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Connections between S-operators and restriction estimates for

spheres over finite fields

Hunseok Kang and Doowon Koh

Abstract. In this paper, we introduce a new operator, S , which is closely related to the restriction
problem for spheres in F

d
q , the d-dimensional vector space over the finite field Fq with q elements.

The S operator is considered as a specific operator that maps functions on F
d
q to functions on F

d+1
q .

We explore a relationship between the boundedness of the S operator and the restriction estimate
for spheres in F

d
q . Consequently, using this relationship, we prove that the L2 restriction conjectures

for spheres hold in all dimensions when the test functions are restricted to homogeneous functions
of degree zero.

1. Introduction

In recent years, several central open problems in Euclidean space have been actively studied
in the finite field setting. Among these, the Kakeya problem, the restriction problem, and the
Erdős-Falconer distance problem have received significant attention and have been extensively in-
vestigated.

The Kakeya conjecture over finite fields, proposed by Wolff [26] in 1999, was completely re-
solved by Dvir [4] in 2008 using the polynomial method. His work introduced profound new ideas
to the fields of harmonic analysis and discrete geometry (see, for example, [6, 5, 7]).

The finite field restriction problem was initially posed and studied by Mockenhaupt and Tao [23]
in 2004 for various algebraic varieties over finite fields. Let Fd

q , with d ≥ 2, denote the d-dimensional

vector space over a finite field Fq with q elements. In the finite field setting, the paraboloid P in F
d
q

is defined as the set of points x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ F
d
q satisfying the equation, xd = x21 + · · ·+ x2d−1 :

P := {x ∈ F
d
q : xd = x21 + · · ·+ x2d−1}.

The work of Mockenhaupt and Tao on the finite field restriction problem primarily focused on the
paraboloid and yielded good results in low dimensions. Their results on the paraboloid have been
extended and enhanced to higher dimensions through the interest and efforts of many researchers
(refer to [9, 21, 18, 25, 19, 14, 11, 24, 20] for example). On the other hand, the restriction
problem for spheres over finite fields was first studied by Iosevich and the second listed author [10].
Compared to the paraboloid, the known results and techniques for spheres are relatively limited
and have received less attention. This is unfortunate, as the restriction problem for spheres has
proven highly useful when applied to other problems. For instance, as shown in [1, 17, 2, 3],
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restriction estimates for spheres have direct applications to the Erdős-Falconer distance problem,
which was initially posed and studied by Iosevich and Rudnev in [12].

The main goal of this paper is to introduce a new approach to the study of the restriction
estimates for spheres and to engage readers’ interest in this problem. As a main consequence of
the approach, we show that the L2 restriction conjectures for spheres are true in the specific case
when the test functions are the homogeneous functions of degree zero. In addition, we address more
reliable conjecture on the restriction problem for spheres over finite fields, which was not clearly
stated in previous papers.

To precisely state our results in this introduction, we review the restriction problem for spheres
in the finite field setting. In addition, we introduce a new operator S, called the S-operator, which
is closely related to the restriction estimates for spheres over finite fields.

1.1. The restriction operator RSd−1

j
for spheres Sd−1

j . We begin with some notation and

definitions.

Definition 1.1. We denote by F(Fd
q → C) the set of all functions g : Fd

q → C.

We shall often use the notation A to indicate a subset of F(Fd
q → C).

Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let V,W be sets. Given functions f : V → C and g : W → C, we define

||f ||Lp(V ) :=

(
1

|V |
∑

x∈V

|f(x)|p
) 1

p

, ||g||L∞(V ) := max
x∈V

|f(x)|,

and

||g||ℓp(W ) :=

(∑

m∈W

|g(m)|p
) 1

p

, ||g||ℓ∞(W ) := max
m∈W

|g(m)|,

where |V | denotes the cardinality of the set V. Notice that Lp(V ) is associated with the normaliz-
ing counting measure on the set V. On the other hand, ℓp(W ) is related to the counting measure
supported on W.

For each finite field Fq, we choose a j ∈ Fq. Then we define a sphere Sd−1
j ⊂ F

d
q as the set

Sd−1
j = {x ∈ F

d
q : ||x|| = j}.

