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A UNIFIED APPROACH TO TWO POINTWISE ERGODIC
THEOREMS: DOUBLE RECURRENCE AND RETURN TIMES

BEN KRAUSE

ABSTRACT. We present a unified approach to extensions of Bourgain’s Double Re-

currence Theorem and Bourgain’s Return Times Theorem to integer parts of the

Kronecker sequence, emphasizing stopping times and metric entropy. Specifically,
we prove the following two results for each a € R:

e For each o-finite measure-preserving system, (X, u, T'), and each f, g € L (X),
for each v € Q the bilinear ergodic averages

1 an n
NZTL lp.rlmlg
n<N

converge p-a.e.; and

e For each aperiodic and countably generated measure-preserving system, (Y, v, .S),
and each g € L>(Y"), there exists a subset Y, C Y with v(Y,;) = 1 so that
for all v € Q and w € Yy, for any auxiliary o-finite measure-preserving system
(X, 1, T),and any f € L*>(X), the “return-times” averages

1 an n
~ Z Tlenl fogbmlg(w)
n<N
converge pi-a.e.
Moreover, in both cases the sets of convergence are identical for all v € Q.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study of pointwise convergence of ergodic averages dates back to Birkhoff’s
Pointwise Ergodic Theorem [1], with the field dramatically advanced by Bourgain in
the late 80s-early 90s [2,4-7], in the 2010s by Mirek, Stein, and collaborators [24-26],
and most recently by the author, in collaboration Mirek and Tao [21], respectively
Mousavi, Terdviinen and Tao [22], Terdvéinen [31], and Kosz et. al. [18]. The goal
of this paper is to provide a unified approach to two types of theorems of Bourgain,
for which special cases already exist; one of which is proven using techniques from
“hard analysis,” Theorem 1.1, and the other of which, Theorem 1.4, is proven using
“softer” methods. We will adapt the “hard approach” of [7] to handle both results
using a single argument.

Here is the set-up:

A measure-preserving system, (X, u, T) is a o-finite measure space, equipped with
an invertible measure-preserving transformation; we use the notation

Tf(x):= f(Tx)

throughout.
Our focus will be two classes of pointwise ergodic theorems.

Theorem 1.1 (Bourgain, a € Q Case). Let (X, u, T') be a measure-preserving system.
Then for all € R, all v € Q, and all f,g € L™®(X)

1 an n
NZTL Iyl

n<N

CONVETges u-a.ce.

In what follows, as per Bourgain, we focus on the case 7 = —1; the only changes
to handle the general case are notational, after splitting into residue classes and
exploiting periodicity. As additional motivation for our work here, by a Rokhlin
tower argument, one can reduce the issue of pointwise convergence of two commuting
shifts

(1.2 ST S, fg e (X)

n<N
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to the case where T' generates a flow, and S = T for irrational «, so one is interested
in understanding

(1.3 TSI T, fg e IN(X);

n<N

but this reduction does not seem to be viable at present.
Our second theorem is a result on return times:

Theorem 1.4 (Bourgain, a € Q Case). Let (Y,v,S) be a countably generated prob-
ability space equipped with an aperiodic measure-preserving transformation, and let
a € R. Then for for all g € L>(Y) there exists Y, C Y with v(Y,) = 1 so that the
following holds for every v € Q and w € Y,: for every measure-preserving system,
(X, 1, T), and every f € L>®(X)

1 n an
~ Z Sbmlg(w) - Tlenl f
n<N
converges fi-a.e.
In particular, if g = 1g for non-trivial E C'Y and

En(w):={n < N:S"w € E},

then whenever S is ergodic with respect to v

1 an
By 2 T

neb N (w)

converges pi-a.e. for every measure-preserving system (X, u, T'), and every f € L""(X).1

1.1. History. Following Furstenberg’s ergodic theoretic proof of Szemerédi’s theorem
(28], the issue of multiple recurrence of ergodic averages came into being, namely the
limiting behavior of

(1.5) 1 Z TV fyeee T f,

for f; € L*>(X); almost 30 years after Szemerédi proved his theorem by establishing
an appropriate lower bound on the liminf of (1.5), Host-Kra [16] proved that the
multiple averages (1.5) converged in L?(X)-norm, with the k = 3 case first appearing
in [15].

The issue of pointwise convergence of (1.5) is much more delicate, with only the
k = 2 case currently available [7], although the case where f, g are in more general
LP(X)-spaces was later established by Lacey [23].

By the pointwise ergodic theorem, w-almost surely |Ex (w)| = Nv(E) - (1 + 0N 00 (1)); see §2.3
below for a review of “little-Oh” notation.
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Prior to establishing his so-called “double recurrence” result [7], Bourgain began
working on the issue of pointwise convergence of weighted ergodic averages

]' n
v wm) T'f

n<N

for certain classes of weights, w; this interest dates at least as far back as [3], in which
case the role of the weight w was played by the von Mangoldt function. But, this
line of inquiry much precedes Bourgain, beginning with the Wiener-Wintner Theorem
[34], which dictates that for each g € L'(X), v-a.e. the following averages converge
for all 0 € T,

1 n 2mind
WHNZg(S w) - e

n<N

this result follows directly from Theorem 1.4 by specializing (X, i, T) to the systems
{(T,dz,z — z — 0) }oer

and choosing each time f(z) = €2™. In particular, Bourgain was interested in the
case where the weights are given by

w(n) = g(S"w), g€ L>(Y),

initially in the case where g = 1gp and S : Y — Y is ergodic. In unpublished work,
[5], Bourgain first essentially established the o € Q case of Theorem 1.4 using meth-
ods of harmonic analysis, with a complete proof and subsequent simplification using
ergodic-theoretic methods later appearing as joint work with Furstenberg-Katznelson-
Ornstein in the appendix to [6]; a later proof using joinings is due to Rudolph [27].
One feature of our hard analytic approach is that we extend all arguments involved to
the case of real o € R, with the case where g is constant, namely, the linear averages

Ly ey

n<N

first addressed in [6]. One theme of this paper is to emphasize the connection be-
tween Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.4, in which the presence of the second function g
introduces a “half-degree” of multi-linearity.

Our proof uses many of the ingredients of [5, 7], which emphasize the role of har-
monic analysis on T and entropic considerations deriving initially from martingale
theory, and in particular allows us to quantify convergence more precisely than in the
treatments of [5,7,27]; there is a direct analogy to Bourgain’s work on polynomial
ergodic theorems [6], which will be partially explored in §3 below. We refer the reader
to [30] for a fuller discussion of these techniques in the work of Bourgain, and to [20]
for a more focused discussion of their use in pointwise ergodic theory.
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1.2. High-Level Approach. The mechanism for proving pointwise convergence with-
out the presence of a dense subclass of examples derives from Bourgain’s work, [2,4,6],
in which one seeks to show that a certain “oscillation operator”

1

O%( = ? Z NkSrJHV%}J(VkH |AN B ANkP
k<K

satisfies

10kll 2 = 0xme(1)
for any given increasing subsequence { Ny }; above {A),} are a sequence of 1-bounded
functions defined on a probability space, (X, ).

But, establishing a norm estimate can itself be challenging, as one is forced to
encounter the situation where

max  |An(z) — Ap, (2)]

Ng<N<Ngq1

is large for many & < K at the same time, yielding large contributions to Og(x);
we instead choose to quantify convergence as weakly as possible, using the following
elementary lemma; see §2.3 for relevant notation.

Lemma 1.6. Suppose that { Ay} are a sequence of 1-bounded functions defined on a
probability space, (X, p), which satisfy the smoothness condition

N-—-M
||AM — AN||L°°(X) 5 %

Consider the quantity
C(é’fg = sup {K . there exists My < My < --- < Mg < H/100,

T

_ _ B
so that p({z : ap EX |Ap — Ap | > 71 > 7 },

and we restrict all times to be of the form {25}, B, = O(t~"). If for each 7, B, H

X7
Oi,Bfg SnB L,

with the implicit constant independent of H, then {Ay} converge p-a.e.

Proof. The proof is by contradiction, where we begin by assuming that {A,,} fail to
converge, and then violate the condition C(,);’fg Ses L

T

Since { A} fail to converge, there exists some 7 > 0 so that

p({x : limsup |[Ay — Anx| > 7)) > 7.

)

In this case, by a brief measure-theoretic argument, we could extract a finite subse-
quence of arbitrary length K so that for each 1 < k < K

p({z ap max |Av — A | > 7}) > 75



6 BEN KRAUSE

there is no loss of generality here in assuming that M, M € {2"/5} by the smooth-
ness condition on {Ay/}. So, let K be an unbounded but fixed integer, and select
H = H(K) > Mp; summing over k < K yields a strict upper,
. (X,m)
Kr < Z p({z Mkj%%\}(SMk [Ap = Ang | > 7}) < Ol Sep 1

for the desired contradiction. O

By applying Calderdn’s transference principle [8] (and additional measure-theoretic
arguments in the case of Return Times) one is able to pass, essentially, to a discrete
system

([H], %,x —x—1), [H]:={1,...,H},
where the task reduces to estimating the oscillation of discrete bilinear averaging oper-
ators on the integers. The analysis here derives from an appropriate understanding of
the single-scale situation. Using martingale-based bilinear entropy techniques, whose
linear counterparts were crucially used in [6], one aggregates the bilinear averages
into scales and locations where the single-scale example becomes typical; borrowing
from the time-frequency literature, we refer to these collections as “branches.” The
argument is concluded by showing that — up to exceptional set considerations — there
are only a “few” branches which present. This is accomplished by way of an energy
pigeonholing argument adapted from time frequency techniques, largely deriving from

[9].
The structure of the paper is as follows:

e We begin in §2 with some preliminary material;

e In §3, we present a modern take on Bourgain’s approach, in the context of
Double Recurrence, Theorem 1.1, as this case admits a simpler transference
argument to pass to the integers;

e In the next section we quantify convergence, which allows us to pass to the
measure-preserving system of (Z, d#,x — x — 1); we largely accomplish these
reductions in §4 and §5, with an additional measure-theoretic argument de-
ferred to the Appendix, §14;

e In §6 we collect some tools from harmonic analysis that we will appeal to:
estimates for trigonometric polynomials, martingale-based entropy estimates,
orthogonality tools from time frequency analysis, and some dyadic grid tech-
niques;

e In the next section, §7, we “resolve” the floor function, simplifying the analysis
to follow;

e In §8 we introduce a selection algorithm which will eventually allow us to
reduce our analysis to (essentially) that considered in the examples of §3;

e In §9 we present our proof strategy;
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e In the remaining sections, §10, §11, §12, and §13, we complete the program
outlined in the previous §9, thereby concluding the proof.

1.3. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Tim Austin, Vitaly Bergelson, and
Maté Wierdl for their help with the Appendix, §14, Thomas Jordan for useful discus-
sions on topological entropy, Joel Moreira for useful discussions about the Wiener-
Wintner Theorem, and Tim Austin and Joni Teravainen for their helpful editorial
comments which improved the exposition throughout. I am especially grateful to
Ciprian Demeter for generously sharing [9], from which I first learned Theorem 1.1,
and for more than a decade of encouraging me to pursue the topic of pointwise ergodic
theory.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We use '
e(t) := ™
throughout to denote the complex exponential, and for § € T, we use the abbreviation
(2.1) Modyg(n) :=e(On) - g(n).
We let
B(r)={lz| <r} CR
denote Euclidean balls, and use the Minkowski sum
A+ B(r)

to denote {x : dist(z, A) < r}; we use the notation

M :={1,...,M}.
Throughout we use A (sometimes with subscripts, etc.) to denote finite subsets of

frequencies
ACT, |A]l<oc.

Sometimes, we will need to measure distance with respect to different Banach

spaces: if (X, || - ||x) is such a Banach space, we use
(2.2) By (r) =A{llvlx <r} c X
to denote the ball inside of X.
We use
1 1
M, T) = sup — r—1t)| dt, :=su r—n
wf@)=sps [ U=l = 37 ife )

In|<N

to denote the Hardy-Littlewood Maximal Function, with context determining whether
we use the real-variable/integer formulation.
For intervals I C R (with length > 1), we use || to denote side length, thus

1] = #{n € INZ} +O(1)
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so that whenever {a,} are 1-bounded
1
va n n O I 1 n O I !
#(IHZ)Z |Za+ (11~ |[|z:“+ (117,
nelnZ nelnZ nel

and thus from the perspective of pointwise convergence there is no loss of generality in
using this normalizing convention; see Subsection 2.3 for a review of big-Oh notation.
We will let

c-1

denote the interval that is concentric to I but with C' times the length.
In §3 we will use the heuristic notation

f ((:77 g

to denote moral equivalence: up to tolerable errors, f and ¢ exhibit the same type of
behavior.

Finally, throughout the remainder of the paper, a € R will be arbitrary but fixed,
and we will allow all implicit constants to depend on a. We will set D = D, € Z
satisfying

(2.3) 1/20 < |a/D| < 1/10, |a| > 1/10, D =1 otherwise.

2.2. Relevant Parameters. Throughout the remainder of the paper, 0 < 7,6 < 1
will denote small parameters, and Ay > 1 will be a large constant which we are free
to increase finitely many times throughout the argument; we set ag := Ay

Beginning in §8 we will introduce two moderately large parameters R < W = R!?,
with

=40 : -1 > 4
2.4) . {2 if log™'(1/6) > 7

H@o otherwise.

We will also need a somewhat small parameter ¢, defined

B {TAO if log~!(1/8) > 74

log™'%(1/6)  otherwise,
and finally set
(2.5) p=(ag-t)%
We will also select an odd integer A € 2N + 1 of size
(2.6) At
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2.3. Asymptotic Notation. We will make use of the modified Vinogradov notation.
We use X S Y or Y 2 X to denote the estimate X < C'Y for an absolute constant
C and X,Y > 0. If we need C to depend on a parameter, we shall indicate this by
subscripts, thus for instance X <, Y denotes the estimate X < C,Y for some C,
depending on p. We use X &~ Y as shorthand for Y < X < Y. We use the notation
X <Y orY > X to denote that the implicit constant in the < notation is extremely
large, and analogously X <, Y and ¥ >, X.

