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Abstract

Let (hi)ter be the horocycle flow acting on (M, pu) = (I'\ SL(2,R), 1), where '
is a co-compact lattice in SL(2,R) and p is the homogeneous probability measure
locally given by the Haar measure on SL(2,R). Let 7 € WS(M) be a strictly positive
function and let u” be the measure equivalent to p with density 7. We consider the
time changed flow (h])icr and we show that there exists v = v(M,7) > 0 and a
constant C' > 0 such that for any fo, f1, f2 € W¢(M) and for all 0 =t < t; < to, we
have
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With the same techniques, we establish polynomial mixing of all orders under the
additional assumption of 7 being fully supported on the discrete series.

1 Introduction

1.1 Unipotent flows and their time-changes

Unipotent flows on compact (or, in general, finite volume) quotients of Lie groups are ho-
mogeneous flows given by the action of one-parameter unipotent subgroups. An important
example of a unipotent flow is the horocycle flow on compact quotients I'\ SL(2,R) of
é i) Identifying I'\ SL(2,R) with
the unit tangent bundle of the compact hyperbolic surface S = I'\H, the horocycle flow is
the unit speed parametrization of translations along the stable leaves of the geodesic flow
on T'S.

Dynamical properties of horocycle flows have been studied in great details and are now
well-understood: they have zero entropy [14], in the compact setting are minimal [I5],
uniquely ergodic [13], mixing and mixing of all orders [20], and have countable Lebesgue
spectrum [22] (mixing and spectral properties hold for general finite volume quotients).
Finer ergodic properties were investigated by Ratner [23] 24].

Another important class of unipotent flows is given by nilflows on nilmanifolds, namely
homogeneous flows on compact quotients of (non-abelian) nilpotent Lie groups. The pro-
totypical examples of nilflows are Heisenberg nilflows on quotients of the 3-dimensional
Heisenberg group.

SL(2,R), defined by multiplication on the right by <
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One key feature of unipotent flows, in particular of the horocycle flow, is a form of
slow divergence: the distance between nearby points lying on different orbits grows at
most polynomially in time (quadratically, in the case of horocycle flows). This property
is in sharp contrast with the dynamics of hyperbolic flows, such as the geodesic flow, for
which the divergence of orbits is exponential. Unipotent flows are hence examples of
smooth parabolic flows, namely smooth flows for which nearby points diverge polynomially
in time.

Outside the homogeneous setting, very little is known for general smooth parabolic
flows, even for smooth perturbations of homogeneous ones. Perhaps the simplest case of
such perturbations are smooth time-changes, or time-reparametrizations. Roughly speak-
ing, a smooth time-change of a flow is obtained by moving along the same orbits, but
varying smoothly the speed of the points. In other words, a smooth time-change is defined
by rescaling the generating vector field by a smooth function 7, called the generator of
the time-change, see Section 2] for definitions. A time-change is said to be trivial if its
generator is a quasi-coboundary for the flow, see Section 21l It is easy to see that trivial
time-changes are isomorphic to the original flow.

On the other hand, performing a non-trivial smooth time-change can alter significantly
the ergodic properties of the flow. This is the case, for example, of ergodic nilflows. Indeed,
nilflows are never weakly mixing, because of the presence of a toral factor, corresponding
to the projection onto the abelianization of the nilpotent group. Nevertheless, non trivial
time-changes, within a natural class of “polynomial” functions on the nilmanifold, destroy
the toral factor and are strongly mixing, as was shown by Avila, Forni, Ulcigrai, and the
second author in [I], extending previous results in [2] and in [28]. For time-changes of
bounded type Heisenberg nilflows, one obtains an even stronger dichotomy, [12]: either the
time-change is trivial (in which case the toral factor-persists), or the time-changed flows is
mildly mizing (it has no non-trivial rigid factors).

In the case of the horocycle flow, the study of the cohomological equation by Flaminio
and Forni [§] imply that a generic time-change of the horocycle flow is non-trivial and thus,
by the rigidity result of Ratner [25], not even measurably conjugated to the horocycle
flow itself. Hence, non-trivial time-changes form an important family of smooth non-
homogeneous parabolic flows. Similarly to the unperturbed horocycle flow, they are mixing,
as was shown by Marcus [19]. Moreover, it was conjectured by Katok and Thouvenot, [18],
that sufficiently smooth time changes of horocycle flows have countable Lebesgue spectrum.
Lebesgue spectral type for smooth time-changes was proved by Forni and Ulcigrai [10)]
(independently, Tiedra de Aldecoa [30] obtained the absolute continuity property). The full
version of the Katok-Thouvenot conjecture (countable multiplicity) was recently obtained
in [7].

However, as it happens for nilflows, other finer properties of non trivial time-changes
are different from their homogeneous counterpart. One such example is the set of joinings
between their rescalings: whilst all rescalings of the horocycle flow are isomorphic to each
other, the first author, Lemariczyk and Ulcigrai [17], and Flaminio and Forni [9] independ-
ently, showed that different rescalings of non-trivial time-changes are always disjoint.

1.2 Quantitative mixing

Let £ € N, k > 2. We recall that a measure preserving flow {¢;: M — M}icr on a
probability space (M, %, ) is said to be k-mizing if for any fo,..., fr_1 € L>°(M) we



have
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as |t; — tj| = oo, for all t; # t;, 0 < 4,5 < k— 1. We say that ¢, is mizing of all orders
if it is k-mixing for all £ > 2. In the case of the horocycle flow, it follows from [27] that
Ratner’s property persists under smooth time-changes, hence all smooth time changes of
the horocycle flow are mixing of all orders.

Under some regularity assumptions on the observables f;, one can ask about the rate
of decay in the limit () in terms of the minimum |t; —¢;| for i # j. It turns out that in the
parabolic setting, quantitative 2-mixing is more tractable than quantitative higher order
mixing as we describe below.

1.2.1 Quantitative 2-mixing

For parabolic flows (i.e. flows of intermediate orbit growth), quantitative 2-mixing is in
most cases based on controlled (quantitative) stretching of certain curves by the flow.
Ratner, [26] proved that the rate of 2-mixing of the horocycle flow is polynomial, namely
she showed that there exists an explicit v > 0, depending only on the co-compact lattice
I, such that for all €2 functions fo, f1 there exists a constant C' = C(fo, f1) such that for
all ¢ > 1 we have
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Moreover, it can be shown that this bound is optimal. In the case of time-changes of
horocycle flows, quantitative mixing estimates were obtained by Forni and Ulcigrai in [10],
although they are conjecturally not optimal. Their result is based on sharp bounds on
ergodic integrals of the horocycle flow proved by Flaminio and Forni in [§] and refined
by Bufetov and Forni for “horocycle-like” arcs in [4], together with stretching of geodesic
curves.

