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THE FOURIER EXTENSION CONJECTURE IN THREE DIMENSIONS

ERIC T. SAWYER†

Abstract. The Fourier extension conjecture in n ≥ 2 dimensions is,
∥

∥

∥

̂fdσn−1

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Rn)
≤ Cp ‖f‖

Lp(σn−1)
, for f ∈ Lp (σn−1) and p >

2n

n− 1
,

where σn−1 is surface measure on the sphere Sn−1. We give a proof of this conjecture in dimension n = 3
that uses trilinear estimates for Fourier transforms of smooth Alpert wavelets, corresponding local linear

Fourier estimates for smooth Alpert wavelets with geometric decay, and the deterministic estimates from
the author’s paper on probabilistic Fourier extension.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we prove the three dimensional Fourier restriction conjecture, equivalently its dual formula-
tion as a Fourier extension conjecture. To this end we repair an error made in version 4 of [Saw7]1, with the
help of trilinear estimates for Fourier transforms of smooth Alpert wavelets and corresponding local linear
Fourier estimates in dimension n = 3. The trilinear estimates are similar to those of Bennett, Carbery and
Tao [BeCaTa], but apply to smooth Alpert wavelets at a fixed scale. The local linear Fourier estimates are
similar to those in Bourgain and Guth [BoGu], but also apply to smooth Alpert wavelets at a fixed scale,
and result in estimates with geometric decay. The Fourier extension conjecture in three dimensions then
follows by combining this with the deterministic estimates in version 12 of [Saw7, Proposition 27 on page
38]2.

A significant advantage that is derived from the use of smooth Alpert wavelets, is that the convolutions
of their pushforwards to the sphere with small approximate identities are much smoother in tangential

Date: December 20, 2024.
† Research supported in part by a grant from the National Science and Engineering Research Council of Canada.
1pointed out to the author by Hong Wang and Ruixiang Zhang
2The case n ≥ 4 is in preparation.
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2 E. T. SAWYER

directions than in the radial direction. This phenomenon results in the improved decay arising in Lemma 9
below.

The Fourier extension conjecture arose from unpublished work of E. Stein in 1967, see e.g. [Ste2, see the
Notes at the end of Chapter IX, p. 432, where Stein proved the restriction conjecture for 1 ≤ p < 4n

3n+1 ] and

[Ste]. The case n = 2 of the Fourier extension conjecture was proved over half a century ago by L. Carleson
and P. Sjölin [CaSj], see also C. Fefferman [Fef] and A. Zygmund [Zyg]3.

Theorem 1. (Fourier extension conjecture in three dimensions) Suppose n = 3. Then for p > 3 we have

(1.1)
∥∥∥f̂dσ

∥∥∥
Lp(R3)

≤ Cp ‖f‖Lp(S2) , for all p > 3 and f ∈ Lp
(
S2
)
,

By interpolation with trivial bounds and embedding, (1.1) shows that for 1
p + 2

q < 1 and 1 ≤ p < 3, we

have ∥∥∥f̂dσ
∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤ Cp,q ‖f‖Lp(Sn−1) , for all f ∈ Lp
(
Sn−1

)
.

Even when combined with the Stein-Tomas L2 result [Tom], this still omits the case when (p, q) lies on the
Knapp arc,

AKnapp ≡
{
(p, q) :

1

p
+

2

q
= 1 and 2 < p < 3

}
,

and boundedness of the Fourier extension conjecture for (p, q) ∈ AKnapp in n = 3 dimensions remains an
open question. Of course, the Fourier extension conjecture remains open for n ≥ 4 as well.

Acknowledgement 2. I thank Cristian Rios for many hours of fruitful conversations regarding Fourier
extension.

1.1. Overview of the proof. We begin by expanding f =
∑∞

s=1 Qsf into a sum of smooth ‘projections’

Qη
sf =

∑
I∈Gs[S] 〈S∗f, hI〉hηI =

∑
I∈Gs[S]

⌣

f (I)hηI , where Gs [S] is a tiling of a square S by dyadic cubes of

side length 2−s, {hηI}I∈G[S] is a frame of smoothed out Alpert wavelets {hI}I∈G[S], and S
∗ is a fixed operator

bounded on all Lp spaces that is determined by the construction of the smooth wavelets hηI from hI . Then the
measures Qsf (x) dx are pushed forward (upward) to measures Φ∗Qsf supported in the northern hemisphere

of S2, and we decompose the Lp norm of the Fourier transform Φ̂∗Qsf into local and global pieces,
∥∥∥Φ̂∗Qsf

∥∥∥
p

Lp(R3)
=
∥∥∥Φ̂∗Qsf

∥∥∥
p

Lp(B(0,22s))
+
∥∥∥Φ̂∗Qsf

∥∥∥
p

Lp(R3\B(0,22s))
.

Outside the ball B
(
0, 22s

)
is where stationary phase kicks in for Φ̂∗Qsf , and the global part of the norm

can be analyzed using only stationary phase, together with the smoothness and vanishing moments of the
Alpert wavelets and square function estimates. See [Saw7, Proposition 27] for the details of this part of the
proof. The curvature of the sphere enters only through stationary phase in estimating the global piece.

The key properties of the Fourier transform, namely Plancherel’s theorem and the convolution identity,
are only needed to estimate the far more delicate local piece. We first dominate the local norm as a sum of
trilinear pieces,

∥∥∥Φ̂∗Qsf
∥∥∥
3

L3(B(0,22s))
=

∫

B(0,22s)

∣∣∣∣
(
Φ̂∗Qsf

)3∣∣∣∣ =
∫

B(0,22s)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣


 ∑

Q∈Gs[S]

̂⌣

f (Q)hηQ




3
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∑

Q∈Gs[S]

∫

B(0,22s)

∣∣∣
(⌣
f (Q1) ĥ

η
Q1

)(⌣
f (Q2) ĥ

η
Q2

)(⌣
f (Q3) ĥ

η
Q3

)∣∣∣ .

where the fact that the critical exponent 3 equals the dimension 3 seems to be crucial here. Then using the key
properties of the Fourier transform, trilinear estimates with appropriate geometric decay in s are proved for
projections of smooth Alpert wavelets in Proposition 10 (that doesn’t use transversality) and in Proposition
11 (which does). The latter estimates are similar to those of Bennett, Carbery and Tao [BeCaTa], and
the rapid decay of Fourier transforms of convolutions of smooth Alpert wavelets (with improved tangential
smoothness) in Lemma 9 plays a crucial role.

3A web search reveals much progress in the ensuing years. See e.g. the references in this paper, along with their references.
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Then the squares Qi are grouped according to a recursive Whitney decomposition that organizes the
transverality of the groups, and the trilinear estimates are used to prove a local linear estimate that completes
control of the local piece. The curvature of the sphere enters only through transversality in estimating the
global piece.

The realization of geometric decay for the local piece in the argument outlined here requires the consid-
eration of L3r norms with r > 1, and this results in a great deal of arithmetic complexity via Hölder’s and
Young’s inequalities. However, if one simply uses r = 1 instead, then the proofs are greatly decluttered as
the only norms appearing are L2, L

4
3 and L3. The price paid for this simplicity is that geometric decay in s

is replaced by polynomial growth in s in the local piece. But this, together with geometric decay contol of
the global piece for p > 3, is still sufficient for establishing the classical local Fourier estimate,

∥∥∥f̂dσ
∥∥∥
Lp(B(0,R))

≤ Cp,εR
ε ‖f‖Lp(S2) , for all R > 1, p > 3 and f ∈ Lp

(
S2
)
.

Using ε-removal, this estimate is well known to imply the Fourier extension conjecture, see e.g. [Tao] and
[BoGu]. Because of this, we strongly encourage the reader to take r = 1 the first time through the arguments
below, as that special case results in a proof that is perhaps easier to follow.

2. Preliminaries

Here we recall Young’s inequality and the definition and properties of smooth Alpert wavelets from [Saw7,
Section 2] in Rn.

2.1. Young’s inequality. We will use Young’s inequality in proving two multilinear estimates for smooth
Alpert wavelets, c.f. [BeCaTa].

Theorem 3 (Young’s inequality). Let n ∈ N and p, q, r > 0 satisfy

1

p
+

1

q
= 1 +

1

r
.

Then for nonnegative functions f and g we have

‖f ∗ g‖Lr(Rn) ≤ ‖f‖Lp(Rn) ‖g‖Lq(Rn) , if p, q, r ≥ 1,

‖f ∗ g‖Lr(Rn) ≥ ‖f‖Lp(Rn) ‖g‖Lq(Rn) , if 0 < p, q, r ≤ 1.