We also make use of big-Oh and little-Oh notation: we let O(Y") denote a quantity
that is SV, and similarly O,(Y") will denote a quantity that is <, Y'; we let 04,4 (Y")
denote a quantity whose quotient with Y tends to zero as t — a (possibly co), and
Ot—ap(Y) denote a quantity whose quotient with Y tends to zero as t — a at a rate
depending on p.

2.4. Entropic Considerations. Below we develop three similar — and linked — no-
tions of the size of a set, used in the study of topological entropy; a nice reference for
the below is [33, §7.2], see also [29, §1.15].
Given a finite collection of vectors inside of some (complete) normed vector space
Vi={v}cCcX
we define
(2.7) Ent(V;e)

to be the cardinality of the maximal e-separated subset of {v;} C V, namely the
cardinality of an e-net inside V; this quantity is bounded by

NE(V)7

the e-jump-counting number of V, the maximal D so that there exists {v; : 0 < k <
D} so that

|07 —velallx >€, 1<k <D.
We need two further notions of entropy:
First, the external e-covering number,
(2.8) Ext(Vse) :=min{D : V C | J i + By, (6)},
i<D
where we use the Minkowski sum, see (2.2), and we do not insist that {w;} C V; this
quantity is bounded above by the internal e-covering number
(2.9) Int(V;€) :=min{D : V C | J 0} + By, ()},
i<D
where we here restrict the centers of our balls to actually live inside V. But, we have
the useful comparison:

Int(V;2¢) < Ext(V;e); Ent(Vie) < Int(V;e/2); Int(V;e) < Ent(V;e).
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3. BOURGAIN’S APPROACH

Bougain’s argument begins at level of dynamical systems, by employing the uniform
Wiener-Wintner Theorem, to reduce to the case where g € K(T')* for T ergodic

1
_ T - e(— —0 — a.e.;
SlgplN §< g-e(-=nf) =0, p—ae;
n<N

this can be exploited to reduce to the studying the integer model of the problem
where ¢ satisfies

sup
B, “almost all” |I|>N ‘ |I|

Zg (—nB)| = on—oo(1);

nel

see [9, §2] for a rigorous formulation.

In the more modern language of time frequency analysis, see [10,13,23], this allows
one to transfer to a problem in Euclidean space where the “wave packet coefficients”
are very small,

(3.1) (s, g) = o(| V%), s =1, X w,

whenever 1, is an L?-normalized wave-packet adapted to the “tile” s := I, x w, C R2,
see §6 below. On the other hand, the time frequency approach exploits Carleson
estimates on the collections

{(¥s,9) : s}

via Bessel-type orthogonality estimates, rather than pointwise bounds as in (3.1). The
time-frequency approach is incredibly powerful, and allows one to prove extremely
strong norm estimates: one is able to control oscillation in tandem with symmetry,
by passing to a (maximally truncated) singular integral model, see [23]. Bourgain’s
approach is poorly suited to proving norm estimates; on the other hand, it is able to
reduce proving convergence of bilinear ergodic averages to proving a weak maximal
estimate whenever g € K(T')*; the passage to the integer model is straightforward in
this case, where the modulation invariance

1 -
‘N Z (Modg f)(z —n) - (Modgg)(z + n)| is independent of 6,
n<N
see (2.1), dictates that the class of examples must be rich enough to accommodate
{Modyg : 0 € T}

uniformly in 6.
Taken together, we see that we are interested in studying

By (f, Zf:)s—n (x +n), g—ZCQ e(0-) - o(-/N)

n<N feA
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with the aim to extract gain in
[calle=(a),
as per the additive combinatorial inequality

Enezyn f(z —n)g(a +n)llagm < lalvzamy < 1911E :

the only obstruction to the average-case estimate
[Enez/n f(x —n)g(z +n)| <6

is if there exists some 3 € Z/N so that |§(3)| = §°.
But, for g of the above form, one computes

(32) By(f.9)(x) “="" ) eoe(20x) -y (Mod_of)(x),

e
where 1y := N71n(-/N) for smooth 7, so that 7y is essentially a smooth approxima-
tion to 1p(1/n). Above, we think of

II11I1 0 —0'| > 1/N,
ETIEN

as
10 — 0|t < 1/N, |z| <N = e(fx)=-e(0z)+o0(1).
We continue
(3.2) «“=7 Z co - e(20x) -y * fo(x), fo:=on* (Mod_gf)
oeA
for -
Liy<ijan < On < Lg<ijon
like 7y, so that the following vector-valued inequalities persist, see (6.3) for the second
point

Qo) 2oy S WAy, 1O 1ol Py S I1f 7w zy-

oeA oeA
This vector valued approach allows us to bound

| Bn(f, g)||?2(|m|§N) “<7 N min Z |00| | * fe(I0)|2

‘Z'O‘SN

< ||CG||30<>( "N HTLHNZ v * fo(2o)]

S HCGH?M(A) AN ||f’|eoo(2)
In particular, whenever |f/|, |g| < 1,
1By (f, g)||?2(|m|§N) S HCGH?OO(A) - .

A preliminary take-away from this computation is that we should be organizing

{CQ:HGA}
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into level-sets
(3.3) {co:0 € A\, |co| = 0},

and seeking gain in §, which suggests to us that the type of A we expect are 1/N-nets
inside the large spectra of our secondary functions, g, appropriately localized and
normalized:

(3.4) Specs(g1) : T Zg (—np)| = o}

nel

in what follows, we will implicitly assume that all ¢y are of this magnitude. Note
further that if

As(I) C Specs(gr)
is a 1/N-net, then we have an absolute bound

(3.5) [As(D)] £ 672

by Lemma 6.3.

Moreover, to the extent that multi-frequency issues as in the polynomial ergodic
theorem present, we expect the issue of combining scales to be entropy-driven, using
the tools from ¢*(A)-based entropy and variation, summarized for our purposes in §6
below.

At the level of proof strategy, if we expect the analogy between the pointwise ergodic
theorem along polynomial orbits [2,4, 6] to persist, we further expect a splitting of
the problem into an oscillation-based estimate (according to whether the parameter
§ is “large”) and a maximal estimate (when § is “small”), with the aim of using
orthogonality-based techniques in the former case, and gain in the parameter ¢ in
the latter, see §9 below. The maximal estimate is the more fundamental, and so we
accordingly focus our attention.

3.1. Combining Scales. With the single-scale case understood, we develop a tool
kit that will allow us to enjoy multi-scale control of the averages in certain model
cases; the argument proper will then derive from trying to reduce to these cases.

3.1.1. Simple Case: One Parental Scale. Suppose that g is as above, and we are
interested in showing the preliminary bound on I

sup  |Bu(f, g)(z)| = 05-0(1)
SN<M<N

in a quantifiable sense.
At this point, we see that we need to control

sup } Z e(20x) - nas = (cq - fg)(x)},

INSM<N ' o=
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where we will impose the non-concentration condition
1
min [0 — 0| > —
0;&0’6A| | SN
to be able to maintain our vector-valued perspective.
By Bourgain’s multi-frequency maximal inequality [6], used crucially in his poly-
nomial ergodic theorem, we know that

| sup }Z 202)ir * (co - fo)(@)| ey S Log® AL 1Y leo - fol2) ey

SN<M<N bl
< log? [A]- | fllem)-

On the other hand, specializing our second function g to be of this simplified form
removes a fundamental layer of generality, in that g’s behavior is essentially uniform.
In particular, whenever |I| = |J| = M are both contained in I

Specs(g - 11) = Specs(g - 1),
see (3.4), which leads to the case of constant coefficients {cy}, when in fact we expect

to be determined by the large spectrum of g at the appropriate scale and location.
In particular, generalizing
Co — 7] Z g(n

neJ

according to scale and location, we have the heuristic that when z € I, |I| = M,

w(fg)@) <=7 3 e(26a) ng ) g * (Mod o f)(z)

0eAs(I) nel
0eAs(I) nel nel
«__» Z 6(291’) S Mg * (Mod_gg)(l') M * (MOd—Gf) (ZL’)
0eAs(I)

where, as above, As(]) is a 1/|I|-net inside Specs(gr); at this point the necessity of a
bilinear perspective on entropy becomes clear.

3.1.2. Combining Scales, Take Two. To facilitate this argument, it is helpful to make
use of the tree-structure of the class of dyadic intervals; henceforth, every interval
considered will be dyadic, and we will rely on harmonic-analytic technicality to reduce
to this case, see §6 below. Regarding 6 > 0 as fixed, we adopt the temporary definition

Bi(f,g)(x) = Z e(20z) - (EfMod_gg) - (E;Mod_¢f) - 1;(x)

QEA(;(I)
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1

where E;g := K

Y nes 9(n), and seek to study the related maximal operator
sup | B (£, 9)l;

the goal will be to exhibit a collection of scales and locations
B.={J}
so that we can show that

(3.6) sup |Br(f, 9)| = 05-0(1)
IeB

on all but an o0s_,(1) percentage of Iy.
The first issue which immediately presents is that of aggregating the sets

{As(1) : I}
efficiently. To do so, let us say that two collections of functions
{A[, B[ : [}

are close, if
| (J AT+ |Ar = Br| > 05-0(1)}] = 0s550(|1o])-

ICIy
In order to proceed, we must assume that there exists a single collection A = As(B),
so that

(3.7) Ar(f,9)(x) =) e(20x) - (E;Mod_gg) - (E;Mod_pf) - 1,(x)
oeA
are close to By for each I € B, while maintaining the normalizing bound
|E;Mod_pg| =~ 6;
we of course need to maintain the separation condition:

min |0 — | > L™ > max|J|7', Le2"
0£0'EN JEB

to ensure that our vector-valued perspective is valid, as
sup (D [EMod_gg|?)* S 1
lg1<1, [11>L 6=

by Lemma 6.3 below. Finally, we hope that A is not too much larger than any
individual |As(1)| < 672, see (3.5).

With these moves in mind, we work locally on (dyadic) intervals of length L and
seek to control

sup |[Ar(f, g)(z)|-1p, |P|=1L
IeB

Motivated as above, we apply the entropic method: we view
X(B) := {{(E/Mod_gg) - (E;Mod_gf): 0 € A} : P C I € B} Cl'(A)
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as a subset of £}(A), and let

B.:={l;:1<i<D.(P)}
be such that

X(B.) c t*(A)

is minimal subject to the constraint that

X(B) € X(B) + Beay(e)
where

Bay(e) == {{v(0) : 0 € A} : |[v|loay < €}
is with respect to the !(A)-norm, see (2.2); in other words
D (P) = Int(X(B);¢)

with respect to the ¢*(A)-norm, see (2.9).
We bound

D (P) < D{j5(P) := Ext(X(B);¢/2),
see (2.8), and bound

(3.8) Sup [Ar(f.9) < O(¢) Z|AI £9)P)?

so that

I sup [Ar(f, 9)lep) S € - [P+ De(P) - max [|Ar(f, 9)|p
PCIeB 1€X(B)

2-|P|+D( ) 6%+ |P|
[P+ Djp(P) - 0% - | P

as

> [Erg(n 0)|* - [E;Mod_of (n)|* < 6% |EMod_gf(n)[* < 62

(NN 0eA

by Lemma 6.3 below.
But, if we let

A (P) C {{E/Mod_gf(n):0 € A}: PCI€B}, and
Cc(P) C {{E/Mod_gg(n): 0 € A} : P C I € B}
denote minimal subsets so that
{{E/Mod_gf(n):0 € A} : P CI€ B} CA(P)+ Ble)

and
{{E;Mod_gg(n) : 0 € A} : P C I € B} CC(P)+ Beale),
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namely the the sets which realize Int(-;€) with respect to the ¢2(A)-balls, see (2.2),
then

¢/2(P) < | Acoe(P)] - [Ceoe(P)]

< Ny e ({EfMod_gf(n):0 € A} : I D P)- N, ({EMod_gg(n): 0 € A}: I D P)
=: N(P) - NZ(P)

for some absolute 0 < ¢; := ¢9/10 < ¢y < 1; the first inequality follow from Cauchy-
Schwartz estimates, using the bounds

> [Ergn)e(=nb)*, Y 1B f(n)e(—nb)]> S 1,
feA feA

by Lemma 6.3 below.
In particular

(3.9) I sup |Ar(f,9)lleap) S € - [P+ 6% NA(P) - N2(P) - |P.
PcCleB

By Corollary 6.7, we (essentially) have
ZN’ P < e ||, i=1,2

so that, morally speaking

I SEI}IEJBIAI(f, Dy =D | S [Ar(f Iy S (€2 462 €7 - [ Lo = O - L)),

PcCly

after optimizing e = 6%/3.

3.2. Conclusion. After implementing the steps described in the introduction above,
we apply tools from harmonic analysis to apply the analysis introduced here to estab-
lish Theorem 1.1, with the inequality (3.9) proving fundamental; Theorem 1.4 follows
using similar techniques.

Accordingly, the major analytical effort of this paper will be in selecting appropriate
collections of intervals (“branches”) B, and successfully approximating

B[—>A[

by an appropriate “close” sequence of operators.

This approximation is quite involved, and begins by efficiently grouping {J} into
sub-collections known as trees, {D;}, which resemble branches in that one may find
a single A C T which will approximates

{(As(I): T €D}
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but possibly does not enjoy the non-concentration condition

mm |0 — 6’|>>max|J| L

040'€A
up to some exceptional set considerations, the trees are subsequently decomposed
into the appropriate branches. This approximation of the {As(7)} — and in particu-
lar, showing that only an appropriately small number of trees (a “forest”) presents
— follows from orthogonality considerations by way of an energy pigeon-holing argu-
ment.

With these ideas in mind, we turn to the details.