Here, and throughout the paper, ||x|| :=
d∑

i=1
xi

2 for x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ F
d
q . Let g : Fd

q → C be a

function. Its Fourier transform, represented by ĝ, is defined as

(1.1) ĝ(x) =
∑

m∈Fd
q

χ(−m · x)g(m),

where χ is a fixed non-trivial additive character of Fq. The restriction operator RSd−1

j
for the sphere

Sd−1
j is defined by the relation

RSd−1

j
g(x) := ĝ|Sd−1

j
(x).

Recall that the additive character χ possesses the property of orthogonality: for any a ∈ F
∗
q,

∑

t∈Fq

χ(at) = 0.

2



Using the orthogonality of χ, one can easily deduce the Fourier inversion theorem stated as follows:

(1.2) g(m) =
1

qd

∑

x∈Fd
q

χ(m · x)ĝ(x).

Using the orthogonality of χ, it is not hard to deduce the Plancherel theorem:

||ĝ||L2(Fd
q)

= ||g||ℓ2(Fd
q)
.

In other words, the Plancherel theorem states that
∑

x∈Fd
q

|ĝ(x)|2 = qd
∑

m∈Fd
q

|g(m))|2.

Definition 1.2 (Restriction problem for spheres). Let 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞. We define RSd−1

j
(p → r)

to be the smallest constant such that the restriction estimate

(1.3) ||ĝ||Lr(Sd−1

j ) ≤ RSd−1

j
(p → r)||g||ℓp(Fq)

holds for all functions g : Fd
q → C. The restriction problem for the sphere Sd−1

j is to determine

all exponents 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞ such that RSd−1

j
(p → r) . 1, where A . B means that there exists a

constant C > 0 independent of q such that A ≤ CB. We use A ∼ B to indicate that A . B and
B . A. We denote RA

Sd−1

j

(p → r) . 1 if the restriction estimate (1.3) holds true for all functions

g ∈ A ⊆ F(Fd
q → C).

1.2. Spherical restriction conjectures and main results. Throughout this paper, we
will focus on finding all exponents p such that RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1. This question is called the

L2 restriction problem for spheres over finite fields. Recall by the norm nesting property that if
RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1, then RSd−1

j
(p1 → 2) . 1 for all p1 with 1 ≤ p1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Hence, the L2

restriction problem for the sphere is to find the optimal p value which is the largest number p with
RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1. In two dimensions, the problem was completely solved by Iosevich and the

second listed author in [8], showing that the optimal value of p is 4/3.

For three and higher dimensions, d ≥ 3, they deduced by the Stein-Tomas argument that

(1.4) RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+ 2

d+ 3
.

In the case of Euclidean spaces, this range of p cannot be improved, whereas in the case of finite
fields, it is conjectured that it can be improved in special cases. However, precise statements of
conjectures based on concrete examples are rarely found in existing papers. For this reason, we
introduce a more refined conjecture and present partial evidence supporting the validity of our
conjecture as the main result.

To address the conjecture, let us first recall that the quadratic character η of F∗
q is the multi-

plicative character of F∗
q that maps square numbers in F

∗
q to 1 and non-square numbers to -1:

η(t) :=

{
1, if t is a square number in F

∗
q,

−1, if t is a non-square number in F
∗
q.

The value of η(−1) depends on Fq. More specifically, we have η(−1) = −1 if and only if q ≡ 3
(mod 4), and η(−1) = 1 if and only if q ≡ 1 (mod 4) (see Remark 5.13, [22]).
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We now introduce the L2 restriction conjecture for spheres Sd−1
j . The background for this

conjecture will be provided in the next section, where we deduce necessary conditions for RSd−1

j
(p →

r) . 1.

Conjecture 1.3. Suppose that d ≥ 3 and j ∈ F
∗
q. Then the following statements are true:

(1) If d is even, then RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+4

d+4 .

(2) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1, then RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6

d+5 .

(3) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1, then RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2

d+3 .

(4) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1, then RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6

d+5 .

(5) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1, then RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 if and only if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2

d+3 .

We have the following comments on Conjecture 1.3.

• In the conclusion of Conjecture 1.3, each necessary part for the boundedness of the
RSd−1

j
(p → 2) is true (see Lemma 2.3 in Section 2).

• Hence, the known estimate (1.4) implies that Conjecture 1.3 holds for the items (3) and
(5).

• In conclusion, to settle the L2 restriction conjectures for spheres over finite fields, it remains
to establish the following.