2.2. Smooth Alpert wavelets. Next we recall the construction from [Saw7] of smooth Alpert projections
{△Q;κ}Q∈D and corresponding wavelets

{
haQ;κ

}
Q∈D, a∈Γn

of order κ in Rn. In fact,
{
haQ;κ

}
a∈Γ

is an or-

thonormal basis for the finite dimensional vector subspace of L2 that consists of linear combinations of the
indicators of the children C (Q) of Q multiplied by polynomials of degree at most κ− 1, and such that the
linear combinations have vanishing moments on the cube Q up to order κ− 1:

L2
Q;k (µ) ≡



f =

∑

Q′∈C(Q)

1Q′pQ′;k (x) :

∫

Q

f (x) xℓidµ (x) = 0, for 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k − 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ n



 ,

where pQ′;k (x) =
∑

α∈Zn
+:|α|≤k−1 aQ′;αx

α is a polynomial in Rn of degree |α| = α1 + ...+ αn at most κ− 1,

and xα = xα1
1 xα2

2 ...x
αn−1

n−1 . Let dQ;κ ≡ dimL2
Q;κ (µ) be the dimension of the finite dimensional linear space

L2
Q;κ (µ). Moreover, for each a ∈ Γn, we may assume the wavelet haQ;κ is a translation and dilation of the

unit wavelet haQ0;κ
, where Q0 = [0, 1)

n
is the unit cube in Rn.

Given a small positive constant η > 0, define a smooth approximate identity by φη (x) ≡ η−nφ
(

x
η

)
where

φ ∈ C∞
c (BRn (0, 1)) has unit integral,

∫
Rn φ (x) dx = 1, and vanishing moments of positive order less than κ,

i.e.

(2.1)

∫
φ (x) xγdx = δ0|γ| =

{
1 if |γ| = 0
0 if 0 < |γ| < κ

.

The smooth Alpert ‘wavelets’ are defined by

h
a,η
Q;κ ≡ haQ;κ ∗ φηℓ(Q),
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and we have for 0 ≤ |β| < κ,

∫
h
a,η
Q;κ (x)x

βdx =

∫
φηℓ(I) ∗ haQ;κ (x)x

βdx =

∫ ∫
φηℓ(I) (y)h

a
Q;κ (x− y)xβdx

=

∫
φηℓ(I) (y)

{∫
haQ;κ (x− y)xβdx

}
dy =

∫
φηℓ(I) (y)

{∫
haQ;κ (x) (x+ y)

β
dx

}
dy

=

∫
φηℓ(I) (y) {0} dy = 0,

by translation invariance of Lebesgue measure.
Define

△η
I;κf ≡

∑

a∈Γn

〈(
SD
η

)−1
f, haI;κ

〉
h
a,η
I;κ = (△I;κf) ∗ φηℓ(I) .

Theorem 4 ([Saw7]). Let n ≥ 2 and κ ∈ N with κ > n
2 . Then there is η0 > 0 depending on n and κ such

that for all 0 < η < η0, and for all grids D in Rn, and all 1 < p <∞, there is a bounded invertible operator

SD
η = SD

κ,η on Lp, and a positive constant Cp,n,η such that the collection of functions
{
h
a,η
I;κ

}
I∈D, a∈Γn

is a

Cp,n,η-frame for Lp, by which we mean,

f (x) =
∑

I∈D, a∈Γn

△η
I;κf (x) , for a.e. x ∈ Rn, and for all f ∈ Lp,(2.2)

where △η
I;κ f ≡

∑

a∈Γn

〈(
SD
η

)−1
f, haI;κ

〉
h
a,η
I;κ ,

and with convergence of the sum in both the Lp norm and almost everywhere, and

(2.3)
1

Cp,n,η
‖f‖Lp ≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(∑

I∈D

∣∣∣△η
I;κf

∣∣∣
2
) 1

2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp

≤ Cp,n,η ‖f‖Lp , for all f ∈ Lp.

Notation 5. We will often drop the index a parameterized by the finite set Γn as it plays no essential role
in most of what follows, and it will be understood that when we write

△η
Q;κf =

〈(
SD
η

)−1
f, hQ;κ

〉
h
η
Q;κ = f̆ (Q)hηQ;κ,

we actually mean the Alpert pseudoprojection,

△η
Q;κf =

∑

a∈Γn

〈(
SD
η

)−1
f, haQ;κ

〉
h
η,a
Q;κ =

∑

a∈Γn

f̆a (Q)ha,ηQ;κ ,

where f̆a (Q) is a convenient abbreviation for the inner product
〈(
SD
η

)−1
f, haQ;κ

〉
when κ is understood.

More precisely, one can view f̆ (Q) =
{
f̆a (Q)

}
a∈Γn

and hηQ;κ =
{
h
a,η
Q;κ

}
a∈Γn

as sequences of numbers and

functions indexed by Γn, in which case f̆ (Q)hηQ;κ is the dot product of these two sequences.

2.2.1. A norm calculation. Fix a cube S centered at the origin in Rn−1 with side length 1
4 and let G be a

dyadic grid as in [Saw7], and for s ∈ N, let Gs [S] consist of the G-dyadic subcubes of S with side length 2−s.
Now define the smooth Alpert ‘projection’ Qn−1,η

s at level s ∈ N by

Qn−1,η
s f ≡

∑

I∈Gs[S]

△n−1,η
I;κ f.
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We will use the following norm calculation valid in all dimensions n ≥ 3 and for all exponents 1 < q <∞:

∥∥Qn−1,η
s f

∥∥q
Lq(S)

=

∫

Rn−1


 ∑

I∈Gs[S]

〈
(Sκ,η)

−1
f, hn−1

I;κ

〉
h
n−1,η
I;κ (x)




q

dx

≈
∑

I∈Gs[S]

∣∣∣
〈
(Sκ,η)

−1
f, hn−1

I;κ

〉∣∣∣
q
∫

Rn−1

∣∣∣hn−1,η
I;κ (x)

∣∣∣
q

dx =
∑

I∈Gs[S]

∣∣∣f̆ (I)
∣∣∣
q
∫

Rn−1

∣∣∣hn−1,η
I;κ (x)

∣∣∣
q

dx

≈
∑

I∈Gs[S]

∣∣∣f̆ (I)
∣∣∣
q
(

1√
|I|

)q

|I| =
∑

I∈Gs[S]

∣∣∣f̆ (I)
∣∣∣
q

|I|1−
q
2 = 2s(n−1)( q

2−1)
∣∣∣f̆
∣∣∣
q

ℓq(Gs[S])
,

which gives

(2.4)
∥∥Qn−1,η

s f
∥∥
Lq(S)

≈ 2s(n−1)( 1
2−

1
q )
∣∣∣f̆
∣∣∣
ℓq(Gs[S])

.

Note that when q = n∗ = 2n
n−1 , we have

∥∥Qn−1,η
s f

∥∥n∗

Ln∗(S)
≈ 2s(n−1)( n

n−1−1)
∣∣∣f̆
∣∣∣
n∗

ℓn∗(Gs[S])
= 2s

∣∣∣f̆
∣∣∣
n∗

ℓn∗(Gs[S])
,

i.e.
∥∥Qn−1,η

s f
∥∥
Ln∗(S)

≈ 2
s

n∗

∣∣∣f̆
∣∣∣
ℓn∗(Gs[S])

.

3. Locally and globally adapted functions

Here we establish a critical result concerning Fourier transforms of convolutions of functions that are
smoothly adapted to rectangles. This result is then used to prove the transversal trilinear estimate for
smooth Alpert wavelets in Proposition 11 below. Given a rectangle R = I1 × I2 × I3 in R3 centered at
the origin (but sides not necessarily parallel to the coordinate axes), we say that a function F ∈ C

(
R3
)
is

globally adapted to R if for every multiindex α = (α1, α2, α3) ∈ Z3
+, there are positive constants Cα such

that

|F (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3)| ≤ Cα

(
1 +

|ξ1|
ℓ (I1)

)−α1
(
1 +

|ξ2|
ℓ (I2)

)−α2
(
1 +

|ξ3|
ℓ (I3)

)−α3

(3.1)

for all (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) ∈ R3.

Let Q be the unit cube in R3 centered at the origin. We say that a function F ∈ C∞
c (2Q) is locally

adapted to Q if for every multiindex α = (α1, α2, α3) ∈ Z3
+, there are positive constants C′

α such that

(3.2) |∂αxF (x1, x2, x3)| ≤ C′
α , for all (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3.

Given a rectangle R centered at the origin, let ψR be the nonisotropic dilation taking R to Q. Then we say
that F ∈ C∞

c (2R) is locally adapted to R if the rescaled function F ◦ψ−1
R is locally adapted to Q. Note that

only decay and not smoothness of F plays a role in the definition of globally adapted, while only smoothness
and not decay plays a role in the definition of locally adapted.

We say that F is globally/locally adapted to a rotation RotΘ R of such a rectangleR by Θ ∈ SO2, provided
RotΘ R satisfies the corresponding inequalities in the rotated coordinate system {Θe1,Θe2,Θe3}. Given a
rotation Θ with axis in the horizontal plane, we define θ = θ (Θ) to be the angle through which the horizontal
plane is rotated.

Finally, we say that F ∈ C
(
R3
)
is globally/locally adapted to R with norm ‖F‖glob / loc adapt

R ≡ ‖F‖∞.
The Fourier transforms of smooth Alpert wavelets and their convolutions with each other, are the primary

examples of globally adapted functions of finite norm in this paper. If R = [−2−s, 2−s] × [−2−t, 2−t] ×
[−2−u, 2−u], we define the dual rectangle R∗ by

R∗ ≡ [−2s, 2s]×
[
−2t, 2t

]
× [−2u, 2u] .

