function S∗
Rf . Let {tj}[R]

j=1 be a

collection of R−1-separated points in [1, 2]. For 1 ≤ tj ≤ 2, recall that Atj ,R

is defined in Section 1 as the annulus with radius tj and thickness R−1 given as
follows:

(3.6) Atj ,R =
{
ξ ∈ R2 : tj −R−1 ≤ |ξ| ≤ tj +R−1

}
.

As in Section 1, Sj (= Stj ,R) is defined as

(3.7) Ŝjf(ξ) = a
(
R(tj − |ξ|)

)
f̂(ξ) .

Lemma 3.2. For any 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, there exists a collection of disjoint sets {Fj}[R]
j=1,

where each Fj ⊂ BR is a union of unit balls, such that

(3.8) ∥S∗
Rf∥p ⪅

∥∥∑
j

Sjf1Fj

∥∥
p
.
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Proof. Recall that S∗
Rf = supt∈[1,2]

∣∣St,Rf
∣∣. Consider St,Rf(x) as a function of (x, t)

in R2×R. Then its Fourier transform on R2×R equals to e−iτ |ξ|f̂(ξ)â(τ/R)1B2(ξ),
a function of (ξ, τ) that is essentially supported in the region B2 × [−R,R]. Thus,
as a function of (x, t),

∣∣St,Rf
∣∣ is essentially constant in B × I, where B ⊂ BR is

any unit ball and I ⊂ [1, 2] is any R−1 interval. Henceforth,

(3.9)

∫
sup
t∈I

|St,Rf |p1B ∼ sup
t∈I

∫
|St,Rf |p1B ⪅

∫
|Sjf |p1B ,

whenever tj ∈ I. Moreover,

(3.10)

∫
sup

t∈[1,2]

|St,Rf |p1B ∼ sup
I⊂[1,2]

∫
sup
t∈I

|St,Rf |p1B .

For each unit ball B, define jB as the minimal choice of j ∈ {1, · · · , [R]} such
that

(3.11) tj ∈ I and sup
t∈I

∫
|St,Rf |p1B ∼

∫
sup

t∈[1,2]

|St,Rf |p1B .

Now define Fj as a union of unit balls B with jB = j. This gives∫
sup

t∈[1,2]

|St,Rf |p ⪅
∫ ∑

j

|Sjf |p1Fj ,

as desired. □

3.2. An L2 estimate localized to a single ball. We aim to present a local
L2-estimate associated with a single ball. Before stating it, let us introduce some
notations. We use Γ to denote the circle {ξ ∈ R2 : |ξ| = 1} and N : Γ → S1 to
represent its Gauss map. Recall that τ stands for a cap defined as in Definition
1.7. Let φτ be a bump function of the interval

{ξ1 ∈ R : N(ξ1, ξ2) ∈ τ for (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ Γ} .
We define Sτ,j by

(3.12) Ŝτ,jf(ξ) = Ŝjf(ξ)φτ (ξ1) ,

for ξ = (ξ1, ξ2). The function φτ helps localizing smoothly the operator Sjf on the
cap τ in the frequency space. Thus, the Fourier transform of Sτ,jf is supported
around a 1/R-neighborhood of the cap τ . The operator Sτ,j may vary from line to
line depending on the change of the bump functions a and φτ , but such variation
is harmless to our argument. For a ball (or cube) B in the plane, let ψB be a bump

function on 2B so that ψB(x) ∼ 1 for x ∈ B and |ψ(k)
B | ≲k (d(B))−k for any k ∈ N,

where d(B) stands for the diameter of B.

We need to figure out what happens when the function f is localized on a single
ball (or cube). This scenario can be addressed by the following lemmas, the first of
which is essentially the local L2 estimate proved in [Tao02].

Lemma 3.3. Let B be an Rα-ball with 0 ≤ α ≤ 1. For any positive integer j and
fj ∈ L2,

(3.13)
∥∥∑

j

Sj(fj)ψB

∥∥2
2
⪅ α

∥∥∑
j

|fj |
∥∥2
2
.
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Proof. We will utilize the TT ∗-method to prove Lemma 3.3. Via the method of sta-
tionary phase, the kernel of the operator Sj , denoted by Kj , exhibits the following
asymptotic behavior (see for instance [Ste93] Chapter IX)

(3.14) Kj(x) ≈ φ(R−1x)R−1|x|−1/2
(
eitj |x|

∞∑
j=0

aj |x|−j + e−itj |x|
∞∑
j=0

bj |x|−j
)
,

where φ is a smooth function, aj and bj are constants depending on j. The principal
contribution arises from the first term when j = 0. Henceforth, we only need to
prove that

(3.15)
∥∥∑

j

S′
j(fj)ψB

∥∥2
2
⪅ α

∥∥∑
j

|fj |
∥∥2
2
,

where S′
jf = K ′

j ∗ f with

K ′
j(x) = φ(R−1x)R−1|x|−1/2eitj |x| .

For a dyadic number 1 ≤ r ≲ R, let ηr(x) be a bump function of the dyadic
annulus {x : |x| ∼ r}, and let η0 be a bump function of the unit ball so that

(3.16) K ′
j = η0K

′
j +

∑
r

ηrK
′
j .

For each r, define

(3.17) Kj,r(x) := ηr(x)K
′
j(x) ,

which is clearly ∼ R−1r−1/2ηr(x)e
itj |x|. Moreover, we define Sj,rf := Kj,r ∗ f .

Since Kj,r is supported in x : |x| ∼ r, by a standard localization argument (see, for
example, [Wu23] Lemma 2.2), it suffices to prove that for any r-ball Br,

(3.18)
∥∥∑

j

Sj,r(fj1Br
)ψB

∥∥2
2
≲ α

∥∥∑
j

|fj |1Br

∥∥2
2
.

Without loss of generality, we can confine the variable x in (3.17) to the conic
direction {x : 0 ≤ x/|x| ≤ π/4}. For any y1 ∈ [−R,R], we define gj(·) =
|fj(y1, ·)|1Br

(y1, ·). Hence, by freezing the first variable y1 and Cauchy-Schwarz, it
suffices to prove that

(3.19)
∥∥∑

j

Sτ,j(gj)ψB

∥∥2
2
≲ αr−1

∥∥∑
j

gj
∥∥2
2
.

Apply (3.17) so that the left-hand side of (3.19)) equals to∑
j1,j2

∫
R2

gj1(z1)gj2(z2)Kτ,j1,j2(z1, z2)dz1dz2 ,

where Kτ,j1,j2(z1, z2) is defined by

(3.20) Kτ,j1,j2(z1, z2) :=
1

rR2

∫
ei(tj1 |x−z1|−tj2 |x−z2|)ψ2

B(x)aτ,j1,j2(x, z1, z2)dx .
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Since ∇x(tj1 |x−z1|−tj2 |x−z2|) ≳ r−1|z1−z2| due to some elementary geometry,
from the integration by parts, we end up with that

|Kτ,j1,j2(z1, z2)| ≲N
1

rR2
min{|B|, r2}(1 + r−1|B|1/2|z1 − z2|)−N

= min{α
2

r
,
r

R2
}(1 + α(R/r)|z1 − z2|)−N .

This yields
∫
|Kτ,j1,j2(z1, z2)|dz1,

∫
|Kτ,j1,j2(z1, z2)|dz2 ≲ min{ α

R ,
1

αR3 }, which con-
cludes (3.19) by Schur’s test since r ≤ R. This establishes (3.18) and consequently
(3.13), as desired. □

Lemma 3.4. Let α ∈ [R−1/2, 1]. Suppose that B is an Rα-ball and {τ} is a
collection of finitely overlapping α-caps. Additionally, assume that {Eτ,j}τ,j is a
collection of disjoint sets in the plane. Then

(3.21)
∑
τ

∑
j

∥∥Sτ,j(f1B)1Eτ,j

∥∥2
2
⪅ α

∥∥f1B

∥∥2
2
.

Proof. By duality, it suffices to show that, for any f ∈ L2,

(3.22)
∥∥∑

τ

∑
j

Sτ,j(f1Eτ,j
)
∥∥2
L2(B)

⪅ α
∑
τ

∑
j

∥∥f1Eτ,j

∥∥2
2
.

Since α ≥ R−1/2, by L2 orthogonality,

(3.23)
∥∥∑

τ

∑
j

Sτ,j(f1Eτ,j )
∥∥2
L2(B)

≲
∑
τ

∥∥∑
j

Sτ,j(f1Eτ,j )
∥∥2
L2(B)

.