Conjecture 1.4. Let d ≥ 3 and j ∈ F
∗
q.

(1) If d is even, then R
Sd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+4

d+4 .

(2) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1 (or d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1), then we have
RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6

d+5 .

Proving or disproving Conjecture 1.4 is considered a difficult problem. In fact, for any d ≥ 3,
no result better than the Stein-Tomas result (1.4) has been discovered, nor has any potential coun-
terexample suggesting the conjecture might be false been identified.

We aim to provide some partial evidence that Conjecture 1.4 is true. As a key result for this
purpose, we prove the weak version of the sharp L2 restriction estimates for spheres, where the test
functions are restricted to the homogeneous functions on F

d
q of degree zero. To precisely state our

result, let H := {g ∈ F(Fd
q → C) : g(m) = g(λm) for all m ∈ F

d
q , λ ∈ F

∗
q}, which is a collection

of the homogeneous functions of degree zero. In [13], the authors showed that the first part of
Conjecture 1.4 is true if the conclusion RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 is replaced by a weaker condition that

RH
Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1. As a major new result, stated below, we will prove that the second statement

of Conjecture 1.4 also holds for such a weaker conclusion, RH
Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1.

Theorem 1.5. If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1 (or d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1), then we
have RH

Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6
d+5 .

Let us highlight the important points of Theorem 1.5.

• The range of p in Conjecture 1.4 (2) is much broader than that in Conjecture 1.4 (1).
Hence, Proving our Theorem 1.5 for the special case of odd dimensions is distinct from
proving the corresponding result for even dimensions and requires significantly more effort.

• As we will see in Lemma 3.4, a key ingredient in determining the values of p satisfying
RH

Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1 is the L2 restriction estimate for the j-homogeneous variety Hd
j in F

d+1
q ,

which is defined in Definition 3.3.
4



• For example, after computing the sharp Fourier decay estimate on Hd
j , one can apply

the well-known Stein-Tomas argument to derive the L2 restriction result for Hd
j and use

it to find values of p satisfying RH
Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1. Using this method, it has been

previously shown that RH
Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1 holds for all conjectured values of p satisfying

R
Sd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1, except for cases (2) and (4) in Conjecture 1.3, which are the same as

the conditions in our Theorem 1.5. However, under the conditions of our Theorem 1.5,
this approach leads to only very weaker result, RH

Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2
d+3 .

• To prove Theorem 1.5, we will also apply the result of the L2 restriction estimate for Hd
j .

However, to derive the L2 restriction result, we will use a more efficient method than the
well-known Stein-Tomas argument over finite fields. Roughly speaking, we derive a refined
L2 restriction estimate by explicitly computing the Fourier transform of the indicator
function of Hd

j when the test function is a characteristic function on F
d+1
q . Then, by

applying the pigeonhole principle, we extend the result to general functions. We emphasize
that our method can recover the sharp L2 restriction result previously obtained using the
Stein-Tomas method. Indeed, in all cases, we will establish the sharp L2 restriction result
for Hd

j using our approach (see Proposition 3.6).

1.3. Remaining part of this paper. This paper will be organized as follows. In Section 2,
we introduce the necessary conditions for the boundedness of the restriction operator to the sphere
Sd−1
j . Based on these conditions, we formulate the restriction conjecture for the sphere. In Section

3, we collect useful facts for the proof of Theorem 1.5 and provide its proof based on these facts. In
the final section, we complete the proof of the L2 restriction results for the j-homogeneous variety
Hd

j ⊂ F
d+1
q .

2. Necessary conditions for the boundedness of RSd−1

j
(p → r)

Some conjectures regarding restriction estimates for the spheres are mentioned in existing liter-
ature. However, it seems that they have not been clearly stated. Therefore, this section is devoted
to presenting a more evidence-based conjecture.

It is well known that the main obstacle preventing the boundedness property that RSd−1

j
(p →

r) . 1 arises when a large affine subspace H is contained in the sphere Sd−1
j ⊂ F

d
q . Indeed, assuming

that V contains an affine subspace H of dimension k, namely |H| = |F|k, Mockenhaupt and Tao
[23] observed that necessary conditions for the bound RSd−1

j
(p → r) . 1 can be given as follows:

(2.1) 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞, p′ ≥ 2d

d− 1
and p′ ≥ r′(d− k)

(r′ − 1)(d − 1− k)
,

where p′ and r′ indicate Hölder’s conjugates:

1

p
+

1

p′
= 1 and

1

r
+

1

r′
= 1.

