
GENERALIZED SQUARE FUNCTION ESTIMATES FOR CURVES

AND THEIR CONICAL EXTENSIONS

ROBERT SCHIPPA

Abstract. We show sharp square function estimates for curves in the plane

whose curvature degenerates at a point and estimates sharp up to endpoints
for cones over these curves. To this end, for curves of finite type we extend

the classical Córdoba–Fefferman biorthogonality. For cones over degenerate

curves, we analyze wave envelope estimates via High-Low-decomposition. The
arguments are subsequently extended to the cone over the complex parabola.

1. Introduction

We consider square function estimates for curves with degeneracy and for their
conical extensions. Let Γ be a non-degenerate curve Γ = {(ξ, h(ξ)) : ξ ∈ (−1, 1)}
with h ∈ C2(−1, 1), h(0) = h′(0) = 0, and h′′(ξ) ∼ 1. Let F ∈ S(R2) with

supp(F̂ ) ⊆ Nδ(Γ) with Nδ(Γ) denoting the δ-neighbourhood of Γ. Let Θδ denote a

covering of Γ with rectangles θ of size Cδ
1
2 ×Cδ, the short side pointing into normal

direction, and the long side pointing into tangential direction. C is chosen large
enough such that θ ∈ Θδ cover Nδ(Γ). The classical Córdoba–Fefferman square
function [4, 5, 6] estimate reads

(1) ∥F∥L4(R2) ≲
∥∥( ∑

θ∈Θδ

|Fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R2)

.

Above Fθ denotes a mollified Fourier projection to θ, which comprises a smooth
partition of unity on Nδ(Γ). Whereas the proof consists of a simple geometric
observation, this estimate is of immense significance for estimating Fourier multi-
pliers and exemplarily yields (in a well-known combination with maximal function
estimates) the sharp estimate for Bochner–Riesz multipliers in two dimensions, as
pointed out in the aforementioned references. We refer to [14] for further reading.

Here we shall look into variants for degenerate curves. We shall analyze in
detail the model case: γk = {(ξ, ξk) : ξ ∈ [−1, 1]} for k ∈ N≥2. For k = 2
this is a non-degenerate curve and the classical estimate applies. For k ≥ 3, the
curvature degenerates at the origin and the decomposition of γk into rectangles of
size δ

1
2 × δ does not seem to be appropriate anymore. A decomposition into longer

intervals of length δ
1
k upon projection to the first coordinate was pointed out by

Biggs–Brandes–Hughes [2]; see also Gressman et al. [8] highlighting the connection
between counting and square function estimates and references therein. However,
the δ

1
k -intervals see some part of the curvature away from the origin, so the curve

does no longer fit into rectangles of size δ
1
k × δ.
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2 ROBERT SCHIPPA

Indeed, the rectangles θ occuring in the square function estimate in (1) linearize
the curve on the largest possible scale with an error of size δ. This will be the
guiding principle for us.

Let Θδ,k be a covering of γk with rectangles as follows: One rectangle of size

comparable to Cδ
1
k ×Cδ centered at the origin, and for |ξ| ≳ δ

1
k , choose a rectangle

centered at (ξ, ξk) of length δ
1
k /|ξ| k−2

2 into tangential direction and length δ into
normal direction. C ≥ 1 is chosen large enough such that Θδ,k forms a covering of
Nδ(γk). We show the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let k ∈ N≥2, and F ∈ S(R2) with supp(F̂ ) ⊆ Nδ(γk). Then the
following estimate holds:

(2) ∥F∥L4(R2) ≲
∥∥( ∑

θ∈Θδ,k

|Fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R2)

.

In the proof we consider second order differences, by which already Biggs–
Brandes–Hughes proved the estimate with a coarser decomposition mentioned above.
The present analysis can be regarded as extension of the argument to show the
square function estimate with a decomposition into the canonical scale, which de-
pends on the curvature.

In the next step we consider square function estimates for cones over these curves.
For k ∈ N≥3 we define

Cγk = {(ω1, ω2, ω3) ∈ R3 : |ω1| ≤ 1, ω3 ∈ [1/2, 1], ω2 = ωk
1/ω

k−1
3 }.

Let ΘC
δ,k denote the conical extension of the canonical covering of the curve {(ω1, ω2) ∈

R2 : ω2 = ωk
1}. Roughly speaking, we take the covering of the δ-neighbourhood into

canonical rectangles linearizing the curve on the largest possible scale and then take
its conical extension. The detailed definition will be provided in Section 3.

We show the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let δ > 0, k ∈ N≥3, F ∈ S(R3) and supp(F̂ ) ⊆ Nδ(Cγk). Then the
following square function estimate holds:

∥F∥L4(R3) ≲ε δ
−ε

∥∥( ∑
θ∈ΘC

δ,k

|Fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R3)

.

This extends the square function estimate for non-degenerate cones due to Guth–
Wang–Zhang [10]. We analyze Kakeya estimates for planks θ̃ = θ − θ via a High-

Low-decomposition. After fixing a height h ∼ σ2, σ ∈ [δ
1
2 , 1], by considering their

overlap, the planks can be sorted into smaller centred planks. This corresponds to a
sorting into larger sectors τ ⊇ θ. In case of the circular cone the resulting expressions
are highly symmetric. In the generalized case we show overlap estimates via more
perturbative arguments. It turns out that there is an additional overlap between
regions, where the base curve has significant different curvature. So, we cannot
recover the same Kakeya estimate like in case of the circular cone, but slicing into
regions of approximately constant curvature seems necessary. This is different from
the square function estimates for curves, where we can consider all the different
curvatures simultaneously and still recover the estimate (2) on the canonical scale
without loss.

We remark that Gao et al. [7] showed another stability result by extending
the constant-coefficient analysis from [10] to variable coefficients. In this case, on
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small spatial scales the analysis for non-degenerate cones can be utilized. Then,
by rescaling and using the self-similar structure of wave envelope estimates (see [1]
for a variant of this argument in the context of decoupling), the estimate can be
propagated to large spatial scales.

For the circular cone, the square function estimate combined with maximal
function estimates yielded the sharp range of local smoothing estimates with ε-
derivatives for solutions to the wave equations ([3, 13, 12]). In a different direc-
tion, Maldague and Guth–Maldague recently proved sharp square function esti-
mates for moment curves t 7→ (t, t2, t3, . . . , tk) of cubic [11] and higher order [9].
It is conceivable that arguments related to the present analysis allow for the proof
of sharp square function estimates for curves of finite type t 7→ (t, ta2 , . . . , tak),
1 < a2 < a3 . . . < ak.

The “local” arguments to show the central Kakeya estimate extend to the com-
plex cone:

CΓ2 = {(z, z2/h, h) ∈ C× C× R : |z| ≤ 1, h ∈ [1/2, 1]},
which, by identifying C ≡ R2, can be regarded as subset of R5. Let Θδ,C denote
the conical extension of the “complex” rectangles canonically covering the complex
base curve z 7→ (z, z2). The precise definitions are deferred to Section 4.

Extending the multiscale analysis of Guth–Wang–Zhang [10] to the complex cone,
we can show the following square function estimate:

Theorem 1.3. Let F ∈ S(R5) with supp(F̂ ) ⊆ Nδ(CΓ2). Then the following
estimate holds:

∥F∥L4(R5) ≲ε δ
−ε

∥∥( ∑
θ∈Θδ,C

|Fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R5)

.

In [11] and [9], High-Low-decompositions were applied in a sophisticated induc-
tion-on-dimension scheme to show sharp square function estimates for moment
curves, cones over moment curves, and generalizations referred to as mth order
Taylor cones. Whereas the present induction scheme is far less sophisticated, to
the best of the author’s knowledge, Theorem 1.3 is the first example of a square
function estimate for and moreover the first application of the High-Low-method to
a cone over a two-parameter base curve.

Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we show square function estimates for curves of
finite type. Here we extend the Córdoba–Fefferman biorthogonality by considering
second order differences. In Section 3 we show the square function estimates for
the conical extensions. By a more local argument compared to [10], we show a
generalized Kakeya estimate, which in the degenerate case deviates logarithmically
from the case of the non-degenerate cone. By dyadic pigeonholing and rescaling,
we can reduce the square function estimate for the degenerate cones to the case
of non-degenerate cones. In Section 4 we show Theorem 3.1 building on the local
analysis from the previous section.

2. Square function estimates for curves of finite type

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1. We begin with the motivating case k = 3,
which can be carried out very explicitly.

Proof of Theorem 1.1, k = 3. By symmetry and finite decomposition we can sup-
pose that the Fourier support of F is contained in Nδ({(ξ, ξk) : ξ ∈ [0, 1]}).
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By Plancherel’s theorem, we find∥∥∑
θ

Fθ

∥∥
L4(R2)

=

∫
R2

∣∣(∑
θ

Fθ

)2∣∣2
=

∫
R2

∣∣∑
θ1

F̂θ1 ∗
∑
θ2

F̂θ2

∣∣2
=

∑
θ1,θ2,
θ3,θ4

∫
R2

(
F̂θ1 ∗ F̂θ2

)(
F̂θ3 ∗ F̂θ4

)
.

(3)

So, for θ1, . . . , θ4 ∈ Θδ,3 making a contribution, we have solutions to the system for
ξi ≥ 0, (ξi, ξ

3
i ) ∈ θi:

(4)

{
ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ3 + ξ4,
ξ31 + ξ32 = ξ33 + ξ34 +O(δ).

We shall establish that the above can only be satisfied in case of essential biorthog-
onality : Let D > 1 denote a fixed dilation factor. Then essential biorthogonality
refers to

(5) (θ1 ⊆ D · θ3 ∧ θ2 ⊆ D · θ4) ∨ (θ1 ⊆ D · θ4 ∧ θ2 ⊆ D · θ3).

Once (5) is verified, the claim follows from (3) by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality.

We turn to the analysis of (4): Taking the third power of the first line and
subtracting the second line we find{

ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ3 + ξ4,
3ξ1ξ2(ξ1 + ξ2) = 3ξ3ξ4(ξ3 + ξ4) +O(δ).