Hence, to prove (3.22), we only need to prove for a single τ ,

(3.24)
∥∥∑

j

Sτ,j(f1Ej )
∥∥2
L2(B)

⪅ α
∑
j

∥∥f1Ej

∥∥2
2
,

where {Ej}j is a collection of disjoint sets. It is more convenient to replace 1B by a
smooth cut-off ψB , so we will demonstrate the following slightly stronger inequality:

(3.25)
∥∥∑

j

Sτ,j(fj)ψB

∥∥2
2
⪅ α

∑
j

∥∥fj∥∥22,
where fj ∈ L2 and the supports of fj ’s are disjoint.

Observe that

(3.26) Sτ,jf = Sj(S̃τ,jf),

where S̃τ,jf can be represented as K̃τ,j ∗ f such that the Fourier transform of the

kernel K̃τ,j is a smooth bump function supported in an 2α-ball containing the cap

τ . Thus, the kernel K̃τ,j obeys the decaying estimate,

(3.27) |K̃τ,j(x)| ≲N α2(1 + α|x|)−N ,

which yields that supτ,j
∣∣K̃τ,j | ∈ L1.

Plugging fj = S̃τ,j(f1Ej
) in (3.13), we have

(3.28)
∥∥∑

j

Sτ,j(f1Ej
)ψB

∥∥2
2
⪅ α

∥∥∑
j

|S̃τ,j(f1Ej
)|
∥∥2
2
.
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Thus, to prove (3.25), we only need to show

(3.29)
∥∥∑

j

|S̃τ,j(fj)|
∥∥2
2
≲

∑
j

∥∥fj∥∥22 ,
for fj ’s with disjoint supports. In fact, because supτ,j |K̃τ,j | is integrable via (3.27),
we obatin ∥∥∑

j

|S̃τ,j(fj)|
∥∥2
2
≲

∥∥(sup
τ,j

|K̃τ,j |) ∗
∑
j

|fj |
∥∥2
2

≲
∥∥∑

j

|fj |
∥∥2
2
=

∑
j

∥∥fj∥∥22.
In the last equality, we use the fact that the supports of fj ’s are disjoint. This gives
(3.25), and therefore we complete the proof of Lemma 3.4. □

Remark 3.5. Another approach to prove (3.25) is as follows: We first derive the
explicit expression of the kernel of Sτ,j using the method of stationary phase. Then,
we conclude (3.25) via a similar idea in [Tao02]. However, the explicit expression of
the kernel of Sτ,j is not straightforward since it depends on the bump function φτ .
We anticipate that proving (3.25) by using this method would require more effort.

3.3. L4 orthogonality. In this subsection, we examine the orthogonality in L4

concerning functions whose Fourier transforms are distributed around a neighbor-
hood of the circle {ξ ∈ R2 : |ξ| = 1}. Recall that {t1, t2, · · · , t[R]} is a collection
of 1/R-separated real numbers in [1, 2]. For given j ∈ [1, R] ∩ Z and a cap τ , let
fτ,j be a function whose Fourier transform is supported in Cτ ∩Atj ,R, where Cτ is
the conic region of the cap τ defined as in (1.17) and Atj ,R is the annulus given by
(3.6). We use Jτ to denote a subset of [1, R] ∩ Z which may depend on τ . For any
interval I in [1/2, 2] and any cap τ , we define

(3.30) Jτ,I = {j ∈ Jτ : tj ∈ I} .

Lemma 3.6. Let α < β be two numbers in [R−1/2, 1], and τ0, τ
′
0 be two β-caps

with dist(τ0, τ
′
0) ⪅ β. Given an Rα-ball B, let TB , T ′

B be two collections of finitely
overlapping α-caps with #TB ,#T ′

B ≲ µ1 such that τ ⊂ τ0, τ
′ ⊂ τ ′0 for any τ ∈ TB,

τ ′ ∈ T ′
B. Let I = {I} be a finitely overlapping αβ−1-intervals in [1/2, 2]. Suppose

also that there is a number µ2 such that for each τ ∈ TB ∪ T ′
B, #{I ∈ I : Jτ,I ̸=

∅} ∼ µ2. Then

∫
B

∣∣ ∑
τ∈TB

∑
j∈Jτ

fτ,j
∣∣2∣∣ ∑

τ ′∈T ′
B

∑
j′∈Jτ′

fτ ′,j′
∣∣2(3.31)

⪅µ1µ2

∑
τ∈TB

∑
τ ′∈T ′

B

∑
I,I′∈I

∫
2B

∣∣ ∑
j∈Jτ,I

fτ,j
∣∣2∣∣ ∑

j′∈Jτ′,I′

fτ ′,j′
∣∣2.

Proof. Let us define Fτ,I as

(3.32) Fτ,I :=
∑

j∈Jτ,I

fτ,j .
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Henceforth, it suffices to show that∫
B

∣∣ ∑
τ∈TB

∑
I

Fτ,I

∣∣2∣∣ ∑
τ ′∈T ′

B

∑
I′

Fτ ′,I′
∣∣2 ⪅ µ1µ2

∑
τ,τ ′

∑
I,I′

∫
2B

|Fτ,I |2|Fτ ′,I′ |2.(3.33)

Observe that Fτ,I has its Fourier support in Cτ ∩
⋃

j∈I Atj ,R, which is a subset of

an αβ−1 × α-rectangle, denoted by Rτ,I .

Let ψB be a Schwartz function such that its Fourier transform is essentially
supported on an (Rα)−1-ball centered at the origin and 1 ≤ ψB(x) for any x ∈ B.
Then the left hand side of (3.33) obeys

L.H.S. (3.33) ≲
∫ ∣∣ ∑

τ∈TB

∑
I

Fτ,IψB

∣∣2∣∣ ∑
τ ′∈T ′

B

∑
I′

Fτ ′,I′ψB

∣∣2
≲

∑
τ1,τ2,τ ′

1,τ
′
2

∑
I1,I2,I′

1,I
′
2

∫
(F̂τ1,I1 ∗ ψ̂B) ∗ (F̂τ ′

1,I
′
1
∗ ψ̂B) · (F̂τ2,I2 ∗ ψ̂B) ∗ (F̂τ ′

2,I
′
2
∗ ψ̂B),

where the sum is taken over all (τ1, I1), (τ
′
1, I

′
1), (τ2, I2), (τ

′
2, I

′
2) such that

(3.34) (Rτ1,I1 +Rτ ′
1,I

′
1
) ∩ (Rτ2,I2 +Rτ ′

2,I
′
2
) ̸= ∅.

Thus, by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,

(3.33) ≲
∑

τ1,I1,τ ′
1,I

′
1

(∫
|(F̂τ1,I1 ∗ ψ̂B) ∗ (F̂τ ′

1,I
′
1
∗ ψ̂B)|2

)1/2

∑
τ2,I2,τ ′

2,I
′
2

(∫
|(F̂τ2,I2 ∗ ψ̂B) ∗ (F̂τ ′

2,I
′
2
∗ ψ̂B)|2

)1/2

,

where the sum of (τ2, I2, τ
′
2, I

′
2) is taken under (3.34). Because each τ and τ ′ lie in a

O(Rεβ)-conic region for any ε > 0, those rectangles Rτ1,I1 , Rτ ′
1,I

′
1
, Rτ2,I2 , Rτ ′

2,I
′
2
can

be essentially viewed as rectangles pointing to one direction. Hence, we see that
for a fixed quadruple (τ1, τ

′
1, I1, I

′
1), there are ⪅ µ1µ2 quadruples (τ2, τ

′
2, I2, I

′
2) such

that (3.34) holds. Therefore, we end up with

L.H.S.(3.33) ⪅ µ1µ2

∑
τ,I,τ ′,I′

∫
|(F̂τ,I ∗ ψ̂B) ∗ (F̂τ ′,I′ ∗ ψ̂B)|2

⪅ µ1µ2

∑
τ,τ ′

∑
I,I′

∫
2B

|Fτ,I |2|Fτ ′,I′ |2 ,

as desired. □

The foundation of the other lemma relies on a straightforward geometric insight
as stated in [Car83]. An analogous outcome can also be discovered in Section 10 of
[GJW21].

Lemma 3.7. Given α ∈ [R−1/2, 1], let τ, τ ′ be two α-caps and j, j′ ∈ [1, R] ∩ Z.
Then

(3.35)

∫
|fτ,j |2|fτ ′,j′ |2dx ≲

∑
θ⊂τ

∑
θ′⊂τ ′

∫
|fθ,j |2|fθ′,j′ |2dx.