Notice that the conditions (2.1) are the same as the following statement: (1/p, 1/r) lies on the
convex hull of the four points

(2.2) (1, 0), (1, 1),

(
d+ 1

2d
, 1

)
,

(
d+ 1

2d
,
d2 − dk − d+ k

2d2 − 2dk − 2d

)
,

5



where k denotes the dimension of an affine subspace H lying on Sd−1
j , which means |H| = qk. In

particular, when r = 2, the necessary conditions (2.1) for RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 become

1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, p′ ≥ 2d

d− 1
and p′ ≥ 2(d − k)

(d− 1− k)
.

In other words, the necessary conditions for RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 take the following:

(2.3) 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d3 − 2d2 − 2d2k + 2dk

d3 − 2d2 − d2k + dk + d
.

The size of an affine subspace lying in Sd−1
j is well known as follows (see Lemma 1.13 in [16]):

Lemma 2.1. Let Sd−1
j be the sphere in F

d
q with j 6= 0. Then the following statements hold:

(1) If d ≥ 2 is even , then Sd−1
j contains an affine subspace H with |H| = q(d−2)/2.

(2) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1, then Sd−1
j contains an affine subspace H with |H| =

q(d−3)/2.
(3) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1, then Sd−1

j contains an affine subspace H with |H| =
q(d−1)/2.

(4) If If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1, then Sd−1
j contains an affine subspace H with

|H| = q(d−3)/2.

(5) If If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1, then Sd−1
j contains an affine subspace H with |H| =

q(d−1)/2.

Combining (2.2) and Lemma 2.1, a direct computation yields necessary conditions on the bound-
edness of RSd−1

j
(p → r), which can be conjectured as sufficient conditions. More precisely, one can

obtain the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2.2. Let 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞. Then RSd−1

j
(p → r) . 1 provided that each of the following

statements holds:

(1) d ≥ 2 is even and (1/p, 1/r) lies in the convex hull of the points

(1, 0), (1, 1),

(
d+ 1

2d
, 1

)
,

(
d+ 1

2d
,
d2 − d+ 2

2d2

)
,

(2) d ≡ 1 (mod 4), η(j) = −1 and (1/p, 1/r) lies in the convex hull of the points

(1, 0), (1, 1),

(
d+ 1

2d
, 1

)
,

(
d+ 1

2d
,

d2 + 3

2d2 + 2d

)
,

(3) d ≡ 1 (mod 4), η(j) = 1 and (1/p, 1/r) lies in the convex hull of the points

(1, 0), (1, 1),

(
d+ 1

2d
, 1

)
,

(
d+ 1

2d
,
d+ 1

2d

)
,

(4) d ≡ 3 (mod 4), η(−j) = −1 and (1/p, 1/r) lies in the convex hull of the points

(1, 0), (1, 1),

(
d+ 1

2d
, 1

)
,

(
d+ 1

2d
,

d2 + 3

2d2 + 2d

)
,

(5) d ≡ 3 (mod 4), η(−j) = 1 and (1/p, 1/r) lies in the convex hull of the points

(1, 0), (1, 1),

(
d+ 1

2d
, 1

)
,

(
d+ 1

2d
,
d+ 1

2d

)
.

In particular, combining (2.3) and Lemma 2.1, we obtain the following necessary conditions for
RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1.

6



Lemma 2.3. Suppose that RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then the following statements

hold true:

(1) If d ≥ 2 is even, then 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+4
d+4 .

(2) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1, then 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6
d+5 .

(3) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1, then 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2
d+3 .

(4) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1, then 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6
d+5 .

(5) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1, then 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2
d+3 .

From this lemma, it is natural to consider Conjecture 1.3.

3. Preliminary lemmas and the proof of the main result, Theorem 1.5

We first collect the key lemmas that play an important role in proving our main Theorem 1.5.
To this end, we begin by introducing a new operator which is called the S operator.

Definition 3.1 (The S-operator). Given a function g : Fd
q → C, we define the S-operator by

the relation

Sg(m,md+1) :=
1

q

∑

t∈F∗

q

χ(tmd+1)g(tm),

where m ∈ F
d
q ,md+1 ∈ Fq.