4. QUANTIFYING CONVERGENCE

The goal of this section is to reduce Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 to certain quantita-
tive statements; in the following section, we will reduce these statements to certain
Fourier-analytic estimates involving appropriate families of Fourier multipliers on the
torus, T.

We begin with some notation.

For x € X and w € Y, define the averages

D (,0)(x) = (£, 0)(x) = 5= 30 T fla) - T ()
mEM]
and
Pur(f,9)(wsw) = @37 (£, 9)(w5w) = 7 Z Tl f(z) - S™g(w)
mE[M

where we are restricting to f, g to be 1-bounded. Below, each function introduce will
be implicitly assumed to be 1 bounded on the relevant domain.
For each 7 < 1 sufficiently small, choose

(4.1) N> B, ~Ay-77"
and two much larger parameters, B < H, satisfying (say)
B’ <« B< B" < H.

Definition 4.2 (Quantifying Oscillation). We introduce the following quantities, de-
signed to precisely quantify the oscillation of the averages {®y;, ®pr(+;w)}; throughout
this definition we restrict all times My, My, M, ... to be of the form

{2n/BT}.
C();’f}f) ‘= sup {K . there exists 1-bounded f,g, My < M; < -+ < My < H/100,

so that p({e s max_ (@ (f,0)(x) — Par,(f,0)(@)| = 7} = 77}

My, 1 <M< My
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and, regarding g : Y — {|z| < 1} (and S : Y — Y ) as fized, define

C’g;f}f)(w) = sup {K : there exists 1-bounded f, My(w) < My(w) < -+ < Mg(w) < H/100,
: ‘W) — sw)| > 1) > 78
sothatpl{e: | max - (@(f0)(x:0) = B (f.9) ()] > 7)) = 77

The main effort of this paper will go into proving the following estimates.

Proposition 4.3 (Quantifying Convergence). For each T, B, H,

X, T
05,351 ) 57,3 1

uniformly in (X, u, T) and H. And,
v({w €Y : sup C’S;g)(w) =+400})=0
(X, T)
uniformly in H.

Before proceeding with the argument, let us see how Proposition 4.3 implies The-
orems 1.1 and 1.4.

Reduction to Proposition 4.3. Note that the above hypotheses extend to

X,u,T Xu,T Xu,T X,u,T
Ci,Bu = CE—,B:L;o )v Cﬁ,BH )(W) = Ci,B,io )(W)

by a monotone convergence argument, so we will concern ourselves with the infinitary
statements.

Both proofs are by contradiction; we begin with the case of Cg;’“ 1),

So, suppose that for some measure-preserving system, (X, 1, T'), and some functions
frg: X = {lz] <1},

p({z: lir]an;p [Par(fr9)(w) = Pn(f,g)(x)|[ > 7)) > 7T

for some 1 > 7 > 0. In this case, by a brief measure-theoretic argument, we could
extract a finite subsequence of arbitrary length K so that for each 1 < k < K

plfe: |, max (@ (f.9)(w) = B (f.9)(@)| > 7)) > 7

there is no loss of generality here in assuming that
My, M € {2"/P},

as whenever
M — 211/37— S M/ < 2(n+1)/B7—

are close,
Dur(f,9)(x) = ®ar(f, 9)(2) + O(B7Y) = P (£, 9) (%) + 049-0(7),
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see (4.1); we will implicitly restrict all times to this lacunary sequence for the rest of
the proof.
Summing over k < K, we bound

KT<<Z v max |0y (f,9)(x) - Dar(f,9)(x)] > 7)) < O

My 1 <M< My

this handles Theorem 1.1.
The second statement is similar; we have already shown that the statement that

C’();“’T) (w) < o0

for each B implies pointwise convergence of {®,,(f,g)(-;w)}, so the statement that

sup C2p(w) < o0
(X, T)

implies pointwise convergence of {®,(f, g)(-;w)} uniformly in all measure-preserving
systems (X, p1, T'), which happens v-almost surely. O

So far, we have not addressed the v-measurability of the sets

{weY: sup C’();“HT( ):—l—oo}:ﬂ{weY: sup C’ ’“T( ) > L}

T

(va'LvT) LZl (X s T)

this is slightly delicate, so we defer the proof to our below Appendix, §14, along with
a reduction to the case where S is ergodic; we will proceed under this assumption of
ergodicity for the rest of the argument.

5. TRANSFERENCE TO THE INTEGERS

The goal of this section is to reduce Proposition 4.3 to a pair of discrete-harmonic-
analytic estimates; we begin with notation.
For x,a € Z, define

Au(f.9)(wza) = - 3 Sz~ Lam]) - gla+ m)
mE[M

and set

Au(f, 9)(@) == Au(f, 9)(z; 2).
With 7, B, H as above, maintaining the constraint that all times My, My, M, ...
are of the from {2"/B7} with B, as above, see (4.1), define

Cr . = sup {K . there exist 1-bounded f, g, My < M; < --- < My < H/100,

sothat [{z € [H]: max [Ay(f.9)() = Au,(f.9)(@) = T} = 770}

M1 <M <My,
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and for a 1-bounded function g

Cr.p.u(a) :=sup {K . there exist a 1-bounded f, My < M; < --- < Mg < H/100

: Ja) — ca)| > 1} > 7P }
o that [{o € [H]: | max - Aw(f,9)(w50) = A (f0)(@ ) = 7} = 77 H
It will be convenient to smooth out our averages: choose a smooth
(5.1) ¢ = ¢r
so that
1[TAO,1—TAO] S ¢ S 1[071}
so that
o S 7
for sufficiently many j; set
Grr(m) = 1/Mo(m/M),

and for z,a € Z, define

An(f,9) Zch fla —lam]) - g(a+m)

and set . .
Au(f,9)(x) == An(f, g)(z; ).
Maintaining the constraint that all times My, My, M, ... are of the from {27/5+}
with B, as above, see (4.1), we introduce

(5.2)
OT,B,H = sup {K . there exist 1-bounded f,g, My < M; < --- < Mg
. A A B
< H/100, so that [{x € [H): | max |Au(f,0)(x) = Aun,(F.9)(@) 2 7}| 2 77H }
and for a 1-bounded ¢
(5.3)
C’T,B,H(a) = sup {K . there exist a 1-bounded f, My < M; < --- < Mg < H/100
: 4 ;a) — A ca)| > 7} > 7P }
so that [{z € [H]: | max_ Au(f.0)(w) ~ A, (f.0)w:0)] > )| > 7 H
Note that B
Crea < Crropn < CrupH

and similarly
Crpu(a) < Crpapmula) < Crupmrla);
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in what follows, we will therefore make use of the ability to pass back between smooth
and rough cut-offs as we see fit, and will use the notation Ay, to refer to either (though
typically we will use the smooth cut-off).

Remark 5.4. In what follows, we will often find it convenient to sparsify our set
of times into subsets of the form {2+kA/Br - kL qwhere 0 < n < A for A >, 1
very large; this move only effects the final bound on Crpu, C-pula) by at most a
multiplicative factor depending on 7, to which the argument is indifferent.

The relationship between the quantities introduced above and those in the previous
section are captured by the following Proposition.

Proposition 5.5 (Transference to Z, I). For each T, B, H,
CTB S : CT,B+1,H;
and, if for each N > 1 large,
{a € [N]:Crpula) > L} = 0Lo0er5(N),
independent of H, then the second statement in Proposition 4.3 holds.

Proof. We begin with the first statement. By assumption, for any |f|,|g| < 1, and
any My < My < --- < My if we set

Zk = Zk(f,g,Mo,...,MK,T,B)
={reld]: ~max  [Ay(f,9)(r) = Am,(f,9)(r)| = 7} C [H],

My, <M <My,
where all times M € {2/}, then

P DIEPICERD DI D DEPICEED DIF- D DEPLC

k<K relH] k<K good rE[H k<K vad 1 relH]
< PUK +Crpiin;
above an index is bad if
(5.6) | Ze| > 7B H
and good otherwise.
Let CXp 5 S 1 be as above; our job is to bound

CT B.H ~ ST CT,B-i—l,H

independent of H. If we set, for an appropriate f,g: X — {0, 1},
Ur :=Ux(f,g9, Mo, ..., Mg, T, B)
={e: max [Qu(f,9)(z) — P (fig)@) 2 7} w(li) 2 7P

—1SM<Mj
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for an appropriate realization of CfB, y = K <y 1, then using the measure-preserving
nature of 7', we may bound

(5.7)
BooXy ="K < / (Z ZlUk (T"x)) du(z), I :=[H/100,H — H/100].
X k<K | | rel
We claim that p-a.e., we may dominate the integrand by a constant multiple of
™MK+ Crpiim
which leads to the bound
Clom S P Crpim
To see this, let x € X be arbitrary, and deﬁne
F(n) =T"f(x) Ly
and
G(n) :=T"g(x) - Lueim)-
The key observation is that for all r € [ and M < My < H/100,

S (f,9)(T7x) = Z T f(x) - T " g(x)
mE[M
is precisely given by
1
Au(f.9)0) = 57 30 Flr—m) - Glr+m),
me[M]

SO we may pointwise bound

Z | | Z 1y, (T"z) Z Z 1z,(r) < < 7PHK + CrBy1,H;

k<K rel k<K re[H]

for an appropriate choice of {Z, : k < K}. This establishes the first statement.

For the second, it suffices to restrict attention to a fixed ergodic measurable system,
(Xo, 40, Tp) by Lemma 14.4, and to assume that (Y, v, S) is ergodic by Lemma 14.5;
set

Vi = Viopn = {weY : OO0 ™w) > L) cv
and apply the Pointwise Ergodic Theorem. In particular, for any ¢ > 0, for v-a.e.
w €Y, there exists N(w,€) > H so large that for all N > N(w,e),

Z 1VL Sa + 0( )

aE[N
fix such an w, and note that the statement that S% € V. is equivalent to the
statement that

Crpt ™ (8°w) 2 L.
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So, with N > N(w,€) > H, set
G(n) = g(5"w) - Le

so that the condition
Crag ™ (5'w) > L
means that there exists an indicator f, : Xo — {0, 1}, and a sequence
My(a) < Mi(a) < --- < Mp(a) < H/100,
so that for each k < L, if we set
Uk(a) == Ug(a; 7, B)

—frex,: 57 Z[]G(aer)To"fa(fL")
me[M

max
My, 1 (a)<M<Mj(a)

_ 1
M (a)

N Glat m)Tyfulx)] = T}

me[My(a)]

then fio(Ug(a)) > 78 for each k < L. But now, for each such a, set I = [H/100, H —
H/100], see (5.7), and bound

/X | |Z]‘Uk OI d:uo( )
k<L 0

rel
| (i o t @) d).
Xo k< 7 rer

We once again bound the integrand pointwise, fixing x € X, and defining

Fa(T) = Torfa(:lf) . lre[H]-
Then, for
Zp = Zg(r B)

={re[H]: max | Ay (Fo, G)(r;a) — Ay ) (Fo, G)(r;0)| > 7} C [H],

My —1(a)<M<My(a)
using the good/ bad dichotomy of (5. 6) we may bound

Z 7] Z 1y, (a) Z 7] Z ) STPL 4+ Crpyan(a)

k<L rel k<L rel

to obtain the string of inequalities

L < Crpin(a).
But, the set of all a € [N] so that

™L < Crpirula)
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has size 000, 5(N), so that

(Vi) = % S 11, (5%w) + 0(€) = 01 sm0ir.5(1) + 0(¢)

a€[N

for v-a.e. w €Y. O

6. TooLsS FROM HARMONIC ANALYSIS

The goal of this section is to collect some tools from harmonic analysis which we
will appeal to in the main argument below.

6.1. Fourier Analysis on the Torus.

Lemma 6.1 (Fourier Statistics Control Pointwise Data: H'?(T)-Sobolev Embed-
ding). Suppose |f| < 1, and m : [0,1] — C is a CY(T)-multiplier. Then for any
k € Z, we may bound

; 1/2 1/2
|(Fm)"| < llmllzzcry + llmll ) - 108 (e(k-ym) oy
and for intervals J C R,
(6.2) Do m ) S 1172105 (el Bym(B) lzcry, s € .
n¢3J
Our next inequality will allow us to control the square-sum of low-degree polyno-

mials over widely-separated frequencies by its L?*(T)-norm.

Lemma 6.3 (Sampling Low-Degree Polynomials). Suppose that P(f) is a polynomial
of degree N. Then

D IPOF SN -[IPl7e)

el
whenever A C T is a collection of frequencies satisfying the separation condition

min |6 —¢'| > N~%.
0#40'eA

6.2. Orthogonality in Phase Space: Time Frequency Analysis. We state an
orthogonality result of the Bessel type; we begin by introducing the language of tiles.
Throughout the remainder of this section, we introduce a non-negative, sufficiently
smooth ¢ € C.([0,1]) satisfying

0<¢< L.
Suppose we are given a family of intervals
D:={I}CR

so that |I| € A2N for some 1 < X\ = 28 < 2. B = O,(1), satisfying the grid property,
InJe{01,J}
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for I,J € D; grids will be further explored below. For each subset of T, let {w} C D’
denote dyadic sub-intervals of T, a “dual grid,” so that |w||I| = A for some I € D.
For a collection of &, € w, define

1 _
Uan) = o Je(nty), 5= I xw

where ¢; is the left end-point of I.
There is a natural partial ordering on the set of “tiles”

{s=IxweDxD}
where we say that
s=Ixw=<s=I'xw < ICI, J Cuw.