Here θ and θ′ are R−1/2-caps forming partitions for τ and τ ′, respectively.
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Proof. We represent

(3.36) fτ,j =
∑
θ

fθ,j and fτ ′,j′ =
∑
θ′

fθ′,j′ .

By the Plancherel theorem, we have

(3.37)

∫
|fτ,j |2|fτ ′,j′ |2dx =

∑
θ1,θ′

1,θ2,θ
′
2

∫
f̂θ1,j ∗ f̂θ′

1,j
′ f̂θ2,j ∗ f̂θ′

2,j
′ ,

where θ1, θ2 ⊂ τ and θ′1, θ
′
2 ⊂ τ ′ are R−1/2-caps. For k ∈ {1, 2}, the function

f̂θk,j ∗ f̂θ′
k,j

′ is supported in

supp(f̂θk,j) + supp(f̂θ′
k,j

′) .

Note that fθ,j has its Fourier transform supported in Cτ ∩Atj ,R, which is essentially

a rectangle of dimensions R−1 ×R−1/2. The key geometric observation is that the

sets supp(f̂θk,j) + supp(f̂θ′
k,j

′) are finitely overlapped for all θk ⊂ τ and all θ′k ⊂ τ ′.

Consequently, combining this geometric observation with (3.37), we derive that∫
|fτ,j |2|fτ ′,j′ |2dx ≲

∫
sup
θ,θ′

∣∣f̂θ,j ∗ f̂θ′,j′
∣∣2 ,

which is bounded above by∑
θ,θ′

∫ ∣∣f̂θ,j ∗ f̂θ′,j′
∣∣2 =

∑
θ,θ′

∫
|fθ,j |2|fθ′,j′ |2dx ,

as desired. □

4. Analyzing the model operator: A thorough investigation

Lemma 3.2 clarifies that our focus can be narrowed down to examining the model
operator defined as

(4.1)
∑
j

Sjf1Fj
,

with Sj = Stj ,R, {Fj} comprising disjoint subsets in the plane, and Fj ⊂ BR

forming unions of unit balls. To validate Theorem 1.4, it suffices to demonstrate
that

Theorem 4.1. For p = 5/3 and any f ∈ Lp(R2), we have

(4.2)
∥∥∑

j

Sjf1Fj

∥∥
p
⪅

∥∥f∥∥
p
.

Theorem 1.3 can be derived from Theorem 1.4 via Proposition 3.1. Consequently,
our focus now shifts to establishing Theorem 4.1.

We initiate the proof of Theorem 4.1 by employing a broad-narrow reduction
technique on our model operator (4.1), reminiscent of the broad-narrow analysis
method used in the work of Bourgain and Guth in [BG11] and Guth in [Gut18].



22 XIAOCHUN LI AND SHUKUN WU

4.1. The broad-narrow analysis.

Definition 4.2. For any ρ-cap τ , we define τ∗ to be the 2(logR)ρ-cap that is
concentric with τ .

Lemma 4.3. Fix j. For each x ∈ Fj, either one of the following statements is
true.

• x is α-broad for some dyadic number R−1/2 < α ≤ 1. This means that
there exist an α-cap τ and at least 10 log logR many α-caps τ ′ contained in
τ∗ such that

(4.3) |Sτ ′,jf(x)| ⪆ |Sτ,jf(x)| ⪆ |Sjf(x)|.

• x is narrow. This means that there exists an R−1/2-cap θ so that

(4.4) |Sθ,jf(x)| ⪆ |Sjf(x)|.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that logR is a dyadic number. Let
us introduce ≲ logR/ log logR many scales ρ0, ρ1 · · · , ρn, where ρk = (logR)−k for
k ∈ {0, · · · , n − 1} and ρn ≈ R−1/2. For each ρk, partition the unit circle into
disjoint ρk-caps {ωk}. We establish the lemma by running the following algorithm.

First we define Sω0,jf = Sjf . The algorithm starts from the first scale ρ1, which
we designate as the first step. In the k-th step, there is a function Sωk−1,jf from
the (k − 1)-th step whose Fourier transform is supported in Atj ,R ∩ Cωk−1

. We
partition the multiplier operator Sωk−1,j using ρk-caps {ωk} so that

(4.5) Sωk−1,jf =
∑

ωk⊂ωk−1

Sωk,jf.

If there exists a ρk-cap ωk and at least 10 log logR many ρk-caps ω
′
k’s contained in

ω∗
k such that

(4.6) |Sω′
k,j
f(x)| ⪆ |Sωk,jf(x)| ≥ (10 logR)−1|Sωk−1,jf(x)|,

then we terminate the algorithm by setting α = ρk, τ
′ = ω′

k, and τ = ωk.

Otherwise, by the triangle inequality and pigeonholing, there exists a ρk-cap ωk

satisfying

(4.7) |Sωk,jf(x)| ≳ (log logR)−1|Sωk−1,jf(x)|.

We then proceed with the algorithm to the (k + 1)-step.

If the algorithm halts at some k < n, then (4.6) satisfies the first part of the
lemma, as k < n ≲ logR/log logR and due to (4.7), confirming the α-broadness of
x. Otherwise, for a similar rationale, there exists an R−1/2-cap θ such that

(4.8) |Sθ,jf(x)| ⪆ |Sjf(x)|,

which fulfills the second part of the lemma and hence indicates the narrowness. □
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4.2. The preliminary reduction for the model operator. Using Lemma 4.3,
we partition Fj as

(4.9) Fj =
(⋃

α

Eα,j

)
∪ ER−1/2,j ,

where Eα,j is a collection of the α-broad points in Fj , and ER−1/2,j is a collection

of the narrow points in Fj . By pigeonholing, there exists an α ∈ [R−1/2, 1] so that

(4.10)
∥∥∑

j

Sjf1Fj

∥∥∥p
p
⪅

∥∥∑
j

Sjf1Eα,j

∥∥p
p
⪅

∥∥∑
j

Sτ(x),jf1Eα,j

∥∥p
p
,

where τ(x) is an α-cap depending on the variable x. Hence there exists a collection
of disjoint sets {Fτ,j}τ,j with Fτ,j ⊂ Eα,j so that

(4.11)
∥∥∑

j

Sτ(x),jf1Eα,j

∥∥p
p
=

∑
τ

∥∥∑
j

Sτ,jf1Fτ,j

∥∥p
p
=

∑
τ

∑
j

∥∥Sτ,jf1Fτ,j

∥∥p
p
,

where τ ranges over all α-caps. For each α-cap τ , we denote the normal vector of
the cap τ at its center by e(τ). Divide BR into parallel tubes of dimensions Rα×R,
oriented in the direction of e(τ). We denote the collection of these tubes as Tτ and
let T :=

⋃
τ Tτ where τ ranges over all α-caps. For each T ∈ Tτ , let Tj := Fτ,j ∩T .

It is important to notice that {Tj}T,j are disjoint. Since Sτ,jf is supported in a
unit ball in the frequency space, Tj can be chosen as a collection of unit balls in the
physical space For dyadic numbers λ ∈ [1, αR2] and ν ∈ [1, R], let Tλ,ν ⊂ T denote
the collection of tubes T in T satisfying #{j : Tj ̸= ∅} ∼ ν and |Tj | ∼ λ for each
j ∈ {j : Tj ̸= ∅}. Since {Tj}j are disjoint, it is easy to see that

(4.12) λν ≤ αR2 .

By pigeonholing, there exist λ, ν and a set JT defined for each T ∈ Tλ,ν so that
|JT | ∼ ν and

(4.13)
∑
τ

∑
j

∥∥Sτ,jf1Fτ,j

∥∥p
p
⪅

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ∩Tλ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
.

We use Tτ,λ,ν to denote Tτ ∩ Tλ,ν . This finishes our broad-narrow reduction.
Henceforth, Theorem 4.1 boils down to the estimate

(4.14)
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
⪅

∥∥f∥∥p
p

for p = 5/3.

Let Tλ,ν =
⋃

τ Tτ,λ,ν . We observe that the collection Tλ,ν of Rα×R tubes obeys
certain non-concentration properties. To elucidate this, we utilize the language
associated with Wolff’s axiom.

Definition 4.4 (Wolff’s axiom with factor M). Let ρ1 ≤ ρ2 be two positive num-
bers. We say T, a collection of, ρ1 × ρ2 tubes obeys Wolff’s axiom with factor
M , if any ρ× ρ2-tube, where ρ1 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ2, contains ≤M(ρ/ρ1) tubes in T.