For max(ξi) ≤ δ
1
3 we clearly have that (ξi, ξ

3
i ) all belong to the rectangle of size

Cδ
1
3 × Cδ centered at the origin, which settles (5).

So, we suppose that max(ξi) ≥ δ
1
3 and obtain by dividing through 3(ξ1 + ξ2) =

3(ξ3 + ξ4): {
ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ3 + ξ4,
ξ1ξ2 = ξ3ξ4 +O

(
δ

maxi ξi

)
.

Squaring the first line and subtracting the second line multiplied by 2, we are led
to the system {

ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ3 + ξ4,
ξ21 + ξ22 = ξ23 + ξ24 +O

(
δ

maxi ξi

)
.

Now we are in the position to apply the classical Córdoba–Fefferman square
function estimate, which yields a finitely overlapping decomposition into rectangles

of length comparable to δ
1
2

(maxi ξi)
1
2
, which for any (ξi, h(ξi)) ∈ θi is smaller than the

tangential length of θi. This completes the proof in case k = 3. □

Remark 2.1 (Mitigating effect of transversality). The fact that for maxi ξi ≫
min ξi the estimate improves reflects that, also in the degenerate case, transversality
allows for improved bilinear estimates. Recall the following bilinear version of the
Córdoba–Fefferman square function estimate (1) for supp(F̂i) ⊆ Nδ((ξ, ξ

2) : 0 ≤
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ξ ≤ 1) and dist(supp(F̂1, F̂2)) ≳ 1, which yields a decomposition of the Fourier
support into squares θ ∈ Θδ×δ,2 of size Cδ × Cδ:

∥F1F2∥L2(R2) ≲
∥∥( ∑

θ1∈Θδ×δ,2

|Fθ1 |2
) 1

2
( ∑
θ2∈Θδ×δ,2

|Fθ2 |2
) 1

2
∥∥
L2(R2)

.

We turn now to the proof of the general case. The following observation will be
used repeatedly:

Lemma 2.2. Let 1 ≥ ξa ≥ ξb ≥ 0. If ξb ≥ δ
1
p , then

(6) ξa = ξb +O
( δ

1
2

ξ
p−2
2

b

)
implies

(7) ξa = ξb +O
( δ

1
2

ξ
p−2
2

a

)
.

Proof. For ξb ≥ δ
1
p it follows δ

1
2

ξ
p−2
2

b

≤ δ
1
p , consequently (6) implies ξa ∼ ξb. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By symmetry and finite decomposition we can suppose that
the Fourier support of F is contained in Nδ({(ξ, ξk) : ξ ∈ [0, 1]}). Let h(ξ) = ξk. By
the same argument as in (3), we are led to the following system for (ξi, h(ξi)) ∈ θi:{

ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ3 + ξ4,
h(ξ1) + h(ξ2) = h(ξ3) + h(ξ4) +O(δ).

We turn to the verification of the essential biorthogonality in the above case.

We suppose by symmetry that

(8) ξ1 ≥ ξ2 and ξ3 ≥ ξ4 and ξ1 ≥ ξ3.

In the following we suppose that

(9) ξ1 ≥ ξ3 ≥ ξ2 ≥ ξ4

because the other possibility ξ1 ≥ ξ2 ≥ ξ3 ≥ ξ4 immediately gives ξ1 = ξ2 = ξ3 = ξ4
assuming (8).

We rewrite

h(ξ1)− h(ξ3) + h(ξ2)− h(ξ4)

= (ξk−1
1 + ξk−2

1 ξ3 + . . .+ ξ1ξ
k−2
3 + ξk−1

3 )(ξ1 − ξ3) + (ξk−1
2 + . . .+ ξk−1

4 )(ξ2 − ξ4).

Since ξ1 − ξ3 = ξ4 − ξ2, this can be rewritten as

(10) (ξ1 − ξ3)(ξ
k−1
1 + ξk−2

1 ξ3 + . . .+ ξk−1
3 − ξk−1

2 − . . .− ξ2ξ
k−2
4 − ξk−1

4 ) = O(δ).

The second factor can be estimated by (9) as
(11)

(ξk−1
1 + . . .+ξk−1

3 −ξk−1
2 − . . . ξk−1

4 ) ≥ kξk−1
3 −kξk−1

2 = k(ξ3−ξ2)(ξ
k−2
3 + . . .+ξk−2

2 ).

Case A: ξ2 ≤ 5δ
1
k .

Case A1: ξ3 ≤ 10δ
1
k . In this case ξ1 ≲ δ

1
k , so all points (ξi, h(ξi)) belong to the

rectangle Cδ
1
k × Cδ at the origin.

Case A2: ξ3 ≥ 10δ
1
k . We find in this case

(11) ≳ ξk−1
3 .
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Consequently, from (10) follows

ξ1 = ξ3 +O
( δ

ξk−1
3

)
.

For ξ3 ≥ 10δ
1
k it follows

δ

ξk−1
3

≲
δ

1
2

ξ
k−2
2

3

,

which shows that

ξ1 = ξ3 +O
( δ

1
2

ξ
k−2
2

3

)
.

Since ξ3 ≥ δ
1
k , we can invoke Lemma 2.2 to infer

ξ1 = ξ3 +O
( δ

1
2

ξ
k−2
2

1

)
.

Consequently, as well (ξ1, h(ξ1)), (ξ3, h(ξ3)) as (ξ2, h(ξ2)), (ξ4, h(ξ4)) belong to es-
sentially the same θi (the latter two essentially the one at the origin).

Case B: ξ2 ≥ 5δ
1
k .

Case B1: |ξ3−ξ2| ≲
(

δ

ξk−2
2

) 1
2 . Invoking again Lemma 2.2 we find that ξ2, ξ3 belong

to essentially the same rectangle, and moreover

(12) ξ1 = ξ4 +O((δ/ξk−2
2 )

1
2 ).

Case B1I: ξ4 ≫ δ
1
k . In this case we have by (12)

ξ1 = ξ4 +O
( δ

1
2

ξ
k−2
2

4

)
.

Invoking Lemma 2.2 we obtain that (ξ1, h(ξ1)), (ξ4, h(ξ4)) belong essentially to the
same θi.
Case B1II: ξ4 ≲ δ

1
k . It follows from (12) and ξ2 ≥ 5δ

1
k that ξ1 ≲ δ

1
k . Consequently,

all (ξi, h(ξi)) belong essentially to the same θi at the origin.

Case B2: |ξ3 − ξ2| ≳
(

δ

ξk−2
2

) 1
2 .

Taking (10) and (11) and the assumption (9) in this case together gives

|ξ1 − ξ3| ≲ δ/(
( δ

ξk−2
2

) 1
2 · ξk−2

3 ) ≲
(
δ

1
2 /ξ

(k−2)/2
3

)
.

Since ξ3 ≥ ξ2 ≥ 5δ
1
k , we can invoke Lemma 2.2, which shows indeed that ξ1, ξ3

belong to essentially the same rectangle. Consequently, we have

|ξ2 − ξ4| ≲
(
δ

1
2 /ξ

(k−2)/2
3

)
≲

(
δ

1
2 /ξ

(k−2)/2
4

)
.

This underlines that as well ξ2, ξ4 belong to essentially the same rectangle. The
proof is complete.

□
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3. Square function estimates for cones over degenerate curves

In the following we extend the square function estimate from the previous section
to cones. Let k ∈ N≥2. Presently, we denote the base curve by γk = {(ω1, ω2) ∈
R2 : ω1 ∈ (−1, 1), ω2 = fk(ω1)}, which generates the truncated cone:

Cγk = {ω3 · (ω1/ω3, ω2, 1) ∈ R3 : ω2 = fk(ω1/ω3), 0 ≤ |ω1| ≤ 1,
1

2
≤ ω3 ≤ 1}.

By finite decomposition and rigid motion, we suppose in the following that ω1 ≥
0. We require that fk ∈ Ck(0, 1) ∩ C([0, 1]) with fk(0) = 0 and there are Cm ≥ 1,
m = 1, . . . , k such that for all ω ∈ (0, 1):

(13) C−1
m ≤ f

(m)
k (ω)/ωk−m ≤ Cm for 1 ≤ m ≤ k.

The estimates will be uniform in Cγk upon imposing a bound Cm ≤ C∗
m.

Let δ > 0. We parametrize the canonical covering of Nδ(γp), which covers the
δ-neighbourhood with rectangles of maximal tangential length: An unnormalized
tangential vector is given by t(ω) = (1, f ′

k(ω)). An inner normal vector is given by
n(ω) = (−f ′

k(ω), 1).

For |ω1| ≲ δ
1
k , we choose O(1) rectangles of length Cδ

1
k into the tangential

direction and length Cδ into normal direction.
For |ω1| ≫ δ

1
k we carry out a dyadic decomposition |ω1| ∼ K ∈ 2Z and choose

points ω1 separated of length δ
1
2

K
k−2
2

. The rectangles are then chosen of length Cδ
1
2

K
k−2
2

into tangential direction and of length Cδ into normal direction. Note that to cover

the dyadic region of the curve with |ξ1| ∼ K, we require K/(δ
1
2 /K

k−2
2 ) ∼ K

k
2 /δ

1
2

rectangles.
We denote a collection of centers for the rectangles obtained from this process

as R(δ) ⊆ R2 and R1(δ) = π1(R(δ)).
Now we consider with the above parametrization the conical extension: For ξ ∈

γk
1, we define the central line and normal vectors via

c(ξ) = (ξ1, ξ2, 1), nγ(ξ) = (−f ′
k(ξ1), 1, 0), n3 = (0, 0, 1).