Note that in the case where s = t and u = 2s are very large, then R is essentially a thin pancake oriented
horizontally, and R∗ is essentially a long relatively skinny tube oriented in the vertical direction. Here is a
simple construction of a globally adapted function.
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Lemma 6. Suppose h ∈ C∞
c (2Q) is locally adapted to the unit cube Q centered at the origin. If ψR is the

nonisotropic dilation taking R to Q, and if f = h◦ψR, then the Fourier transform f̂ of f is globally adapted

to the dual rectangle R∗ with norm
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

R
=|R| ‖f‖loc adaptR . Moreover, the globally adapted constants

Cα in (3.1) satisfy Cα . C
′

α |R|.
Proof. Suppose R =

∏3
j=1 [−ℓ (Ij) , ℓ (Ij)]. Then f̂ (ξ) = ̂h ◦ ψR∗ (ξ) where ψR∗ (x) =

(
x1

ℓ(I1)
, x2

ℓ(I2)
, x3

ℓ(I3)

)
,

and so

ξαf̂ (ξ) = ξα ̂h ◦ ψR∗ (ξ) = ̂∂αx (h ◦ ψR∗) (ξ) = |R| ℓ (I1)−α1 ℓ (I2)
−α2 ℓ (I3)

−α3 ∂̂αh (ψR∗ (ξ)) ,

which shows that∣∣∣ξαf̂ (ξ)
∣∣∣ ≤ |R| ℓ (I1)−α1 ℓ (I2)

−α2 ℓ (I3)
−α3 ‖∂αh‖L1 . |R| ℓ (I1)−α1 ℓ (I2)

−α2 ℓ (I3)
−α3 C′

α .

where we have used

(3.3)
∣∣∣∂̂αh (ζ)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫
e−ix·ζ∂αh (x) dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖∂αh‖L1 .

Combining these estimates gives∣∣∣f̂ (ξ)
∣∣∣ . C′

α |R| (1 + ℓ (I1) |ξ1|)−α1 (1 + ℓ (I2) |ξ2|)−α2 (1 + ℓ (I3) |ξ3|)−α3

which shows that f̂ is globally adapted to the rectangle R∗ =
∏3

j=1

[
− 1

ℓ(Ij)
, 1
ℓ(Ij)

]
with constants Cα .

C
′

α |R|. �

We will be mainly interested in rectangles centered at the origin with two sides equal, because translates
by unit vectors of rotations of such rectangles are the rectangles which essentially support smooth Alpert
wavelets.

3.1. Local adaptedness of smooth Alpert wavelets. For a bump function ϕ locally adapted to the unit
cube in R3, and ε > 0, define

ϕε (x) ≡
(
1

ε

)3

ϕ
(x
ε

)
, for x ∈ R3,

where one can think of ε as the diameter of the support of ϕε.
As in [Saw7, Subsection 1.4], we parameterize a patch of the northern hemisphere of S2 by Φ : S → S2

where S is a small square centered at the origin in R2, and we fix a translation G of the standard dyadic grid
on R2 satisfying the conditions in [Saw7, (1.10)], i.e. there is a small square S0 with side length a negative

power of 2 such that S0 ∈ G, the grandparent π
(2)
G S0 of S0 has the origin as a vertex, and S0 is an interior

grandchild of S ≡ π
(2)
G S0 so that S0, S ∈ G with S0 ⊂ 1

2S
4. For convenience we relabel S0 as S and suppose

that S has side length 1
2 . Then we set Gs [S] ≡ {I ∈ G : ℓ (I) = 2−s}.

The following lemma fails if we replace the smooth Alpert wavelet hηI;κ with a function 1IfI bounded by
1, and this is one of the main advantages of Alpert wavelets in Fourier extension theory.

Lemma 7. Suppose I ≡ I1 × I2 is a square centered at the origin in R2 of side length 2−s, and that

△η
I;κf = f̆ (I)hηI;κ is a smooth Alpert ‘projection’. Let g =

(
Φ∗ △η

I;κ f
)
− e3 be the vertical translation of

the pushforward of △η
I;κf that ‘centers’ the singular measure Φ∗ △η

I;κ f at the origin. Fix 0 ≤ m ≤ s and set
F ≡ ϕ2m−2s ∗ g. Then F is locally adapted to the rectangle

R = I ×
[
−2m−2s, 2m−2s

]
,

with norm ‖F‖∞ ≈ |f̆(I)|√
|I|

22s−m, and F̂ is globally adapted to the rectangle

[−2s, 2s]× [−2s, 2s]×
[
−22s−m, 22s−m

]
,

with norm
|f̆(I)|√

|I|
22s−m |R|. Moreover, if C

′

α are the locally adapted constants for F , then the globally adapted

constants Cα for F̂ satisfy Cα . C
′

α |R|.
4this construction is used to start the proof in [Saw7, Standard reduction 3 in Section 3]
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Proof. By Lemma 6, it suffices to show that ϕ2m−2s ∗ g is locally adapted to R. To estimate the derivatives

of ϕ2m−2s ∗
[(

Φ∗ △η
I;κ f

)
− e3

]
, we use the curvature of the sphere to obtain the decomposition

∂

∂x1
|z= cos θzDv(z) + sin θzDv(z)⊥ ,

where v (z) is tangent to S2 at Φ (z) ,

and v (z)
⊥

is normal to S2 at Φ (z) ,

and |θz| . ℓ (I1) = 2−s for z ∈ 2I,

and where Dv is the directional derivative in the direction v, and θz is the angle that the tangent vector v (z)

makes with the horizontal (x1, x2)-plane. Then
√
|I|hηI;κ is locally adapted (in the sense of two dimensions)

to the square I, and we compute that

∂

∂x1
ϕ2m−2s ∗

(
Φ∗ △η

I;κ f
)
=
f̆ (I)√
|I|

∫
∂

∂x1

(
Φ∗

√
|I|hηI;κ

)
(x− y)ϕ2m−2s (y) dy

=
f̆ (I)√
|I|

∫
∂

∂x1

(√
|I|hηI;κ ◦ Φ

)
(x− y)ϕ2m−2s (y) dy

=
f̆ (I)√
|I|

∫ (
cos θx−yDv(x−y) + sin θx−yDv(x−y)⊥

)(
φηℓ(I) ∗R2

√
|I|hI;κ

)
(Φ (x− y))ϕ2m−2s (y) dy,

and apply the estimate,
∣∣∣cos θx−yDv(x−y)

(
φηℓ(I) ∗

√
|I|hI;κ

)
(Φ (x− y))

∣∣∣ .
∣∣∣cos θx−yφ

′
ηℓ(I) (x− y)

∣∣∣ . ℓ (I)
−1
,

where we have passed the tangential derivative through the convolution to act on the function φηℓ(I) ∗√
|I|hI;κ, and the estimate

∣∣∣sin θx−yDv(x−y)⊥ (ϕ2m−2s (x− y))
∣∣∣ . ℓ (I) · 22s−m = 2−mℓ (I)

−1
. ℓ (I)

−1
,

where we have passed the normal derivative through the convolution to act on the function ϕ2m−2s .
We obtain in this way that

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂x1
ϕ2m−2s ∗

(
Φ∗ △η

I;κ f
)∣∣∣∣ .

∣∣∣f̆ (I)
∣∣∣

√
|I|

22s−mℓ (I1)
−1
,

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂x2
ϕ2m−2s ∗

(
Φ∗ △η

I;κ f
)∣∣∣∣ .

∣∣∣f̆ (I)
∣∣∣

√
|I|

22s−mℓ (I2)
−1
,

since ℓ (I) = ℓ (I1) = ℓ (I2). For the x3 derivative, we pass it through the convolution to act on the function
ϕ2m−2s and obtain

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂x3
ϕ2m−2s ∗

(
Φ∗ △η

I;κ f
)∣∣∣∣ .

∣∣∣f̆ (I)
∣∣∣

√
|I|

22s−m 1

2m−2s
=

∣∣∣f̆ (I)
∣∣∣

√
|I|

22s−mℓ (I3)
−1
.

Now we iterate these estimates to obtain that ϕ2m−2s ∗ g is locally adapted to R with norm
|f̆(I)|√

|I|
22s−m. �

Corollary 8. If we replace the square I in Lemma 7 with an arbitrary I ∈ Gs [S], then we still have the

conclusions that F is locally adapted to the rectangle I ×
[
−2m−2s, 2m−2s

]
with norm

|f̆(I)|√
|I|

22s−m, and that

F̂ is globally adapted to the rectangle [−2s, 2s]
2 ×
[
−22s−m, 22s−m

]
with norm

|f̆(I)|√
|I|

22s−m |R|. Moreover the

constants C′
α and Cα in (3.2) and (3.1) respectively may be taken to be independent of I ∈ Gs [S] (both in

location cI and scale s).
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Figure 1. The rectangles Rs,s,2s(black) and RotΘRs,s,2s (blue) and the region Rs,s,2s +RotΘ Rs,s,2s(red).

Proof. If we rotate by Θ ∈ SO3 the pushforward Φ∗△η
I;κ f to be centered at the north pole e3, then the new

phase Φ̃I in the integral
∫
e−iΦ̃I (x)·ξ △η

I;κ f (x) dx is the same rotation Θ applied to the patch of the sphere

that is parameterized by the restriction ΦI of Φ to the square I. The dilates of these phase functions Φ̃I

to the unit square S form a family that is equi-locally adapted to S in the sense that one can take a fixed

choice of constants C′
α in (3.2) that work simultaneously for all these dilates of the functions Φ̃I . It now

follows from Lemma 7 that the appropriate adapted constants for both F and F̂ can be taken independent
of I ∈ Gs [S]. �

We need one more result regarding adapted functions, which plays a critical role in the proof of Theorem
1.