We will refer to I as the “time” interval, and w as the “frequency” interval associated
tos=1Xw.
The collection {1} satisfy a weak Bessel inequality, which we will appeal to below.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that S := {s = I X ws} are a set of pairwise incomparable
tiles, whose times intervals are contained in a parental interval Is, with |ws| < 1
sufficiently small. Suppose that |g| < 1, and that for some § > 0,

(s, )zl = 0| 1|2
Then, for any e > 0,
> e ) Se 6Nl g1 5172

seS

and in particular

DDA R e V1)

seS, IsCly

The proof of Proposition 6.4 is identical to [32, Lemma 5.1], after decomposing the
function

¢ = ¢s + &
where

go) Z |8J¢5(SL’)| 4§10 Z ‘ygj(x)‘ 5 (1 + |x‘)—10

J<10 J<10

and ¢s has small Fourier support
supp ¢ C [—0-°M, 57y,

&5 1s an error term.
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6.3. Tools: Jump-Counting Estimates. In this section, we recall necessary jump-
counting estimates in this section for (finite dimensional) Hilbert-space-valued func-
tions: throughout, H will denote a finite-dimensional Hilbert space.
For a sequence of functions B
{fi} CC(H)
define o
Ne(fe(x) - k)
to be the jump-counting function at altitude € > 0 with respect to H:
the supremum over all K so that there exists kg < k1 < --- < kg so that

1fr (@) = froy (2)]l2 > €

for all 1 <1 < K; see Subsection 2.4 for a discussion of the relationship between ]\76
and other measurements of e-entropy.

We will make frequent use of the dyadic (reverse) martingale for Hilbert-valued
functions:

We set = .
{Eef:= Y Eif-1;:k>0}
|I|=2% dyadic
where
L1 .
(6.5) Erf:= ] Z f(n)
nel

denotes the average value of f € (?(H) over I; we will for the most part be interested
in the case where [ is a dyadic interval.

We recall classical jump-counting estimates for the dyadic martingale; for a similar
proof in the scalar-valued setting, see [19, Theorem 3.10].

Lemma 6.6. The following estimate holds, independent of H: Then
Sulg e Ne(Ekf(i’f) : k‘)l/2||é2(2) N ||f||é2(y)-
€>

The following relatively straightforward corollary will suffice for most purposes.

Corollary 6.7. Suppose that A = {0} are k—separated,

in (|0 — 6|z >
,in, (|6 = &llr 2 £,

and that we are in the regime where 28 > A/k.
For dyadic intervals, define

A?f(:(f) = E[MOd_gf . 1[,
see (6.5) and let

— —

Ne(Arf(z) - 1)
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be the jump-counting function at altitude e > 0 with respect to the norm (*(A). Then

A12
) 1l

INC(A )l S (1+

Proof. If we replace A f with
) = Er( D pule —u)f(u)e(—bu))
=Y (Beerp(e —w) - flu)e(=0u))

+ Z ( Z (Ezero(z —u)) - f(u)e(—@u))
k>1  ue2k[\2k—1]

for @ which smoothly approximates 1j_, /a9, then the result follows from vector-
valued jump-counting estimates with respect to the norm ¢*(A), namely Lemma 6.8.
But with u € I, using that »(0) = 1, we have the asymptotic

Loy

Hzﬂﬂ(x'_ U) ::|[|

(say), so we can express

Y (Eecrp(@ = w)) f(u)e(—0u)) |[|2:1\/10d of (x) - (1+O((x1])7))

uel xel
= Alf(z) + O((k[1])7°) - Mupf(x)
and just bound
Y (Beerpla —w) - Mod_of(u)] S (2°I1))™° - M f ()

w2k [\2k—1T

so that
NAASE) < (3257 14%f — BIfIR)P 4 NU(BYS)
kE feA
and
IN(BE )2y S 1 lle2eey

by Lemma 6.8. But

Y>> |A§f—3§f|2)1/2||?2(2) <)Y (6297 Muwf |1

2k>A /K OEA |T|=2F 0EN 28> Ak
< 1Al
hv 1410 Hf“éz
from which the result follows. O

We will need the following convolution-based modification, see [17].
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Lemma 6.8. Let

0= {peC'®): (143 99 |<mh/¢—1}

71<10

and for ¢ € O, let
N.(¢p* f 1 k),

be the jump-counting function at altitude € > 0 with respect to H, where ¢y, := 27 .
#(27%.) are the usual L'(R)-normalized dilations.
Then there ezists an absolute constant, C'(Ap) < oo, independent of ¢, H, so that

swkwakWM<w%HWm>

The following has a similar proof to Corollary 6.7.

Corollary 6.9. In the setting of Corollary 6.7, one may replace
Al f(z) — ADYf( Zz Fob(n/29) - flz—n) - e(—n-0),

for ¢ € O. Then, with
N(ALf(x) < )

the analogous jump counting function with respect to (*(A\), there exists an absolute
constant, C, independent of A, ¢, so that

|A|1/2

sup ||e - NA(ALF - B)Y?|| oz < C - (1 +

e>0

)1 f ey

We will also need to make use of certain wvariational estimates: for a sequence of
vectors {a,} C H, define the r-variation

V() = sup (Y llan, — anr,ull3) "+ sup

7

where the supremum is over all finite increasing subsequences; note the elementary
inequalities

(6.10) V' (dr, - ba) S V() - V' (b)),
where d;, - by, is given by
b, = {an,(?) - b,(3) i},  dp = (an(1),a,(2),...), by = (b,(1),0,(2),...)

and

V(@) < 30278 Ny a(d) + sup il
k
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so that whenever sup,, ||a,||% < 1/10
V(@) < 302 Nya(@) + sup e
k>0

Although significantly more is true, the following cheap estimate will suffice for our
purposes.

Lemma 6.11. Let (X, ) be a measure space, and 2 < r < oo. Suppose that
SUIOJ e Ne(fk)1/2||L2(x) + |l Sl}ip I fellallzx) < A.
€>

Then

r
—2

<A

IV (fi)ll 2y S "
Proof. By homogeneity, it suffices to prove that
p{V (f) 2 1) S (14 (r—2)7%) - A%
We bound the left-hand side by
PV ()" 2 1, s [ fellze < 1/10}) + O(47)

r—2
1

PV R 2 1, sup | fll < 1/10)) < (327" N (1) 2 1/2))

k>0

and then, with € = ¢, :=

< Yo n({2 N () 2 )

k>0
= > ({2 Nk (i) 2 (r—2) -2
k>0
<(r—2)7'Y 2T S (r—2) A
k>0
as desired. 0

7'52.k})

6.4. Tools: Dyadic Multiplier Theory. In this section introduce and use a useful
tool in harmonic analysis: shifted dyadic grids. Below, every interval we introduce
will have side length > 1.

A grid is a collection of intervals {@ : @ € Q} so that whenever P,Q € Q

PNQe{PQ,0},

(up to null sets). There will be no loss of generality in assuming that all side-lengths
are of the form \2N for < \ = 275 < 2 for some rational 0 < n/B < 1, so we will
restrict to this case.
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The standard example, which will be the most important for us, is the usual dyadic

grid
{28 (n+10,1)) : k>0, n€Z}.

Throughout the argument, we will need the flexibility to work with many different
dyadic grids, so we address the more general construction; below A € 2N + 1 will be
an odd integer which we will eventually specialize to

A=t""40(1),

see (2.6).
With t7! < B, <t ! an integer, and 0 < b < B, — 1, and define the shifted dyadic
grids to be
DY = 2P 2k (n+ LA +(0,1)) :n € Z, L€ [A]}
and
Dﬁ’L’b = U DkA’L;ba
k=U mod A—1

noting that 227! =1 mod A by Fermat’s Little Theorem.
For each L € [A], define

NALD . PALD
oy = ) D
k=U mod A—1
= J @2 (n+L/A+]0,1/N)) i neZ}.
k=U mod A—1
Note that for
reDy zeleDph’
we have the smoothness property:
1]
where we use A to denote symmetric difference
AAB := (AN B)U (B~ A).

In what follows, this smoothness property will be crucial. For notational ease, we
will work with (a sparse subset of) the standard dyadic grid

D ._ DA,0,0 5 o DA,0,0

D 0 9 - 0 9
often, we will root the grid inside of a parental interval, P C Iy, thus
D(P):={IeD:ICcP}, DP)={I=IND}NP.

Our estimates, however, will be uniform in each grid, so our arguments be flexible
enough to obtain a union bound at the close; we will indicate how this is done.
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The central object of consideration in this paper are Fourier multipliers which are
indexed by elements of D(1y),

(6.12) : |Z¢> cr)/7)g(n)e(=np)

neJ

where J = [c;, c; +|J|) is dyadic, ¢ < 1jg4) is a smooth approximate to the indicator
of the unit interval, and ¢ is a fixed 1-bounded function; note that for any z; € J,
and any function

Lsnan < @n(n), |J]=

(say)
(6.13) e(z18)Q25(8) = on * (e(zs8)2(8)).
With 1 (t) as smooth approximation to 1,~; satisfying
10,6 < Z 671) < 10,26]
0<8<d0
define
Us(t) =1t (07" [¢])
so that
(6.14) Sup [Wsllermy S 1

are uniformly C! (and in particular, uniformly Lipschitz); set
(6.15) Qg5 = Us(S2y)
to be the smooth restriction of €2; to its d-level set, so that
e(aB)5(8) = Ws(e(aB)2s(B))
and thus
105 (e(aB)5(B)) 2y S 195 (e(aB)R1(B)) 2y S N2

by (6.14), provided a € J.
The following approximation property will be used repeatedly.

Lemma 6.16. Suppose that a € D(Iy) and that
J(a) = (a,a + NJ.
If 0 <n <1 with |1 ||pery LUN, and a € J € D with |J| = N, then
Sup (a5 — Qs)nllae S (U/VA)2.

And
Sup 1(Q2),6m) " e (v aye) + sup 1(Qs6m)" Nl vy S (U/VV).
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Proof. Both points follow from Lemma 6.1. Since

Sup [Wsllerm) < 1,

we may replace all instances of €25 with Q;, see (6.12).
Indeed

1.6 — Qisllzm S (AN)H2

as the composition with W5 decreases L?(T)-norm and

105 <€(a5)(QJ(a),5(5) —Q;5()) -n(ﬁ)) lz2ry S N2+ (10 | eocry - (100l z2er) + 19201 22m)))
5 UN1/2
9a(e(aB)(Qiays — Qs(B))) = 95(¥s(e(aB)Qw (B) — Vs(e(aB)2s(8))

where composition again decreases the norm by (6.14).
The second point follows from Lemma 6.1, namely (6.2). O

We finish this section by recording the elementary containment, which directly
follows from Lemma 6.16.

Lemma 6.17. Suppose that |I| = M is a fairly large (dyadic) interval, and that
N < M/2. For each a € D(Iy), set Jy(a) := (a,a + N] and choose J(a) € D with
|J(a)| = N so that a € J(a).

If n is as above, |f| < 1 with fp := f - 1p for P intervals, and A > t=*U?, then
forany 0 < <1

{wel:| / Uy ey a(@B)(0B) F(B)e(B(x + ax)) dB| > t}

Cleel:] / Qo s(aB)n(af) - Fr(B)e(Ble + ax)) df| > t/2}, J > D02 J(x),

see (2.3).

7. ADDRESSING THE FLOOR FUNCTION

To resolve the floor function, our first order of business is to smoothly localize our
multipliers by restricting the Fourier support of our initial data.
To do so, let

L qya1/ < <1
be a smooth bump function satisfying

dwE-n=1

leZ
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for £ € R, and let
sin(mz) )2

F(z) == (

T
denote the Fejér kernel, so

F(8) = (1-18])+-
Lemma 7.1. For D € Z, see (2.3), define
Fa(B) := ¥(DB — d) - F(B).
Then for any (compactly supported) fet*(z)
Z Fqx f(n Z (an— JFa(k )
|d|<10D |d|<10D

Proof. By linearity, it suffices to specialize f to be the pointmass at 0, f — ).
But, the result then just follows from the reproducing identity and Fourier inversion,

Y w(DB—d)-F(B) =F(B),
|d|<10D

noting that
F- 1Z = 6{0}

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that w € C([0, 1]) with

\8'yw\ S Lwl[o,l]
for ally > 0. Then for each |f|,|g] <1

% S wlon —m)f(z — m)g(s+n)

n<N m
=3 e(—aut) - /f5 Zg5 (z +n)e naﬁ))e(ﬂx) s
EEZ n<N
= (—axf) - /fg Z ge(x +n)e naﬁ))e(ﬁx) dB + O™,
|§|<L/r Nz
where R R
fe(B) = f(B) - w(§ — B)

and

ge(n) := e(ang) - g(n)
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satisfy

I fellewqzy Sa L+ IEI/L)™ lgellemz < 1.
And, similarly with the rough cut-offs replaced by smooth ones,

—1 —
L ON

see (5.2) and (5.3).

Proof. The argument is by Poisson summation. We express

% Z Zw(an —m)f(x—m)g(x +n)

n<N m

/ f(g g(x+n) ( Z w(an — m)e(—mﬁ)) e(Bx) dp

n<N m

=3 ([« / W€+ 8) e 3 ol + me(—an(3 + ©)e(Ba) d5)

135/ n<N
= Z —axf) /fg Z ge(x +n)e(—anp)e(px) dﬁ);
§EL nSN
by convexity, we may bound
-~ 1
I1( [ 705 3 selo + mie(-and)eda) ds) o= < el
n<N

from which the result follows, upon using Lemma 6.1 to bound
[ (€ = B)llasery < (€ = B)leacm + 10 — Bz 1050 — B 5ty
Sa (L+¢/0)

In what follows, we will use reproducing to decompose each

f=> f*Fq

|d|<10D

and, after conceding a constant factor, will assume that each f has Fourier support
in an interval of length < 1/D, possibly after slightly decreasing D; by modulating
f and g appropriately, there is no loss of generality in assuming f is supported in

[0,1/D], so we will use without comment the reproducing identity

(7.3) f=f*vp, 1lpip < Up = (D) < 1_2/p.2/D]-
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In particular, this model no longer distinguishes between

" dar(m) f(x — [am])g(z +m)

and the case (formally) connected to pointwise convergence of two commuting trans-
formations,

S bar(m)f(z — am)g(z + m),
see (1.3). :

8. ORGANIZING FOURIER MULTIPLIERS

Recalling the notation {5}, see (6.15), we implement a selection procedure to
organize our multipliers into sub-collections which can be efficiently studied, cf. (3.6).
The basic mechanism is to efficiently extract not-too-many subsets

{A}CT

of size not much larger than 62, see (3.5), so that for each .J, there is some A so that,
essentially,
12,5 - 1(

the task reduces to studying multipliers roughly of the form

. t}
||A(11‘) < N

A+B(10/\JI))CHA(T) <%

{QM Lavsaoy) ¢ 1926 - 1(A+B(10/|J\))

as A varies; but these types of multipliers will be essentially of the form (3.7).
In the below section, we will regard ¢t > 0 as fixed.