Note that these are not normalized, but have Euclidean norm comparable to 1. We
choose as tangent vector of the base curve (ξ1, ξ2, 1), ξ ∈ γk: t(ξ) = (1, f ′

k(ξ1), 0).
Note again that t is unnormalized but has modulus comparable to 1. We can cover
Nδ(Cγk) with rectangles

θ(δ, ξ) = {ac(ξ)+bt(ξ)+c1nγ(ξ)+c2n3 :
1

2
≤ a ≤ 1, |b| ≤ c0

δ
1
2

|ξ1|
k−2
2

, |c1|, |c2| ≤ c0δ}

for |ξ1| ≳ δ
1
k and some c0 > 1. For ξ ∈ γk with |ξ1| ≲ δ

1
k we consider

θ(δ, ξ) = {ac(ξ) + bt(ξ) + c1nγ(ξ) + c2n3 :
1

2
≤ a ≤ 1, |b| ≤ c0δ

1
k , |c1|, |c2| ≤ c0δ}.

In the following θ∗ denotes the polar set.

We define based on the canonical covering of the δ-neighbourhood of γk:

Θδ = {θ(δ, ξ) : ξ ∈ R(δ)}.

1Here we abuse notation and denote the mapping and its image synonymously.
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We sort the θ according to sections of comparable curvature: For K ∈ 2Z with
K ≳ δ

1
k we define

(14) Θδ(K) = {θ(δ, ξ) : ξ ∈ R(δ), ξ1 ∼ K}.

Additionally, we let for the O(1)-sectors close to the origin:

Θδ(0) = {θ(δ, ξ) : ξ ∈ R(δ), |ξ1| ≲ δ
1
k }.

We show the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < δ ≪ 1 and F ∈ S(R3) with supp(F̂ ) ⊆ Nδ(Cγk). Then the
following estimate holds:

∥F∥L4(R3) ≲ε δ
−ε

∥∥( ∑
θ∈Θδ

|Fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R3)

.

For the proof we shall extend the High-Low-method pioneered in [10]. This

establishes a Kakeya-type estimate for the overlap of the planks θ̃ = θ(ξ) − θ(ξ),
which is the Fourier support of |fθ|2.

3.1. A generalized Kakeya estimate. We prove the following estimate, which
generalizes [10, Lemma 1.4]:

Proposition 3.2. Let r ≫ 1, δ = r−2, and k ≥ 2. Suppose that supp(f̂) ⊆
Nδ(Cγk). Then the following estimate holds:

(15)

∫
R3

( ∑
θ∈Θδ

|fθ|2
)2

≲ log(r−1)
∑

r−1≤s≤1

∑
τ∈Θs2

∑
U∥Uτ,r2

|U |−1∥SUf∥4L2(U)

with Uτ,r−2 = conv(
⋃

θ∈Θr−2 ,
θ⊆τ

θ∗).

Remark 3.3. For k = 2, the analysis yields that the estimate holds without loga-
rithmic loss; see Remark 3.6 (2).

Like in the case of the circular cone, we shall obtain incidence estimates for
dyadic heights 2Z ∋ h = σ2, r−1 ≤ σ ≤ 1. In the following, to simplify notations,
we let δ = r−2. We define centered planks at scale σ: these are taylored such that
at height h = σ2 the centered planks cover canonically the r−2-neighbourhood of
the degenerate curve. To this end, we rescale the small height to unit height: This
inflates the r−2-neighbourhood to the r−2σ−2-neighbourhood of the degenerate cone
at unit length. Now we choose ξ ∈ R(r−2σ−2), i.e., the spacing associated with the
canonical covering of the neighbourhood of size r−2σ−2.

But the length of the rectangles has to be rescaled again by σ2. This leads to
the following: For ξ ∈ R(r−2σ−2) with |ξ1| ≲ (rσ)−

2
k consider

Θ(σ, ξ) = {ac(ξ) + bt(ξ) + c1nγ(ξ) + c2n3 : |a| ≤ σ2, |b| ≤ C(rσ)−
2
k σ2,

|c1|, |c2| ≤ Cr−2}.

For ξ ∈ R(r−2σ−2) with |ξ1| ≫ (rσ)−
2
k , |ξ1| ∼ K ∈ 2Z, K ≪ 1 consider

Θ(σ, ξ) = {ac(ξ)+bt(ξ)+c1nγ(ξ)+c2n3 : |a| ≤ σ2, |b| ≤ C
r−1σ

K
k−2
2

, |c1|, |c2| ≤ Cr−2}.

C will be chosen C = C(c0, Cm) with Cm given by (13).
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These centered planks at scale σ form a mild dilation of the canonical covering
of the r−2-neighbourhood of hγ4. We denote the collection by

CPσ = {Θ(σ, ξ) : ξ ∈ R(r−2σ−2)}.
For a set A we denote the collection of its subelements by⋃

A = {x | ∃y ∈ A : x ∈ y}.

In the High-Low-decomposition we will consider differences

(16)
⋃

CPσ\
⋃

CPσ/2.

The union will cover the Fourier support of
∑

θ∈Θδ
|fθ|2 and on each union we shall

obtain a certain almost orthogonality decomposition into coarser planks.

Define for r−1 ≤ σ ≤ 1, σ ∈ 2Z:

Ω≤σ =
⋃

CPσ and Ωσ = Ω≤σ\Ω≤σ/2.

Note that
⋃

θ̃ ⊆
⋃

ξ∈R(r−2) Θ(1, ξ) (the θ̃ correspond to Θ(1, ξ) up to a mild dila-

tion).

Let ξ, ξ′ ∈ γk. We associate θ(ξ′) to Θ(σ, ξ) as follows: For |ξ′1| ≲ (rσ)−
2
k choose

ξ with |ξ1−ξ′1| ≤ (rσ)−
2
k . For |ξ′1| ∼ K ≫ (rσ)−

2
k , choose ξ with |ξ1−ξ′1| ≤ r−1σ−1

K
k−2
2

.

We write θ(ξ′) ∈ Θ(σ, ξ).

Proof of Proposition 3.2. With the above sorting of sectors (14), we write∑
θ∈Θδ

|fθ|2 ≲
∑

K∈[δ
1
k ,1]∪{0}

∑
θ∈Θδ(K)

|fθ|2.

By dyadic pigeonholing we obtain for some K ∈ [δ
1
k , 1] ∪ {0}:

(17)
∑
θ∈Θδ

|fθ|2 ≲ log(r−1)
∑

θ∈Θδ(K)

|fθ|2.

In the case K ≲ r−
2
k there are only O(1)-sectors and the conclusion of the argument

follows from a simple variant of the arguments below. In the following we suppose
that K ≫ r−

2
k .

Let g(x) =
∑

θ∈Θδ(K)

(
|fθ|2

)
(x). Following the pigeonholing, we can refine the

definition of CPσ. Let

CP′
σ = {Θ(σ, ξ) : ξ1 ∼ K}

and correspondingly, for σ ∼ r−1

K
k−2
2

we have that #{Θ(σ, ξ) : Θ(σ, ξ) ∈ CP′
σ} ≲ 1.

This suggests to carry out the decomposition into Ωσ up to a dyadic scale σ0 ≫
r−1

K
k−2
2

. We define for σ0 ≤ σ ≤ 1, σ ∈ 2Z:

Ω′
≤σ =

⋃
CP′

σ and Ω′
σ = Ω′

≤σ\Ω′
≤σ/2.

We shall prove a High-Low-estimate after invoking Plancherel’s theorem:∫
R3

|g(x)|2 =

∫
R3

|ĝ(ω)|2 =

∫
R3

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θδ(K)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2 =

∫
Ω≤1

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θδ(K)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2.
The pigeonholing carried out in (17) will be implicit in the following to lighten the

notation. Moreover, for σ ∼ r−1

K
k−2
2

we have that #{Θ(σ, ξ) : Θ(σ, ξ) ∈ CPσ} ≲ 1.



10 ROBERT SCHIPPA

This suggests to carry out the decomposition (16) up to a dyadic scale σ0 ≫ r−1

K
k−2
2

.

We abuse notation and denote Ω′
≤σ0

by Ω′
σ again.

We consider the dyadic partition:

(18)

∫
Ω′

≤1

∣∣( ∑
θ∈Θδ(K)

|fθ|2(ω)
∣∣2 =

∑
σ0≤σ≤1

∫
Ω′

σ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θδ(K)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2dω
︸ ︷︷ ︸

A(σ)

.

We sort the sum over θ into Θ(σ, ξ):

A(σ) =

∫
Ω′

σ

∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ),
θ∈Θδ(K)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2.
We shall see, extending the crucial observation from the non-degenerate case, that
for ω ∈ Ω′

σ, the overlap of Θ(σ, ξ) is finite. This allows us to apply the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality without significant loss:

(19)

∫
Ω′

σ

∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2 ≲
∫
Ω′

σ

∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2.
For σ ∼ σ0, we have |CP′

σ| ∼ 1 by |ξ| ∼ K. Consequently, (19) is immediate for
σ ∼ σ0. In the following we suppose that σ ≫ σ0.

It will be crucial to understand the set Ω′
σ ∩ {ω3 = h}. Note that for θ = θ(ξ)

with ξ ∈ R(r−2) we obtain for θ̃(ξ)∩{ω3 = h} a rectangle centered at hγ4(ξ1) with

length r−1

K
k−2
2

into the tangential direction and r−2 into the normal direction:

π12(supp(F(|fθ|2)) ∩ {ω3 = h})

= {hγ4(ξ1) + ℓγ̇4(ξ1) + cr−2nγ(ξ1) : |ℓ| ≲
r−1

K
k−2
2

, |c| ≤ 2}.

By π12 : R3 → R2 we denote the projection to the first two coordinates, which will
often be implicit in the following when intersecting with {ω3 = h}. In the following
to unify notation in the above display, we let nγ(ξ1) = nγ(ξ). By symmetry ω3 →
−ω3 we restrict in the following to non-negative h.

To show (19), we begin with the following lemma, which states that for h ≪ σ2,
if a point lies in the tangential neighbourhood of hγk(η1) with a tangential distance
much smaller than ℓ(Θ(σ, η)), then it lies in CPσ/2.

For this we do not have to require |η1| ∼ K or a minimum size condition σ ≫ σ0.