Lemma 4.5. Tλ,ν is a collection of Rα×R tubes that obeys Wolff’s axiom with a
factor ≲ R2α/(λν).
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Proof. Assume r ∈ [Rα,R]. Let T̄ be an arbitrary r ×R tube, and define T(T̄ ) :=
{T ∈ T : T ⊂ T̄}. It suffices to prove that #T(T̄ ) ≲ R2α

λν
r

Rα .
Notice that

(4.15) T̄ ⊃
⋃

T∈T(T̄ )

⋃
j∈JT

Tj

since Tj ’s are disjoint when j ∈ JT . Thus, we see that

(4.16) rR ∼ |T̄ | ≥
∑

T∈T(T̄ )

∑
j∈JT

|Tj |.

Since |Tj | ∼ λ,#J (T ) ∼ ν, we obtain

(4.17) rR ≳ #T(T̄ )λν,

which is exactly what we want. □

4.3. Refinement of the reduction process for the model operator. We now
make a further reduction on the left-hand side of (4.14). By dyadic pigeonholings,

for each α-cap τ , there exist a set T′
τ,λ,ν ⊂ Tτ,λ,ν and a union of unit balls T̃j for

each T ∈ T′
τ and each j ∈ JT such that

(1) T̃j ⊂ Tj , and |T̃j | are the same up to a constant multiple for all T ∈
⋃

τ T′
τ

and each j ∈ JT .
(2) |Sτ,jf(x)1T ′

j
(x)| are the same up to a constant multiple for all x ∈ T̃j .

(3) We have

(4.18)
∑
τ

∑
T∈T′

τ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1T ′
j

∥∥p
p
⪆

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
.

To simplify notation, we continue to denote T′
τ,λ,ν by Tτ,λ,ν , and represent T̃j

as Tj . Therefore, we have |Tj | ≲ λ for all T ∈ Tτ,λ =
⋃

τ Tτ,λ,ν and j ∈ JT .

Now, we shift our focus to a particular Tj and
∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
. Through a linear

transformation, let’s assume, without loss of generality, that τ represents the cap
{e ∈ S1 : dist(e, e2) ≤ α}, where e2 = (0, 1) denotes the vertical unit vector. Under
this assumption, the Fourier transform of Sτ,jf is essentially contained in the set

(4.19) {(ξ1, ξ2) : |ξ2 − (1− ξ21)
1/2| ≤ R−1 and |ξ1| ≲ α}.

Define L to be the parabolic rescaling (depending on T )

(4.20) L(x1, x2) = ((α logR)x1, (α logR)2x2).

Then, for some C∞ function ϕ with |ϕ′′| ∼ 1, the Fourier transform of Sτ,jf ◦ L is
contained in the set

(4.21) {(ξ1, ξ2) : |ξ2 − ϕ(ξ1)| ≲ (α logR)−2R−1 and |ξ1| ≲ 1}.
Fix K with K ∼ exp (logR/ log logR) ⪅ 1 such that Kn = R(α logR)2 for some

n ≤ log logR. In particular, (logR)O(n) ⪅ 1. Let us define E1 := L(Tj). Then
L(Tj) is contained in an R(α logR)2-ball. Since |Sτ,jf(x)1Tj

(x)| are the same up
to a constant multiple, |(Sτ,jf1Tj

) ◦ L(x)| are the same up to a constant multiple
for all x ∈ E1. By dyadic pigeonholing, there exists a set E2 ⊂ E1 such that

(1) |E2| ⪆ |E1|
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(2) |B ∩ E2| are the same up to a constant multiple for all K-balls B ⊂ L(T ),
if B ∩ E2 ̸= ∅.

Let E3 := NK(E2). By Lemma 2.2, there exists a union of K-balls E4 ⊂ E3

with |E4| ⪆ |E3| such that E4 is regular with some factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn), where
r1 = K, rn = Rα2. Denote by E′

2 = E2 ∩ E4. Since |B ∩ E2| are the same up to a
constant multiple for all K-balls B ⊂ L(T ) if B ∩ E2 ̸= ∅ and since |E4| ⪆ |E3|,
we have |E′

2| ⪆ |E2| and hence |E′
2| ⪆ |E1|.

Let T ′
j := L−1(E′

2). Since |E′
2| ⪆ |E1|,

(4.22)
∥∥Sτ,jf1T ′

j

∥∥p
p
⪆

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
.

To ease notation, let us still use Tj to denote T ′
j .

Refer back to equations (4.14) and (4.18). Therefore, after another dyadic pi-
geonholing on Tj about the factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn), demonstrating Theorem 4.1 boils
down to showing

Proposition 4.6. Let p = 5/3 and let α ∈ [R−1/2, 1], λ ∈ [1, αR2] and ν ∈ [1, R]
be dyadic numbers obeying (4.12). Suppose Tλ,ν =

⋃
τ Tτ,λ,ν , where τ ranges over

all α-caps, is a collection of Rα×R tubes such that

(1) for each T ∈ Tλ,ν , there is a set JT with |JT | ∼ ν;
(2) for each T ∈ Tλ,ν and each j ∈ JT , there is a subset Tj of T such that Tj is

a union of unit balls and |Tj | ≲ λ. Moreover, for all T ∈ Tλ,ν and j ∈ JT ,
Tj’s are pairwise disjoint and |Tj |’s are the same up to a constant multiple;

(3) if α > R−1/2, then any x ∈ Tj is α-broad whenever T ∈ Tλ,ν and j ∈ JT ;
(4) |Sτ,jf(x)1Tj (x)| are the same up to a constant multiple for all x ∈ Tj;
(5) NK(L(Tj)) is regular with some uniform factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn) for each

T ∈ Tλ,ν and j ∈ JT , where r1 = K, rn = Rα2.

Then we have

(4.23)
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
⪅

∥∥f∥∥p
p
.

5. Technical estimates and wrapping up the proof

In this section, we provide a proof of Proposition 4.6. We’ll derive certain L2-
estimates and L4/3-estimates, followed by employing interpolation to complete the
proof.

Before stating the first L2 estimate, we recall that the parabolic rescaling map-
ping L defined in (4.20) transforms the image of a Rα×R tube T ∈ T, denoted as
L(T ), into a rectangle of dimensions R(α logR)2 × Rα2 logR, which is contained
in an R(α logR)2-ball.

Definition 5.1. Let r ≤ R(α logR). For a given Rα × R tube T , we call an
r × r(α logR)−1 tube Q an r-pseudo ball, if L(Q) ⊂ L(T ) is an r(α logR)-ball.

Initially, we establish a basic yet useful lemma regarding the r-pseudo ball.

Lemma 5.2. Let T ∈ Tλ,ν and T̃ be an R1/2 ×R tube contained in T . Then

(5.1) #{Q : Q ∩ T̃ ∩ Tj ̸= ∅} ≲ κn(α logR)R1/2,

where Q denotes an R1/2-pseudo ball and Tj is given as in Proposition 4.6.
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Proof. Observe that L(T̃ ) becomes an R1/2(α logR) × R(α logR)2 tube. Since
NK(L(Tj)) is regular with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn), we have

(5.2) #{L(Q) : L(Q) ∩ L(T̃ ) ∩ L(Tj) ̸= ∅} ≲ κn(α logR)R1/2,

where L(Q), an R1/2(α logR)-ball, is the image set of an R1/2-pseudo ball Q.
Clearly, (5.1) follows from (5.2). □

5.1. An application of the refined L2 estimates for the regular set. The
subsequent lemma emerges as a corollary of Proposition 1.11, presenting refined
L2-estimates for the regular set.

Lemma 5.3. With the same assumption as Proposition 4.6, we have

(5.3)
∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥2
2
⪅

n∏
k=1

κ−1
rk

( λ

R2α

)∥∥Sτ∗,jf
∥∥2
2
,

and

(5.4)
∥∥Sτ,j(f1Tj

)
∥∥2
2
⪅

n∏
k=1

κrk
∥∥f1Tj

∥∥2
2
.

In addition, if Q ⊂ T is an R1/2-pseudo ball, then

(5.5)
∥∥Sτ,j(f1Tj1Q)

∥∥2
2
⪅ (R−1/2α−1)

n−1∏
k=1

κrk∥f1Tj1Q∥22.

Proof. Define E5 := L(Tj). By dyadic pigeonholing, there exists a set E6 ⊂ E5

such that

(1) |E6| ⪆ |E5| = |L(Tj)|.
(2) |B ∩ E6| are the same up to a constant multiple for all dyadic unit cubes

B ⊂ L(T ), if B ∩ E6 ̸= ∅.
(3)

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥
2
⪅

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥
L−1(E6)

.