8.1. Separation into Trees. With
My < My <« - < My,
a rapidly increasing, lacunary sequence, we collect
Q:={I €Dy : Mi_;, <|I| < M}
and choose arbitrary selectors
7, : Iy — D(Iy) N Q.

The structures we introduce will depend on our sequence and selectors, but all
estimates will be uniform (and, in particular, independent of L).
We will exhibit a partition of D(Iy) into V' many subsets, “trees,”

D;(ly), 0<j<V
and an exceptional collection of intervals, Dy (1y), so that we can express

Jr=Us

D;(Io Trmax
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as a disjoint union of maximal dyadic intervals, “tree tops,” so that for each I; &
T there exists a unique [;; € T}% with I; C [;_3; Ip anchors the inductive
construction. We use the notation

j}max([j_1> = {[ I~ ,_Z_ijax . I C ]j_l}.

The remaining intervals will be subsumed in

DV(IO)a
and will be very localized,
(8.1) U A=) I SOV,
Dy (o) Ty

intervals contained in Dy (1) will only effect the argument minimally.
For finite A C T and J € D(Iy) we will make use of a family of bump functions:

{xas: A CT finite, J € D(Ip)}

satisfying

(8.2) XAl <1 Xl S 1]

and

(8.3) 1(A+B(25/J))c < Xag < 1(A+B(20/J))c.

Definition 8.4. An (L, V')-forest consists of disjoint collections of intervals {D; (1) :
0 < j <V}, equipped with nested “tree tops” T;"** C D;(ly) as above, so that each
I; € T{™ comes equipped with a finite set of frequencies, A;(I;) C T, satisfying the
following properties:

o The forest exhausts most of Iy: (8.1) holds;

e There are not too many frequencies involved: |Ao(Iy)| < 672, and in general

sup sup [A;([;)] SV
J<V LeTmas
o The frequencies respect nesting: if I; € T/™*(I;_y) then Aj_1([;-1) C Aj(I;);
e We may localize each {$;5 : J € D;(I;), I; € T]"*} to a small neighborhood
of A;(15)

sup 19075 - XA, (1)) aem) < L,
JED,(Ly), LeTe

see (8.3).
We refer to a (1,V)-forest as just a V -forest.

Lemma 8.5 (Forest Lemma). For each L, V < ROW | we may organize D(Iy) into
an (L, V')-forest.
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Before turning to the proof, we begin with some notation; we first set
P[ = ‘]| . Q[, P[’(; = ‘]| . Q[’(;

for I € D(Iy).
For each dyadic w with |w||I| = 1 so that

1P| oo () = 611,
let ¢, denote the left end-point, and collect
Yri={co | Prl|roew) = |11}
we let £, € w denote the frequencies that realizes the supremum

| Pr[| ooy = [ Pr(8w)| = 6]1].
Note that

@O - 124 S D IPE)P S - PNy S TP
w
by Lemma 6.3, so that

|ZI| S 5_27

uniformly in I, see (3.5).
An interval, J, will be said to be localized (or p-localized, see (2.5)) with respect
to a collection of frequencies, A, if

S 1Pl <21 <t 1)
lwl=]J] 1, wNA=0
otherwise, J will be called diffuse with respect to A. Note that by Lemma 6.1, if J
is localized to A, then for any x, s satisfying (8.2) and (8.3), we may bound
125 - xasllaey S P12 <8,
see (2.5).
So, initiate Ag(1p) := Xy,, and define
Xy :={r: Z;(r) is diffuse with respect to Ag(ly), k < L is maximal}
and let T/ denote the set of maximal dyadic I € D(I,)NQ, inside X, consolidating
Tlmax — U Tlmaux,l7
I<L
so that
e We may uniquely decompose X; = UTlmax I;; and

elfrel e Tlmax’ll, then for all Iy < k < L, Zy(r) is localized with respect to
A()(I()), and for k S ll, Ik(’f’) C Il-
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Now, for each I; € T{"™ set
Al(Il) = AQ(I()) U 211‘
We next localize the construction to each individual I; € T7"* and iterate. Specif-
ically, for
LeT™h 1<l <L
we set
XoN 1y :={r €I : Z;(r) is diffuse with respect to Ay([1), k <l is maximal}

and

ISL p ot
We similarly define
T2max _ U(T2max N Ql) — U T2max,l‘
I<L I<L
where T3"** denotes the set of maximal dyadic I € D([;), so that
e We may uniquely decompose Xy, NI} = UTQmax (1 123
o If I, € Tlmax’ll, then I, € Uzgll Q;; and
o Ifr € I, € Ty (1) N Qy,, then for all Iy < k < 1, Zy(r) is localized with
respect to Aj(I1), and for all k <y, Zy.(r) C I5.

Consolidate
max,l max,l
1 = U 1 (1)
I, eTmax
and
max max,l
Ty o= T
I<L
Continuing in this fashion, we will foliate

L= |J (X~ Xj0) UXy,

1<j<V
and let
Di(l) =] |J {Zu(r) C I; localized, k <1},
lSL IjET;naX’l
with

D;(1;) = D;(lo) N I;
for I; € T/,
Thus to establish Lemma 8.5, it suffices to prove the exceptional set estimate,
(8.6) Xyl =] |J ISt OV

IeDy (Io)
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Proof of Lemma 8.5. Our job is to verify (8.6); we accomplish this by using volume
packing. So, suppose that for all v < V/,

U 1= ILI= L' bl Lo S ROY;

1€D,(Io) Tmeax

our goal will be to bound V' < ¢=457°W L.
But since {I,} are diffuse

Z Z 1L S p° Z Z 1Pr 11720

Tmax LJETmax I,— 1) Tmax |w||[v\ 1, wNA,— 1(Iv 1) 1]

Srty > 1Pr, oo )/ Lo

T:lai( ‘WHIUIZL wmAufl(I'ufl):@

S/p_z Z Z |<¢vawug>‘2

Tmalx |w||1v‘:1 WNAy— 1(11; 1):@

2

2N W)l
LyeTrax seS(1y)

where
1 n—cy

ws(n) = |[v|1/2¢( |I|

Je(n&,), s=1,Xw

so that
(1, %, 9)| = 6| 1,] 2.

U U sa

v<V I, eTax

The key claim is that

is a disjoint collection of tiles: if

S(L) N S(Jw) # 0
with [, € T:"* J, € T v > w, then necessarily I, C J,, and no frequency
interval in S(I,) intersects A,_q ([, ) while the set of frequency intervals in S(J,,)
are contained in {|w| = |J|™' :w N Ay 1(Ly_1) # 0}.
In particular, summing over all v so that

ST = Ly ol

max
TU

VIS e2Y >0 >0 (W g)?

o<V I,eTmax seS(1,)
-2 o 1
SpoT W ‘]0‘

we bound
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by Proposition 6.4, so there are at most

V< p 26Oy ~ WL,
many sets {D;(lp)}. O
8.2. From Trees to Branches. In this section, we “prune” each tree in our (L, V')-

forest into “branches,” which have the additional feature that the frequencies linked
to each branch are “widely separated” relative to scale. These “branches” will be as

in (3.6).
We begin with the following definition.

Definition 8.7. Regarding an (L, V') forest as fized, a U-branch consists of a (possibly
empty) disjoint collection of intervals Bs(I;) C D;(1;), I; € T/**, s < U and finite
collections of frequencies A;4(1;) C T, so that

e There are not too many frequencies involved:

Ajs(L;) € Aj(15);
o The frequencies are widely separated relative to scale:

min |0 —¢'| > 2% max |J|7Y
0#0"€N; (1) JEBs(I;)

o We may localize each {Q5:J € Bs(1;)} to a small neighborhood of A;4(1;)

sup |5 - XA, llam) K T
JGBS(I]‘)

We isolate the main structural decomposition we will achieve in the following
Lemma.

Lemma 8.8 (Pruning a Tree). For each U > p~2, for each I; € rrer, g <V, we
may decompose
D;(1;) = | Bullj) U Bwo (1)
s<U
where each Bg(1;) is a (possibly empty) “branch,” and there are only a few scales
represented in By (1;), the “boundary” branch:

{l1]: I € B(1;)}| < RU.

Proof. For each € > 0, let

EIlt(A(), E)
denote the cardinality of the maximal e-separated subset of Ay, see (2.7), where we
abbreviate A := A;(/;). We select an increasing sequence of integers

m0<m1<---<mU/§O, UISU
so that |I;]7' = 2™ and for each s > 1, my is the maximal integer satisfying
EIlt(A(), 2m5) 2 EIlt(A(), 2m371) - 5_2/U.
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We now choose Ay C Ag a maximal 2™ -separated subset, so that
Ao C Ay + B(2™),
and inductively select
Ay C Ay
a maximal 2"s-separated subset, so that
As_1 C A+ B(2™).
We collect
Boo(I}) == {J € D;i(I;) : |J|7" = 2% for some s < U}

and
Bs(1;) :={I € Dj(I;) ~ Boo(L;) : 2™ < [I]7h < 2™},
By Lemma 6.1, it remains to show that for all J € B([;)
1Prs - xasaiilliamy < - 171,

Abbreviating
Ao D Asoy = A]S 1( ) DA, A],S(Ij)a

we bound, for

/‘XA SO 1Pas(B)F dp < /(A +aeo) (B d5

g/
(A0+B10/17D)~ (Ae+B(20/171))

since J is localized with respect to Ag, we may bound

|[Prs(B)* dB;

Qs (B)F dB < p* - |J| <t - | ]

/(A0+B(10/|J))C
the second term is of a simpler nature: since 1/|.J| > 2™s-!, we may contain
(A0 + BAO/ITN) ~ (As + B(20/1J]))
C (Asm1 4+ B(2™ 1) + B(10/|J])) ~ (As + B(20/]J]))
C (Asmr + B(20/171) ~ (As + B(20/]7]))
= (Ao N AS) + B(20/]J]),

which leads to the estimate

(8.9) / Pss(B) 4B < (8171)% - [Auer ~ Au| - 1/1J]
(80+B(10/17)) ~ (As+B(20/17)))

<U T <t
we used the bound |P;s(5)| ~ d|J| in the inequality (8.9) above. O
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Motivated by the tree/branch construction, we introduce the following classes of
cut-off functions, which will be used to construct close approximates to the bilinear
averages

{5 3 = Lan]gla+n): N}

n<N

at each scale and location.

e For [ € B,(I;) we let

(8.10) =0B) = > e(|(8-0))

0cA; (1)
where
1px0) < ¢ < 1p@0)

is smooth; note that since I ¢ B (), |29, |Z%(a-)| < 1 as the bump functions
are (very) disjointly supported; and
e For [ as above, we set

(8.11) Z(B) = D @(RI|(B-9)),

cut-offs like {=%} but much more Fourier localized.

With these preliminaries in mind, we are prepared to turn to the proof proper.

9. OSCILLATION AND MAXIMAL INEQUALITIES: SETTING THE STAGE

Let My < My < -+ < Mg be temporarily fixed. Let I/(a) := (a,a+ M| so that,
with w € C°(]0, 1]) satisfying

Tp/pa-1) S w < 1y
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as in Lemma 7.2 with L = 779 using the irrationality of a and equidistribution?,
we express

i 3 Jw = lam]gla+m)

Z Z am — k) f(z — k)gla+m) + O(r™)
- (—azxf) - /fg Z ge(a+n)e naﬁ))e(ﬁx) dg + O(r™)
= 3 clean): [ (s )(3 ontage(a+ me(-nam)e(Ba) d5 +0(*)

_ (—azf) / 78 quN (n — a)ge(n)e(—na) )e(Ba + aaB) b + O(+")

where fg,gg are as in Lemma 7.2, and ¢ is as in (5.1), with

on(t) :=1/N - o(t/N).

Since all of our arguments will allow us to concede polynomial factors in 790,
possibly after replacing C p g with C75 o5 i etc. we will focus on the case of a single
&, and will accordingly suppress the subscripts. Further, we emphasize that every
function f introduced will have Fourier support inside [0,1/D], see (2.3), so satisfies
(7.3).

Thus, we are interested in understanding sets of the form

(H]:  max | / (U (@B) — 2y (0(B)) F(B)e(B(x + aa)) dB| > 7}

My 1 <M< My

C{H:  max | / (s (@B) = Uy (o (08)) F(B)e(Blz + aa)) dB) > 7/2)

My 1 <M<My, (+)
where (%) denotes that we restrict only to times of the form

Me{2Pb>1}, B,=Ay 77!

>The argument in the case where o € Q is simpler, and reduces to the case where a € Z by
periodicity, at which point the floor function can be ignored
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We further sparsify to B,A = O(77'A) many subsets of times of the form
M € {2b/BT+U+kA . k‘} —. ‘71)7[]
so that if for each 1 < k < K with K <y 1 maximal

{[H]: — max \/T(QzM(a)(aﬁ) — Qy, @(8) f(B)e(B(z + aa)) dB| = 7}| = 7H

My 1 <M< My
then necessarily there exists some Jp, 7 so that for all & € Oy C [K], a subset with
size > TK/A,

) e ] (00(08) = Ry (@) F)(B + aa) 48] = 7/2)

> BTN H;

before proceeding, we emphasize the reproducing identity
| (©100(08) = 21y @) FDeBla + aa) ap
= [ (Qy0(08) = Uy (@) Tp(3) - F(Ae(Bla + aa) dp

where 1p is as in (7.3); for notational ease, for intervals I we set

() = Q(aB)p(8) = Qu(aB)d(DP).