Lemma 3.4. Let σ ∈ 2Z ∩ [r−1, 1], 0 ≤ h ≤ σ2, and |η1| ≪ 1.
(1) Let

(20) p = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1)

with |η1| ≪ (rσ)−
2
k , |ℓ| ≪ (rσ)−

2
k σ2, and |c| ≤ c0. Then we have

(21) p = hγk(0) + ℓ1γ̇k(0) + Cr−2nγ(0)

with |C| ≤ C∗(c0, Cm) with Cm given in (13) and |ℓ1| ≪ (rσ)−
2
k σ2. Fur-

thermore, for p defined by (20) with |η1| ≪ (rσ)−
2
k , |ℓ| ∼ (rσ)−

2
k σ2, we

obtain (21) with |ℓ1| ∼ (rσ)−
2
k σ2.



GENERALIZED SQUARE FUNCTION ESTIMATES 11

(2) Let p be defined by (20) with |η1| ≳ (rσ)−
2
k , |ℓ| ≪ r−1σ

|η1|
k−2
2

, and |c| ≤ c0.

Then there is ξ ∈ R(r−2(σ/2)−2) with |ξ1 − η1| ≲ r−1σ−1

|η1|
k−2
2

and

(22) p = hγ4(ξ1) + ℓ1γ̇4(ξ1) + Cr−2nγ(ξ1)

with |C| ≤ C∗(c0, Cm) and |ℓ1| ≪ r−1σ/|ξ1|
k−2
2 , which implies for h ≪ σ2:

p ∈ Θ(σ/2, ξ) ∩ {ω3 = h}.

Furthermore, for p defined by (20) with |η1| ≲ (rσ)−
2
k , |ℓ| ∼ r−1σ

|η1|
k−2
2

, and

|c| ≤ 2 we have (22) with |C| ≤ C∗ and |ℓ1| ∼ r−1σ

|ξ1|
k−2
2

.

Proof. We can suppose that σ ≫ r−1 since for σ ∼ r−1 there are only finitely many
ξ ∈ R(r−2σ−2).

Proof of (1): We compute under the above assumptions by Taylor expansion:

hγ4(η1) + ℓγ̇4(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1)

= h(γk(0) +
ηk1
k!

γ
(k)
k (ξ̄a)) + ℓ(1, f ′

k(η1)) + cr−2nγ(η1)

and recall that |f ′
k(η1)| ∼ |η1|k−1, |f (k)

k | ∼ 1.

Consequently, for |η1| ≪ (rσ)−
2
k , |ℓ| ≪ (rσ)−

2
k σ2, and |c| ≤ 2, we find

hγ4(η1) + ℓγ̇4(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1) = (hη1 + ℓ+ cr−2nγ,1(η1), h+ c1r
−2)

with |c1| ≤ |c0|+ 1. This yields the representation

hγ4(η1) + ℓγ̇4(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1) = h(0, 1) + ℓ1(1, 0) + Cr−2(0, 1)

with |ℓ1| ≪ (rσ)−
2
k σ2 and |C| ≤ C∗(c0, Cm).

The same computation shows that for |η1| ≲ (rσ)−
2
k and |ℓ1| ∼ (rσ)−

2
k σ2 we

obtain a representation as

hγk(0) + ℓγ̇k(0) + Cr−2nγ(0)

with |ℓ| ∼ (rσ)−
2
k σ2. On the other hand, for |η1| ≲ (rσ)−

2
k and |ℓ1| ≫ (rσ)−

2
k σ2

we have that p /∈ Θ(σ, 0) ∩ {ω3 = h}.

Proof of (2): Let p = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1) with |η1| ≳ (rσ)−
2
k ,

|ℓ| ≪ r−1σ

|η1|
k−2
2

, and |c| ≤ c0. To show the representation (22), we carry out a Taylor

expansion at ξ1 ∼ η1 with |∆ξ1| ∼ r−1σ

|ξ1|
k−2
2

to find

hγk(ξ1 +∆ξ1) + ℓγ̇k(ξ1 +∆ξ1) + cr−2nγ(ξ1 +∆ξ1)

= h(γk(ξ1) + (∆ξ1)γ̇k(ξ1) +O(h(∆ξ1)
2γ̈k(ξ1))+

ℓ(γ̇k(ξ1) +O((∆ξ1)γ̈k(ξ1)) + cr−2nγ(ξ1).

Recalling that |γ̈k(ξ1)| ∼ |ξ1|k−2 such that by hypothesis we have

|h(∆ξ1)
2γ̈k(ξ1)| ≪ r−2 and |ℓ(∆ξ1)γ̈k(ξ1)| ≪ r−2.

This allows us to write

hγk(η1) + (ℓ+ h(∆η1))γ̇k(η1) + Cr−2e,
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with |e| ≤ 1 and |C| ≤ C∗. e can then be decomposed into tangential and normal
vector, which yields the desired representation.

□

In the following we rely on σ ≫ σ0 and |η1| ∼ K. We shall see that the points

p ∈ θ̃(η) ∩ Ω′
σ ∩ {ω3 = h} for h ≪ σ2 with the above representation

p = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η)

actually satisfy |ℓ| ∼ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

. Together with the previous lemma, we have the follow-

ing representation:

Lemma 3.5. Let |η1| ∼ K, h ≤ σ2, p ∈ θ̃(η1)∩{ω3 = h}∩Ω′
σ and σ ≫ σ0 ∼ r−1

K
k−2
2

.

We have the representation

(23) p = hγk(ξ1) + ℓγ̇k(ξ1) + Cr−2nγ(ξ1)

with ξ1 ∈ R1(r
−2σ−2), |ξ1 − η1| ≤ 2 r−1σ−1

|ξ1|
k−2
2

, |ℓ| ≲ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

, and |C| ≤ C∗(c0, Cm).

For h ≪ σ2 (23) holds with |ℓ| ∼ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

.

We remark that as a consequence of the assumptions, it follows that |η1| ≳
(rσ)−

2
k and that ξ1 is always bounded away from zero.

A consequence of the lemma is that Ω′
σ at height h ≪ σ2 for σ ≫ σ0 consists

entirely of a mild dilation of the ends of Θ(σ, ξ) ∩ {ω3 = h}.
Under the above assumptions on |ξ| and σ ≫ σ0, we define the right end of

Θ(σ, ξ) ∩ {ω3 = h} as collection of points:

RE(Θ(σ, ξ), h) = {hγk(ξ1)+ℓγ̇k(ξ1)+Cr−2nγ(ξ1) : ℓ ∼ r−1σ

|ξ1|
k−2
2

, |C| ≤ C∗(c0, Cm)}.

The left end of Θ(σ, ξ) ∩ {ω3 = h} is correspondingly defined as

LE(Θ(σ, ξ), h) = {hγk(ξ1) + ℓγ̇4(ξ1) + Cr−2nγ(ξ1) : ℓ ∼ − r−1σ

|ξ1|
k−2
2

, |C| ≤ C∗}.

We turn to the proof of Lemma 3.5:

Proof of Lemma 3.5. We shall see that a point

p = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η)

with |ℓ| ≫ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

cannot be covered with any Θ(σ, ξ). For h ∼ σ2 recall that

Nc1r−2(hγk) ⊆
⋃

CP′
σ ∩ {ω3 = h} ⊆ Nc2r−2(hγk),

but p = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) /∈ Nc2r−2(hγk) for |ℓ| ≫ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

as a consequence of

Taylor’s theorem.

In the following we turn to h ≪ σ2 and suppose that there exists a point

p = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1) ∈ Ω′
σ ∩ {ω3 = h}

with |ℓ| ≫ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

. We shall see that the right side of θ̃(η) at this length cannot be

covered by the right nor the left side of Θ(σ, ξ).

Case 1: ℓ ≫ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

. We shall see that the “long” right side can neither be covered

by the right nor the left side of Θ(σ, ξ).
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Case 1a: We exclude the case that p is covered by the right side of some Θ(σ, ξ),
for which we argue by contradiction. Suppose that for ℓ1 ≥ 0:

(24) hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1) = hγk(ξ1) + ℓ1γ̇k(ξ1) + Cr−2nγ(ξ1).

We can suppose that ℓ1 ≫ r−2 since otherwise, p ∈ NCr−2(hγk) but NCr−2(hγ4) is
covered by CP′

σ/2, in which case p /∈ Ω′
σ.

Since ℓ1 ≲ r−1σ

K
k−2
2

, h ≪ σ2, by projection to the first coordinate we have |ξ1−η1| ≫
r−1σ−1

K
k−2
2

. We shall see that necessarily the right ends of Θ(σ, ξ) are essentially disjoint.

Figure 1. Essential disjointness of the ends of Θ(σ, ξ).

Let ∆ξ1 = C̄ r−1σ−1

K
k−2
2

for C̄ ≫ 1 to find by Taylor expansion with Lagrange

remainder

hγk(ξ1 +∆ξ1) + ℓγ̇k(ξ1 +∆ξ1) + Cr−2nγ(ξ1 +∆ξ1)

= h(γk(ξ1) + (∆ξ1)γ̇k(ξ1) +
(∆ξ)2

2
γ̈k(ξ̄a))

+ ℓ(γ̇k(ξ1) + ∆ξ1γ̈k(ξ1) +
(∆ξ)2

2
γ
(3)
k (ξ̄b)) + Cr−2nγ(ξ1 +∆ξ1).

(25)

We estimate by the derivative bounds for fk:∣∣h(∆ξ)2

2
γ̈k(ξ̄a)

∣∣+ ∣∣ℓ(∆ξ1)
2

2
γ
(3)
k (ξ̄b)

∣∣ ≪ r−2.

Moreover,

⟨e2, ℓ(∆ξ1)γ̈k(ξ1)⟩ ∼ ⟨nγ(η1), ℓ(∆ξ1)γ̈k(ξ1)⟩ ≫ r−2.

This shows that the right end of Θ(σ, ξ) has too much distance to hγk(η1)+ ℓγ̇k(η1)

in the direction of nγ(η1) for ξ1 = η1 +∆ξ1 to intersect with θ̃(η).