For other parabolic flows, Forni and the first author in [II] showed that, for a full
dimensional set of Heisenberg nilflows and for a generic set of smooth time-changes, if the
time-change is not trivial, the rate of mixing is polynomial. This is the only quantitative
result available for mixing properties of time-changes of nilflows.

A shearing phenomenon analogous to the one described above is at the base of several
results on quantitative 2-mixing for non-homogeneous parabolic flows, see e.g., [6], [28], [7].
We will use a version of this mechanism in this paper as well, see the proof of Theorems [Tl

and Bl in Sections d] and [5.41

1.2.2 Quantitative higher order mixing

Quantitative higher order mixing (in particular, 3-mixing) for parabolic flows is much
harder to get and, until recently, there were no results in the literature on this problem.
The main reason for this is that mechanisms for obtaining higher order mixing are, by their
very nature, non-quantitative: singular spectrum criterion of Host [16], Ratner’s property
[24], or Marcus multiple mixing mechanism [20].



The first, and to the best of our knowledge the only, quantitative higher order mixing
result for parabolic systems appears in the very recent work of Bjérklund, Einsiedler, and
Gorodnik [3], where the authors proved a very general quantitative result for multiple
mixing of group actions which, in the very specific case of the regular action of SL(2,R),
implies that, for all k& > 2, the rate of k-mixing of the horocycle flow is polynomial. Such
results are difficult to obtain for non-homogeneous flows, and in particular for non trivial
time-changes of unipotent flows, since one cannot exploit the algebraic properties of the
actions and the powerful representation theory machinery.

1.3 Statement of the main results

In this paper, we establish polynomial 3-mixing estimates for any smooth time-change of
the horocycle flow, see Theorem [I] below. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
quantitative mixing result beyond 2-mixing for smooth non-homogeneous parabolic flows.

Let (h¢)ier be the horocycle flow on (M, p), where M = I'\ SL(2,R) is compact and g
is locally given by the Haar measure. Let W®(M) C L?(M) denote the standard Sobolev
space or order 6 (see Section .3 for definitions), and let 7 € W®(M) be a positive function.
We consider the time changed flow (h])ier generated by 7 as defined in Section 211 The
following is our main result.

Theorem 1. Let 7 € W9(M) be a positive function. There exists v = y(M,7) > 0 and a
constant C' > 0 such that for any fo, f1, f2 € WO(M) and for all 0 =ty < t; < t3, we have
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With the same techniques, we are able to prove polynomial mixing of all orders only
for time-changes supported on the discrete series Hq (see Section 23] for definitions). The
proof however present several additional technical difficulties compared to the 3-mixing
case, hence we present it in the Appendix [l
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Theorem 2. Let 7 € WOS(M)NHy be a positive function, and let k € N. There exists y =
Y(M,k,7) > 0 such that for any fo, ..., fr_1 € WO(M) there exists C = C(fo,..., fr_1) >
0, such that for all 0 =ty < t1 < ... <tp_1, we have
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The driving idea of the proof is refining Marcus’ approach for multiple mixing of the
horocycle flow in [20] by making it quantitative. Our argument shares some similarities
with the one in [3], notably in exploiting the shearing of a transverse vector field under
the action (see in particular [3, §7.2]). For homogeneous flows, the push-forward of left-
invariant vector fields is given by the Adjoint, which can be controlled using the algebraic
structure of the group, see [3, §2|. In our setting, however, due to the non-homogeneous
structure of the flow, we employ a more geometric approach and we exploit precise bounds
on the growth of ergodic integrals and good quantitative control of the (non-uniform)
stretching of geodesic curves. In the proofs of Theorem [l and Theorem [2, the problem
is reduced to study the L? norm of some multiple ergodic averages, see Propositions




(and the more general version in Proposition [(.2]), which are estimated using a sharp
quantitative version of van der Corput inequality (Lemma [3.1]). We hope that the local
mechanism that we use has the potential to be applied to other non-homogeneous flows,
such as time-changes of higher step nilflows, or some smooth surface flows.

We should emphasize that at this moment we do not know how to generalize Theorem
to higher order correlations (for functions having non-trivial support outside the discrete
series). The main reason is that in the case of 3-mixing we face one of the two situations:
either ¢ and ty are of similar order (in which case it is possible to apply Proposition [3.5) or
t1 is much smaller than ¢9 (in which case we use the fact that appropriate length geodesic
segments are not stretched for time ¢1, whereas they stretch for time to — ¢; and we use
invariance of measure). The reader will notice that in both cases the choice of the length
o of the geodesic segments is rather delicate. This mechanism seems not to work even
for the case of 4-mixing especially in the case if ¢; is much smaller than ¢3 and of order
t3—t9: on one hand, a meaningful estimate using Proposition 5.2l would force o to be larger
than (t3 —t2)~!, on the other hand, controlling the deviations from the homogeneous case
requires o to be smaller than some negative power of t3, and hence an appropriate choice
of ¢ is not possible. We can handle this problem assuming additionally that the time
change 7 is fully supported on the disrecte series (Theorem [2)): in this case the deviation of
ergodic averages for 7 are logarithmic (see Lemmal[24]). We then inductively get polynomial
k + 1-mixing from polynomial k-mixing (using logarithmic deviation bounds for the time
change).

2 Definitions and basic properties

2.1 Time changes of flows

Let (¢;) be a flow on (X, B, 1) and let 7 € LY(X, i) be a strictly positive function. Then,
for a.e. x € X, for every ¢t € R, there exists a unique solution u = u(z,t) of

/ T(psx)ds = t.
0

The function u(z,-) defined this way is an R-cocycle, i.e. for t1,t2 € R, we have u(x,t; +
to) = wu(z,t1) + u(pr, z,t2). We define the time-change flow (¢])ier induced by 7 by
setting o7 (T) = @y (), and we say that 7 is its generator. Since u(z, ) is a cocycle, the
latter equality defines an R-action. Moreover, (@7 )icr preserves the measure p” given by

du™ = fX:dﬂ dp. We will always WLOG assume that fX rdp =1.

Since the flow () has the same orbits as any of its time-changes, and since the invariant
measure p’ is equivalent to u, ergodicity is preserved when performing a smooth time-
change. Mixing and other spectral properties, however, are more delicate, as discussed in
the introduction.

We say that a function 7 is a quasi-coboundary for (¢y)icr if there exists a measurable
solution £: X — R to

/tT(%x)dS - t/ Tdp = &(x) — &(ppx), for t € R.
0 X

It follows that if 7 is quasi-coboundary, then (¢;)ier and (] )ier are isomorphic. We call
such time changes trivial.