In what follows, therefore, we will view b, U as fixed, and will henceforth suppress
the dependence on this set of times; for notational ease, we will restrict to b,U = 0
as this will allow us to make use of the standard grid D, but other choices of b, U can
be treated by working with other grids

(D" L},

In particular, we will implicitly restrict all times {M} C {2"4 :n > 1}
We now smoothly restrict to the level-sets of €', as per (3.3),

1 s(aB) = Ws((aB)) = Us(Qu(af)dn(8), B € supp f

and bound
), max | (@ o @(08)) F(B)e(Bla + aa)) dB| = /2)]
< Y Wm-, gga;g;w\ / o s (@3)) F(B)e(B(z + aa)) 48| 2 T}

log ™" (1/6)>74

+ > A prl/Q}M(a>,5(aﬁ)f(ﬁ)6(ﬁ(év+aa)) dB| Z log™"(1/8)}

log=1(1/8)<r4
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We will handle the contribution of each d-level set individually. Thus, we will prove
the following propositions. Recall

IN+13A~t10
see (2.6).

Proposition 9.1. [Mazimal Estimates] The following estimates holds forlog™*(1/8) <

7 and each D™ (of which there are only log® Y (1/8) many choices):

[DEE 0 [H] :sup| [ 94,0 s(@8)f(B)e(5(o + av) 8] 2 log (1/8)}] £ 6 - H.
And, away from a set Es C DALb N [N] of size |Es| = on—00(0*°N)
sup | [ 94, 05(a8) F(D)e(B (o + aa)) d8] 2 log " (1/5))| 5% -

To state our second proposition, designed for log™*(1/6) > 7%, we introduce the
following notation

CA(;LBUHI’ := sup {K : there exist 1-bounded f, g, My < M; < --- < My < H/100, so that

T

D] e | [ (@0508) — Wy o s(0B) f(B)e(a + afa) d| 2 7}

My {<M<M;
> B }
and for a 1-bounded g — which we regard as fixed —

Cr.s.p.u(a) == sup {K . there exist 1-bounded f, My < M; < --- < Mg < H/100 so that

(H):  max | / U al0B)) f(B)e(Ba + aaB) df| 2 7}

My 1 <M< My
> TBH}.

Proposition 9.2. [Oscillation Estimates] The following estimates holds forlog™"(1/5) >
™ and each D™’

ALUD —
(9.3) Oy Bl S < 90p(r7%0)
and away from a set £, C Dﬁ’va N [N] of size |E.| = 0N—>oo(2_Tio(A0)N)

(9.4) Cropa(a) < 208070

In what follows, we will restrict to the case b, L,U = 0, as the other cases involve
only notational changes.
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9.1. Reformulation. To clean things up, we use the notation
(9.5) Qr:={1€D: M, <|I| <M}

and

FU(Jia) = / %, (aB) f(B)e(5(x + aa)) dP

with
FUJT;2) = F(J;z, ),
and
Fiin,a)i= [ 2 ap)f@e(dle + aa) d3
with

Fi(J;2) = Fi(J; 2, 2);
we will also need to keep track of differences of the {F}}; for J € Qy we define
F(Jiw.0) := Fi(Ji,a) = F(J:,0),

where J D J is the unique interval of length M.
With this language in mind, focusing on the representative (sparse) grid D :=
DOA 00 1y Lemma 6.17, it suffices to prove the following.

Proposition 9.6. [Mazimal Estimates] The following estimates holds forlog " (1/8) <
A

(9.7) {DN[H]: sup |F'(J52)| 2 log " (1/8)} S 6 - H
veJED([H))
and, away from a set Es C DN [N] of size |Es| = on 00 (0% N)
(9.8) H{[H]: sup |F'(J;x,a) 21log " (1/8)}] < 6% - H.
acJeD([N))

And, we may reformulate

C) s.p. i= Sup {K : there exists 1-bounded f, g, My < My < -+ < Mg < H/100, so that

T

DN[H] : FNT; >5>BH}
DN wax |F i) 27 2

and for a 1-bounded g — which we regard as fixed —

Cr.o.8,1(a) == sup {K . there exists 1-bounded f, My < My < --- < Mg < H/100 so that
H - FLJ: > 51 > BH}.
() _mas BNl 2 7Y 2 7

Our strategy will be to carefully — and generically — replace
{Fs(Jy2,a)}
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by two successive approximates, using our tree/branch foliation of
D(]O)u ]0: [H]v[N]v

with U = W many branches, see (2.4).
Specifically, for

J e Bs([j), s < W, [j c ,ijax
we set

FJix,a) = / ) 5(aB)=%(aB) f(B)e(Blx + aa)) db,
see (8.10), and

Fi(Jix,a) = / ' S(@B)ES(aB) F(B)e(5(x + aa) d,

see (8.11), with the obvious modifications for ]-"g(J; z); Y%, Z; are as in Section 8

above. We maintain the same notation for differences of {F}}, thus for J € Q; we
define

Fl(J;z,a) = Fi(J;z,a) — Fi(J; z,a),
and similarly
ﬁg(J; T) = fg(J;:c,x).
We will be concerned with the case where a € J (whether or not we specialize to
a = x as per the Double Recurrence formulation).

We begin by recording the following lemma, which allows us to control the contri-
bution from each individual

{Fl:1<j<3}

Lemma 9.9. [Single Scale Estimate] Under the hypotheses and notation of Lemma
6.17, the following bounds hold for N € {2F> : k > 1}, whenever

Tn() = (x,x+ N| or
M where x € J € D has |J| = N

then

o~

{eeDNI:| / Yy s(@Bn(aB) - F(B)e(Blx + aa)) dB| > t}] S 17U - |1}

and

~

{eeDnI:| / o s(@B)n(aB) - FB)e(Bla + aa)) dB| > 1}
S8 Hn(a')fl’HLQ(’]l‘)v I':= D> U,
see (2.3).
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Proof. First, by Lemma 6.16, there is no loss of generality in restricting
f— fr, I':'=D*t*U?I

at the cost of adjusting the implicit constants in the super-level sets; more generally,
for each dyadic interval, P, set P’ := D?t~*U?P. Moreover, by Lemma 6.17, after a
further adjustment of implicit constants, there is no loss of generality in replacing

fJN(;p),a — Qi](m),&

where x € J(x) € D with |J| = N (i.e. we may reduce to the second alternative in
the definition of Jy(x)).

Now, the key observation is that whenever a € J, 25,5 = 2,5 is independent of
a — and just becomes a Fourier multiplier.

So, we may bound

e eDnJ s [ Qama@i)Tr(@)eldle +an) d8 > )] S 28| Tl
so that
e eDnT: [0 0 sladnladFB)e(3a+ aa)) d5 > 1)
ST D DR [

JclI, |J|=N
<StTOURe? - | S Uts? |
For the second point, after relabeling
n—n(a)
(recalling that o = O(1) is fixed), we bound

{reDnl: / Qo1 (B)(8) F(B)e(26z) dB > 1)

—

< Y HeeDnJ: [ Quslad) s DB)e(26) d5 = 1/2)

Jci, |J|=N

St ) IV = £l

JCI, |J|=N
S 06207 - ||77f||%2(1r) =1%°U? - ||77f1f||%2(1r)
by a final application of Plancherel. O

Corollary 9.10. Suppose that {D;(ly) : j < V}UDy(ly) is a V-forest, and that
By (1), I; € T]"* is a boundary branch as in Lemma 8.8.
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Then for any j <V,

{~Xj1: sup |F(Jz)>thc{;~X;: sup |F2(J;z)| >t}
Z‘EJEBS(IJ') SCEJEBS(Ij)

and

I~ Xjpa o sup  [FF(J; @) > t}] S RUET6% - |].
e JEBuo(l;)

We also record the following Corollary, which will give us the flexibility to cheaply
pass from
Fi(J;x) — F(J;x).
Below, we set
Xe(x) = - x(Agt ™ [z]) - ()
where
Ligjz12 S X < Ligizia, Ljgj<e <0 < <y
are smooth, so that
sup [ xellerg) < 1-
t>0

Corollary 9.11. For any I; € T* N D(ly), and any B(I;), j < V,s < U with
|[]‘ Z 10 . IIlaXJeBS([j) ‘J|,

> Ia(F2) = F) )l S B 11y
JGBS(Ij)
and in fact

{zeDnI;: sup |Fi(J;2) = F(J;z)| >t} < R |1
zeJeBs(Ij)

Moreover
Z 1F5(Js2,a) — F3(J;2,0) || S 0% - log R- H.
acJeBs (1)

Proof. We will apply the third point in Lemma 9.9, with

n € {=5(a) —Ey(a)};
the key point is the since each J € B(/;), the distinguished frequencies, A; (1), in
the definition of

=5, 2y J e By(1)}
do not change, and thus we may express
Since

sup \Fi(J;2)] < t
reJEBs(I5), j=2,3
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when f is supported off D? R?t~*I;, see Lemma 6.16, in what follows we will implicitly
restrict

f—> [ 1p2pee-ar;

with this in mind, for notational ease, define

fri= (F- E(0) ~Em(@)) - Loeess

so that
1/2 _
(1) ey S R2log R- 175 |1).
N

But now, for x € J
(F2) = F50) | < P ([ FO) - Rs(adedo +an)) d)|
< / (8) - s (aB)e(Bla + ax)) d|

and so

S a(F ) = F )l S0 > Iflle $6°- R?log R- 781,
JEBL (1) JeBs(1;)
as desired.

The final point is simpler: again using that A;(/;) is fixed, we now set

~ \
fr=(F+ Ele) = Zmla)) 1=
noting that there exists a unique J containing a with |J| = N; we then bound
F3(Jsa,a) = FY(T;w,a)| < [(Q5(a) f2) (@)

and square sum, using Plancherel and the orthogonality condition
Z =0y — Evl® Slog R.
O

With these preliminaries in mind, we are prepared to turn to the main argument.
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10. PROOF OF THE MAXIMAL ESTIMATE, DOUBLE RECURRENCE

In this section we establish (9.7), the first statement in Proposition 9.6. With
Iy = [H], we extract a V = §2*_forest, with U = W branches, see (2.4), to bound

{D NIy :sup |Fy(J;x)| > t}
JeD

< STHD N (Xy N Xop) s sup [FL(J52)| > t}] + O(8%0~°W| L)
JeD

o<V

<> D> WD~ Xon) s sup |[FF(J;)] > t}] + O(6%|Io)).

v<V I,eTmax JED, (Iv)

We drop the error term as acceptably small, and focus on each individual V', where
we will prove that for each v < V', there exists an absolute constant,

O<ex1

independent of Ay, so that

S BN Xon) s B0 > 1} £ 8|1l

I,eTmax JeDy(Iy)

below, we may allow ¢ to vary from line to line, but every such constant introduced
will be bounded below by 5 (say).
To do so, we pass to W-branches, and bound, for each I, € T}

(DA~ Xo): swp |F2(J52)] > 1)

JE€D, (1)
<Y HDNI N Xpr) 0 sup |FS(Ji2)| > t}| + O(RWE08%|L,))
s<W JEBs(Iv)
< Z HD NIy~ Xyy1) : sup  |Fo(J;z)| >t} + O(RWE 82| 1,|) + O(R*W§?|L,|)
s<W JeEBs(Iy)

by Corollaries 9.10 and 9.11 (in turn). Since the error term sums over [, € T v <
V to (say)

O(01o)
we discard this contribution, and focus on proving that for each s < W,
(10.1) Y UDN(I~ Xopr) o sup |F(T)| >t} S 6°- |
I, €Tmex JeBs(Iy)

this will be our focus for the remainder of this section.
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10.1. Establishing (10.1). The first remark is that on the support of each “bubble”
in

8= > @RS -90),

€Ny, s(Iv)
|8 — 0| is so small relative to scale that we may replace
Q5(B)e(Br) = U5 (2 (B)e(2))
with
Qys(0)e(0z) = Us(Q,(0)e(b))

on the support of p(R|J|(- — 0)); below, we implicitly restrict to = € J.
Indeed, it suffices to show that, with

A:=a A, (1) C[0,1/10],

we have the bound

Z/IB—9<R1J|1 W5 (Y, (aB)e(aBr)) — Us(;(ab)e(abr))|? dﬁ)

(NN

V2« 2R g1

Since [|[Usl|er < 1 is uniformly in § > 0, we reduce to showing

Q(B)e(Bx) — Q(0)e(0x))]?
S S BN MORCEENRORCRIED

0Ny s(Iy)

1/2 < tzR_l\J|_1/2;

if we consolidate

1
Gy(t) = 7 > g(m)e(—(m —2)t),
a trigonometric polynomial of degree O(|.J]), then we are interested in showing that

/ 1G5(8) — G,(0)] dB < t*R72|J| "
|B—0|<R-1[J]|~1

0Ny, s(Iy)

But, if V; is a degree O(|.J]) trigonometric polynomial, see (6.13), with

(10.2) 1515 < VJv < lygg),
then we can split
1
1G5(8) = G(0)] S 1(0Vi) x Gy (@)L= o+B01/RIIN) - R

1
< 1OVy) * (G - Yoyl =@ Bas/ri) - W

1
F0OVI) # (G- L pare e lli=orsasma) -
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we will prove

G(B) = Gi(0)] S

The local contribution is the main term, which we estimate

|J|12

NGy Yoy perirz ez +R

1

1OVs) * (G - Lo gz )l =080y mia) - R[]
1
SNOVillany IGs  Tosnrpnpllee - g

]
< 7 |G- 10+B(R1/2/\J|)||L2(T)'

For the global contribution, by (10.2), we may bound
187V )l pr ey S 1177
for sufficiently many v > 0, so that
Vi(B)] Sa lJ]- (L4 [J]- 18D~

by the Riemann Lebesgue Lemma, and thus whenever g € 6 + B(1/R|.J|), we may
bound

[ V5 =00 G Vorsmr )0 e S [ V(5 1) dt

(04+B(RY/2/|J]))e
SA ‘J| : R_A7

1 _
100Vy) % (G - Loy nmrrzgaye) lL=o+Ba/ri) - R Sa R4

The total contribution, is therefore

/ Go(8) ~ G0 d
|B—0|<R-1|J|~!