Case 1b: Next, we shall exclude the case that p can be covered by the left side
of Θ(σ, ξ). Suppose that for p ∈ Ωσ ∩ {ω3 = h}:

(26) hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1) = p = hγk(ξ1) + ℓ1γ̇k(ξ1) + Cr−2nγ(ξ1).
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Figure 2. We shall see that in case the long end of θ̃(η) touches
the other end of Θ(σ, ξ) the distance to the curve is O(r−2).

Suppose that ℓ ≫ r−1σ

|η1|
k−2
2

≳ |ℓ1|. We carry out a Taylor expansion of the right

hand side of (26) to find

hγk(ξ1) + ℓ1γ̇k(ξ1)

= h(γk(η1 +∆ξ1)) + ℓ1γ̇k(η1 +∆ξ1)

= h(γk(η1) + ∆ξ1γ̇k(η1) +
(∆ξ1)

2

2
γ̈k(η1) + . . .+

(∆ξ1)
k

k!
γ
(k)
k (ξ̄a))

+ ℓ1(γ̇k(η1) + ∆ξ1γ̈k(η1) + . . .+
(∆ξ1)

k−1

(k − 1)!
γ
(k)
k (ξ̄b)).

Projecting to the first coordinate yields

(27) ℓ = h∆ξ1 + ℓ1 +O(r−2) and consequently, ℓ ∼ h∆ξ1 ≫ |ℓ1|.
Projecting to the second coordinate yields(h∆ξ1

2
+ ℓ1

)
∆ξ1γ̈k(η1) +

(h∆ξ1
3!

+
ℓ1
2

)
(∆ξ1)

2γ
(3)
k (η1) + . . .

+
(h∆ξ1

k!
γ
(k)
k (ξ̄a) +

ℓ1
(k − 1)!

γ
(k)
k (ξ̄b)

)
(∆ξ1)

k−1 = O(r−2).
(28)

By further finite subdivision of the dyadic range |η1| ∼ |ξ1| ∼ K we can arrange
that |∆ξ1| ≪ K. Together with the derivative bounds of fk we obtain from plugging
(27) into (28) that

h(∆ξ1)
2γ̈k(η1) ≲ r−2.

Now we obtain from another Taylor expansion that

hγk(η1) + h(∆ξ1)γ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1)

= hγk(η1 +∆η1) +
h(∆ξ1)

2

2
γ̈k(ξ̄c) + cr−2nγ(η1)

= hγk(η1 +∆ξ1) +O(r−2).

By convexity, this gives for the left hand side of (26) for ℓ ≤ h∆ξ1:

lhs(26) = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1) + cr−2nγ(η1) ∈ NCr−2(hγk),

but recalling that NCr−2(hγk) ⊆
⋃
CPσ/2, this shows that p /∈ Ωσ.

Case 2: The case of p ∈ θ̃(η)∩Ωσ being located on the long left side of θ̃ can be
ruled out by mirroring the above arguments.

□
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Remark 3.6. (1) The Taylor expansion in (25) shows the essential disjointness
of the right ends of Θ(σ, ξ) and likewise for the left ends, mutatis mutandis.

(2) It is for this lemma we require the dyadic pigeonholing |ξ1| ∼ K. If we do
not impose this constraint, there can be an unfavorable additional overlap
between different scales: It becomes possible that a long left side of θ̃(η1)

Figure 3. Non-trivial interaction between regions with signifi-
cantly different curvature.

at a scale η1 ≫ ξ1 touches the right end of Θ(σ, ξ1)

hγk(ξ1) + ℓ1γ̇k(ξ1) = p = hγk(η1) + ℓγ̇k(η1)

with

|ℓ| ∼ ℓ1 ∼ r−1σ

|ξ1|
k−2
2

≫ r−1σ

|η1|
k−2
2

.

This can happen because the “canonical” scale of Θ(σ, η1) is much smaller
than the one of Θ(σ, ξ1) due to a significant change of the curvature. It
is conceivable that this interaction between different scales corresponds to
a logarithmic loss compared to the case of the circular cone. Indeed, the
base curve of the circular cone has constant curvature, for which reason
the pigeonholing into regions with comparable curvature is not necessary
for the above argument. This moreover points out that in case k = 2, the
estimate (15) holds without logarithmic loss.

The following is immediate from the inclusion property Θ(σ, ξ) ⊆ MΘ(σ, ξ′) for
neighbouring base points ξ, ξ′.

Corollary 3.7. Let |η| ∼ K, σ ≥ σ0, and ω ∈ θ̃(η) ∩ Ω′
σ.

Then, we have ω ∈ SΘ(σ, ξ) for θ(η) ∈ Θ(σ, ξ). S depends on C∗ and M .

Secondly,

Corollary 3.8. Let ω ∈ Ω′
σ with ω3 = h ≪ σ2 and σ ≫ σ0. Then

π12(ω) ∈ SEnds(h) = S
( ⋃
ξ∈R(r−2σ−2)

LE(Θ(σ, ξ), h) ∪
⋃

ξ∈R(r−2σ−2)

RE(Θ(σ, ξ), h)).
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We complete the first step of the proof of (19) invoking Corollary 3.7:
(29)∫

Ω′
σ

∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ),

ξ∼K

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣∣∣2 ≲
∫
Ω′

σ

∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ,
ω∈SΘ(σ,ξ)

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ),

ξ∼K

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣∣∣2.
In the second step we shall see that there are only finitely many Θ(σ, ξ) which

are contributing:

Lemma 3.9. Let ω ∈ Ω′
σ. Then the following estimate holds:

#{Θ(σ, ξ) : ω ∈ SΘ(σ, ξ)} ≲ 1.

Proof. Note again that we can suppose σ ≫ σ0, since for σ ∼ σ0 it holds

#{Θ(σ, ξ) ∈ CP′
σ} ≲ 1.

Firstly, suppose h ∼ σ2. Rescaling to unit height, we find that h−1(Θ(σ, ξ) ∩
{ω3 = h}) forms a canonical covering of γk at scale r−2σ−2. Since the canonical
covering is finitely overlapping, this settles the case h ∼ σ2.

Next, we turn to h ≪ σ2. We are in the position to invoke Corollary 3.8. Then
the finite overlap is a consequence of the finite overlap of the right ends and left
ends separately. This follows from the Taylor expansions (25) already carried out
in Lemma 3.5.

□

We can now prove (19). We obtain for ω ∈ Ω′
σ:∣∣ ∑

Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′
σ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ),

ξ∼K

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣ ≲ ∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ,
ω∈SΘ(σ,ξ)

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣
≲

( ∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ,
ω∈SΘ(σ,ξ)

∣∣∑
θ

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2) 1
2 .

So integrating the above over Ω′
σ we obtain∫

Ω′
σ

∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ),

ξ∼K

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2dω ≲
∫
Ω′

σ

∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CP′

σ,
ω∈SΘ(σ,ξ)

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2

≲
∫
R3

∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CPσ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ),

ξ∼K

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2
≲

∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CPσ

∫
R3

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ)

|fθ|2
∣∣2.

The final estimate is again due to Plancherel’s theorem. We can omit the localization
to scales ξ ∼ K in the following.

We let Θ(σ, ξ) ∈ CPσ bijectively correspond to τ ∈ Θr−2σ−2 via the base points
and we can dominate ∑

θ∈Θ(σ,ξ)

|fθ|2 ≤
∑
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2.
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θ ∈ Θ(σ, ξ) corresponds to θ ⊆ Sτ . Consequently, we can estimate∑
Θ(σ,ξ)∈CPσ

∫
R3

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,ξ)

|fθ|2
∣∣2 ≲

∑
τ∈Θr−2σ−2

∫
R3

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2 :
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2
∣∣2.

We have proved after pigeonholing (17), carrying out the sum over σ ∈ [σ0, 1],
and changing notation (rσ)−1 = s that∫

R3

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2

|fθ|2
∣∣2dx ≲ log(r−1)

∑
r−1≤σ≤1

∑
τ∈Θr−2σ−2

∫
R3

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2 :
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2
∣∣2

≲ log(r−1)
∑

r−1≤s≤1

∑
τ∈Θs2

∫
R3

( ∑
θ∈Θr−2 :
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2
)2
.

(30)

It remains to divide up the final integral into the dual regions of the Fourier support,
which is a consequence of the uncertainty principle.

To this end, choose a smooth function ητ , which is identical to one on Sτ̃ and
rapidly decaying away from Sτ̃ . Moreover, we require that the inverse Fourier trans-
form η̌τ is supported on Cτ̃∗ ≈ Uτ,r2 and satisfies |η̌τ (x)| ≲ |τ∗|−1. By Plancherel’s
theorem and Fourier inversion we can break the integral into translates of Uτ,r2 to
find ∫

R3

∣∣η̌τ ∗
( ∑
θ∈Θr−2 ,
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2
)∣∣2 =

∑
U∥Uτ,r2

∫
U

∣∣η̌τ ∗
( ∑
θ∈Θr−2 ,
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2
)∣∣2dx.

We have for each x ∈ U :∣∣η̌τ ∗
∑

θ∈Θr−2 ,
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2(x)
∣∣ ≲ |U |−1

∫
ηU

∑
θ∈Θr−2 ,
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2(x)dx,

where ηU denotes an L∞-normalized bump function supported in CU .
We obtain∑

U∥Uτ,r2

∫
U

∣∣η̌τ ∗
( ∑
θ∈Θr−2 ,
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2
)∣∣2dx ≲

∑
U∥Uτ,r2

|U |−1
(
ηU

∑
θ∈Θr−2 ,
θ⊆Sτ

|fθ|2(x)
)2

≲
∑

U∥Uτ,r2

|U |−1∥SUf∥4L2(U).

(31)

The ultimate estimate follows from the support of ηU being comparable to U . Plug-
ging (31) into (30), we find∫

R3

( ∑
θ∈Θr−2

|fθ|2
)2

≲ log(r−1)
∑

r−1≤s≤1

∑
τ∈Θs2

∑
U∥Uτ,r2

|U |−1∥SUf∥4L2(U).