2.2 Horocycle and geodesic flows

Let G := SL(2,R) be the group of 2 x 2 matrices with determinant 1 and let x be the Haar
measure on G. We denote the lie algebra of G by g, which consists of 2 x 2 matrices of
zero trace. Let U, X,V € g be given by
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Then U, X,V are generators of respectively the (stable) horocycle, geodesic and opposite
(unstable) horocycle flow. We will be dealing with flows generated by U and X. More
precisely, let exp: g — G be the exponential map and let I' C G be a co-compact lattice
in G. We will consider the following R-actions on the homogeneous space M := I'\G: the
horocycle flow

hi(Tx) = Tz exp(tU), (2)

and the geodesic flow
gt(F'x) =Txexp(tX). (3)

The flows h; and g; both preserve a smooth measure on M, locally given by the Haar
measure p, which we will denote also by u. Recall that the horocycle and geodesic flows
satisfy the following remnormalization equation

hi © gs = gs © hesy, for every t,s € R. (4)

2.3 Spectral theory of horocycle flows

We will briefly recall some facts from the spectral theory of horocycle flows, for details see

e.c. [8]. Let
o~ (1 )

be the generator of the maximal compact subgroup SO(2) of G = SL(2,R). Let H =
L2(M, i) be the Hilbert space of square integrable functions on M = I'\G, on which G
acts unitarily. We define the Laplacian by setting A := —(X? + U?/2 + V?2/2); it is an
elliptic element of the universal enveloping algebra of g which acts as an essentially self-
adjoint operator on H. Remark that A on SO(2)-invariant functions coincides with the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on the compact hyperbolic surface S = T'\H. The Sobolev space
of order s > 0, W*(M), is defined as the completion of the space C*°(M) of infinitely
differentiable functions with respect to the inner product

We will denote by ||-||¢ the norm in W(A1).

Let 0 := —X2 — (V 4+ 0)2 + ©2 = A +20? be the Casimir operator, a generator
of the centre of the universal enveloping algebra of g. By the classical theory of unitary
representations of SL(2,R), we have the following orthogonal decomposition into irreducible
components, listed with multiplicity:

LQ(M): @ H;L:Hp@%c@ﬂd,
neSpec(D)



where

Hp = @ Hy, He = @ Hy, Ha= @ Hy.
ne€Spec(D), ne€Spec(D), ne€Spec(D),
u=1/4 ue(0,1/4) p=—n2+n,n€Zxg

The decomposition above induces a corresponding decomposition of the Sobolev spaces
W"(M), for all r > 0.

We call H, the principal series, H. the complementary series, and Hy the discrete
series. On each irreducible representation H,,, the Casimir operator acts as multiplication
by the constant u. The representation Hj is the trivial representation and appears with
multiplicity 1. We recall that the positive eigenvalues p of the Casimir operator coincide
with the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the surface S = I'\H, in particular
there is a spectral gap: there exists po > 0 such that (0, uo) N Spec(0) = 0. Let us further

define
VI—4py if pp < 1/4, 0 if po # 1/4,
vy = and ¢gg:=
0 if po > 1/4, 1 if g =1/4.

In the second part of the paper, Appendix Bl we will be interested in functions 7 € H,.
We remark that it follows from a recent work of D. Dolgopyat and O. Sarig [5] that functions
coming from non-zero harmonic forms are not measurable coboundaries; in particular,
there exist positive functions in H; which are not measurable quasi-coboundaries, and
hence generate a time-change which is not measurably conjugate to the horocycle flow.

2.4 2-mixing estimates for time changes of the horocycle flow

Let us denote by (h]) the time change of the horocycle flow (h;) induced by the positive
function 7. We make a standing assumption that |’ yTdp =1

We recall a result of G. Forni and C. Ulcigrai, [10], on estimates of rates of 2-mixing for
time-changes of the horocycle flow. In the homogeneous setting, optimal rates of mixing
for the classical horocycle flow were obtained by M. Ratner in [26].

Lemma 2.1 (Theorem 3, [10]). Let 7 € WS(M), 7 > 0 and let (h]) denote the time
change induced by 7. There exists a constant Cy = Co(7) > 0 such that for any functions
f,g€ WO(M) and any t > 1, we have

‘/M(fohl)gd/f —/Mfd;f /Mgd/f

In order to prove Theorem 3 in [I0], the authors establish the following lemma, which
will be useful for us as well.

ERE
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Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 18, [10]). Let 7 € WS(M), 7 > 0 and let (h]) denote the time
change induced by T. There exist constants ,C1 > 0 such that for any function f €
WO(M)NLE(M), anyz € M, any 0 < o <7, and any t > 1, we have

> [ roni og @) ar| < Cilflo(on)F tostor)

Let us fix 0 < 8 < 1;”0 (or, in the case pg # 1/4, one can choose 5 = 13”0), so that,

in particular, Lemma 2.J] and Lemma hold with a bound of the form =% and (ot)™#
respectively.



2.5 Deviation of ergodic averages

We will first state a result on the growth of ergodic integrals, which is a straightforward
consequence of Theorem 1.5 in [§].

Lemma 2.3. Let 7 € WO(M). There exists a constant Cy such that for every 0 < s < 1,
every T' > 1 and every x € M, we have

T
/ (1 —Togs)(hx)dt| < CosT' 5.
0

Moreover, if T € WO(M) N Hg, the integral above is bounded by CyslogT.

Proof. By Theorem 1.5 in [§], we have

1+vg
2

T
/ <T—Togs><htx>dt\ < Clr—rog 6T %" (log T)™ < CC'sT ™" (log T)*,
0

which finishes the proof by the choice of 3 and by taking Co = CC’. If we further assume
that 7 belongs to the discrete series, the estimate follows again from Theorem 1.5 in [§],
after noticing that the space Hq is invariant for the action of the geodesic flow g5, so that
T—To0gs € Hygforany 0 < s < 1. O

We remark that, since any non-trivial time change destroys the homogeneous structure,
the commutation relation (@) does not in general hold for time-changes. Below we state
an important lemma which estimates the error in the renormalization formula for the time
changed flow.

Lemma 2.4. Let 7 € WOS(M), 7 > 0. There exists C3 > 0 such that for every x € M,
0<s<1andT > 1, we have

h;“ © gs(x) =9gs© h;T—l—A(x,s,T) (2?),

where
|A(x,5,T)| < C3sT 7.

Moreover, if T € WO(M) N Hg, we have |A(x,s,T)| < C3slogT.
Proof. Let A(z,s,T) be such that
u(z,e’T 4+ A(z,s,T)) = e’u(gsz, T). (5)

Notice that for every fixed 2 € M, the function u(z, -) is strictly increasing, hence the term
A(z,s,T) as in (Bl above is uniquely defined. By definition of a time change and (), we
have
h% o gs(x) - hu(gsm,T) © gs(x) =gs© hesu(gsm,T) (1’) = gshqe—ST+A(m7s,T)x-
We only need to show that A(z,s,T) given by (B satisfies the desired estimate for some
constant C3 > 0.
By definition, we have

T+ A(z,s,T) =

u(z,e*T+A(z,s,T))
/ 7(hx) dt.