3.2. Convolutions of smooth Alpert wavelets with separation. Given a rectangle R and a rotation
Θ ∈ SO2, we denote the rotation of the rectangle by RotΘ R. The next lemma uses the fact that if R is a
rectangle with two sides equal, and if Θ is a rotation whose axis lies in the plane of the two equal sides (i.e.
starting to flip a pancake), then the set sum R+RotΘ R is essentially dual to the intersection R∗∩(RotΘ R)

∗

in the sense that (R+RotΘ R)
∗
is sandwiched between positive multiples ofR∗∩(RotΘ R)

∗
. More precisely,

simple geometry - see e.g. Figures ?? and ?? below - shows that there is a positive constant C such that,

1

C

[
R∗ ∩ (RotΘ R)∗

]
⊂ (R+RotΘ R)∗ ⊂ C

[
R∗ ∩ (RotΘ R)∗

]
.

Lemma 9. Let 0 ≤ t ≤ s. Suppose that f is locally adapted to the three dimensional rectangle

Rs,s,2s ≡
[
−2−s, 2−s

]2 ×
[
−2−2s, 2−2s

]
,

and that g is locally adapted to the rotation RotΘ Rs,s,2s of Rs,s,2s where Θ is a rotation with axis in the
horizontal plane making an angle θ = 2t−s relative to the horizontal plane.

Then f̂ ∗ g = f̂ ĝ is globally adapted to the rectangle

R−s,−s,t−2s = [−2s, 2s]
2 ×

[
−22s−t, 22s−t

]
,

with norm
∥∥∥f̂ ∗ g

∥∥∥
glob adapt

R−s,−s,t−2s

≤
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

R−s,−s,−2s

‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ R−s,−s,−2s

. |Rs,s,2s|2 ‖f‖loc adaptRs,s,2s
‖g‖loc adaptRotΘ Rs,s,2s

.

Note: The rectangleRs,s,2s−t is essentially the smallest rectangle containing the sumRs,s,2s+RotΘ Rs,s,2s when
θ = 2t−s. Moreover, its dual rectangle R−s,−s,t−2s is essentially the smallest rectangle containing
the intersection

(Rs,s,2s)
∗ ∩ (RotΘ Rs,s,2s)

∗
= R−s,−s,−2s ∩ RotΘ R−s,−s,−2s,

and is shorter by a factor of 2−t than the rectangle R−s,−s,−2s to which f̂ is locally adapted - this
thanks to Lemma 9 and the separation of f and g in the convolution f ∗ g.
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Figure 2. The dual rectanglesR−s,−s,−2s(black), RotΘ R−s,−s,−2s(blue) and the rectangle
R−s,−s,t−2s(red)

Proof. From the hypotheses, we have that f̂ is globally adapted toR−s,−s,−2s , and that ĝ is globally adapted

to RotΘ R−s,−s,−2s. We now claim that f̂ (ξ) ĝ (ξ) is globally adapted to the shorter rectangle R−s,−s,t−2s

with norm
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

. For this we use the containment,

R−s,−s,−2s ∩ RotΘ R−s,−s,−2s ⊂ CR−s,−s,t−2s .

We may suppose without loss of generality that the axis of the rotation Θ is the x1-axis, and then we may
restrict our attention to the (x2, x3)- plane and derivatives in x2 and x3.

Then in the orthogonal case where the angle θ = 2t−s is comparable to π
2 , we may ignore the x1 variable

since the rotation fixes it, and the rotated function ĝ has its variables interchanged. Thus from the locally
adapted hypotheses, we have

∣∣∣f̂ (x2, x3)
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα

∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

(
1 +

|x2|
2s

)−α2
(
1 +

|x3|
22s

)−α3

,

|ĝ (x2, x3)| ≤ Cα ‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

(
1 +

|x3|
2s

)−α2
(
1 +

|x2|
22s

)−α3

,

and so we conclude that
∣∣∣f̂ (x2, x3) ĝ (x2, x3)

∣∣∣ ≤ C2
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

×
(
1 +

|x2|
2s

)−α2
(
1 +

|x3|
22s

)−α3
(
1 +

|x2|
22s

)−α2
(
1 +

|x3|
2s

)−α3

= C2
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

[(
1 +

|x2|
2s

)(
1 +

|x2|
22s

)]−α2
[(

1 +
|x3|
22s

)(
1 +

|x3|
2s

)]−α3

≈ C2
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

(
1 +

∣∣∣x2
2s

∣∣∣
)−α2

(
1 +

∣∣∣x3
2s

∣∣∣
)−α3

,

which gives the desired inequality in this case since t ≈ s.
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A linear change of variable that takes the x2 and x3 axes to the y2 and y3 axes parallel to the long sides
of the rectangles, then establishes the case of general Θ with |θ| ≥ 2−s. Indeed, the change of variable

(
x2
x3

)
=

[
1 1
0 2t−s

](
y2
y3

)
=

(
y2 + y3
2t−sy3

)
,

with matrix M ≡
[

1 1
0 2t−s

]
and y = (y2, y3) and x = (x2, x3), shows that

f̂ (y) =

∫
e−iy·vf (v) dv =

∫
e−iMx·vf (v) dv =

∫
e−ix·Mtrvf (v) dv

=
1

detM

∫
e−ix·uf

((
M tr

)−1
u
)
du =

1

detM
f̂M (x) ,

where fM (u) ≡ f
(
(M tr)

−1
u
)
, and so

∣∣∣f̂ (y) ĝ (y)
∣∣∣ = 1

(detM)
2

∣∣∣f̂M (x) ĝM (x)
∣∣∣

≤ C2

(detM)2

∥∥∥f̂M
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

‖ĝM‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣
y2 + y3

2s

∣∣∣∣
)−α2

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣
2t−sy3

2s

∣∣∣∣
)−α3

= C2
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣
y2 + y3

2s
+
y3

2s

∣∣∣∣
)−α2 (

1 +
∣∣∣ y3

22s−t

∣∣∣
)−α3

≈ C2
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

‖ĝ‖glob adapt
RotΘ Rs,s,2s

(
1 +

∣∣∣y2
2s

∣∣∣
)−α2

(
1 +

∣∣∣ y3

22s−t

∣∣∣
)−α3

,

since
∥∥∥f̂M

∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

= (detM)
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
glob adapt

Rs,s,2s

. �

4. Trilinear Fourier estimates in dimension n = 3

We adopt the notation of [Saw7, Subsection 1.4] in regard to local coordinates on the sphere, and push-
forwards of smooth Alpert wavelets near the origin in Rn−1. We begin with a trilinear estimate for smooth
Alpert wavelets at level s, that requires no transversality, but compensates by being restricted to a small
ball B

(
0, 22s−m

)
. Then we extend the small ball estimate to the large ball B

(
0, 22s

)
using transversality of

cubes in conjunction with Lemma 9 on globally adapted Fourier transforms.

4.1. Estimates without transversality. For s ∈ N, and K ∈ G [S], with S ⊂ R2 centered at the origin as
above, and with ℓ (K) ≥ 2−s, we set

(4.1) Q
η
s,K;κf ≡

∑

I∈Gs[K]

△η
I;κf and fΦ

s,K ≡ Φ∗Q
η
s,K;κf =

∑

I∈Gs[K]

Φ∗ △η
I;κ f.

Let f ∈ L2 (S). We will consider triples (K1, J2, J3) of squares in which J2 and J3 have equal side lengths
that may be smaller than that of K1, and it is for this reason that we use J as opposed to K to label the
smaller squares. Using (4.1), we define for convenience in notation,

f1 ≡ Q
η
s,K1;κ

f and fj ≡ Q
η
s,Jj ;κ

f for j = 2, 3;(4.2)

fΦ
1 ≡ fΦ

s,K1
= Φ∗Q

η
s,K1;κ

f and fΦ
j ≡ fΦ

s,Jj
for j = 2, 3,

and set

KΦ ≡ Φ (K) ⊂ S2 for K ⊂ S.

Proposition 10. Suppose 0 ≤ n ≤ m ≤ s, and let K1 ∈ Gs−m [S] and J2, J3 ∈ Gs−n [S]. Then for 1 ≤ r < 2
we have

(4.3)
∥∥∥f̂Φ

s,K1
f̂Φ
s,J2

f̂Φ
s,J3

∥∥∥
Lr(B(0,22s−m))

≤ CrA (m, r, s) ‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S) ,

where the constant Cr is independent of n, m and s, and

(4.4) A (m, r, s) ≡ 2−
1
r
m2(

4
r
−3)s.
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Note: In (4.3), there are uniform bounds in s for r > 1 if and only if m = s.

Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c

(
R3
)
be nonnegative, take the value 1 on the unit cube Q, and be supported in 2Q.