Let T ′
j := L−1(E6). Thus, we have

(5.6)
∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥2
2
⪅

∥∥Sτ,jf1T ′
j

∥∥2
2
,

and that for any dyadic unit cube B with B ∩ E6 ̸= ∅,

|B ∩ E6|
|B|

∼ |E6|
|N1(E6)|

.

Let B be a dyadic unit cube with B∩E6 ̸= ∅. Since any x ∈ T ′
j is a broad point,

there exists a set of finitely overlapping α-caps {σ} with #{σ} ≥ 10 log logR such
that

|Sσ,jf1T ′
j
◦ L| ⪆ |Sτ,jf1T ′

j
◦ L|

in E6 ∩B for any σ. Since Sτ,jf1T ′
j
◦ L, Sσ,jf1T ′

j
◦ L are essentially constant on a

unit cube (or ball), we have any σ,

(5.7)
∥∥Sσ,jf ◦ L

∥∥2
L2(B)

⪆
∥∥Sτ,jf ◦ L

∥∥2
L2(B)

∼ |N1(E6)|
|E6|

∥∥Sτ,jf ◦ L
∥∥2
L2(E6∩B)

.

Thus, by taking M = 10 log logR in the broad norm as given in Definition 1.8,

(5.8)
∥∥Sτ,jf ◦ L

∥∥2
L2(B)

⪅
∥∥Sτ∗,jf ◦ L

∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

.



ON ALMOST EVERYWHERE CONVERGENCE OF PLANAR BOCHNER-RIESZ MEAN 27

Applying (5.7) and (5.8) and summing up all dyadic unit cubes B with B∩E6 ̸= ∅,
we get

(5.9)
∥∥Sτ,jf1T ′

j
◦ L

∥∥2
2
⪅

|E6|
|N1(E6)|

∑
B,B∩E6 ̸=∅

∥∥Sτ∗,jf ◦ L
∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

.

Let F := NK(E6), which is also a union of K-balls {BK}. Then

(5.10)
∑

B,B∩E6 ̸=∅

∥∥Sτ∗,jf ◦ L
∥∥2
L2

brM
(B)

≲ K2
∑

BK⊂F

∥∥Sτ∗,jf ◦ L
∥∥2
L2

brM
(BK)

.

Apply (1.21) in Proposition 1.11 (see also Remark 1.12) so that

(5.11)
∑

BK⊂F

∥∥Sτ∗,jf ◦ L
∥∥2
L2

brM
(BK)

⪅
n∏

k=1

κ−1
rk

( |F |
R2(α logR)4

)∥∥Sτ∗,jf ◦ L
∥∥2
2
.

Note that |F | ≲ K2|N1(E6)| ⪅ |N1(E6)|. From (5.6), (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11), it
follows that

(5.12)
∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

◦L
∥∥2
2
⪅

∥∥Sτ,jf1T ′
j
◦L

∥∥2
2
⪅

n∏
k=1

κ−1
rk

( |E6|
R2(α logR)4

)∥∥Sτ∗,jf ◦L
∥∥2
2
.

Recall that |E5| ≥ |E6| ⪆ |E5| = |L(Tj)| = (α logR)3|Tj | and |Tj | ≲ λ. Plug these
to the above estimate and rescale to obtain (5.3).

The proof for (5.4) and (5.5) essentially follows the same logic. Here, we’ll solely
focus on verifying (5.5). Employing duality, it’s enough to establish, for an L2

function g:

(5.13)
∥∥Sτ,jg

∥∥2
L2(Tj∩Q)

⪅ (R−1/2α−1)

n−1∏
k=1

κrk∥Sτ,jg∥22.

Since L(Tj) is regular with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn), it follows that L(Tj∩Q) is regular

with factors (κr1 , . . . , κrn−1 , R
−1/2(α logR)−1). By applying (1.22) from Proposi-

tion 1.11, we obtain (5.3), as desired. □

Proposition 5.4. We have the following L2 estimate∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥2
2
⪅

n∏
k=1

κ−1
rk

( λ

R2α

)∥∥f∥∥2
2
.(5.14)

Proof. Note that {τ∗}τ are logR-overlapping. (5.14) follows from summing up (5.3)
for all possible j, T, τ and then employing Plancherel’s theorem. □

5.2. L2 estimates via the local L2 conclusion and Kakeya-type results.
We need one more quantitative version of the L2 estimates. To achieve that, let us
make further reductions on the left-hand side of (4.23).

Partition BR into Rα-cubes B’s. By pigeonholing, we can find a collection of
Rα-cubes, denoted by B, and a subset T′

τ,λ,ν ⊂ Tτ,λ,ν so that

(1) ∥f1B∥p, for all B ∈ B, are the same up to a constant multiple;
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(2) for all T ∈ T′
τ,λ,ν ,

(5.15)
∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈B

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p

are the same up to a constant multiple;
(3) we have

(5.16)
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
⪅

∑
τ

∑
T∈T′

τ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈B

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p
.

To simplify notation, we continue to use Tτ,λ,ν to represent T′
τ,λ,ν and Tλ,ν to rep-

resent
⋃

τ T′
τ,λ,ν .

Let Bβ ⊂ B be the collection of Rα-cubes such that 2B intersects ∼ β Rα×R-
tubes in Tλ,ν for each B ∈ Bβ . By dyadic pigeonholings, we can find a dyadic
number β and a collection of tubes Tβ ⊂ Tλ,ν so that

(1) |Tβ | ⪆ |Tλ,ν |.
(2) For each T ∈ Tβ , we have

(5.17)
∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈B

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p
⪅

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p
.

(3) For each T ∈ Tβ , #{B ∈ Bβ : B ⊂ T} are the same up to a constant
multiple.

Denote Tτ,β = Tβ ∩ Tτ,λ,ν . As a result, we have∑
T∈Tλ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈B

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p
⪅

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,β

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p
.(5.18)

Our second proposition in this section is the following L2 estimate.

Proposition 5.5. For a fixed β, we have

(5.19)
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,β

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥2
2
⪅

(R2α

λν

)
β−1

∥∥f∥∥2
2
.

The proposition is built on Lemma 3.4, a local L2-estimate associated a single
ball (or cube), and the following Kakeya-type lemma.

Lemma 5.6. For fixed β, we have

(5.20) (#Bβ)/(#Tλ,ν) ≲ [(R2α)/(λν)] · (αβ2)−1.

Proof. This follows from Kakeya estimates in R2. Indeed, by the definition of Bβ ,

(5.21) β2|B|(#Bβ) ≲
∫ ( ∑

T∈Tλ,ν

1T

)2

≲
∑

T1∈Tλ,ν

∑
T2∈Tλ,ν

|T1 ∩ T2|.

By Lemma 4.5, we see that Tλ,ν is a collection of Rα × R-tubes obeying Wolff’s
axiom with factor R2α/(λν). Henceforth, we have

(5.22)
∑

T2∈Tλ,ν

|T1 ∩ T2| ⪅ R2α/(λν)|T1|.

From (5.21) and (5.22), it follows that

β2|B|(#Bβ) ⪅ R2α/(λν)|T |(#Tλ,ν),
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which proves the lemma since |B| ∼ α|T |. □

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Note that the kernel of Sτ,j decays rapidly outside an
Rα × R tube, centered at the origin, with the direction e(τ). By the triangle
inequality, for a fixed Rα×R tube T ∈

⋃
τ Tτ,β , we have∑

j∈JT

∫ ∣∣∣Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∣∣2 ≲ #{B ∈ Bβ : B ⊂ T}
∑
B⊂T

∑
j∈JT

∫ ∣∣Sτ,j(f1B)1Tj

∣∣2.
Recall that #{B ∈ Bβ : B ⊂ T}, for all T ∈ Tβ , are the same up to a constant
multiple. Hence

(5.23) #{B ∈ Bβ : B ⊂ T} ≲ β(#Bβ)/(#Tβ),

and we have∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,β

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥2
2

(5.24)

≲
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,β

#{B ∈ Bβ : B ⊂ T}
∑
B⊂T

∑
j∈JT

∫ ∣∣Sτ,j(f1B)1Tj

∣∣2
≲
β(#Bβ)

#Tβ

∑
B∈Bβ

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,β

T⊃B

∑
j∈JT

∫ ∣∣Sτ,j(f1B)1Tj

∣∣2.
Note that for fixed τ , there are only O(1) T ∈ Tτ,β such that B ⊂ 2T . Invoke
Lemma 3.4 so that

(5.25)
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,β

T⊃B

∑
j∈JT

∫ ∣∣Sτ,j(f1B)1Tj

∣∣2 ⪅ α
∥∥f1B

∥∥2
2
.