The proof of (15) is complete.
□
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3.2. A slicing argument. In the following we prove the conical square function
estimate for the degenerate cone:

Cγk = {(ξ1, ξk1/ξk−1
3 , ξ3) : |ξ1| ≤ 1, ξ3 ∈ [1/2, 1]}.

Θδ denotes the canonical covering of the δ-neighbourhood introduced previously.

Instead of following the roadmap from Guth–Wang–Zhang [10], we rely on pi-
geonholing, rescaling, and the stability result for Kakeya estimates for non-dege-
nerate cones discussed above. This incurs a logarithmic loss compared to the square
function estimate for degenerate curves, but already for the circular cone it is cur-
rently not clear whether the loss can be removed.

This corresponds to the observation recorded in Remark 3.6 that we do not
expect the generalized Kakeya estimate to hold globally for cones over finite-type
curves. We have the following stability result of [10, Theorem 1.1]:

Theorem 3.10. Let f2 ∈ C2(−1, 1) with

(32) f ′
2(0) = 0 and ∃c2, C2 : ∀ξ ∈ (0, 1) : c2 ≤ f ′′

2 (ξ) ≤ C2.

Let Cγ2 = {ω3(ω1/ω3, f2(ω1/ω3), 1) : ω1 ∈ [−1, 1], ω3 ∈ [1/2, 1]} denote the cone

with base curve γ2 = {(ξ, f2(ξ)}. Let f ∈ S(R3) with supp(f̂) ⊆ NR−1(Cγ2). Then
the following estimate holds:

∥f∥L4(R3) ≲ε,c2,C2
Rε

∥∥( ∑
θ∈ΘR−1

|fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R3)

.

Now we establish the square function estimate for the degenerate cone Cγk, k ≥ 3.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. To apply Theorem 3.10, we carry out a dyadic pigeonholing
into sectors. Let M ∈ 2Z ∩ [R− 1

k , 1], and let

νM = {(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) ∈ Cγk :
∣∣ξ1
ξ3

− ν
∣∣ ≲ M}.

Additionally, we let

ν0 = {(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) ∈ Cγk :
∣∣ξ1
ξ3

∣∣ ≲ R− 1
k },

which contains O(1)-sectors θ ∈ ΘR−1 close to the origin.
By dyadic pigeonholing, it suffices to establish a square function estimate for one

of the dyadic regions defined above. Let M ∈ (2Z ∩ [R− 1
k , 1]) ∪ {0} such that

(33) ∥f∥L4(R3) ≲ log(R)∥fM∥L4(R3)

with fM denoting the Fourier projection of f to the R−1-neighbourhood of νM .
Clearly, for M ≲ R− 1

k , since only finitely many θ ∈ ΘR−1 are contributing, it is
immediate from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

(34) ∥fM∥L4(R3) ≲
∥∥( ∑

θ∈ΘR−1

|fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R3)

.

We turn to the case M ≫ R− 1
k : The key tool will be a generalized Lorentz

rescaling, mapping νM to a full non-degenerate cone Γ′
2. By finite subdivision we

can suppose that the coordinates for νM satisfy for M = cν with c ≪ 1 to be chosen
later:

(35)
∣∣ξ1
ξ3

− ν
∣∣ ≤ M.
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Lemma 3.11. Let M ∈ [R− 1
k , 1]∩ 2Z. There is a linear map Λν : νM → Γ′

2, which
maps the sector νM to a non-degenerate cone

Γ′
2 = {ω3 · (ω1/ω3, f2(ω1/ω3), 1) : |ω1| ≤ 1, ω3 ∈ [1/2, 1]}

with base curve given by

f2(ω1) = ω2
1 +

k∑
ℓ=3

dk,ℓc
ℓ−2ωℓ

1,

which satisfies (13) uniform in M . Λν maps the R−1-neighbourhood of Cγk to the
M−kR−1-neighbourhood of Γ′

2.
Secondly, the sectors at scale δ contained in τ , which satisfy∣∣ξ1

ξ3
− νθ

∣∣ ≤ ( δ

Mk−2

) 1
2

are mapped to δ/Mk-sectors of Γ′
2:∣∣ξ′1

ξ′3
− νθ′

∣∣ ≤ ( δ

Mk

) 1
2 .

Proof. We define ξ′1 = M−1(ξ1 − νξ3), ξ
′
3 = ξ3, which transforms (35) to∣∣ξ′1

ξ′3

∣∣ ≤ 1.

We compute the effect for the degenerate cone:

τ ′ =
(Mξ′1 + νξ3)

k

ξk−1
3

=

k∑
ℓ=0

(
k

l

)
M lνk−ℓ(ξ′1)

ℓ

ξℓ−1
3

.

By a linear transformation τ ′ → τ ′ + Lin(ξ′1, ξ
′
3), we find

τ ′ → τ ′ =

k∑
ℓ=2

(
k

l

)
M lνk−ℓ(ξ′1)

ℓ

ξℓ−1
3

.

We rescale now with
((

k
2

)
M2νk−2

)−1 ∼ M−k to find

τ ′ =
(ξ′1)

2

ξ3
+

k∑
ℓ=3

[(k
ℓ

)
/

(
k

2

)]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

dk,ℓ

cℓ−2 (ξ
′
1)

ℓ

ξℓ−1
3

.

We have obtained a linear transformation Λν : νM → Γ′
2, (ξ1, τ, ξ3) 7→ (ξ′1, τ

′, ξ′3)
which maps the sector to a non-degenerate cone:

Λν(νM ) = Γ′
2 = {ω3 · (ω1/ω3, f2(ω1/ω3), 1) : |ω1| < 1, ω3 ∈ [1/2, 1]}

with base curve given by

f2(ω1) = ω2
1 +

k∑
ℓ=3

dk,ℓc
ℓ−2ωℓ

1.

Choosing c = c(k) ≪ 1 we find that (32) holds. Moreover, Λν maps the R−1-
neighbourhood of Cγk to the M−kR−1-neighbourhood of Γ′

2. Verifying the corre-
spondence of the δ-sectors νθ contained in νM to the δ/Mk-sectors of Γ′

2 is straight-
forward. □
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Let hM denote the function obtained from pulling back the Fourier transform of

f , which satisfies supp(ĥM ) ⊆ NCM−kR−1(Γ′
2) and let J(M) denote the Jacobian

from the change of variables. We can apply Theorem 3.10 to find

∥fM∥L4(R3) = J(M)∥hM∥L4(R3)

≲ε R
εJ(M)

∥∥( ∑
θ∈Θ

2,M−kR−1

|hM,θ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R3)

≲ε R
ε
∥∥( ∑

θ∈Θk,R−1

|fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R3)

.

(36)

Taking (33), (34), and (36) together, we find

∥f∥L4(R3) ≲ε log(R)Rε
∥∥( ∑

θ∈ΘR−1

|fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R3)

,

which completes the proof.
□

4. A square function estimate for the complex cone

The argument presented above to show the Kakeya estimate allows for general-
ization to the complex cone:

CΓ2 = {h · (z/h, (z/h)2, 1) ∈ C× C× R : h ∈ [1/2, 1], z ∈ C : |z| ≤ 1}.

By the canonical identification C ≡ R2 this can be regarded as cone in R5:

CΓ2 = {h · (s/h, t/h, (s2 − t2)/h2, 2st/h2, 1) ∈ R5 : h ∈ [1/2, 1], |(s, t)| ≤ 1}.

In the following we will frequently identify complex numbers with elements of R2

by their real and imaginary part.

4.1. Set-up. We denote the base curve by

γ2,C : [−1, 1]× [−1, 1] ∋ (s, t) 7→ (s, t, s2 − t2, 2st) ∈ R4.

More concisely, we can express this as γ2,C(z) = (z, z2) ∈ C2 for z ∈ C ≡ R2.
For 0 < δ ≪ 1 we introduce the canonical covering of Nδ(γ2,C). Let z = (s, t) ∈
δ

1
2 (N0 × N0) ∩ [0, 1]2. We define

θz = {(s, t, s2 − t2, 2st) + ℓ1(1, 0, 2s, 2t) + ℓ2(0, 1,−2t, 2s)

+ c1r
−2(−2s, 2t, 1, 0) + c2r

−2(−2t,−2s, 0, 1) :

ℓi ∈ [−dδ
1
2 , dδ

1
2 ], ci ∈ [−dδ, dδ]}

for some d > 1.
Let Θδ = {θz : z = (s, t) ∈ δ

1
2Z2 ∩ [−1, 1]2}. Clearly, the θz form a finitely

overlapping cover of Nδ(γ2,C). In complex notation this can be expressed concisely
as

θz = {γ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) + c ∧ (γ̇2,C(z)) : ℓ, c ∈ C, |ℓ| ≤ dδ
1
2 , |c| ≤ dδ} ⊆ C2.

We denote with ∧(a, b) = −(b, a) for (a, b) ∈ C2 the vector spanning the “complex”
orthogonal complement.

The following is a consequence of complexification of the “real” Córdoba–Fefferman
square function estimate and was proved by Biggs–Brandes–Hughes [2]:
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Proposition 4.1. Let F ∈ S(R4) with supp(F̂ ) ⊆ Nδ(γ2,C). Then the following
estimate holds:

∥F∥L4(R4) ≲
∥∥( ∑

θ∈Θδ

|Fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R4)

.

We turn to the complex planks on the scale R for CΓ2. Let RC(R
−1) = R− 1

2 (Z×
Z) ∩ [−1, 1]22, which can be regarded as a subset of C as well.

Let z = (s, t) ∈ RC(R
−1). The central line is given by

c(s, t) = (s, t, s2 − t2, 2st, 1).

We define the (real) tangential vectors as

ts(s, t) = (1, 0, 2s, 2t, 0), tt(s, t) = (0, 1,−2t, 2s, 0)

and the normal vectors as

ns(s, t) = (−2s, 2t, 1, 0, 0), nt(s, t) = (−2t,−2s, 0, 1, 0), n5 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1).