Proof. The following arguments involve elementary but complicated arithmetic when r > 1, and the reader

is encouraged to keep in mind the case r = 1 when p = 3r
5r−2 = 4

3 and
(

2
p

)′
= 3. Of course r > 1 is needed

for appropriate decay.
Set δ = 2m−2s and let fΦ

s,K,δ ≡ fΦ
s,K ∗ ϕδ. Since |ϕ̂δ (ξ)| & 1B(0,22s−m) (ξ) we have

∫

B(0,22s−m)

∣∣∣f̂Φ
s,K1

f̂Φ
s,J2

f̂Φ
s,J3

∣∣∣
r

.

∫

R3

∣∣∣ϕ̂δf̂
Φ
s,K1

ϕ̂δf̂
Φ
s,J2

ϕ̂δ f̂
Φ
s,J3

∣∣∣
r

=

∫

R3

∣∣∣ ̂ϕδ ∗ fΦ
s,K1

̂ϕδ ∗ fΦ
s,J2

̂ϕδ ∗ fΦ
s,J3

∣∣∣
r

=

∫

R3

∣∣∣f̂Φ
s,K1,δ

f̂Φ
s,J2,δ

f̂Φ
s,J3,δ

∣∣∣
r

.

For convenience in notation we further set

(4.5) gj = fΦ
s,Kj

and gj,δ ≡ fΦ
s,Kj ,δ

where we are suppressing Kj and s, and thus we must estimate the expression
∫

R3

|ĝ1,δĝ2,δĝ3,δ|r .

Applying Hölder’s inequality with exponents 2
r and

(
2
r

)′
= 2

2−r , we obtain

∫

R3

|ĝ1,δĝ2,δĝ3,δ|r ≤
(∫

R3

|ĝ1,δ|2
) r

2
(∫

R3

∣∣ ̂g2,δ ∗ g3,δ
∣∣r 2

2−r

) 2−r
2

≤
(∫

R3

|g1,δ|2
) r

2
(∫

R3

|g2,δ ∗ g3,δ|
2r

3r−2

) 3r−2
2r r

= ‖g1,δ‖rL2(R3) ‖g2,δ ∗ g3,δ‖
r

L
2r

3r−2 (R3)
,

by the Hausdorff-Young inequality since 2r
2−r > 2 and

(
2r
2−r

)′
= 2r

3r−2 for 1 ≤ r < 2.

Now we use Young’s inequality with

2

p
=

1

p
+

1

p
= 1 +

3r − 2

2r
=

5r − 2

2r
,

to obtain

‖g2,δ ∗ g3,δ‖
L

2r
3r−2

≤ ‖g2,δ‖Lp(R3) ‖g3,δ‖Lp(R3) , where p =
4r

5r − 2
.

Next we instead apply Hölder’s inequality with exponents 2
p and

(
2
p

)′
= 2

2−p , and compute that for i = 2

and 3 we have,

‖gi,δ‖Lp(R3) =
∥∥∥1JΦ

i
fidσδ

∥∥∥
Lp(R3)

≈
(∫

JΦ
i,δ

∣∣∣∣fi (x1, x2)
dσδ

dx
(x3)

∣∣∣∣
p

dx1dx2dx3

) 1
p

(4.6)

≤
(∫

JΦ
i,δ

|fi (x1, x2)|p
2
p dx1dx2dx3

) p
2

1
p
(∫

JΦ
i,δ

∣∣∣∣
dσδ

dx
(x3)

∣∣∣∣
p 2

2−p

dx1dx2dx3

) 2−p
2

1
p

=

(∫

JΦ
i,δ

|fi (x1, x2)|2 dx1dx2dx3
) 1

2
(∫

JΦ
i,δ

(
1

δ

) 2p
2−p

dx1dx2dx3

) 2−p
2p

≈
(∫

Ji

δ |fi (x1, x2)|2 dx1dx2
) 1

2 1

δ

∣∣JΦ
i,δ

∣∣ 2−p
2p

≈ ‖1Ji
fi‖L2(S)

√
δ
1

δ

(
2−2sδ

) 2−p
2p = ‖1Ji

fi‖L2(S)

√
2m−2s

1

2m−2s

(
2−2s2m−2s

) 2−p
2p = 2−

p−1
p

m2(3−
4
p )s ‖1Ji

fi‖L2(S) ,

since

1− 4
2− p

2p
=

2p

2p
− 8− 4p

2p
=

2p− (8− 4p)

2p
=

6p− 8

2p
= 3− 4

p
,

and − 1

2
+

2− p

2p
= − p

2p
+

2− p

2p
=

2− 2p

2p
= −p− 1

p
.
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Note that the functions fj defined in (4.2) for j = 2, 3 are supported in the cube Jj , and so the insertion of
the indicator 1Ji

is redundant, but helpful nonetheless in keeping track of supports.
We also have

‖g1,δ‖L2 =

(∫

KΦ
1,δ

∣∣∣∣f1 (x1, x2)
dσδ

dx
(x3)

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1dx2dx3

) 1
2

≈ 1

δ

(∫

KΦ
1,δ

|f1 (x1, x2)|2 dx1dx2dx3
) 1

2

(4.7)

≈ 1

δ

(
δ

∫

KΦ
1,δ

|f1 (x1, x2)|2 dx1dx2
) 1

2

= 2−
1
2m2s ‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ,

and altogether we obtain

‖ĝ1ĝ2ĝ3‖Lr(B(0,22s)) . ‖g1,δ‖L2(R3) ‖g2,δ‖Lp(R3) ‖g3,δ‖Lp(R3)

.
(
2−

1
2m2s ‖1K1f1‖L2(S)

)(
2−

p−1
p

m2(3−
4
p )s ‖1J2f2‖L2(S)

)(
2−

p−1
p

m2(3−
4
p)s ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)

= 2−(
1
2+2 p−1

p )m2(1+2(3− 4
p))s ‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

= 2−
1
r
m2(

4
r
−3)s ‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S) ,

since p = 4r
5r−2 implies

1 + 2

(
3− 4

p

)
= 1 + 2

(
3− 4

5r − 2

4r

)
= 1 +

(
6− 10r − 4

r

)
= 7− 10 +

4

r
=

4

r
− 3

and
1

2
+ 2

p− 1

p
=

1

2
+ 2

(
1− 5r − 2

4r

)
=

5

2
− 5r − 2

2r
=

1

r
.

This completes the proof of Proposition 10. �

4.2. Estimates with transversality. In order to enlarge the ball B
(
0, 22s−m

)
on the left hand side of (4.3)

to B
(
0, 22s

)
, without adversely affecting the right hand side, we will need to assume a pairwise separation

condition and apply Lemma 9 on globally adapted Fourier transforms.

Proposition 11. Suppose 0 ≤ n ≤ m ≤ s, K1 ∈ Gs−m [S], J2, J3 ∈ Gs−n [S] and the cubes K1, J2, J3 satisfy
the following pairwise separation condition,

dist (K1, J2) ≈ dist (K1, J3) ≈ ℓ (K1) = 2m−s,(4.8)

dist (J2, J3) ≈ ℓ (J2) = ℓ (J3) = 2n−s.

With f1 and fj for j = 2, 3 defined as in (4.1) and (4.2), and for 1 < r1 < r < 2, we have

(4.9)
∥∥∥f̂Φ

1 dσf̂
Φ
2 dσf̂

Φ
3 dσ

∥∥∥
Lr(B(0,22s))

≤ Cr,r12
3(1− r1

r )sA (m, r, s) ‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S) ,

where the constant Cr,r1 is independent of n, m and s, and A (m, r, s) = 2−
1
r
m2(

4
r
−3)s as in (4.4).

The large ball estimate in (4.9) is worse than the nontransversal estimate (4.3), taken over the smaller

ball B
(
0, 22s−m

)
, but only by a growth factor 23(1−

r1
r )s, whose exponent can be made arbitrarily small by

taking r1 sufficiently close to r.

Remark 12. If n = 0, i.e. ℓ (J2) = ℓ (J3) = 2−s, then we no longer need the second line in the pairwise
separation condition (4.8), and hence we can include the case where dist (J2, J3) ≤ C.

Proof. With ε = 2−2s, and integration restricted to the ball B
(
0, 22s

)
on the left hand side, we can use

|ϕ̂ε| ≥ c1B(0,22s) to convolve the measure fΦ
s,K with ϕε, and obtain the bound,

∫

B(0,22s)

∣∣∣f̂Φ
s,K1

f̂Φ
s,J2

f̂Φ
s,J3

∣∣∣
r

.

∫

B(0,22s)

∣∣∣f̂Φ
s,K1,ε

f̂Φ
s,J2,ε

f̂Φ
s,J3,ε

∣∣∣
r

=

∫

B(0,22s)

|ĝ1,εĝ2,εĝ3,ε|r ,

where gj,ε is as in (4.5). We write
∫

B(0,22s)

|ĝ1,εĝ2,εĝ3,ε|r =

∫

B(0,22s−m)

|ĝ1,εĝ2,εĝ3,ε|r +
m∑

λ=1

∫

A(0,22s−(m−λ))
|ĝ1,εĝ2,εĝ3,ε|r ,
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where the first term on the right satisfies

(4.10)

∫

B(0,22s−m)

|ĝ1,εĝ2,εĝ3,ε|r . CrA (m, r, s)
r ‖1K1f1‖rL2(S) ‖1J2f2‖rL2(S) ‖1J3f3‖rL2(S)

by Proposition 10, where A (m, r, s)
r
= 2−m2(4−3r)s = 2−3(r−1)s2s−m.