Therefore, combining (5.24) and (5.25), we end up with∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,β

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥2
2
⪅ αβ(#Bβ)/(#Tβ)

∑
B∈Bβ

∥∥f1B

∥∥2
2

⪅ αβ(#Bβ)/(#Tβ)
∥∥f∥∥2

2
,

and the proposition follows from Lemma 5.6 since #Tβ ⪆ #Tλ,ν . □

5.3. L4-estimates for the dual operator. The ultimate proposition in this sec-
tion offers an L4/3 estimate, which we will establish by examining its dual form in
L4.

Proposition 5.7. Fix β. We have the L4/3 estimate

(5.26)
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∫ ∣∣Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∣∣4/3 ⪅ β1/3ν2/3
n∏

k=1

κ
2/3
k

∥∥f∥∥4/3
4/3
.

Proof. Using the duality between L4/3 and L4, it suffices to prove that
(5.27)∫ ∑

τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

Sτ,j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
fTj ⪅ β1/4ν1/2

n∏
k=1

κ
1/2
k ∥f∥4/3∥{fTj}∥L4(ℓ4),
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where ∥{fTj
}∥L4(ℓ4) denotes(∑

τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∫ ∣∣fTj

∣∣4)1/4

,

and fTj
is a function supported on Tj . Note that∫ ∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

Sτ,j

(∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
fTj =

∫
f
∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∑
B∈Bβ

Sτ,j(fTj )1B .

Hence by Hölder’s inequality, it suffices to prove that

(5.28)

∫ ∣∣∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∑
B∈Bβ

Sτ,j(fTj )1B

∣∣4 ⪅ βν2
n∏

k=1

κ2k∥{fTj}∥4L4(ℓ4).

We will investigate the integrand of the above estimate, that is,

(5.29)
∣∣∑

τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∑
B∈Bβ

Sτ,j(fTj
)1B(x)

∣∣.
In parallel with the broad-to-narrow reduction outlined in Lemma 4.3, for every

point x within BR, one of the following statements holds concerning (5.29):

A: x is α1-broad for some dyadic number R−1/2 < α1 ≤ 1. This means that there
exist two caps τ1 and τ ′1 with (logR)α1 ≳ dist(τ1, τ

′
1) ≳ α1, and |τ1|, |τ ′1| ∼ α1, such

that one of the following conditions holds:

(1) If α1 ≥ α, then for ω ∈ {τ1, τ ′1},

(5.29) ⪅
∣∣∑
τ⊂ω

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∑
B∈Bβ

Sτ,j(fTj
)1B(x)

∣∣.(5.30)

(2) If α1 < α, then there exists an α-cap τ such that τ1, τ
′
1 ⊂ τ , and for

ω ∈ {τ1, τ ′1}, we have

(5.29) ⪅
∣∣ ∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∑
B∈Bβ

Sω,j(fTj
)1B(x)

∣∣.(5.31)

B: x is narrow. This means that there exists an R−1/2-cap θ and an α1-cap τ
such that θ ⊂ τ and

(5.29) ⪅
∣∣ ∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∑
B∈Bβ

Sθ,j(fTj )1B(x)
∣∣.(5.32)

The proof of this dichotomy is almost identical to the one in Lemma 4.3. More
precisely, this broad-narrow process can be carried out through an iteration com-
mencing with the initial scale for α1 approximately equal to 1. It concludes when
reaching the scale of R−1/2. We omit its details here.

Hence we see that there is a dyadic number α1 ∈ [R−1/2, 1] such that∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ⪅
∫
Eα1

∣∣∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∑
B∈Bβ

Sτ,j(fTj
)1B

∣∣4,(5.33)

where Eα1
refers to the set of α1-broad points if α1 falls within the interval

(R−1/2, 1], and it signifies the set of narrow points if α1 = R−1/2.

Let’s examine two distinct scenarios based on the magnitude of α1:
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• Case I, where α1 ≥ α;
• Case II, where α1 < α.

Case I, where α1 ≥ α. Partition the interval [1/2, 2] into αα−1
1 -intervals {I}. For

each T ∈ Tτ,λ,ν , decompose JT as a union of JT (I), where JT (I) = {j ∈ JT : tj ∈
I}. By dyadic pigeonholing, there exists a dyadic number µ, a tube set Tτ,λ,µ,ν ,
and a index set JT,µ for each T ∈ Tτ,λ,µ,ν such that

(1) #JT,µ(I) ∼ µ whenever JT,µ(I) = {j ∈ JT,µ : tj ∈ I} ≠ ∅.
(2) We have

(5.34)

∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ⪅
∫
Eα1

∣∣∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT,µ

∑
B∈Bβ

Sτ,j(fTj
)1B

∣∣4.
Note that for each T ∈ Tτ,λ,ν , #JT ∼ ν. Thus we have

(5.35) #{I : JT,µ(I) ̸= ∅} ≲ ν/µ.

We provide proof details exclusively for the scenario where α1 > R−1/2, as the
narrow case can be addressed in a similar manner. By the definition of α1-broad,
we see that ∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ≲

∑
τ1

∑
τ ′
1

dist(τ1,τ
′
1)≈α1

∑
B∈Bβ

Sτ1,τ ′
1,B

,

where τ1, τ
′
1 are α1-caps and Sτ1,τ ′

1,B
is defined as

(5.36)

∫
B

∣∣ ∑
τ⊂τ1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT,µ

Sτ,j(fTj )
∣∣2∣∣ ∑

τ ′⊂τ ′
1

∑
T ′∈Tτ′,λ,µ,ν

∑
j′∈JT ′,µ

Sτ ′,j′(fT ′
j′
)
∣∣2 .

Here τ, τ ′ are α-caps. Apply Lemma 3.6 to (5.36) so that

(5.36) ⪅ β(ν/µ)·∑
τ⊂τ1
τ ′⊂τ ′

1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

T ′∈Tτ′,λ,µ,ν

∑
I,I′

∫
2B

∣∣ ∑
j∈JT,µ(I)

Sτ,j(fTj )
∣∣2∣∣ ∑

j′∈JT ′,µ(I
′)

Sτ ′,j′(fT ′
j′
)
∣∣2.

Summing up all τ1, τ
′
1 and B ∈ Bβ , we obtain that∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4

≲β(ν/µ)
∑
τ1,τ

′
1

dist(τ1,τ
′
1)≈α1

∑
τ⊂τ1
τ ′⊂τ ′

1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

T ′∈Tτ′,λ,µ,ν

∑
I,I′

∫ ∣∣ ∑
j∈JT,µ(I)

Sτ,j(fTj )
∣∣2∣∣ ∑
j′∈JT ′,µ(I

′)

Sτ ′,j′(fT ′
j
)
∣∣2.

Apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the index sets JT,µ(I) and JT ′,µ(I
′),

then invoke Lemma 3.7. Consequently, we arrive at∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4≲βνµ∑
τ1,τ

′
1

dist(τ1,τ
′
1)≈α1

∑
τ⊂τ1
τ ′⊂τ ′

1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

T ′∈Tτ′,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT

j′∈JT ′

∑
θ⊂τ
θ′⊂τ ′

∫ ∣∣Sθ,j(fTj )
∣∣2∣∣Sθ′,j′(fT ′

j′
)
∣∣2.



32 XIAOCHUN LI AND SHUKUN WU

For each τ1, partition BR into Rα1 × R-rectangles {Tτ1}, pointing the direction
e(τ1). Since for θ ⊂ τ1 ∪ τ ′1, the kernel of Sθ,j decays rapidly outside an Rα1 × R-
rectangle, centered at the origin, with the direction e(τ1). Thus we have

∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ≲ βνµ·

(5.37)

∑
τ1,Tτ1

∑
τ ′
1

dist(τ1,τ
′
1)≈α1

∑
τ⊂τ1
τ ′⊂τ ′

1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

T ′∈Tτ′,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT

j′∈JT ′

∑
θ⊂τ
θ′⊂τ ′

∫ ∣∣Sθ,j(fTj1Tτ1
)
∣∣2∣∣Sθ′,j′(fT ′

j′
1Tτ1

)
∣∣2.

Given that |Sθ,j(fTj
1Tτ1

)| remains nearly constant within any R1/2 × R-tube

oriented along e(θ), and considering the bilinear condition dist(τ1, τ
′
1) ⪆ α1, it

becomes evident that
(5.38)∫

|Sθ,j(fTj
1Tτ1

)|2|Sθ′,j′(fT ′
j′
1Tτ1

)|2 ⪅ R−2α−1
1

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
1Tτ1

)
∥∥2
2

∥∥Sθ′,j′(fT ′
j′
1Tτ1

)
∥∥2
2
.