Note that the complex derivative of the base curve z 7→ (z, z2) ∈ C is given by
γ̇2,C(z) = (1, 2z) ∈ C2. From this we can read off the tangential vectors as

ts(s, t) = (ℜγ̇2,C(z)1,ℑγ̇2,C(z)1,ℜγ̇2,C(z)2,ℑγ̇2,C(z)2),
tt(s, t) = (−ℑγ̇2,C(z)1,ℜγ̇2,C(z)1,−ℑγ̇2,C(z)2,ℜγ̇2,C(z)2).

Let F : C2 → R4 denote the identification (z1, z2) 7→ (ℜz1,ℑz1,ℜz2,ℑz2). We
clarify how linear combinations of ts and tt correspond to complex multiples of
(1, 2z) ∈ C2. Compute for c+ id ∈ R+ iR, (1, 2z) ∈ C2:

F ((c+ id)(1, 2z)) = cF (1, 2z) + dF (i(1, 2z)) = cts(z) + dtt(z).

This will be very useful to perceive the linear combinations ats(s, t) + btt(s, t) for
|a|, |b| ≲ M as complex multiple λ · (1, 2z) with λ ∈ C, |λ| ≲ M . Further, we let

nC(z) = (−2z̄, 1) ∈ C2,

from which the real normal vectors can be read off: ns = F (nC) and nt = F (inC).

Clearly, {ts, tt,nx}, x ∈ {s, t, 5} are orthogonal and we cover NR−1(CΓ2) with
θz, z = s+ it ∈ RC(R

−1) defined as follows:

θz = {ac(s, t) + b1ts(s, t) + b2tt(s, t) + c1ns(s, t) + c2nt(s, t) + en5 :

1

2
≤ a ≤ 1, bi, ci, e ∈ R, |bi| ≤ dR− 1

2 , |ci|, |e| ≤ dR−1}

for some d > 1.

Let ΘR−1 = {θz : z ∈ RC(R
−1)}. We recall the statement of Theorem 1.3:

Theorem 4.2. Let F ∈ S(R5) with supp(F̂ ) ⊆ NR−1(CΓ2). Then the following
estimate holds:

∥F∥L4(R5) ≲ε R
ε
∥∥( ∑

θ∈ΘR−1

|Fθ|2
) 1

2
∥∥
L4(R5)

.

2The base points of RC(δ) are corresponding to base points for a covering of the δ-

neighbourhood of γ2,C, like in Section 3.
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The proof follows the roadmap from [10] with the crucial incidence estimates
proved via the local arguments from Section 3.

We turn to the notions involved in formulating the Kakeya estimate: In the fol-

lowing we consider f ∈ S(R5) with supp(f̂) ⊆ Nr−2(CΓ2) for notational convenience
and for τ ∈ Θs2 , 1 ≤ s ≤ r−1 we consider

Uτ,r2 = conv
( ⋃
θ⊆τ

θ∗
)
,

and let for U ∥ Uτ,r2 :

SUf =
(∑
θ⊆τ

|fθ|2
) 1

2 |U .

We consider the complexification of centred planks. For σ ∈ [r−1, 1] ∩ 2Z, we
define for z ∈ RC(r

−2σ−2) the centred plank

Θ(σ, z) = {ac(s, t) + b1ts(s, t) + b2tt(s, t) + c1ns(s, t) + c2nt(s, t) + en5 :

− σ2 ≤ a ≤ σ2, bi, ci, e ∈ R, |bi| ≤ Dr−1σ, |ci|, |e| ≤ Dr−2}
for some D ≫ d (say d = 3, D = 30).

Like above, we are guided by the idea that at the height h ∼ σ2 the intersection⋃
z Θ(σ, z) ∩ {ω5 = h} is supposed to canonically cover the r−2-neighbourhood of

the complex curve hγ2,C(z).

We denote the collection of centred planks by

CPσ = {Θ(σ, z) : z ∈ RC(r
−2σ−2)}

and, analogous to the previous section, for 2Z ∋ σ > r−1:

Ωσ =
⋃

CPσ\
⋃

CPσ/2,

and Ωr−1 =
⋃
CPr−1 . With CP1 corresponding to Θr−2 , we have

(37)
⋃

z∈RC(r−2)

θ̃(z) ⊆
⋃

σ∈[r−1,1]

Ωσ.

4.2. A Kakeya estimate for the complex cone. We can now formulate the
Kakeya estimate for the complex cone:

Proposition 4.3. Let r ≫ 1. The following estimate holds:

(38)

∫
R5

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2

|fθ|2
∣∣2 ≲

∑
r−1≤s≤1

∑
τ∈Θs2

∑
U∥Uτ,r2

|U |−1∥SUf∥4L2(U).

Proof. We use Plancherel’s theorem and the decomposition (37) to write∫
R5

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2

|fθ|2
∣∣2 ≤

∑
r−1≤σ≤1

∫
Ωσ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2

(|fθ|2)̂ (ω)
∣∣2.

Given σ, we associate the sectors θz ∈ Θr−2 to centred planks according to the
complex distance: For z ∈ RC(r

−2) let z′ ∈ RC(r
−2σ−2) with |z − z′| ≤ 2r−1σ−1

and write θz ∈ Θ(σ, z′).

It turns out that after changing to the complex description, the arguments from
Section 3 can be applied to obtain the desired almost orthogonal decomposition at
scale σ. Write for ω ∈ Ωσ:∣∣ ∑

θ∈Θr−2

(|fθ|2)̂ (ω)
∣∣2 =

∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2,
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and we shall show the finite overlap for Θ(σ, z):

(39)
∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2 ≲
∑

Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2.
In the first step to prove (39) we show the following lemma:

Lemma 4.4. Let ω ∈ Ωσ ∩ θ̃(z). Then there is Θ(σ, z′) ∈ CPσ with ω ∈ Θ(σ, z)
and |z − z′| ≤ 4r−1σ−1.

To this end, we employ the local analysis from the previous section. We analyze
the set Ωσ ∩ {ω5 = h} as before. For θ = θ(z) with z ∈ RC(r

−2) we can regard

θ̃(z) ∩ {ω5 = h} as a complex rectangle centered at hγ2,C(z) with complex length
r−1 into the tangential direction and r−2 into the normal direction. Identifying
R4 ≡ C2 we find

π12,C(supp(F(|fθ|2)) ∩ {ω5 = h})
= {hγ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) + cr−2nC(z) : ℓ ∈ C, c ∈ C, |ℓ| ≤ dr−1, |c| ≤ d}.

By π12,C : R5 ≡ C2 × R → C2 we denote the projection onto the first two complex
coordinates.

We have the following complex variant of Lemma 3.4:

Lemma 4.5. Let σ ∈ [r−1, 1] ∩ 2Z, h ≤ σ2, and |z| ≤ 1/8. Let

p = hγ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) + cr−2nC(z)

with |ℓ| ≲ r−1σ, and |c| ≤ d. Then we have

p = hγ2,C(z
′) + ℓ1γ̇2,C(z

′) + Cr−2nC(z
′)

for some z′ ∈ RC(r
−2σ−2) with |z − z′| ≤ 2r−1σ−2, ℓ1, C ∈ C with |ℓ1| ∼ |ℓ|, and

|C| ≤ C∗(d).

The lemma is proved like its real counterpart for k = 2 via Taylor expansion,
apart from the formal difference that the Taylor expansion is carried out in the
complex plane. We omit the details to avoid repetition.

Next, we show the following extension of Lemma 3.5:

Lemma 4.6. Let h ≤ σ2, p ∈ θ̃(z) ∩ {ω5 = h} ∩ Ωσ and σ ≫ r−1. We have the
representation

(40) p = hγ2,C(z
′) + ℓγ̇2,C(z

′) + Cr−2nC(z
′)

with z′ ∈ RC(r
−2σ−2), |z − z′| ≤ 2r−1σ−1, |ℓ| ≲ r−1σ, and C ∈ C with |C| ≤ C∗.

For h ≪ σ2 (40) holds with |ℓ| ∼ r−1σ.

Proof. Suppose we have the representation

(41) p = hγ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) + cr−2nC(z) = hγ2,C(z
′) + ℓ1γ̇2,C(z

′) + Cr−2nC(z
′)

for p ∈ Ωσ ∩ {ω5 = h} with |ℓ| ≫ r−1σ and |ℓ1| ≲ r−1σ, |c| ≪ |C| ≲ 1.

We let z′ = z +∆z. By Taylor expansion we find

hγ2,C(z +∆z) + ℓ1γ̇2,C(z +∆z) + Cr−2nC(z +∆z)

= hγ2,C(z) + h∆zγ̇2,C(z) +
h(∆z)2

2
γ̈2,C(z) + ℓ1(γ̇2,C(z) + ∆zγ̈2,C(z))

+ Cr−2nC(z +∆z).

(42)
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Plugging (42) into (41) and separating the first and second complex coordinate,
this yields the conditions{

ℓ = ℓ1 + h∆z +O(r−2),(
h∆z
2 + ℓ1

)
∆z = O(r−2).

Since by assumption |ℓ| ≫ |ℓ1|, we have |ℓ| ∼ h|∆z|. The second identity implies
h|∆z|2 = O(r−2). If h ∼ σ2, then |∆z| ≲ r−1σ−1. This in turn implies by the first
identity

|ℓ| ≲ |ℓ1|+ h|∆z|+O(r−2) ≲ r−1σ,

which settles the case h ∼ σ2.

In the following suppose that h ≪ σ2. In this case we obtain from a Taylor
expansion

hγ2,C(z +
ℓ

h
) = hγ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) +

hℓ2

2h2
(0, 2)

= hγ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) +O(r−2).