In order to estimate the integral over the annulus A
(
0, 22s−(m−λ)

)
we will need to apply Lemma 9 to the

product ĝ1,εĝ2,ε. For 0 ≤ λ ≤ m ≤ s, we claim that

(4.11)
∥∥∥f̂Φ

1 f̂
Φ
2

∥∥∥
L∞(A(0,22s−(m−λ)))

≤ CN2−λN
∥∥fΦ

1

∥∥
L1(R3)

∥∥fΦ
2

∥∥
L1(R3)

.

Indeed, suppose I1 ∈ Gs [K1] and I2 ∈ Gs [J2] and that Îj is the 2s × 2s × 22s rectangle associated with Ij

that is oriented in the direction normal to Φ
(
cIj
)
as pictured in Figure ??. If |ξ| ≈ 22s−m+λ, and if ξ ∈ Î1,

then

dist
(
ξ, Î2

)
≈ 22s−m+λ sin (∡ (I1, I2)) ≈ 22s−m+λ2m−s = 2s+λ,

and so by Lemma 9 with α = (N,N,N), the function fΦ
s,I2

≡ Φ∗Q
n−1,η
s,I2;κ

f satisfies

∣∣∣∣∣∣
f̂Φ
s,I2

(ξ)∥∥∥f̂Φ
s,I2

∥∥∥
∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ CN



dist

(
ξ, Î2

)

2s




−N

= CN2−λN .

The same inequality holds for
f̂Φ
s,I1

(ξ)∥∥∥f̂Φ
s,I1

∥∥∥
∞

if ξ ∈ Î2, and since the product
∣∣∣f̂Φ

s,I1
f̂Φ
s,I2

∣∣∣, when restricted to the

annulus |ξ| ≈ 22s−m+λ, is essentially maximized in these locations, we see that
∣∣∣f̂Φ

s,I1
(ξ) f̂Φ

s,I2
(ξ)
∣∣∣ ≤ CN2−λN

∥∥∥f̂Φ
s,I1

∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥f̂Φ
s,I2

∥∥∥
∞

≤ CN2−λN
∥∥fΦ

s,I1

∥∥
L1(R3)

∥∥fΦ
s,I2

∥∥
L1(R3) , |ξ| ≈ 22s−m+λ.

Altogether we have

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

I1∈Gs[K1]

f̂Φ
s,I1

(ξ)
∑

I2∈Gs[J2]

f̂Φ
2 (ξ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ CN2−λN
∑

I1∈Gs[K1]

∥∥fΦ
s,I1

∥∥
L1(R3)

∑

I2∈Gs[J2]

∥∥fΦ
s,I2

∥∥
L1(R3)

≈ CN2−λN
∥∥fΦ

1

∥∥
L1(R3)

∥∥fΦ
2

∥∥
L1(R3) , |ξ| ≈ 22s−m+λ,

which is (4.11).
Thus for 1 < r1 < r < 2,∫

A(0,22s−(m−λ))

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r

dξ

≤
∥∥∥f̂Φ

1 f̂Φ
2

∥∥∥
r−r1

L∞(A(0,22s−(m−λ)))

∥∥∥f̂Φ
3

∥∥∥
r−r1

L∞(R3)

∫

A(0,22s−(m−λ))

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r1
dξ

≤
(
CN2−λN

∥∥fΦ
1

∥∥
L1(R3)

∥∥fΦ
2

∥∥
L1(R3)

∥∥fΦ
3

∥∥
L1(R3)

)r−r1
∫

B(0,22s−(m−λ))

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r1
dξ.

Now

Cr−r1
N 2−λN(r−r1)

(∥∥fΦ
1

∥∥
L1(R3)

∥∥fΦ
2

∥∥
L1(R3)

∥∥fΦ
3

∥∥
L1(R3)

)r−r1

. Cr−r1
N 2−λN(r−r1)

(
‖1K1f1‖L1(S) ‖1J2f2‖L1(S) ‖1J3f3‖L1(S)

)r−r1

. Cr−r1
N 2−λN(r−r1)

(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S)

√
|K1| ‖1J2f2‖L2(S)

√
|J2| ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

√
|J3|
)r−r1

. Cr−r1
N 2−λN(r−r1)2

r−r1
2 (m+2n−3s)

(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r−r1
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and

∫

B(0,22s−(m−λ))

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r1
dξ . A (m− λ, r1, s)

r1 ‖1K1f1‖r1L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖r1L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖r1L2(S) ,

where A (m− λ, r1, s)
r1 = 2−(m−λ)2(4−3r1)s,

by Proposition 10, with r and m replaced by r1 and m− λ respectively. Altogether we have

∫

A(0,22s−(m−λ))

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 f̂Φ

2 f̂Φ
3

∣∣∣
r

. Cr−r1
N 2−λN(r−r1)2

r−r1
2 (m+2n−3s)

(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r−r1

×2−(m−λ)2(4−3r1)s ‖1K1f1‖r1L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖r1L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖r1L2(S)

= Cr−r1
N Cr,r1

(
2−λ(N(r−r1)−1)

) (
2−m(1− r−r1

2 )
) (

2n(r−r1)
) (

2s(4−3r1−
3
2 (r−r1))

)

×
(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r
.

When r > 1 we have A (m, r, s)
r
=
(
2−

1
r
m2(

4
r
−3)s

)r
= 2−m2(4−3r)s, and if we define the quantity Ratio

to be the quotient of the bound in the last line above, over the rth power Cr
rA (m, r, s)r of the bound in

Proposition 10, then

Ratio =
Cr−r1

N Cr,r1

Cr
r

(
2−λ(N(r−r1)−1)

) (
2−m(1− r−r1

2 )
) (

2n(r−r1)
) (

2s(1+
3
2 (2−r−r1))

)

2−m2(4−3r)s

≈
(
2−λ(N(r−r1)−1)

) (
2m

r−r1
2

) (
2n(r−r1)

) (
2s

3
2 (r−r1)

)

=
(
2−λ(N(r−r1)−1)

) [(
2

3
2

m+2n
3

) (
2s

3
2

)]r−r1
=

(
2
−λ

(
N− 1

r−r1

))r−r1 (
2

3
2 s+

m+2n
2

)r−r1
,

which with N = 2
r−r1

ρ for ρ > 1 to be chosen momentarily, gives

Ratio . 2−λ(N(r−r1)−1)23(r−r1)s = 2−λ(2ρ−1)23(r−r1)s ≤ 2−λρ23(r−r1)s ≡ Ratiobound .

Thus for N = ρ 2
r−r1

we have

∫

A(0,22s−(m−λ))

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r

dξ(4.12)

Cr−1
N Cr Ratiobound A (m− λ, r, s)

r
(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r

.
(
2−λρ23(r−r1)s

) (
2−(m−λ)2(4−3r)s

)

×
(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r

≤ 2−λ(ρ−1)2[3(r−r1)−3(r−1)]s2s−m
(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r
,

provided 0 ≤ λ ≤ m ≤ s. Here the implied constants depend on N = ρ 2
r−r1

.
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As a consequence we obtain from (4.10) and (4.12), that for ρ > 1, i.e. N > 2
r−r1

,
∫

B(0,22s)

|ĝ1,εĝ2,εĝ3,ε|r =
∫

B(0,22s)

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r

dξ

=

∫

B(0,22s−m)

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r

dξ +

m∑

λ=1

∫

A(0,22s−(m−λ))

∣∣∣f̂Φ
1 (ξ) f̂Φ

2 (ξ) f̂Φ
3 (ξ)

∣∣∣
r

dξ

.

{
2−3(r−1)s2s−m +

m∑

λ=1

2−λ(ρ−1)2[3(r−r1)−3(r−1)]s2s−m

}(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r

. 23(r−r1)s2−3(r−1)s2s−m
(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r

= 23(r−r1)s2−3(r−1)s
(
2(3r−3)s

){
2−m2(4−3r)s

(
‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

)r}
,

which gives

‖ĝ1,εĝ2,εĝ3,ε‖Lr(B(0,22s)) . 23
r−r1

r
s
{
A (m, r, s) ‖1K1f1‖L2(S) ‖1J2f2‖L2(S) ‖1J3f3‖L2(S)

}
,

for K1, J2, J3 satisfying (4.8). �

5. Local linear Fourier extension estimates in dimension n = 3

In order to use Proposition 11 to obtain a local linear Fourier extension inequality in dimension n = 3,
we will need a three dimensional recursive Whitney decomposition, to which we now turn.

5.1. The recursive Whitney decomposition. Fix s ∈ N. We now decompose the triples (I1, I2, I3) ∈
Gs [S]

3
into a recursive Whitney decomposition. Define

Gup
s [S]

3 ≡
{
(W1,W2,W3) ∈ G [S]

3
: ℓ (W1) ≥ ℓ (W2) ≥ ℓ (W3) ≥ 2−s

}
,

and define the subset Ws to consist of those triples of dyadic cubes (W1,W2,W3) ∈ Gup
s [S]

3
satisfying

dist (W1,W2 ∪W3) ≈ ℓ (W1) & dist (W2,W3) ≈ ℓ (W2) = ℓ (W3) ,

and

W(m,n) ≡
{
(W1,W2,W3) ∈ Ws : ℓ (W1) = 2m−s and ℓ (W2) = ℓ (W3) = 2n−s

}
.