0y s(1y)
IJI / A
1G,I7 2(9 1/2 dﬁ+ Os(R™7) dfs

ee/gz(l B-OI<R=HJI~ OB eeszs: 1,) Y 1B=OISR7HJ

RT ZHGJHB (6+B(R/2/|J])) +OA(R A |J| 1)
oeN

SR Gl e + Oa(R™- 117
SR

since

min 10— 0> 2% ]!
020N
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for J € Bs(1,).
Thus, we have reduced (10.1) to establishing the following Proposition.

Proposition 10.3. For any s < W, with A := o A, 4(1,),
Z I{I, : sup |Z (Ox + 0ax)py * fo(z) - Qys(0)| >t} S0°-H

IveTJnaz BS( 71)

where
fo(B) == (27 71B) - f(B + ab)
with p; defined via the Fourier transform

pi(B) = p(aR]J|B).

Proof. We work locally, on intervals of length 2=™: indeed, whenever x, 2’ € DP, an
interval with |P| = 27",

o0 ful) = p ol S g3 <27 (T
so that
Ze(9x+9ax)pQ x fo(x) - Us(— ! Z g(m)e(—madb))
0eA ‘Q| meQ
= ez + bax)pg * fo(zp) - \1/5( > (m)e(—mae))+0(2—3(@)l/2)
— QI 2=, Q]

for any zp € DP that we wish; in particular, if, for any {xp}, we expand

U X3 1D s |3 [ A(aRIQUS )% ae(ba)F(91eta) ds] >

r€QeD
< X 0D |y / (RIQla (8 — 8))52 s(ad)e(0az) f(B)e(wpf) df| > t}]
|P|=2-ms, PCI;

then for any choices of points xp € DP, we may bound the above

> |{PnD: Jnax | % po * fo(zp)Qo.s(ab)e(0xp + ax)| > t}]

|P|=2-ms, PCI,

We now turn to £2>-methods to estimate, for each P

— , >
{PND: Amax | ZpQ * fo(rp)Qp s(ab)e(fxp + Oax)| 2 t}]

<72 |Inp(x) max | Z'OQ * fo(xp)Ws (QQ(aé’))e(Qa:p + 90‘93)”?2(2)’
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where
(10.4) Ipp <np < l3pp

is smooth, with |07np| < |P|™ for sufficiently many j.
We rephrase the foregoing in the language of entropy:
For each ), we can express

> pa folwp)Us(Qq(af))e(Orp + afz) = agu, (0)bg(0)1(6 o (0))e(fxp + ab)

for

g (0) == pq * folx Z po(x —n)f(n)e(—nabd)

with .
po = pg - p(27™ )
satisfies all the same estimates as does pg, e.g.
P ()] < (RIQD™" - (1 + |2|/RIQ)) ™™
so that
(10.5)

laQallez(a) < ZIZpQ v —n)-lgg(r —n)f(n)e(— na9)|2)1/2
+Z Z‘ZPQ r —n) - Losi(,ro)~2k g0 (T — 1) f(n)e(— na9)|2)1/2

k>1

<1’

~Y

by Lemma 6.3, using the rapid decay of pg. Similarly,
bo(8) = 1l Q| Z —madb)

|Q| Z (m + cg)e(—mab)e(—abcg)
m<|Q|

is a trigonometric polynomial in af of degree |Q] > 2772 and cg € Q is the left
end-point.
We abbreviate
gz, by (67 |bgl)
to denote
{ag..(0) : 0 € A}
and similarly

bow (3 bgl) = {ba () (3 bo(8)]) : 6 € A}.
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Note that

lagpnpllia@) < 1P| max [lagilli < P

by (10.5), see (10.4). Similarly,

- 1
(10.6)  lballe2ay S 1QI- ||@ > g(m + cqle(—mBe(—caB)|[7am S 1.
m<|[Q)|
With this in mind, we bound, setting
A= a A,

1P () QE%{%)J eeZApQ * fo(wp)Us(Qp(ab))e(rp + abr)l| )

< lnp(z) max_ Y agu, (0)bo(0)d(67 " bo(0))e(0p + abz)||[);
WQPbQ  pep
if we let
D(P) = Enti(agi, (0)bo(0)4: (67 bo(0)]) : @ D Pie)
denote the ¢*(A)-entropy at altitude € > 0, see (2.7), then for any @, we may bound
[ D aGue ()b (0)0:(6 b(O) e (0 + abr)]

<06 + (D213 e (6) - ba,(6) - 0(6™ o, (O))e(Brp + b))

for {Q;} which realize the ¢*(A)-entropy at altitude €; see (3.8).
In particular, we may estimate

Ine(x) max_ | e(bp + abz)agq,(9) - bo(0) - (5~ bo(9)) 7z
WQizp:bQ  pep
S €|P|+0°D(P) - |P|
as
max_ [|[np(x) - Y e(bxp + abr)age, (0)bo, (00 (67 bo,(0)) ez < % - |P|
Qi p:bQ e
by (10.5) and (10.6).
But, if we let
NE(CLQ_;;P ZQDP), Ne(bQ ZQDP)
denote the £%(A)-entropy of the pertaining vectors at altitude ¢ > 0, then we may
bound

D.(P) < N.jio(agiep - @ D P) - Nepro(bg : Q D P)
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for a local contribution of
Inp(z) max | e(bxp + abr)aga, (0)bo(0)1 (5" [bo(0))] 7
aQ7pbQ feA

< e |P|+ 6 - Nejro(agy : QD P)'Ne/m(b_q} :Q D P)-|P|,

so summing over {|P| =27+, P C [;} and {[, € T)"*} yields a contribution of

ZH+6 Y Y Newolagi, : Q@ D P) - Nepo(bg : Q O P).

;€T PCI;
In particular, away from a union of dyadic intervals of side length 27™¢ Y, C [H], of
size
Yol <e-H
we may bound
Ne/lO(aQTxp Q@DP)S ¢!

by vector-valued jump-counting estimates, Corollary 6.9. We excise Y, from consid-
eration (before passing to (?(Z)-based estimates).
Specifically, we estimate

_ ,
> X HPnD: max > g folwr)s(af)e(rp +ab)] X t}]
I;€Ta | p|=2—ms, PCI, feA
_ ,
<Y+ Y >, HPND: max | po+ folwr)s(ad)e(drp +abn)| 2 1))
I;€TM™ | P|=2=ms, PCI;\Y. geA

SEH+6% e Y Y € Nylbg: QD P)-|P

L;eTP™ PCI;

But we may bound

Y € Ne(bg:QDP)-|P|<> € N(EgModsg), , :x€Q, |Q>27m"F)

PCI, zel,
so, upon summing over [, € T we arrive at the bound
- -H+06% eC. Z €2NE((EQMOdeg)GeAS Ly €Q, |Q > 2 Mt
ye[H]
which is bounded by
(+0% 9 H <6V 7
by Corollary 6.7. O
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11. PROOF OF THE MAXIMAL ESTIMATE, RETURN TIMES

In this section we establish (9.8), the second statement in Proposition 9.6. We
maintain the numerology of V = §72%0 ¢ = §/19 etc.
So, with Iy = [N], we extract a V forest, and discard

U ngttvioein,
Dy (Io)

which is acceptably small.
We need to show that for each v < V

(11.1)
{aeDNI,~ Xoyr : [{[H] : 51]1Vp|/Q}N(a),(;(aﬁ)f(ﬁ)e(ﬁx+aaﬁ) dB| >t} > tPHY| < 6 |1,

as this estimate is strong enough to absorb the loss of V' = §=2%; above

= J 1= LcIv

I€Dy(Io) Tmex

Below, we will implicitly restrict all a € [N] to D([N]), with the understanding that
all arguments are uniform over each choice of dyadic grid.
Now, by Lemma 6.17, we reduce to (11.1)

(11.2)
{oet,~ X (] sup \/ 5(@B) F(B)el(aa + 2)8) dB| > 1| > 1P H }| < &°|L
(Iv)

aceJED,

uniformly in I, € T2 C D([N]).
We now reduce to V-branches, first discarding the boundary branch B, (I,); this
estimate follows by the union bound: if

E:={|I|: 1€ By(I,)} c 2"
is a set of times of size < RW, then

H{[H] : sup \Fi(J;z,a)| >t} SPRWE? - H < - H;

ac€JeDy(Iy), |J|EE

in particular, we may replace (11.2) with

(L3){a € LN Xy [{IH]: sup  |Fi(J5w,a)] > 6} > (71 b < 67 ||

acJeBs(1y)
provided our bounds are uniform in s < W; and we may further replace

—0
QJ,& — QJ76;_4J
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to reduce (11.3) to

(11.4)\{@ eI~ Xopr: {[H]: sup |F2(J;z,a)| >t} > tBH}| < &|1,].

a€JEB(I)
Since
> NFTima) = Fi(Js2,0) |y S 0°log R- H < 6H
J:aeJeBs(Iy)
we may replace (11.4) with
\{a eI~ Xopr: {[H]: sup |FiJ;z,a)| >t} > tBH}| < &|1,].

acJeBs(Iy)

By arguing as in Subsection 10.1 — formally substituting the variable *+ — a but
leaving the remainder of the argument untouched — we further reduce to proving,
with

A= a_lAU,S(IU)

{o€fn X {H]: sup | Y elah) - laatpn * folz) - Uyslat)| > )] > 171
acJeBs(1y) 9eA

E|{aEIU\Xv+1:\{[H: sup |3 e(ah) - e(aat)pry * folx) - QJ,J(a9)|>>t}|>>tBH}\

aceJeBs(Iy)

e
< 0|1,
We now define the exceptional set
Es .= U U U {a €I, . 6/20((EQMOd@g)eeAU,S(@)(Q) Q] > 27mHRY > 5712

’U<V IﬂeTmax S<W

which has cardinality < 6/1°. N. And, away from this exceptional set, we may bound

{[H]: sup  |> " e(ab) - e(aab)pry * folw) - Yy5(ad)] > 1}
aceJeBs(1y) =N

<42 Z np(z) - sup \Z (20) - e(awab)pry * fo(z) - 3,5(049”“?2(2)

PC[H]:|P|=2—ms acJeBs(1y) oeh
st <€2 HA 8072y ENGo((po * folw) gy 1 1Q1 > 27 m5+R))
x€[H)
< §Y10
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In particular, we have shown that
(0. € X, N Ko s [{IH] swp | [ 90 s(0B) f(D)e(aa +2)5) d3| > 1)) > 121}

c U UEw

Ly eTmax s<W
C Es,

where

Ei (1) :={a € I,~X,u1: [{[H]: sup | Ze(a:@)e(oza@)pRJ*fg(x)QM(ozH)\ >t} > tPHY;
acJeBs(Iy) =N

this completes the proof.

12. PROOF OF THE OSCILLATION INEQUALITY, DOUBLE RECURRENCE

The goal of this section is to prove the first statement in Proposition 9.2, namely
(9.3).

So, let K <y 1 be maximal subject to the constraint that there exist My, < M; <
-+« < Mg so that

HDN[H]: sup |Fi(J:z)| >t} >t°H

reJEQy

for each k < K, see (9.5). With V = t=8" L = K, extract an (L, V)-forest, with tree

tops
Jur

v<V Tmax
and let [(],) denote the unique set of intervals so that there exists J € Q) N Bs(1,)
with

JcIcJ

for some s < W (if it exists); in other words, I, €
Then observe that for each s € [W] U {oo} the function

T;nax,l(lv) .

sup \Fi(Jix)| <21y,
xeJe(QNBs(1v))

is supported inside I,, so that

DI sup L (J;2)]?

|<W v<V Tmax s<w T€JE(Qu(r)+10Bs(1v))

SW2Y N 1, SWPV -1y,

o<V Tmax
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In particular, for each s € [W] U {o0}
) PIDIPIPY FTa)) S WAV - II),
v€ly  [I|<W o<V Tmax s<y TEJE( Ql(Iv)JrlmBS(IU))

independent of K.
As for the sum

IS sup | F(Jy ),

o<V Tmax |[—[(1,)|>W 2€JEQNBuo (Iv)
we just bound

sup  |FU(L2)P<RW - sup  |Fi(J;2)]P < RW -1,

|l_l(1v)|>WmeJeQmBoo(lv) 2€JEBs (Iv)

as there are only O(RW) many scales that appear in B (/;), and thus only O(RW)
many terms in the above sum that do not vanish 1dentlcally
In particular

>0 > sup | F(J;2)]P < RWV - 14,

v<V Tmax [1_(1,)|>W €/ EQNBoo (1)
and since this last function has sum bounded by
RWV|I|,

independent of K, we can discard this contribution.
In what follows, we will group scales as

{9 NBs(I,): I, e )", s < W, I <I([,) =W, v <V}
so that when studying
{ swp  |F(2) >t}

zeJ€QNBs(Iy)
we may implicitly restrict
(12.1) F—s f1s..
With f so-restricted, we will prove that

XY GOSN

z 1<K, I(I,) W TEJEQINB;s (1v)

By Corollary 9.11, since

SN (FTir) = FiT0))? S R°|L

z zeJeBs(ly)
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is independent of K, it suffices to prove

DD sup B (Jza) P S KO0,
v 1<K, I(I,)—w T€JE€QNBs(Iv)

There are two bounds that we will use: first
sup | Fi(J;0)]P S WK;