0



Changing variables r = e°t and using (), we get

u(gsz,T) esu(gsz,T)
e’T = es/ T(ht o gs(x)) dt = / 7(gs o hy(z)) dr.
0 0

Therefore, (B) gives us

eSu(gsz,T) e*u(gsz,T)
A(z,s,T) = / 7(hex) dt — / T(gshix) dt.
0 0

Using Lemma 23] we obtain

eSu(gsz,T) v
A0l =| [ 7o g ) at| < Cosletulgar, T g e ulr, T
0

1

Since maxgecps |U($,T)| < infa 7

T, the proof is complete. O

3 Van der Corput inequality

We recall a version of the van der Corput’s inequality, that will be useful in our setting.
The following lemma is valid in general Hilbert spaces H, for simplicity we state it just for
H = L*(X, ), where (X, ) is a probability space. The notation X = O(Y) means that
X < ¢Y for some global constant ¢ > 0.

Lemma 3.1 (Van der Corput inequality). Let (¢pu)uer C L*(X, ) with |¢ull2 < 1 for
every u € R and assume that (¢u, o) = (Do, Puw—u) for every u,w € R. Then, for every
N >0 and 0 < L < N, we have
L
O|—= 6
ro(y) ©

1 N 9 (N /1 L
|5 [ o] <[5 [ (3 ] 16wouaniar) au

Remark 3.2. As mentioned before, the result above is true for general Hilbert spaces
and without the extra invariance assumption on the (¢y)yer. We will use Lemma [31] for
¢u = f o h;, for which the above assumption is satisfied. A nice proof of the more general
statement in the non-quantitative version can be found in J. Moreira blogpost, [21).

1/2

The proof follows standard steps, we provide it here for completeness.

oft)

Proof of Lemma[31l Notice first that

i [ (5[ )
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Moreover, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
1 Nt LN F
— - dl)d < |= - waig dl
W [ G o)l < |57 o
1 (N1 L L 1/2
= _N/o ﬁ/o (/0 <¢u+ll7¢u+lg>dl1> dly du]
1 (N1 L L 1/2
= _N/o ﬁ/o /0 (Pus Putip—1,) dlr dla du]

1 N L 1/2 9 N1 (L 1/2
<|x/ E/L<¢u,¢u+l>dldu] :[N/o 7/ \<¢u,¢u+z>rdldu} ,

where we use invariance and the fact that —L < Iy — ls < L. This finishes the proof. [

2 1/2
du
2

The following observations will be important in what follows.

Remark 3.3. There exist a constant D > 0 such that for every f € WO(M) and every
r > 1, we have

I - f o hells < DI FIGT.

This follows from the fact that functions in WO(M) have the algebra property, i.e. || f-glls <
D'||fllsllglle and the fact that || f o hylle < D"||fll6r°.

Remark 3.4. Given f € L*(M), let f+ = f — ([, fdu") € LE(M). Then || f*|s <
2(1flls-

Using the van der Corput inequality in Lemma[B.1] we can prove the important estimate
below. Proposition will be generalized in the Appendix [l see Proposition

Proposition 3.5. For every 0 < o < 3/2 there exists v > 0 such that for any fi, fo €
WO(M) N LE(M) with || fille, | f2lle < 1, for any n # m and for all 0 < K < 1 satisfying
K > |n—m|™%, we have

— e nk) - (2o

n—mJ,

<Gl =m0 = K) 7, (7)

for some constant Cy > 0.

Proof. Notice that we always have

! / (10 Hiea) - (f20 b)) du

n—mJ,

< fllollfolloo < NIf1llell f2ll6 <1,
2

so we can assume that |[n —m/|(1 — K) > 1. Up to replacing m with n, we can also assume
that n > m.
We will use van der Corput inequality (see Lemma B.1]) with N =n —m and

Su() = (f1 0 Wcupmy) (@) - (f2 0 ) () € L3(M, po).

Since || fille < 1, for every u € R, we have [|¢y]l2 < ||f1lloollf2]lcc < 1. So, by Lemma B.1]

we have to bound .
1

- wsy Pu dl,
7 [ 1ol
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and optimize for 0 < L < N =n —m.
With the notation introduced in Remark [3.4] we can estimate

[(Pu, Puti)| = ‘/M(fl “frohk) © higuamy - (f2 - fao hi) o hyyy, dMT‘
< (fr o hgey) dur| - (fa o hy)du”
<‘/Mf1 (fiohgy)dp ‘ ‘/Mf2 (f2ohy)dp '

)

+ ‘/M(fl'flohTKl)loh}—((qum) (foZOh;—) th—Lerd 4

where we used the fact that, by definition, (f; - f1 o h}a)l and (fo - fao th)L have zero
average. Applying the mixing estimates of Lemma 2] since || f;|l¢ < 1, we get
[{Pus Putt)] < (Kl Blﬁ '/ (f1- flthl) “(f2- fzohl) h(qum)(lfK) dp”

CO T o L
< a5 + Coll(f - fro b D M6l (f2 - f2 0 hT)* ||6(u+m)5(1—K)5'

From Remarks B3] B4 and || fi||¢ < 1, it follows that
(1~ frohfa) lle < 2Mlf1 - 1o hiqlls < 2D(KD°,
and similarly for ||(f2 - fa o hT)* |6, so that
1 K512
ws Gut)| < C'

where we can take C' = max{C3,4D?Cy}.
By Lemma [B.1] recalling that N = n — m, we obtain

] "(Fr o) - (f2 0 hT) du

n—m J,

2

1 KSp12 N gy Y2 L
<20 — 8
¢ [K5L25 T A= K)PN J, (u+m)5} +O<N> (8)

. K612 1/2+O £
KAL28 ~ (1 - K)3(1 - B)NP N/

By assumption, there exists 0 < a < 3/2 such that K > N~%. We fix

<20’[

(1= F)N)*!
L= K1/2

< NB/24+a/2 ¢ N1/2443/4 N,

so that, moreover,
L 1 1

N N5/24 ((1 _ K)N)5/24
Thus, the term O(L/N) in the right hand-side of (8] satisfies an estimate of the desired

form. It remains to bound the two summands in the square brackets in (§]). By the choice
of L, we get

1 1
< ;
KOL (1= )Ny
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and
K6L12 __(a- K)N)P/? _ 2
A= K)P1-BN? S T-KP(L-BIN? = (1- ) (1 - KN
where we use the fact that (1 — K)N > 1. This concludes the proof. O

4 Polynomial 3-mixing

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[l The strategy of the proof is similar to
the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [3]; however, since we are in the non algebraic setting, our
reasoning is local and we use estimates on stretching of geodesic arcs of the time changed
flow. We also use some ideas from Marcus’ proof in [20)].