For each (W1,W2,W3) ∈ Ws define

Ws (W1,W2,W3) ≡
{
(I1, I2, I3) ∈ Gs [S]

3
: Ij ⊂Wj

}
,

and for each permutation σ of {1, 2, 3} and each (W1,W2,W3) ∈ Ws, set

Wσ
s (W1,W2,W3) ≡

{
(I1, I2, I3) ∈ Gs [S]

3 : (Iσ1
, Iσ2

, Iσ3
) ∈ Ws (W1,W2,W3)

}
.

Lemma 13. (recursive Whitney decomposition) We have

Gs [S]
3 =

⋃

σ





s⋃

n=0

s⋃

m=n

⋃

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

Wσ
s (W1,W2,W3)



 ,

provided the constants implicit in ≈ and & above are chosen correctly.

Proof. Fix (I1, I2, I3) ∈ Gs [S]
3
. Consider the three distances

d1 ≡ dist (I1, I2 ∪ I3) , d2 ≡ dist (I2, I3 ∪ I1) , d3 ≡ dist (I3, I1 ∪ I2) ,
and let d ≡ max (d1, d2, d3). After a permutation we may assume that d = d1, and moreover that d1 ≥ C2−s

for a sufficiently large constant C to be determined. We then choose W1 to be a dyadic square containing
I1 with side length roughly equal to d1, and lying at a distance roughly d1 from I2 ∪ I3, i.e.

I1 ⊂W1 and ℓ (W1) ≈ d1 ≈ dist (I1, I2 ∪ I3) .
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Now both dist (I2, I3 ∪ I1) and dist (I3, I1 ∪ I2) are at most d1 ≈ ℓ (W1), and it follows that I2 and I3 have
distance roughly ℓ (W1) from W1. Now consider d2,3 ≡ dist (I2, I3), and choose dyadic squares W2 and W3

containing I2 and I3 respectively such that

d2,3 ≈ dist (W2,W3) + 2−s ≈ ℓ (W2) = ℓ (W3) .

Then (W1,W2,W3) ∈ W(s+log2 ℓ(W1),s+log2 ℓ(W2)) and Ij ⊂Wj for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. �

In the sequel we will drop the superscript σ, and use that for m,n ∈ N with 1 ≤ n ≤ m ≤ s, and an
element (W1,W2,W3) ∈ W(m,n), we have

ℓ (W1) = 2m−s, ℓ (W2) = ℓ (W3) = 2n−s,

dist (W1,W2 ∪W3) ≈ 2m−s, dist (W2,W3) . 2n−s,

without further comment on the permutation.

5.2. The local linear extension theorem with geometric decay. We can now prove a local linear
Fourier extension theorem with geometric decay, which for the author was motivated by the alternative
proof of the L

10
3

(
R3
)
result of Bourgain and Guth in [BoGu, Section 2].

Recall that Gs [S] = {I ∈ G : I ⊂ S and ℓ (I) = 2−s} where S ⊂ R2 is as above. For f ∈ L3r (S) that
satisfy the moment vanishing conditions in [Saw7, see The Standard Reduction 3 in Section 3 just before
(3.1)], let

f =
∑

I∈G

△η
I;κf =

∑

I∈G[S]

△η
I;κf =

∞∑

s=1

∑

I∈Gs[S]

△η
I;κf =

∞∑

s=1

Q
η
sf,

where Qη
sf ≡

∑

I∈Gs[S]

△η
I;κf.

Recall also the notation introduced in (4.1) and (4.2),

Q
η
s,K;κf ≡

∑

I∈Gs[K]

△η
I;κf and fΦ

s,K ≡ Φ∗Q
η
s,K;κf =

∑

I∈Gs[K]

Φ∗ △η
I;κ f,

fK ≡ Q
η
s,K;κf and fΦ

K ≡ fΦ
s,K = Φ∗Q

η
s,K;κf.

Theorem 14. Let s ∈ N, r > 1 and f ∈ L3r (S). Then there is a positive constant Cr independent of s and
f such that

∥∥∥Φ̂∗Q
η
sf
∥∥∥
L3r(B(0,22s))

≤ Crs
1
3r 2−

1
6

1
r′

s ‖Qη
sf‖L3r(S) , for all s ∈ N and f ∈ L3r (S) .

Proof. Recall that the rth power of the constant in part (1) of Proposition 11 is

(5.1)
(
23(1−

r1
r )sCr,r1A (m, r, s)

)r
= 23(r−r1)s Cr

r,r12
3(1−r)m2(4−3r)(s−m).

Set ε = 2−2s. We obtain

∥∥∥Φ̂∗Q
η
sf
∥∥∥
3r

L3r(B(0,22s))
.

∫

R3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣


 ∑

I∈Gs[S]

̂Φ∗ △η
I,ε f (ξ)




3
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

r

dξ

=

∫

R3

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

I1,I2,I3∈Gs[S]

f̂Φ
I1,ε

f̂Φ
I2,ε

f̂Φ
I3,ε

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r

dξ =

∫

R3

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

0≤n≤m≤s

∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

f̂Φ
W1,ε

f̂Φ
W2,ε

f̂Φ
W3,ε

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r

dξ
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is at most

∑

0≤n≤m≤s

∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

∫

R3

∣∣∣f̂Φ
W1,ε

f̂Φ
W2,ε

f̂Φ
W3,ε

∣∣∣
r

dξ


 ∑

0≤n≤m≤s

#W(m,n)




r
r′

.


 ∑

0≤n≤m≤s

22(s−n)




r−1
∑

0≤n≤m≤s

∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

×23(r−r1)s Cr
r,r12

3(1−r)m2(4−3r)(s−m)
(
‖fW1‖L2(S) ‖fW2‖L2(S) ‖fW3‖L2(S)

)r
,

by Proposition 11 and (5.1), where after some lengthy arithmetic,

 ∑

0≤n≤m≤s

22(s−n)




r−1

23(r−r1)s2−3(r−1)m2(4−3r)(s−m)

.


 ∑

0≤n≤s

(s− n) 22(s−n)




r−1

23(r−r1)s2−3m(r−1)+(4−3r)(s−m)

. s22(r−1)s23s(r−r1)−3m(r−1)+(4−3r)(s−m) = s2[3(r−r1)−(r−1)]s2s−m,

and
∥∥fWj

∥∥
L2(S)

=


 ∑

Ij∈Gs[Wj ]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (Ij)
∣∣∣
2




1
2

, 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

Now we choose r1 = θ + (1− θ) r with 0 < θ < 1 close to 0, so that 1 < r1 < r and the constant in the
middle line above becomes

s2[3(r−r1)−(r−1)]s2s−m = s2[3θ(r−1)−(r−1)]s2s−m = s2−(1−3θ)(r−1)s2s−m = s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m,

if we choose θ ≤ 1
6 , i.e. r1 ≥ 5r+1

6 . Altogether then we have

∥∥∥Φ̂∗Q
η
sf
∥∥∥
3r

L3r(B(0,22s))
. s2−

1
2 (r−1)s

∑

0≤n≤m≤s

2s−m(5.2)

×
∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

‖fW1‖rL2(S) ‖fW2‖rL2(S) ‖fW3‖rL2(S) .

Thus we must bound the norm of Φ̂∗Q
η
sf ,

∥∥∥Φ̂∗Q
η
sf
∥∥∥
3r

L3r(B(0,22s))
. s2−

1
2 (r−1)s

∑

0≤n≤m≤s

2s−m
∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

3∏

j=1

∥∥fWj

∥∥r
L2(S)

= s2−
1
2 (r−1)s

∑

0≤n≤m≤s

∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

2s−m


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

×


 ∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

 ∑

I3∈Gn[W3]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I3)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

,

which is

s2−
1
2 (r−1)s

∑

0≤n≤m≤s

∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)

2s−m


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∑

I3∈Gn[W3]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣

⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣

⌣

f (I3)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

≡ s2−
1
2 (r−1)s

∑

0≤n≤m≤s

2s−mΛ(m,n),
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by a constant multiple of the norm of Qη
sf ,

‖Qη
sf‖3rL3r(S) ≈ 2(3r−2)s

∑

I∈Gs[S]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I)
∣∣∣
3r

,

where the above approximation is from (2.4).
For this, we momentarily fix 0 ≤ n ≤ m ≤ s, and compute that

s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−mΛ(m,n)

= s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m

∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∑

I3∈Gn[W3]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣

⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣

⌣

f (I3)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

= s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m

∑

(W1,W2,W3)∈W(m,n)


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

 ∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∑

I3∈Gn[W3]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣

⌣

f (I3)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

equals

s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m

∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

×
∑

W2∈Gm−n[W1]
dist(W1,W2)≈ℓ(W1)

∑

W3∈Gm−n[W1]
dist(W1,W3)≈ℓ(W1)
dist(W2,W3)≈ℓ(W2)


 ∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∑

I3∈Gn[W3]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣

⌣

f (I3)
∣∣∣
2




r
2

By squaring the sum over I2 and I3, this is at most a multiple of

s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m

∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




r
2 ∑

W2∈Gm−n[W1]
dist(W1,W2)≈ℓ(W1)


 ∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2




r

. 2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m





∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2





1
3

×





∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]