In the specific scenario where α1 = R−1/2, it’s worth mentioning that (5.38) remains
valid even without relying on the bilinear structure.

Note that #{τ ′1,dist(τ1, τ ′1) ≈ α1} ⪅ 1. We can thus sum up all τ ⊂ τ1, θ, T, j
and their minors in (5.37) to get∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ⪅ βνµR−2α−1

1

∑
τ1

∑
Tτ1

( ∑
τ⊂τ1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j(fTj
1Tτ1

)
∥∥2
2

)2

.

Invoke (5.4) to obtain

(5.39)
∥∥Sτ,j(fTj

1Tτ1
)
∥∥2
2
≲

n∏
k=1

κrk
∥∥fTj

1Tτ1

∥∥2
2
,

which yields

∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ⪅ βνµ

n∏
k=1

κ2rkR
−2α−1

1

∑
τ1

∑
Tτ1

( ∑
τ⊂τ1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥fTj
1Tτ1

∥∥2
2

)2

.

(5.40)

Because the supports of fTj ’s are disjoint, employing the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
yields that

( ∑
τ⊂τ1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥fTj1Tτ1

∥∥2
2

)2

=

∥∥∥∥ ∑
τ⊂τ1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT

fTj
1Tτ1

∥∥∥∥4
2

≲ R2α1

∥∥∥∥ ∑
τ⊂τ1

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,µ,ν

∑
j∈JT

fTj
1Tτ1

∥∥∥∥4
4

.

By summing up all Tτ1 for τ1, and observing that µ ≲ ν, we ultimately obtain

(5.41)

∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ≲ βν2
n∏

k=1

κ2rk
∥∥{fTj

}
∥∥4
L4(ℓ4)

.
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This leads to (5.28) and completes the discussion for the case where α1 ≥ α.

Case II, where α1 < α. Let us assume α1 > R−1/2. The narrow case α1 = R−1/2

can be proved similarly. Since α1 < α, there is only one τ making contribution in
(5.29), so we may discard the information from Bβ . By the definition of α1-broad,
we have∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ≲

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
τ ′
1

dist(τ1,τ
′
1)≈α1

∫ ∣∣ ∑
j∈JT

Sτ1,j(fTj )
∣∣2∣∣ ∑

j′∈JT

Sτ ′
1,j

′(fTj′ )
∣∣2.

Apply Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and then Lemma 3.7 on the L4 orthogonality
to get ∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4≲∑

τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
τ ′
1

dist(τ1,τ
′
1)≈α1

∑
j∈JT

j′∈JT

∑
θ⊂τ1
θ′⊂τ ′

1

ν2
∫ ∣∣Sθ,j(fTj

)
∣∣2∣∣Sθ′,j′(fTj′)

∣∣2.(5.42)

For every τ1 and each tube T with dimensions Rα × R, divide T into Rα1 × R
rectangles {Tτ1}, oriented in the direction of e(τ1). Using the decay property of the
kernel Sθ,j , analogous to our approach in the first scenario, we obtain that∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ≲ ν2

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
τ ′
1

dist(τ1,τ
′
1)≈α1

∑
j∈JT

∑
j′∈JT

∑
Tτ1⊂T

(5.43)

∑
θ⊂τ1

∑
θ′⊂τ ′

1

∫
Tτ1

∣∣Sθ,j(fTj
12Tτ1

)
∣∣2∣∣Sθ′,j′(fTj′12Tτ1

)
∣∣2.

Since |Sθ,j(fTj
12Tτ1

)| is essentially constant on any R1/2×R-tube with the direction

of e(θ) and since dist(τ1, τ
′
1) ≳ α1,∫

Tτ1

|Sθ,j(fTj12Tτ1
)|2|Sθ′,j′(fTj12Tτ1

)|2

⪅ R−2α−1
1

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)

∥∥Sθ′,j′(fTj
12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)
.

Summing up all θ, j and their minors and noting #{τ ′1,dist(τ1, τ ′1) ≈ α1} ⪅ 1, we
have

∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4⪅ ν2

R2α1

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
τ1⊂τ
Tτ1

⊂T

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)

)2

.

(5.44)

Let us fix a T ∈ Tτ,λ,ν . Partition the T into R1/2-pseudo balls {Q}. Since Tj is a
regular set with factors (κ1, . . . , κn), we see that #{Q : Q∩ T̃ ∩Tj ̸= ∅} ⪅ κnαR

1/2

for any R1/2×R tube T̃ by (5.1) in Lemma 5.2. Let {T̃} be a collection of R1/2×R
tubes with direction e(θ) that form a finitely overlapping partition of the Rα × R
tube T . Since the kernel of Sθ,j decays rapidly outside an R1/2 ×R tube, centered
at the origin, with the direction of e(θ), we have

(5.45)
∥∥Sθ,j(fTj

12Tτ1
)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)
≲

∑
T̃

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
12Tτ1

1T̃ )
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)
.
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From Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and estimate (5.1) in Lemma 5.2, it follows that

(5.46)
∥∥Sθ,j(fTj

12Tτ1
1T̃ )

∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)
⪅ κnαR

1/2
∑
Q⊂T̃

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
1Q12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)
.

Combining (5.45) and (5.46), we end up with∥∥Sθ,j(fTj12Tτ1
)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1 )

⪅ κnαR
1/2

∑
Q⊂T

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj1Q12Tτ1
)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1 )

.(5.47)

Let {Y } be a cover of the Rα×R-tube T using Rα×R1/2(α logR)−1-rectangles,
whose longer side is parallel to the shorter side of T . Then each Y is quantitatively
transverse to T and any Tτ1 . From (5.47), we get

∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
Tτ1

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj12Tτ1
)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1 )

)2

⪅κ2nα
2R

∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
Tτ1

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∑
Y⊂T

∑
Q⊂Y

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
1Q12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)

)2

≲κ2nα
3R3/2

∑
Y⊂T

∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
Tτ1

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∑
Q⊂Y

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
1Q12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)

)2

(5.48)

via Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality. Let us fix an Rα × R1/2(α logR)−1-rectangle Y
now. Partition Y further into Rα1 × R1/2(α logR)−1-rectangles Y ′ (see Figure 2)
so that

(5.49)
∑
Q⊂Y

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
1Q12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)
=

∑
Y ′⊂Y,

Y ′∩Tτ1
̸=∅

∑
Q⊂Y ′

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
1Q12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)
.

Since Y is quantitatively transverse to Tτ1 , there are O(1) Y ′ ⊂ Y such that
Y ′ ∩ Tτ1 ̸= ∅. From this observation and (5.49), we see that

∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
Tτ1

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∑
Q⊂Y

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj
1Q12Tτ1

)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1

)

)2

≲
∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
Tτ1

∑
Y ′⊂Y,

Y ′∩Tτ1
̸=∅

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∑
Q⊂Y ′

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj1Q12Tτ1
)
∥∥2
L2(Tτ1 )

)2

≲
∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
Tτ1

∑
Y ′⊂Y,

Y ′∩Tτ1 ̸=∅

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∑
Q⊂Y ′

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj1Q)
∥∥2
2

)2

.(5.50)

In the last inequality, we use that the kernel of Sθ,j decays rapidly outside the
Rα1 × R tube, centered at the origin, with the direction of e(τ1). Again, since
there are O(1) many Y ′ ⊂ Y such that Y ′ ∩ Tτ1 ̸= ∅, the double sum of (5.50) on
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Tj

Tτ1

T̃

Y

Y ′

Q

Figure 2.

(Tτ1 , Y
′) can be bounded by a single sum of Y ′. Henceforth, we have

(5.50) ≲
∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
Y ′⊂Y

( ∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
j∈JT

∑
Q⊂Y ′

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj1Q)
∥∥2
2

)2

≲
∑

Y ′⊂Y

( ∑
τ1⊂τ

∑
θ⊂τ1∩τ

∑
Q⊂Y ′

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sθ,j(fTj1Q)
∥∥2
2

)2

≲
∑

Y ′⊂Y

( ∑
Q⊂Y ′

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,j(fTj1Q)
∥∥2
2

)2

.(5.51)

For each
∥∥Sτ,j(fTj

1Q)
∥∥2
2
, (5.5) gives

(5.52)
∥∥Sτ,j(fTj

1Q)
∥∥2
2
⪅ α−1R−1/2

n−1∏
k=1

κrk
∥∥fTj

1Q

∥∥2
2
.