The first step is to exploit the shearing property of the horocycle flow and its time
changes: transverse segments in the geodesic direction get sheared by hj. We will fix
o =1, (1=5/3) 5 0 the length of such segments. The proof will be divided in two cases
(Case A and Case B below), depending on the relative size of the gaps t; and to — t;.
Roughly speaking, if ¢; is “much smaller” than to —¢; (Case A), our choice of o will ensure
that length of the sheared arc hi og for time ¢; is sufficiently small, so that the correlations
can be estimated, up to a small error, by the integral of f» along the arc hf, o gs. If £;
and to — t; are “of the same order” (Case B), we will reduce the problem of estimating
the multiple correlations to the setting of Proposition 3.5 namely to a “multiple ergodic
integral”.

Proof of Theorem [l Let 0 = tg < t1 < t9 be fixed. Up to considering the inverse flow
(hT); = h7,, composing with A7, and relabeling t,_;, = t —t;, we can assume that
t1 <ty — t1, so that, in particular to — t; > t2/2. We will also assume that ¢; > 1

Let fo, fi.fo € WO(M); define Cy = || follsl fills]lf2lle and Cyr = |I76Cy > Cy.

Recalling the notation introduced in Remark B4l we have

' /M fo- firo T - fao T, du” — ( /M fo d/f> ( /M f d/f) ( /M f2 d/f>

/fzdu / I - stoh ., du|+

{7:k3=1{0,1,21\ {4}
. /Mf&-f%oh;-fioh;dw

By the mixing estimates of Lemma 2], we can bound each term in the sum in the right

hand-side above by
' [oraw| ([ TL g g ey | < Coll il ol el — 177,
M {7:k}={0,1,21\ {3}

thus, by Remark B4l we have

'/Mfo-floh; oo b, A" — (/ fod/f> (/ fld/f) (/Mfzd/f>

1zcocf ‘ [ g siteng gt on,
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since t1 = min{ty, to — t1}. Therefore, it remains to bound the correlations for functions
of zero average; we will simply denote f; instead of fi-, and we will assume that f; €
WO(M) N LE(M).

Let us define

We recall that the invariant measure u” is equivalent to the Haar measure u, with density
7. By invariance of u under the geodesic flow, we have

‘/ Jo- frohl - fyohl, du”
M

=‘/ (o) - frohf - foo hl, du
M

1 ag
—/ / (Tfo) o gs- frohi, ogs- faohi,ogsduds|.
gJo JMm
(9)
For all s € [0, 0], we have
1(7f0) 0 9s = T folloo < [ITfolles < [I7llsll follso,

hence

1 (o
—/ /(Tfo)Ogs-fwh;ogs-fzoh;ogsduds
oJo Jm

1 g
-/ -] (Tfo)ogs-flohzlogs-fQoh;ogsdsdu‘
L e (10)
<|[ oo (3 [ 1ot 00 faoit o 0uas) au| + Irlol olal lll oo

1 ag
< / fo(-/ flohﬂOgs-f20h22093d8>du7
M g Jo

We now estimate the first term in the right hand-side above in two different ways, depending
on ty.
Case A. Let us assume that ¢; <

+ Cf,TO'.

té_ﬁ /2, By Lemma [2.4] and the triangle inequality,

[froh, 095 = frohf llee <If109s0Mier, 4 ag sty = J1 0 Plst 4 a( 51 lloo

+lfio h;t1+A('78,t1) —fio h;frl oo
with ||A(+, 8, t1)|leo < Cgst%_ﬁ. Therefore,
1o B, 0 95— fro b lloo < [ Aall(s + (€ = D)ta + Casty ) < (34 Cy) | fillsota.

We obtain that

1 g
‘/Mfo <;/O flohflogs-f20h22<>gsd5> du”

1 g
<‘/ Jo- fiohg, (—/ fQOhtTQogsds)d,uT
M o Jo

1
+ B+ 03l olloll sl olloe 575
2

(11)
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Lemma [2.2] gives us a uniform bound for the term in brackets in (III). Combining (@), (I0),
(1), and using Lemma 2.2] we conclude

1
T15/3

[ oot gron, | < Collel ol el @+cwcfmﬁ+cﬁ

1
< C5Cf,7' 0
t2

(ot )

for some constant Cs > 0 and where v = min{32/3,3/6}. This concludes the proof for
Case A.

Case B. Let us now assume that t; > t1 52 From (I0) and Cauchy-Schwartz in-
equality, we get
< [ foll2

/ Jfioh{ ogs- faohi, o0gsds —|—Cf7-0'

(12)

‘/ fo-fiohi - faohi,d

For any point x € M and any 0 < s < o < 1,
|frohi 0gs(x) - faohy, 0gs(x)| =|frogs0 h23t1+A(x,s,t1)(‘T) “faogso h;thrA(z,s,tg)(x)‘
Sf10hga 1+ a@,s,) (@) - f20 Pla i awos.00) (@) + L f1ll6]]f2]l6(2s + s%).
By Lemma [2.4],
max{|A(z, s, t1)],|A(z, s,t2)|} < sté_ﬁ < até_ﬁ = t2—26/3_
This implies that
|f1 © h7e—st1+A(a:7s,t1)(x) “fao hzst2+A(x,s,t2)(x)| |f1 © hestl( ) “fao hzsm ($)|—}—
+ [[fillsll f2lle([A(z, s,81)[ + |A(z, s, t2)| + [A(z, 5, 81)] - |A(=, 5, 12)])
—28/3
< |f1 0 hfar, (@) - fo 0 oy, (@)] + 3l full | follot, ™",
therefore
|f1 0 hf, ©gs(x) - foohi, 0 gs()| <[ f1 0 hfsy, () - fo o hlsy, (@) + 6]l 1]l follslta| /.
Together with (I2)), we get

' | oot o] < 5ol
M

/ fl o hestl f2 o hest2 dS

+ 7Cf77|t2|_2ﬁ/3.
2

(13)

We now estimate the first term in the right hand-side above using Proposition

Define 0 < K = t1/ty < 1. For all z € M, changing variable u = ety and by the second
mean-value theorem for integrals, there exists z € [ta, €7ts] such that

du

o €%t2
[ hotiye) potbu@ ] = [ Rotie) holi@ T
t2

1 I
f1 © Nieu (@) - f2 0 hy(2) du

fro gy (@) - f2 0 hy(x)du

752 z
1 [t 1—eo [0

< —-/” FroHjea) - fao @) du] | " [ fro o) fao i) au]
to ts €e%1o 2
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and the second term in the right hand-side above is < || f1||oo| f2 oo |€7 —1|> < 4|/ f1l6]| f2||602.
This yields

1 /0’ f hT f hT d <60 - 1 1 /eat2 f hT f hT d
- o s . o s B @] . o
o Jo T ethz o em =Dty f,, 1T uu2
+ 4| f1ll6ll f2ll60-
Since we are in the case t1 > téfﬁﬂ, we have that
1P RS S NS R
(e7 — 1)ts (ota)?2 402 "ty

Hence, the assumptions of Proposition are satisfied. We then get

e? —1 1 1
<
, S << o > @ DRl - K t;—ﬁ/‘°’>

1 1
<’ )
<O ((U(tz —ty t;—ﬁ/?’)