1<K, W) —w FETEQNBs (1)

second, for 2 < r < oo, using Holder’s and then the triangle inequality to pull out
the sum in

{0 e Ai=a'A, (1)},
we estimate

( Z sup | F3(J; 2)[2) 2
1<K, ULy)—w TEJEQNB:(1v)

S KNV (op + fo(x) - Qug(ab) w € J € QN Biy(L)),
fen
where f5(8) := (2™ +E3) f(8 + af). Since W is uniformly C', and thus uniformly
Lipschitz, we may bound, for each 6
V(R * fo(x) - Qs(al) cx € J € QN B(L,))
< VT(()ORU‘ * fg(l’) . |J|) . VT(QL(;(O(H) x e Je Ql N BS(IU))
SV (@r * fol) - |J]) -V (Q(al) -2 € J C L) =V, (x) - Vgolr),

see (6.10).
By Lemma 6.11, we have the bound

Sup Viillesa S Y
i

in particular, if
Xp= |J fzel v, >K"}
0Ny, s(1v),0
then
X S K701

for all K sufficiently large; we here use the restriction (12.1). And, we just bound

>y sup  |FH(J; )

T 1<K, [(1,)-W zeJeQ;NBs(Iy)
SWEK - [Xg| + [Aps (£L,)[7 - (KB
< K101,
provided that 2 < r < 3 and K >, 1 is sufficiently large.
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13. PROOF OF THE OSCILLATION INEQUALITY, RETURN TIMES

We conclude the main body of the paper by proving the second statement in Propo-
sition 9.2, namely (9.4)

For a € [N], let K <y 1 be maximal subject to the constraint that there exist
My < My < -+ < Mg so that,

{ze[H]: sup |Fi(J;z,a)| >t} >t°H

aeJEQy

for each k < K, see (9.5). With V = R4 [ = K| extract an (L, V)-forest, with tree

tops
U U L

o<V Tmax
with X, := (Upmax [y as above, it suffices to prove that

H{(DNIL) N Xos1: Crpr(a) > Lo} = 00y0e(V OV |LJATOD);

in this context, we may restrict a € J € D,(I,), and more precisely, to a € J € Bs(I,)
for some s < W, as

KPP H <y [{z € [H]: sup \FL(J;x,a)] >t}
k<K acJe(QuNBuo (L))
< RW-H

which bounds K = O,(1) absolutely for the above contribution, as there are at most
O(RW) many scales k < K so that

as above, and we just use the trivial estimate

{z € [H]: sup \FY(J;z,a)] >t} < H.
acJe(QuNBu (L))

So, if we define

Clp pla)
to be the maximal K so that there exist My < M; < --- < Mg so that
{z € [H]: sup \Fi(J;z,a)| >ty > tPH

acJe(QrnB.(L))
we need to show that
{a € DN L)~ Xop1 : €y (@) 2 Lo} = 01 soe (VIV) D A=CW| 1

where B < B’ = B'(B,t) = O, (1) is an absolute constant.
We now define the following exceptional set

X (1) :=={a €I, : there exists § € A,(I,) : V' (Q(0) :a € J C I,) > V),
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which has size < V=40 . |I,| as we may of course restrict the above-specified (and
fixed) ¢ in the definition of ©; to be supported on I,. In particular, since

X (L) = o(V=L)),
in what follows, we will assume that
ac€ (DNIL)~ X(1,).
Now, after adjusting the implicit constant in the super-level set (> t), we may

replace 7} with 77 in the definition of C5, ;, see Corollary 9.10.
To replace F? — F2, we just bound

2. 2

PR aege(QunBa(1)
| /Z(@(am/R(ﬁ —0)) — p(aR|J|(8 — ) 5(aB) f(B)e(B(x + aa)) dB]|Em)

<6&*logR-H

which forces an absolute upper bound on K deriving from this contribution; above,
we maintain the notation

A= a A, (1)

So, possibly after excising a total of O(W1?) (say) many scales k € [K] which could
possibly support the lower bound

HeelH]: —max [Au(f,g)(z;a) = Au(f. 9)(w;a)| = 7} = 77 H

My 1 <M< My
and again adjusting implicit constants, we may replace F 2 with F 3 in the definition of
Cp iy and reduce to the case where Qy satisfies k < I(1,)—=W; let Ex = Ek(a) C [K]
have |Ex| = K — O(W1%) be the remaining scales.
At last, after once again adjusting implicit constants, we may replace F3 with

(13.1)
sup | Y e(aba) - / ((aR| (8 = 0)) - Qss(ad) — p(aR|I|(B = 0)) - 2 5(ah))

acJe (QmBS(IU)) e

~

x f(B)e(Bx) dBl,
and we bound
(132) (Y (131"
keEK

SEKPPN TV (op e fora€J C L)V (Q(af) sa€ ),
ben
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using (6.10), and setting
¢riy| = (aR|J|)” Y (aRlT]Th).
Square summing

Kt"H 5 ||(13~2)||?2<H]

SE (V) Y Vieru kfora € C L) -V (Q(ad) s a€ )
0N [H]
5K1—2/r‘v4A0‘ ZZV ¢R|J‘>|<f9 aGJC[)
0N [H]

S Kl—2/r . V4Ao X (V5 ) .

which forces an upper bound K = Cfv’;,H(a) = O(1) for all a € I, ~ X(I,); above,
the initial prefactor of V62 comes from Cauchy-Schwartz and the upper bound

|A| = |Av,8([v)| < |Av(Iv)| 5 V5_2'
The proof is (at last) complete.
14. APPENDIX: MEASURABILITY ISSUES

The goal of this section is to prove provide a proof that

(14.1) {weY: sup C’f;’fﬁ[ (w) = +oo}
(X, T)
= (weY: sup C%0(w) > L}
L>1 XowT)

is v-measurable; we will also reduce to the case where (Y, v, S) is an ergodic Lebesgue
space. We do so be containing

{weY: sup C’(X“’ (wW)>L}C E;purCY,
(X,m,T)

where E. g g1, is v-measurable with

V(E:BHL) = OL—corB(1)

so that we can apply downwards continuity of measure (recall that Y is a probability
space). We do so in steps; these arguments are similar to those appearing in [12, §4].
We first reduce to the case of indicator functions, arguing as in [19, Lemma 1.7],
decomposing a general 1-bounded function into a linear combination of (at most) four
1-bounded non-negative functions, and then each 1-bounded non-negative function
into a geometrically decaying sum of indicators,

=> 27"y (x)
k=0
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where

Fp={zeX: f(z)= Z w,;( z) has wi(z) =1}, wk(z) € {0,1}

k>0

and we stipulate lim inf wy () = 0. And, similarly for each g considered. So, in what
follows we will assume that all f, g introduced are indicators.

Lemma 14.2 (Measurability of (14.1), I). For each (X,u,T) let 3(X) denote a
countable subset of indicator functions that is dense in the class of indicator functions
with respect to the L'(X) norm,* and let

(X,u,T)
Z7',B,H

)

denote the restriction of C'( to only indicators with F' € ¥(X). Then

(X ) (X,u,T)
C “ < Z)7'/2'UIB H-

Proof. For any f, g,
limj‘jup 1P (f, 9)(z3w0)| < Mpf(x),

where

My f(x sup—ZT"\ﬂ

denotes the (one-sided) ergodic maximal functlon. In particular, for any ¢ = 1y €
Y(X), we are free to compare

[ (f; 9)(2;w0) — P (9, ) (23 w)| < Mr(f — 0)(x),

so for each k < K and each ¢, we have the containment

fweX:  mac (Ou(f.9)@w) - O (f g)(5w)] > 7)

CiMr(f—¢) 27/2yU{z e X max = [Pu(¢,9)(z;w) — Par (¢, 9)(w;w)| 2 7/2},

—1SM <My

which leads to the estimate

plee X max o [u(f,g)(@w) — Cur(f, 9)(@iw)[ > 7})

1 <M <My

<O IS = dllren) Tz € X0 max [Pu(9, g)(wiw) — Par (¢, 9)(250)] > 7/2}),

k—1SM<My

by the weak-type (1, 1) boundedness of the ergodic maximal function.
In particular, if there exists an indicator function f, so that

u({x €X: Mkf?%?\gf{SMk |(I)M(.fa g)(l’7W) - ®Mk(f> g)(l’,bd” > T}) > TB>

31t is here that we require (X, ) to have a countably generated o-algebra



AN APPROACH TO POINTWISE ERGODIC THEOREMS 67

for each {Mjy = Mj(w)}, then by density there exists ¢ = ¢, € 3(X) so that
p{z e X0 max  [@u(6,9)(w;w) = Par (0, 9) (w3 w)] = 7/2}) = (7/2)"

—1SM<Mj
for each { M} = My(w)}. O
So, our task reduces to showing that
(14.3) {weY: (;upT) Zf(é’fg) (w) = 4+00})
Hl"L’

- ﬂ{w €Y : sup Z(T‘?%f‘;)(w) > L}
L>1 (X, T)

is v-null.

The next lemma allows us to restrict our attention from

{weY: sup Z(T‘?;’f‘;) (w) > L}
(Xm,T)

to any given ergodic measure-preserving system (X, jo, 7o),

{wey : oo (w) > L},

T,

which is a measureable set.

Lemma 14.4 (Measurability of (14.1), II). Suppose that (Xo, to, o) is an ergodic
measure-preserving system. Then for any other measure-preserving system (X, u, T)

(X,u,T) (Xo,u0,T0)
DI RN gy sy

and thus to prove (14.3), it suffices to prove that the following measurable set
v({w e Y ZIRE ™ (W) 2 LY) = 0recimn(D)
has small v-measure (possibly depending on T, B, but independent of H) as L — oc.

Proof. Let (X, u,T) be arbitrary but fixed, and let (X, po, 7p) be ergodic; our job is
to prove

X,u,T Xo, 0,71t
S0 (@) < SO0 ().

If we let

M(Xy, X) :={0o: Xo — X invertible : poo = pp}
denote the set of invertible, measure-preserving transformations which send the mea-
sure fig to p, then by Halmos’ Theorem, [14, p. 77-78],

{oToo™" 1 0 € M(X, X)}

is weakly dense inside the class of measure-preserving transformations X.
In particular, for each measurable subset E, and each 7 > € > 0 sufficiently small,
there exists op = o, € M(X,, X) so that

1((ooToog " E))ANTE)) <e-27", EAF:=(ENF)U(F\E)
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for each 0 < j < H, where ’
E; =1T"F.
By induction, for any m < H,

m __—1 17 m . . o—H . —100
o:%{iéjﬂ((ao% oy 'Ej))AN(0ME)) <e-m-27" <e-H

But now for any £ C X, if 0y = op is as above
p({z € X : sup |1p(ogTy oy x) — 1g(T™x)| > 7/100})
m<H
< H-sup p({x € X : |1p(ogT "oy x) — 1x(T™z)| > 7/100})
m<H
<7t toe . HO
Turning to the problem at hand, let (X, u,T") be arbitrary, and choose an appro-
priate
f=1p: X = {0,1}
and sequence My(w) < M;(w) < -+ < Mg (w) < H/100 so that for each 1 < k < K
(with K <y 1 maximal)

n({ sup [Par(f, 9)(25w) = Par (£, 9)(z;0)] > 7}) > 78
My —1 (W) <M <M (w)

Now, let € = o(7P%1) be a small parameter, and for oy = o, as above, define

@y (f.0)(x:0) = = 3 (00305 ) 7 (x) - §7g(w)

m<M

and observe that for each 1 < k < K

{ sup [P (f, 9)(7;w) — oy, (f, 9) (w5 w)| = 7}

My, 1 (w)<M <My (w)

c{ sup @ (f, 9)(7;0) — @y, (f, 9)(a5w)| > 7/2} UE
My, 1 (w)<M <My (w)
where
Ec{re X :sup |1g(ooTy oy ) — 1g(c™x)| > 7/100}
m<H
and so has u(F) < 77'-e- H 1% and thus for each 1 <k < K
1({ sup D (f, 9)(w;0) = Doy, (F,9)(w;0)] > 7/2}) > 78 — o oo(771e)
My 1 (w)<M <M (w)
=718 —opoe(7B) > (1/2)5.
But now

p({X sup | (f, 9) (@1 w) — Py, (f, 9) (3 w)| > 7/2})

M1 (w)<M <M, (w)

= pio({Xo : sup @3 (f © 00, 9)(w;0) — @y, (f © 00, 9) (w;0)| > 7/2})

My 1 (w)<M <My (w)
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where
3, (f,0) () = = S0 T () - 57g(w),
m<M
completing the proof. O

We introduce one final reduction, which will be crucial in allowing us to transfer
the problem to a discrete harmonic-analytic estimate; the details are similar to the
proof of Lemma 14.4.

Lemma 14.5 (Reduction to Ergodic (Y, v, S)). It suffices to assume that (Y, v, S) is
ergodic.

Sketch. One uses the weak density of conjugates of ergodic actions on Y to approxi-
mate S by conjugates of an ergodic action Sy :Y — Y so

max 1((00Shoy 'GHA(S*Gy)) <e- HT', G, = 9G

s

for an appropriate op : Y — Y.
The argument is then concluded as above; for (X, po, Tp) a fixed ergodic measure-
preserving system, the v-measure of the set where

Ef;?”l’}o’%)( ) with respect to S > ET)/(g’gol’{TO)(w) with respect to 09 Syoy

is bounded above by
v{weY: sup — Z f(m) - ((00S5og ') — S™)g(w)| > 7/100})

qumofm—wﬂ} me[M]

wwer$%W%%ao%%WMWH2ﬁm@)

= 0 oo(T 7€)
so that
v{weY: ZS%)’I’}O’TO)( ) with respect to S > L})
<v{weY: Zgg”g‘fg‘))(w) with respect to 00500y > L}) + 0500(T7),

at which point the argument is concluded using composition rules involving oy,
namely, replacing g with g o 0y and using the op-invariance of v, as above. O
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