Plug this back to(5.51) so that

(5.50) ⪅ α−2R−1
n−1∏
k=1

κ2rk

∑
Y ′⊂Y

( ∑
Q⊂Y ′

∥∥ ∑
j∈JT

fTj1Q

∥∥2
2

)2

≲ α−2R−1(R3/2α1α
−1)

n−1∏
k=1

κ2rk

∑
Y ′⊂Y

∥∥∥ ∑
j∈JT

fTj
1Y ′

∥∥∥4
4

≲ (α−3R1/2α1)

n−1∏
k=1

κ2rk

∑
j∈JT

∥∥fTj1Y

∥∥4
4

by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality. Putting this back into (5.48), and subsequently
into (5.44), we arrive at∫ ∣∣(5.29)∣∣4 ⪅ ν2

n∏
k=1

κ2rk

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
Y⊂T

∑
j∈JT

∥∥fTj
1Y

∥∥4
4
≲ ν2

n∏
k=1

κ2rk
∥∥{fTj

}
∥∥4
L4(ℓ4)

.
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Since β ≥ 1, this gives (5.28) when α1 < α. Therefore, we conclude the proposition.
□

5.4. Completing the proof of Proposition 4.6. Let’s establish Proposition 4.6
by utilizing Propositions 5.4, 5.5, and 5.7. Define

(5.53) Ip(f)
p :=

∑
τ

∑
T∈Tτ,λ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sτ,jf1Tj

∥∥p
p
.

First, Proposition 5.4 yields

I2(f)
2 ⪅

n∏
k=1

κ−1
rk

( λ

R2α

)∥∥f∥∥2
2
.(5.54)

Subsequently, utilizing (5.18), Proposition 5.5, and Propositions 5.7, we obtain

I2(f)
2 ⪅

(R2α

λν

)
β−1

∥∥f∥∥2
2

(5.55)

and (since Tτ,β ⊂ Tτ,λ,ν)

I4/3(f)
4/3 ⪅ β1/3ν2/3

n∏
k=1

κ2/3rk

∥∥f∥∥4/3
4/3

(5.56)

respectively.

Given that the Fourier multiplier of Sτ,j is confined within a unit ball, we may

assume that f̂ is supported in B2(0, 2), a ball centered at the origin with radius
2, implying that |f | is essentially constant within any unit ball. Furthermore, as
the kernel of Sτ,j exhibits rapid decay beyond the R-ball centered at the origin,
we can infer that f is also supported in an R-ball. Additionally, considering the
homogeneity of (4.23) in Proposition 4.6, we can assume |f | ≤ 1 and sup |f | ∼ 1.
Consequently, ∥f∥5/3 ≳ 1, as |f | essentially remains constant within any unit ball,
notably within the unit ball containing x where |f(x)| ∼ 1. We partition f as

(5.57) f =
∑
k≥0

fk

where |fk| ∼ 2−k behaves essentially like a characteristic function.

Let’s tackle each fk. Multiplying the square of (5.54) with (5.55) and the cubic
of (5.56), we obtain

(5.58) I2(fk)
6I4/3(fk)

4 ⪅
( λν

R2α

)∥∥fk∥∥62∥∥fk∥∥44/3 ≤
∥∥fk∥∥105/3 ,

since λν ≲ R2α by (4.12). Employing Hölder’s inequality and (5.58), we derive

(5.59) I5/3(fk) ≤ I2(fk)
3/5I4/3(fk)

2/5 ⪅ ∥fk∥5/3.
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If 2k ≥ R10, given that f is supported in anR-ball, we have ∥fk∥5/3 ≲ 2−k/2∥f∥5/3.
Hence, by (5.59),

I5/3(f) ≤
∑
k≥0

I5/3(fk) ≤
[10 logR]∑

k=0

I5/3(fk) +
∑

k≥10 logR

2−k/2∥f∥5/3

≲ (logR)∥f∥5/3 ⪅ ∥f∥5/3.

This establishes Proposition 4.6 and consequently our main theorem, Theorem
1.3. □

6. Ending remark: Ruling out Tao’s example

Tao’s example f(x1, x2) = a(R−1/2x1)a(x2)e
ix1 can be illustrated by Figure 3:

On the frequency side, f̂ appears as a bump function supported on an R−1/2 × 1
vertical rectangle (depicted as the shaded region in in Figure 3) away from the
origin. The intersection of this rectangle with any R−1-annulus Aj of radius tj ∼ 1

essentially forms an R−1/2 × R−1 rectangular cap θj . Specifically, if dist(θj , θk) ≳
R−1/2, then θj , θk correspond to different directions. For example, θ1, θ2, θ3 in
Figure 3 give distinct directions.

t

θ1

t1

θ2

t2

θ3

t3

Figure 3.

To exclude Tao’s example, one may pose the following question: If the frequency
of the function f is well-localized in a horizontal R−1/2×1-rectangle away from the
origin, can we verify Conjecture 1.2? We will demonstrate that our approach can
address this inquiry.

Let φ(x1, x2) = a(R−1/2x1)a(x2)e
ix1 be a bump function. Define a family of

frequency-localized (with respect to the horizontal rectangle given by φ) operators

(6.1) Sφ
j f := Sj(φ ∗ f), 1 ≤ j ≤ R.

Proposition 6.1. Let {Fj}j be a family of disjoint subsets of BR that each Fj is
a union of unit balls. For p = 3/2 and any f ∈ Lp(R2), we have

(6.2)
∥∥∑

j

Sφ
j f1Fj

∥∥
p
⪅

∥∥f∥∥
p
.
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Sketch of proof. Notice that the Fourier transform of the kernel of Sφ
j is supported

in an R−1/2 × R−1-rectangular cap θj . Hence the kernel of Sφ
j is essentially sup-

ported on a R1/2 × R-tube with the direction e(θj) centered at the origin. For a

fixed j, partition BR into finitely overlapping R1/2 × R-tubes with the direction
e(θj). Denote this family of R1/2 ×R-tubes by Tθj . For each T ∈ Tθj , define

(6.3) Tj := T ∩ Fj .

Note that the definition of Tj here agrees with the one in Section 4.

By pigeonholing, there exists a subset T′
θj

⊂ Tθj for any j and two numbers λ, ν

such that

(1) |Tj | ∼ λ for any T ∈
⋃

j T′
θj

and any j.

(2) For a fixed T ∈
⋃

j T′
θj
, #JT ∼ ν, where JT := {j : |Tj | ∼ λ}.

(3)
∥∥∑

j S
φ
j f1Fj

∥∥
p
⪅

∥∥∑
j

∑
T∈T′

θj

Sφ
j f1Tj

∥∥
p
.

(4) λν ≲ R3/2.

Let Tλ,ν =
⋃

j T′
θj
. Similar to Section 5.2, there exists a factor R1/2 ≳ β ≥ 1, a set

of R1/2-balls Bβ , and a tube set Tβ ⊂ Tλ,ν such that

(1) 2B intersects ∼ β R1/2 ×R-tubes in Tλ,ν for each B ∈ Bβ .
(2) |Tβ | ⪆ |Tλ,ν |
(3) For each T ∈ Tβ , we have

(6.4)
∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sφ
j

( ∑
B∈B

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p
⪅

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sφ
j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥p
p
.

(4) For each T ∈ Tβ , #{B ∈ Bβ : B ⊂ T} are the same up to a constant
multiple.

Therefore, Proposition 5.5 implies that

(6.5)
∑
T∈Tβ

∑
j∈JT

∥∥Sφ
j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∥∥2
2
⪅

(R3/2

λν

)
β−1

∥∥f∥∥2
2
.

On the other hand, we claim that

(6.6)
∑

T∈Tλ,ν

∑
j∈JT

∫ ∣∣Sφ
j

( ∑
B∈Bβ

f1B

)
1Tj

∣∣4/3 ⪅ β1/3ν2/3λ2/3R−1
∥∥f∥∥4/3

4/3
.

To prove (6.6), we follow the proof of Proposition 5.7 until (5.39), with the left-hand
side of (5.26) being replaced by the left-hand side of (6.6). Since for any function
g, Sφ

j g is essentially constant on any R1/2 × R-tube in the direction of e(θj), we

obtain the following stronger bound in place of (5.39):

(6.7)
∥∥Sφ

j (fTj
1Tτ1

)
∥∥2
2
≲ λR−3/2

∥∥fTj
1Tτ1

∥∥2
2
.

Then, we continue following the proof of Proposition 5.7 to conclude (6.6).

Similar to the argument in Section 5.4, (6.5) and (6.6) together yield (6.2) for
p = 3/2. □
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