Since tg —t1 > t9/2, it follows (o (ta —t1))™7 < 2%;67/3. This estimate and (I3]) conclude
the proof. O

1 foll2

1 (o
> nenz gaotz, s
g Jo

5 Appendix: higher order mixing for discrete-series repara-
metrizations
In this section, we show how to refine the argument above to obtain polynomial mixing

of all orders for time-changes (h])icr supported on the discrete series, namely for 7 €
WG(M ) NHy.

5.1 Preliminaries

We start with the following definition.

Definition 5.1 (Quantitative k-mixing). Let (¢t)icr be a measure preserving flow acting
on (X,B,p), let L3(X,p) = {f € L*(X,p) : [y fdu = 0}, and let F C L3(X,p) be a
subspace equipped with a norm || - ||£. We say that (oi)icr has the Q(k,F)- property for
k € N if there exist v > 1,8, > 0 such that for every fi,..., fr € F and every (t;)¥_,
with 0 =11 <to < ... <y, or withty, < ... <ty <t1 =0, we have

Bk

k k Ve
1
i cdp| <O 1, i - ,
' / RN <max( gww)) (=)

for some constant C = C(k) > 0.

We will use the above definition for (h]) on (M, ) and F = WO(M) N LE(M, 1) with
[-l7 =1 lls. To shorten the notation we denote Q(k) = Q(k, W6(M)NL3(M, p)). Notice
that by Lemma [2.1] it follows that (h]) has the Q(2)-property. The theorem below is a
quantitative version of Proposition 1 in [20].
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Theorem 3. Let 7 € WO(M) NHy. For every k > 2 if (h] )ier has the property Q({) for
every 2 < £ < k then it has the property Q(k + 1). Moreover there exists an explicit lower
bound on By in terms of T, M and k for every k > 2

Theorem [2 follows easily from Theorem [3 above.

Proof of Theorem[2 By Lemma 2] the time change (h]) has the Q(2)-property; hence,
by Theorem [ it has property Q(k) for all k > 2. Let fo,..., fu_1 € W®(M). For each
0<i<k—1, denote f; = S fdu e R and = fi— fi e WS(M) N LE(M). We have

k—1 k—1
o BT du— dul — i o
‘/Mi[[ofz By dp H/fzdﬂ ‘/Hf + F) o b du— gfl
< > H\f, l/ 114" oni du (14)

JCA{O,....k—1}, |J|=2 \ieJ¢ jeJ

/ By 1 ~
=¢ Z (mln- j'eJ ’t"_t“> <C(mino<i<‘<k1 ’ti—t~‘> ’
JC{0,...k—1}, |J|>2 2 J J SASAN J

where v = min{f; : 2 < j < k — 1}. This concludes the proof. O

5.2 A van der Corput estimate

We need to generalize the statement of Proposition 3.5 for all £ > 2. The proof is analogous,
with additional technical difficulties.

Proposition 5.2. Let k € N and assume that (h]) satisfies the Q(¢)-property for2 < £ < k.
There exists mi > 0 such that for every 0 < € < 1+ 1/k there exists 6 = d(e, k) > 0 such
that for any f; € WO(M) N L3(M), for 1 < i < k, for every n # m, and for every
In—m|7 < Ky <...< K =1, we have

<

1 /” ﬁ
fiohk, du
n—=m fpm )

o _
(maX( H||fz||6)> <|n—m| gﬁ?k(Kiﬂ—Kz‘)) 6, (15)

1<i<

for some constant C' = Cy, > 0.

Proof. Asin the proof of Proposition 3.5 we will assume that n > m and |[n—m| min; (K;41—
K;) > 1. We will use van der Corput inequality (see Lemma BI). Let ¢, (-) = [I%, f; o
hKi(U-i—m)(') € LQ(M’ 14)-
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Using the notation of Remark B.4] we can write

’<¢U7¢u+l>‘ = ‘/ (H fi OhK (u+m) ) <H fi OhK u+m+l)( )) dp
k
= ‘/ H fz fzthl)(hK (u+m)T H

/ fi- (fiohky) dﬂ' +
M

1=1
- ( JER duD | T fy0 ke g ) |
JCA{1,.. .k} \ieJ jeJe
(16)
where in the last term we allow J = @ in which case [[;c; | [y, fi - (fi o hiy)dp| =
Notice moreover that if |J¢| = 1, then the last integral vanishes by measure invariance.

Hence we will assume that the sum is taken over J C {1,...,k} with |J| <k —2.
We will now bound each term on RHS of ([I6)): first trivially, we have

‘ | g tio hKindu' <A
M

therefore the last term in (I6) is bounded by

k 2
C<H||fz||6> / H f] f]OhKl (hK (u+m) )d
i=1 Jcqa,..

jeJe
|J\<k 2

Let J be as above and let af < af < ... < aiw denote all the elements in J¢ (recall
that my > 2). Using the Q(¢)-property for ¢ := |J¢| < k, we can bound the last term in
the RHS of (I6) by

YJe|
/ LI (- 50 b)) dis| < € <maX (L [T fio hKil)L||6)>

jeJe icJe

. Be
X ; s
(u+m) MIN<i<m, (Ka{H o Ka;'])

el Byye|
C (max <1’ H I(fi- fio hmz)ﬂ!@‘)) X <(u ) min1<j<k(Ki+1 — Ki)> , (A7)

ieJe

where in the last inequality we use the fact that the minimum on the LHS is taken over a
smaller set than on the RHS ((a/) is a subset of {1,...k}).

(3
We now have the following important estimate (see Remark B.3)): for every 1 < i < k,

I1(fi - fio hac) M llo < 2013 - fi o hiculle < DIISIF(KL)°.

Let us define Cy := 1%, If:l|2. The inequality above implies that

6
[T 1 fio byt ls < DYy <H K) o,

ieJe 1eJe
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The above bounds and (I6]) imply that

1 L 1 (Lf
o |<¢u,¢u+l>|dz<z/ II

1 By
IJ I ’Y\JC 67‘ Je| G‘JC"Y‘J(‘

/ fi- (fiohk,) d,u‘ dl+

JCA{1,...,k}
7| <k—2
Let
1 (L
ap = — fi- (fiohgky d#'dl
A (AR
and let
k B e
17| . 6%17¢1\ 16]J¢|y(se 1 el
broge(u) = 2Cmax ( 1, (D) ‘<HKZ )L s (u 4+ m) min; (K1 — K;) .
i=1 T (A (A

Let N =n — m. By Lemma 3.1l we have
1/2

L
< |2ar, + Z / bLJC +O<N>

2 JC{L,....k}
|J|<k—2

1 e
/HinhKiudU
-m =1

m

(18)
Notice that by the Q(2) property (used only for the last term in the product), we have
(using also that K = 1)

k

1 L _
aL\HHszG / \/ i fkohzdu‘ a< [k [ rPasor?,
=1

where, we recall, Cy = Hle £ l12.
We now define L € [0, N]. By assumption, let 0 < ¢ < (k+1)/k be such that K; > N~¢.
Let us define § = 0, . and L by