This shows that p given by the left hand side of (41) satisfies p ∈ NCr−2(hγ2,C),
but since NCr−2(hγ2,C) ⊆

⋃
CPσ/2, we obtain p /∈ Ωσ, which contradicts our

assumption. □

This concludes the first part of the proof of (39):∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣2 ≲
∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ,
ω∈4Θ(σ,z)

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

(
|fθ|2

)̂
(ω)

∣∣∣∣2.
We note that for h ≪ σ2 the set Ωσ ∩ {ω5 = h} essentially consists of the

(complex) ends of Θ(σ, z) ∩ {ω5 = h}, which are defined as follows:

Ends(Θ(σ, z), h) = {hγ2,C(z)+ℓγ̇2,C(z)+Cr−2nC(z) : ℓ ∈ C, |ℓ| ∼ r−1σ, |C| ≤ C∗}.

To conclude (39), we require the following version of Lemma 3.9:

Lemma 4.7. Let ω ∈ Ωσ. Then the following estimate holds:

#{Θ(σ, ξ) : ω ∈ 10Θ(σ, ξ)} ≲ 1.

We show the following:

Lemma 4.8. Let h ≪ σ2 and σ ≫ r−1, let X ∈ {ℜ,ℑ}, and µ ∈ {1,−1}. Let
p ∈ Ωσ ∩ {ω5 = h} and suppose that for |ℓ| ∼ |ℓ1| ∼ r−1σ, |C|, |C1| ≲ 1, and for
∆z = z′ − z, |∆z| ≫ r−1σ−1, it holds

(43) hγ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) + Cr−2nC(z) = hγ2,C(z
′) + ℓ1γ̇2,C(z

′) + C1r
−2nC(z

′).

Then we have

X(ℓ) ∼ µr−1σ ⇒ X(ℓ1) ∼ −µr−1σ.

Proof. We carry out a Taylor expansion of the right hand side of (43) to obtain:

0 = (h∆z − ℓ+ ℓ1)γ̇2,C(z) + (
h(∆z)2

2
+ ℓ1∆z)γ̈2,C(z) +O(r−2).

Taking the exterior product with γ̇2,C(z) or γ̈2,C(z), we find{
h∆z − ℓ+ ℓ1 = O(r−2),

(h(∆z)/2 + ℓ1)∆z = O(r−2).
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The second identity gives by the minimum size assumption on ∆z that

|h(∆z)/2 + ℓ1| ≪ r−1σ.

Plugging this into the first identity, we find

|h(∆z)/2− ℓ| ≪ r−1σ

Consequently,

|X(h(∆z)/2− ℓ)| ≪ r−1σ, |X(h(∆z)/2 + ℓ1)| ≪ r−1σ.

This necessitates X(ℓ) ∼ −X(ℓ1), which completes the proof. □

We can now conclude the proof of Lemma 4.7:

Proof of Lemma 4.7. Suppose that h ∼ σ2. Since CPσ∩{ω5 = h} (after projection
to C2) forms a canonical covering of the r−2-neighbourhood of hγ2,C, the finite
overlap is immediate.

We turn to h ≪ σ2: In this case it suffices to analyze the overlap of the ends
of Θ(σ, ξ. Since there are only finitely many z′ ∈ RC(r

−2σ−2) such that |z − z′| ≲
r−1σ−1 it suffices to check the overlap of the ends Θ(σ, z) and Θ(σ, z′) with |z−z′| ≫
r−1σ−1. So, suppose that π12(ω) = p ∈ End(Θ(σ, z), h) ∩ End(Θ(σ, z′), h) like in
(43). We can invoke Lemma 4.8 to find that for X(ℓ) ∼ µr−1σ with µ ∈ {1,−1}
it holds X(ℓ1) ∼ −µr−1σ. Now suppose that there is a third z′′ ∈ RC(r

−2σ−2) for
which p ∈ Ends(Θ(σ, z′′), h) such that we have the representations

hγ2,C(z) + ℓγ̇2,C(z) + Cr−2nC(z) = hγ2,C(z
′′) + ℓ2γ̇2,C(z

′′) + C2r
−2nC(z

′′),

and

hγ2,C(z
′) + ℓ1γ̇2,C(z

′) + C1r
−2nC(z

′) = hγ2,C(z
′′) + ℓ2γ̇2,C(z

′′) + C2r
−2nC(z

′′).

Then two applications of Lemma 4.8 yield that

|z′′ − z| ≲ r−1σ−1 or |z′′ − z′| ≲ r−1σ−1.

So, z′′ must be either neighboring z or z′, which completes the proof. □

Now we can conclude the proof of the Kakeya estimate for the complex cone:

Conclusion of the Proof of Proposition 4.3: We have proved (39), which yields∫
Ωσ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2

|fθ|2
∣∣2 =

∫
Ωσ

∣∣ ∑
Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ

∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

|fθ|2
∣∣2

≲
∫
Ωσ

∑
Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

|fθ|2
∣∣2.

This yields∫
R5

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θr−2

|fθ|2
∣∣2 ≲

∑
σ∈[r−1,1]

∑
Θ(σ,z)∈CPσ

∫
R5

∣∣ ∑
θ∈Θ(σ,z)

|fθ|2
∣∣2,

from which the right hand side of (38) follows by the same means as above, i.e.,
using the essentially constant property. We omit the details and refer to Section 3
to avoid repetition. □
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4.3. Induction-on-scales. In this section we indicate how the Kakeya estimate
from Proposition 4.3 implies the square function estimate. This closely follows
the roadmap from [10] and for the sake of brevity, we shall focus on defining and
showing the analogs and extensions of the estimates used to carry out the induction-
on-scales. With these at hand, the proof can be concluded like in [10].

For r ≥ 1 let Ur denote a finitely overlapping covering of R5 with r-balls. Let

f ∈ S(R5) with supp(f̂) ⊆ NR−1(CΓ2). For 1 ≤ r ≤ R define the two-scale-quantity
S(r,R) as infimum over C ≥ 1 such that:

(44)
∑

Br∈Ur

|Br|−1∥SBrf∥4L2(Br)
≤ C

∑
R−1≤σ≤1

∑
τ∈Θσ

∑
U∥Uτ,R

|U |−1∥SUf∥4L2(U).

Like in [10], Theorem 1.3 is a consequence of S(1, R) ≲ε R
ε.

We formulate the Kakeya estimate in terms of the two-scale-quantity:

Proposition 4.9. Let 1 ≤ r ≤ R ≤ r2. Then the following estimate holds:

S(r,R) ≲ C.

For IK ⊆ [1/2, 1] a closed interval with length 1/K we define

CΓ2,K = {(z, z2/h, h) ∈ C2 × R : |z| ≤ 1, h ∈ IK}.

For R ≫ 1 we shall eventually choose K = Rδ. For f ∈ S(R5) with supp(f̂) ⊆
NR−1(CΓ2) we consider the quantity SK(r,R) defined as infimum over C such that
(44) holds.

On the one hand, we have by decomposing the height into 1/K-intervals:

(45) S(r,R) ≲ KSK(r,R).

Secondly, the introduction of SK allows us to jump start the induction-on-scales by

noting that for supp(f̂) ⊆ NR−1(CΓ2,K) we have

(46)
( ∫

R5

|f |4
) 1

4 ≲
( ∫

R5

( ∑
θ∈ΘK−1

|fθ|2
)2) 1

4 .

Proof. Writing∫
R5

|f |4 =

∫
R5

( ∑
θ1∈ΘK−1

fθ1 ·
∑

θ2∈ΘK−1

fθ2
)( ∑

θ3∈ΘK−1

fθ3 ·
∑

θ4∈ΘK−1

fθ4
)
.

and applying Plancherel’s theorem, like in the proof of Theorem 1.1 we are led to
analyzing solutions to the system for hi ∈ IK and (zi, z

2
i /hi, hi) ∈ θi:{

z1 + z2 = z3 + z4,
z2
1

h1
+

z2
2

h2
=

z2
3

h3
+

z2
4

h4
+O(K−1).

Since hi ∈ IK , the above implies{
z1 + z2 = z3 + z4,
z21 + z22 = z23 + z24 +O(K−1),

and now, the biorthogonality follows from the complex extension of the Córdoba–
Fefferman square function estimate (see [2]). With the biorthogonality at hand,
(46) follows from applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. □

Combining (46) with Proposition 4.9, we record the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.10. The following estimate holds:

SK(1,K) ≲ 1.

The final ingredient in the induction-on-scales from [10] is the Lorentz rescaling,
which enlarges small sectors from the real cone to the full cone. Presently, we map
d-sectors τ ⊆ CΓ2 defined by

(47) τ = {(z, ζ = z2/h, h) : h ∈ [1/2, 1],
∣∣ z
h
− ν

∣∣ ≤ d},

to the full cone CΓ2.

The complex generalization is straight-forward, and we record its properties in
the following:

Lemma 4.11. Let τ ⊆ CΓ2 be a sector centered at ν ∈ C, |ν| ≤ 1 with aperture d
given by (47). There is a linear transformation (z, ζ, h) 7→ (z′, ζ ′, h′) given by

z′ = d−1(z − νh), ζ ′ = d−2ζ + Lin(z′, h′), h′ = h,

which extends to a map NR−1(τ) → Nd−2R−1(CΓ2) and establishes a correspondence
between ΘR−1 ∋ θ ⊆ NR−1(τ) and θ′ ∈ Θd−2R−1 .

With the Lorentz rescaling at disposal, we record the following analog of [10,
Lemma ]:

Lemma 4.12. For any 1 ≤ r1 < r2 ≤ r3, it holds

SK(r1, r3) ≤ log(r2)SK(r1, r2) max
s∈[r

− 1
2

2 ,1]

SK(s2r2, s
2r3).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Like in [10] it suffices to show for 1 ≤ r < R

S(r,R) ≤ Cε

(R
r

)ε
.

Choosing K = Rδ, by (45) it is enough to show

SK(r,R) ≤ Cε

(R
r

)ε
.

Taking Lemmas 4.10, Proposition 4.9, and Lemma 4.12 together, this follows
from the same arguments as in the proof of [10, Proposition 3.4]. This finishes the
proof of Theorem 1.3. □
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