∑

W2∈Gm−n[W1]
dist(W1,W2)≈ℓ(W1)


 ∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2




r



3
2





2
3

upon using Hölder’s inequality on the first sum with exponents 3 and 3
2 . Then using r ≥ 1, this is bounded

by

. 2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m





∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2





1
3

×





∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]




∑

W2∈Gm−n[W1]
dist(W1,W2)≈ℓ(W1)

∑

I2∈Gn[W2]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2





2
3

.
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This in turn is approximately

s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m





∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2





1
3




∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I2∈CGm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2





2
3

≈ s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m





∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I1∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I1)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2





1
3




∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I2∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I2)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2





2
3

= s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m

∑

W1∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I∈Gm[W1]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I)
∣∣∣
2




3r
2

. s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m

∑

W∈Gs−m[S]


 ∑

I∈Gm[W ]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I)
∣∣∣
3r




2
3r

3r
2

(#Gm [W ])(
1− 2

3r )
3r
2

by Hölder’s inequality on the inner sum with exponents 3r
2 and

(
3r
2

)′
, where 1

( 3r
2 )

′ = 1− 2
3r . Since #Gm [W ] ≈

22m, this last expression is approximately

s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m

∑

W∈Gs−m[S]

∑

I∈Gm[W ]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I)
∣∣∣
3r (

22m
)( 3r

2 −1)
(5.3)

= s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m2mr22m(r−1)

∑

I∈Gm[S]

∣∣∣
⌣

f (I)
∣∣∣
3r

= s2−
1
2 (r−1)s2s−m2mr22m(r−1)2−(3r−2)s ‖Qη

sf‖3rL3r(S) = s2[3(m−s)− 1
2 s](r−1) ‖Qη

sf‖3rL3r(S) ,

since

−1

2
(r − 1) s+ s−m+mr + 2m (r − 1)− 3rs+ 2s

= 3 (r − 1) (m− s)− 1

2
(r − 1) s =

[
3 (m− s)− 1

2
s

]
(r − 1) .

Summing in 0 ≤ n ≤ m ≤ s, we conclude that

∥∥∥Φ̂∗Q
η
sf
∥∥∥
3r

L3r(B(0,22s))
.

s∑

m=0

m∑

n=0

s2[3(m−s)− 1
2 s](r−1) ‖Qη

sf‖3rL3r(S)(5.4)

= s

s∑

m=0

m2[3(m−s)− 1
2 s](r−1) ‖Qη

sf‖3rL3r(S) . s2−
1
2 (r−1)s ‖Qη

sf‖3rL3r(S) ,

where in the final inquality we have used that when m = s, we have 2[3(m−s)− 1
2 s](r−1) = 2−

1
2 (r−1)s. This

completes the proof of Theorem 14. �

6. Proof of the Fourier extension theorem in dimension n = 3

We can now prove the Fourier extension theorem in dimension n = 3. To prove Theorem 1, we first recall
the main deterministic result proved in [Saw7] in the setting of Rn, n ≥ 2. Let 1 < p <∞. Using expansions

of f ∈ Lp (S) and g ∈ Lp′

(Rn) into sums of smooth Alpert wavelets hn−1,η
I and hn,ηJ respectively, i.e.

f =
∑

I∈G[S]

△n−1,η
I f and g =

∑

J∈D[S]

△n,η
J g,

we wrote the bilinear form 〈TSf, g〉Rn as a sum of subforms (with some bounded overcounting of inner

products, such that the sum of the moduli
∣∣∣
〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉∣∣∣ is controlled) according to the geometric
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relation between the cubes I and J ,

〈TSf, g〉Rn =
∑

(I,J)∈G×D

〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉

=





∑

(I,J)∈P0

+
∑

(I,J)∈R

+
∞∑

m=1

∑

(I,J)∈Pupper
m

+
∞∑

m=1

∑

(I,J)∈Plower
m




〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉

≡ Bbelow (f, g) + Babove (f, g) + B
upper
disjoint (f, g) + Blower

disjoint (f, g) ,

where P0, R, Pupper
m and P lower

m are pairs of dyadic cubes in G × D defined as follows. Divide the collection
of pairs (I, J) ∈ G × D according to the relative size and location of their associated pseudoballs Φ (I) and
πtan (J), as dictated by the uncertainty principle:

(6.1) G × D ⊂ P ∪ P−, where P = P0 ∪
∞⋃

m=1

Pm ∪ R and P− = {(I,−J) : (I, J) ∈ P} ,

and where

P0 ≡ {(I, J) ∈ G × D : πtan (J) ⊂ Φ (CpseudoI)} ,

Pm ≡
{
(I, J) ∈ G × D : 2m+1I ⊂ S and πtan (J) ⊂ Φ

(
2m+1CpseudoI

)
\ Φ

(
2m

1

Cpseudo
I

)}
, m ∈ N ,

R ≡ {(I, J) ∈ G × D : Φ (I) ⊂ πtan (CpseudoJ)} ,

and

Pupper
m ≡

{
(I, J) ∈ Pm : ℓ (I)2 dist (J, {0}) ≥ 1

}
,

P lower
m ≡

{
(I, J) ∈ Pm : ℓ (I)

2
dist (J, {0}) < 1

}
.

Note that there is some bounded overlap among the pairs in this decomposition, but this overcounting is
inconsequential. On the other hand, the cases where πtan (J) ∩ Φ (2S) = ∅ are not included in the above
decomposition, but they are easily handled by the method used for the casem = s. We note that the error in
version 4 of [Saw7] occurred when estimating the lower disjoint form Blower

disjoint (f, g), whose correct estimation
is accomplished in this paper.

Define the larger positive sublinear forms,

|Bbelow| (f, g) ≡
∑

(I,J)∈P0

∣∣∣
〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉∣∣∣ ,

|Babove| (f, g) ≡
∑

(I,J)∈R

∣∣∣
〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣Bupper
disjoint

∣∣∣ (f, g) ≡
∞∑

m=1

∑

(I,J)∈Pupper
m

∣∣∣
〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉∣∣∣ .

The following deterministic global estimates were obtained in [Saw7, Proposition 27 in arXiv version 12].
These estimates were proved using only elementary arguments involving integration by parts, vanishing
moments of smooth Alpert wavelets, stationary phase and square function estimates.

Theorem 15. Fix n ≥ 2, 1 < p < ∞ and f ∈ Lp, g ∈ Lp′

. Then with for p > 2n
n−1 , there is a positive

constant Cn,p such that

(6.2) |Bbelow| (f, g) + |Babove| (f, g) +
∣∣∣Bupper

disjoint

∣∣∣ (f, g) ≤ Cn,p ‖f‖Lp ‖g‖Lp′ , for all f ∈ Lp, g ∈ Lp′

.

Next we observe that
∣∣〈TSf, g〉Rn − B

lower
disjoint (f, g)

∣∣ ≤ |Bbelow| (f, g) + |Babove| (f, g) +
∣∣∣Bupper

disjoint

∣∣∣ (f, g) .
and that with

B
lower
below (f, g) ≡

∑

(I,J)∈Plower
0

〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉
,
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we have

Blower
disjoint (f, g)− Blower

below (f, g) =
∞∑

m=1

∑

(I,J)∈Plower
m

〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉

=
∑

(I,J)∈
⋃

∞

m=1 Plower
m

〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉
=

∑

(I,J)∈G[S]×D: ℓ(I)2 dist(J,{0})<1

〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉

=
∞∑

s=1

∑

(I,J)∈Gs[S]×D[B(0,22s)]

〈
TS △n−1,η

I;κ f,△n,η
J;κg

〉
=

∞∑

s=1

〈
TSQ

n−1,η
s f,

∑

J∈D[B(0,22s)]

△n,η
J;κg

〉
,

where ∣∣Blower
below (f, g)

∣∣ . |Bbelow| (f, g) .
Altogether then, in order to complete the proof of Theorem 1, we take n = 3 and note that it remains

only to obtain the following estimate for all f ∈ Lp, g ∈ Lp′

,

(6.3)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

s=1

〈
TSQ

2,η
s f,

∑

J∈D[B(0,22s)]

△3,η
J;κg

〉∣∣∣∣∣∣
. ‖f‖Lp(S) ‖g‖Lp′(R3) .

But for p = 3r > 3, Theorem 14 implies that∥∥∥∥
̂

Q
2,η
s fdσ

∥∥∥∥
Lp(B(0,22s))

≤ Crs
1
p 2−

1
2 (

1
3−

1
p )s
∥∥Q2,η

s f
∥∥
Lp(S)

, for all s ∈ N,

which gives ∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

s∈N

〈
TSQ

2,η
s f,

∑

J∈D[B(0,22s)]

△n,η
J;κg

〉∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∑

s∈N

∥∥TSQ2,η
s f

∥∥
Lp(S)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

J∈D: J⊂B(0,22s)

△3,η
J;κg

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp′(R3)

(6.4)

.
∑

s∈N

s2−εps
∥∥Q2,η

s f
∥∥
Lp(S)

‖g‖Lp′(R3) .
∑

s∈N

s2−εps ‖f‖Lp(S) ‖g‖Lp′(R3) . ‖f‖Lp(S) ‖g‖Lp′(R3) ,

since Q2,η
s is bounded on Lp (S) by the square function estimate (2.3).
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