1 .
0 = —min | k — e(k — 1), min bi
2 1ok 127
and
1
7]
0
L= K™ <N in(Kis — K ) ,
i T 07 (it =
|J|<k—2 €S

(where we allow J = (}). This implies that for every J C {1,...,k} with |[J| < k — 2,

0
L] K < <Nmin(Kl-+1 — Ki)> . (19)

ieJe
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Moreover, if a set Jy C {1,...k} realizes the minimum in the definition of L, then
6
LF > LVl > LT K = (Nmin(KHl — KZ-)> : (20)
(a3
ieJg

From our assumption N7¢ < K; < -+ < K = 1, we deduce that

k %
(H K) > N
i=1

in particular, by (I9) for J = () and using the definition of 6,

L (Nmin(K; 1, — K;))/k 1
0< N < k 1/k < N
(Hi:l Kz) N o
1
S <1
(N min; (K41 — Ki))l—G/kfe(kfl)/k
Notice that by the bound on ay, and (20)) it follows that
1

s (22)

95
k

f .
(N mmi(Ki_H — Kz))
Fix J C {1,...,k}, |J| < k — 2. For the term by, je(u) in (I§), since
/N du nt=Bler — m1=Puel o= m)'=Per N1Pe
o (

w+m)oer L= Be S 1=Bye 1= Be’
it follows, using also (I9), that

2) N
N A bL7JC(U) du <

N
2 14+ (D‘JC‘Cf)’Y\JC\ < H KSV\JC\)L()‘UCM,C‘ 1 / du
N min; (K41 — K;)P° Jo o (u+ m)ﬁuq

ieJe i
1 c 1
< C/ + C/C’Y\J |
min, (K41 — K;)P17¢1 NAoel I (N ming(Kiyq — K;))P1oe1=670e0
1
< C'max(1,Cy)N0el . (23
( f) (N min; (K;+1 — Ki))ﬁuc\fﬁfy\ﬁ\e ( )
Set
M = 5 max(1, max )
and
=min (1—— —¢ —, min ———
k k 2k’ i<k 2 ’
notice that 6 > 0 by the definition of . We get from (I8)), using (1)), ([22)), and (23)) (for
each J C {1,...,k} and summing over J), we obtain

1
]V‘S mini(Ki_,_l - I(Z)(S '

< C"max(1,Cp)™
2

1t
/ Hfzthludu
T m Gy
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5.3 Combinatorial argument

We describe an inductive procedure that will be used in the proof of Theorem [ (see the
outline of the proof below).

Fix k € N and fix numbers ((;);<x in (0,1). For any (k4 1)-tuple of numbers 0 = ¢y <
t] < ... <ty we perform the following inductive procedure.

S
Step 1. Let ri = t}**. If {t:}% o C [0,71] U [ty — r1,tx], the procedure stops. If not, let
s1 < k be the largest such that ts, ¢ [0,71] U [tx — 71, tg).

S2
Step 2. Let g := r{?*. If {t;}5_, C [0,79]U[ts, —72, ts, +72]U[tx—72, tx] the procedure stops.
If not, let so < k be the largest such that ts, ¢ [0,72]U[ts, — 72, ts, +1r2] U [ty — 72, tg].
Cot1
Step £ + 1. If the procedure does not stop at Step ¢, let ry; := r,'** and take s, < k to
be the largest such that ¢, ¢ [0,7,] U Uf;:ll[tsm — 1y, ts,, + 1o Ut — 7o, ti).

Notice that the procedure will definitely stop no later than Step k. Moreover, notice that

ke
if the procedure stops exactly at Step k, then by the definition of (r;), for & := 1?{;];)%,
we have
mjn ’ti-l—l — ti’ = tik. (24)

0<i<k
It is crucial that & depends on (¢;) and k but not on the (¢;);<k-

5.4 Proof of Theorem [3

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem Bl We first present an outline
for the reader’s convenience.

Outline of the proof. The proof consists of two cases (Case A and Case B below),
depending whether the inductive procedure described above stops at Step k or before.

If it stops at Step £ for ¢ < k (Case A), it means that there exist j # ¢ such that the
corresponding times ¢; and t; are close, namely |t; — t;| < 2r,. We then write

fiohi - fjohy, = (fi- fjohi,_)ohi,

and, by assumption, the Sobolev norm of the term in brackets is small, namely is of
order O(rf). We do the same for all the times ¢; contained in an interval of the form
[ts, —T¢,ts; +7¢] as described in the inductive procedure, and we consider the corresponding
terms in brackets as a single observable. In this way, we reduce the number of observables
to £ < k (with appropriate bounds on their Sobolev norms), and we can apply the inductive
hypothesis on quantitative £-mixing to conclude.

If the procedure does stop exactly at Step k (Case B), we proceed as in the proof
of Theorem [I exploiting the shearing properties of geodesic segments of length o. We
remark that our assumption on the time-change ensures that the deviations of the shearing
property form the unperturbed homogeneous case is logarithmic (see Lemma 24]), hence
the error term is of order o log® |tx|. In this case, for the assumptions of Proposition

to be satisfied, we will need to choose o = |t;|™® for some small & > 0. In order
to conclude, it will be crucial to exploit (24]), which will ensures that o = |t/§|_o‘2 =

O(ming<;<p |tis1 — ti|~%), for some & > 0.
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Proof of Theorem[3 Let k > 2 and assume that (h]) has the property Q(¢) for 2 < ¢ < k.
Let (i1 = gz—ﬁ Fix fo,..., fr € WO(M) N L3(M) and let 0 = tg < t1 < ... < t, or
tr < ... <t <to=0. By invariance of the measure u” for (h]), up to composing with
hZ, and relabeling t_; = tr —t;, we can assume that
in |t;a1 —t;| = min [t;01 — t;]. 25
021£k| i+1 — til 1121.12“ i+1 — il (25)
We now apply the combinatorial procedure to the sequence ({;);<k—1 and tg < ... < ty.
Assume the procedure stops at Step £. We consider two cases:
Case A. ¢ < k. By definition this means that {t;}¥_, C [0,7¢] U [ty — e, ti] U
To,ts, + 1ol For 0 < i</, let

fz‘ = H fj Ohtrtsi,

tje [tSi —Tgls; +7]

/—1
m=1

[ts,,

with so =0 and s; = k. Let w; := #{j < : t; € [ts, — 14, ts;, +7¢]}. Then

k l
[ sowian = [ Tiem, (26)
M i—g M i—g
Notice that by the same splitting as in (I4]), we have
‘g ~
‘/MHfiohthi dp'| < <HHszoo) Z / fidp
=0

=0
Moreover, by the Q(w;) property and the definition of fi,

k w; 1 B’LU,L'
fidum| < TT 15l . <
‘/M g My ety —r,ts; +7] (tj+1—t5)
k Wi 1 Bwi
C i - .
il_% 7l (mlni<k(fz+1 - tz’))

Therefore, these terms have the desired behaviour. We will now deal with the last term in
7). Since ¢ < k, we can use the Q(¢ + 1) property to bound

J4 - Vi 3 Ye+1 1 Bein
/ [17on, du| < (] Iille x| = .
M ;2 v Pl mingg;<y 7532.+1 —ts

Notice that by the definition of (f;),

HHszG HHszG ) (o)™ < HHszG re)°

On the other hand, by the definition of (s;), we have ming<;<st
we can bound (26]) by

V4
[ Tden, an| <
Mg '

(27)

/Hf o hi, du’

ts. = ry_1. Therefore,

Si+1~ USq

H I £ille) e e
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By the definition of (r;) and ((;), we have

Cot1 —Bet1
pORYee1 ~Ben o 6k Yer1 =B < =
"e Tem1 o ST =X -1

It remains to notice that r,_; = tZ“ (where 6, does not depend on (¢;) but only on (¢;)).
To deduce that for i1 := 0y 5‘2“, we can bound (26) by

k
1 1

6v0+1 6ve41
Z] 0| 1 ll6) i < H0 Ll et —fyP

This finishes the proof of the Q(k + 1) property in this case.
Case B. ¢ = k. Recall that in this case (24]) holds. Fix

1 1
O<U::W<L where o = ay —m1n<3k 5;)

We will assume that ¢; > 1, otherwise the result is immediate. We have

/fo HszthN —/ (7.fo) - Hfloht dp = <TfO’HfZ >L2Mu)

By invariance of the Haar measure p by the geodesic flow and by integration by parts, for
o > 0, we can write

<Tf0aﬁfioh£>=%/a <(Tfo)0987ﬁfioh;ogs>ds
=1 ;
~ {wom [ Hfzoht 20.ds) = > [ (X(rfo)ogn [ Hfzoht o grdr) ds,

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality then yields

k o k
'/ o T o | <Ll / [L5e o)
M= 7 0 =1
/ | X (7 fo)ll5 /Hfzoht ogydr|| ds
’ (28)

(”TfO“Q FIX (7 ho) ||2) sup

[TLsesi e
s€[0,0]

/ Hfioh[_ogrdr
0 i=1 1

By the commutation relation in Lemma 2.4 we have

H/ H fz O gr © hertl-i-A(a: r,t;) dr

2

g ||T||6 [follg sup

s€|0,0

2

-ohtTiogrdr

2
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Since, for every r € [0, s] and 2z € M, there exists a constant C’ such that

k

k
H fl o gr(hqe—TtiJrA(m,r,ti)x) - H fi(hqe—TtiJrA(:v,r,ti)m)

i=1 i=1

k
<'s[TIfills
i=1

it follows

k
HflogrOheTt +A(x,rt; d’l“—/ HfzohertH—A(a: r,ti) < C,SQH||fiH6' (29)
2 =1

Moreover, by Lemma 2.4] we have

s k
T T
i © herti‘FA(:B,T,ti) - /O H fio herti dr

OhertJrAmrt Hfloh

/0

<0 (H ||fi||6> 5% log" [t],
1=1

(H Hsz6> s max rl|A(z,r, t) 15

=1

(30)
for some constant C' > 0. From (28)), using (29) and (B0]), we obtain
: < Urls Lol
T T 0
‘/Xfo'Hfiohtidﬂ . S0 / HflogrohertﬁA(wt)d
1= seE O’
1 SECD

3
< CT,falogk |te] + M su

/ Hszhert

where we have defined C; s = 6 ||7]|4 Hf:o || fillg- We now bound the two terms in the right
hand-side of (BI]) separately. For the first term, by the choice of o and by (24]), we have
that for every € > 0

00] 9

k
Goslu) _ (1 _ o
‘tk’a ‘tk’a ¢ (mlnogi<k ’ti-l—l — ti’)(a —€)/&k

C, ologh |ty = C

(32)

We now bound the second term in ([BIl). Define 0 < K; = t;/t; < 1. For all z € M,
changing variable u = €"t;, and integrating by parts,

;0 hiry, () dr

ety 1

i 0 W, (z) dudr|.

ety k
/ H fiohy,.(z)dr| +
e i=1

< 1
h ’tk‘ tr i=1
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Therefore,
estk k rtk
/Hfzohm ol < | Tl miear] + = suw / HszhKudu
: ' |75k|
(7 i=1 9 rel0,s]
ety k
< Sup — / Hfl-ohTKiudu ,
hence
37lle llfolle / 61[7llg 1 follg /st‘“
—2——2 sup fiohlr. d < —F———= sup fiohk,, du
o [oa] H Lo otk s€[0,0] ||tk Zl_[1 Z ' 2
(33)
Let 0<s<o. f0<s < |tk|_20‘2, then, obviously,
6 s—1
HTHG HfOHG / Hfz o h < Ce < 2C£ < 2C|tk|—o¢2‘ (34)
otk o o
=1 2
Recall we are assuming that tq > 1. If |tg]” —20% 5 < o, we have
1—2«
L o 1 (b = K727,
(5 =Dt = sltel ~ [tal'72* = \tx
hence the assumption of Proposition is satisfied with ¢ = 1—%042 < %, m = ty, and
n = e°t;. Thus, by Proposition [(.2] we get
61[7llg 1 follg /
— 0 h
o] I
=1 2
s k
617llg llfollg (e* — 1) 1 /e t’“H
o es — 1)tk t =1 9
e’ —1 1
< Cr .
T o (minggian(Kin — Ki)(eb = D)[t])?
1-0
1 1
<20, ;2 <20

Tyf (

o (minjgicp [tiqr — t])° ominggicp [tiy1 — ti])°

By (25), the maximum above can be taken within 0 < ¢ < k. Moreover, by (24) and the
definition of o,
1 B 1 B |t

ominycick |tiy1 —ti|  omingeicp |tiy1 — | mingcick tit1 — il
1

X . 2 Y
mingeicp, [tipr — b1/

and, by definition, 1 — a?/&, > 0. Thus we obtain

Sty
/ Hflthudu

1

6I7llg Il folle
o (minogi<k |7fi+1 — ti|)5(1*0‘2/§k) '

<2C
oty !

2

(35)
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In both cases 0 < s < [tg| 2% or |t| 72 < s < o, by (B4) and ([B5), we deduce that

=1

1

(ming<icr [tiv1 — ti])?”

61i7llg ll.follg

< Cmax(1,C; ¢)
s€[0,0] U‘tk’

2

for some ¢ > 0, so that, by (B3],

376 Il follg / 1
—— sup ohlr, dr|| < Cmax(1,C; - 36
o [o o] Hfl et ) ( 1) (minggiek [tiv1 — til)° (36)
The claim then follows by (B2]) and (36]). O
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