Note that Sg is a complex-valued function defined on F
d+1
q while g is defined on F

d
q .

Lemma 3.2. For a function g : Fd
q → C, the Fourier transform of the function Sg : Fd+1

q → C,

denoted by Ŝg, is given by

(3.1) Ŝg(x, s) =
{

ĝ(x/s) if s 6= 0
0 if s = 0,

where x ∈ F
d
q and s ∈ Fq.

Proof. Let (x, s) ∈ F
d
q × Fq = F

d+1
q . By the definitions of the S and its Fourier transform, it

follows that

Ŝg(x, s) =
∑

(m,md+1)∈Fd
q×Fq

χ(−x ·m− smd+1)Sg(m,md+1)

=
1

q

∑

m∈Fd
q

∑

t∈F∗

q

χ(−x ·m)g(tm)
∑

md+1∈Fq

χ((t− s)md+1).

If s = 0, the sum over md+1 ∈ Fq vanishes by the orthogonality of χ, since t ∈ F
∗
q. Hence,

Ŝg(x, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ F
d
q . On the other hand, if s ∈ F

∗
q, then it follows by the orthogonality of χ

that

Ŝg(x, s) = 1

q

∑

m∈Fd
q

χ(−x ·m)g(sm)q = ĝ(x/s).

This completes the proof. �

We also need to consider a j-homogeneous variety in F
d+1
q . Given a finite field Fq, let j be a

fixed non-zero element in Fq. The number j ∈ F
∗
q is always considered to be selected depending on

q.
7



Definition 3.3. Let j be a non-zero element in Fq. The j-homogeneous variety, denoted by

Hd
j , is a variety lying in F

d+1
q and is defined by

Hd
j = {(x, xd+1) ∈ F

d
q × Fq : ||x|| = jx2x+1}.

In addition, we define the dual variety of the j-homogeneous variety Hd
j , denoted by (Hd

j )
∗, as

(Hd
j )

∗ := Hd
j−1 .

We introduce one of the preliminary key lemmas to deduce our main theorem.

Lemma 3.4. Let A be a subset of F(Fd
q → C) and let 1 ≤ p, s, r ≤ ∞. Suppose that the following

two estimates hold for all g ∈ A:

(i)

||Ŝg||Lr(Hd
j )

. ‖Sg‖ℓs(Fd+1
q ).

(ii)
||Sg||ℓs(Fd+1

q ) . ||g||ℓp(Fd
q)
.

Then we have
RA

Sd−1

j

(p → r) . 1.

Proof. By the assumptions (i), (ii), to complete the proof, it suffices to show that the following
estimate

(3.2) ||ĝ||Lr(Sd−1

j ) ∼ ||Ŝg||Lr(Hd
j )

holds for all functions g ∈ A. Notice that for each s ∈ F
∗
q, we have

ĝ(x) =
∑

m∈Fd
q

χ(−sm · x)g(sm).

It follows that

‖ĝ‖r
Lr(Sd−1

j )
=

1

|Sd−1
j |

∑

x∈Sd−1

j

|ĝ(x)|r = 1

|Sd−1
j |(q − 1)

∑

s∈F∗
q

∑

x∈Sd−1

j

|ĝ(x)|r

=
1

|Sd−1
j |(q − 1)

∑

s∈F∗

q

∑

x∈Sd−1

j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈Fd
q

χ(−sm · x)g(sm)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r

.

Using a change of variables, x → x/s for a fixed s 6= 0 and observing that |Hd
j | ∼ qd ∼ q|Sd−1

j |, we
get

‖ĝ‖r
Lr(Sd−1

j )
∼ 1

|Hd
j |
∑

s∈F∗

q

∑

x∈Fd
q :||x||=js2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈Fd
q

χ(−m · x)g(sm)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r

.

For a fixed s 6= 0, once again we use a change of variables, m → m/s, and then

‖ĝ‖r
Lr(Sd−1

j )
∼ 1

|Hd
j |
∑

s∈F∗

q

∑

x∈Fd
q :||x||=js2

|ĝ(x/s)|r.

By using (3.1) in Lemma 3.2, we obtain the desired consequence that

‖ĝ‖r
Lr(Sd−1

j )
∼ 1

|Hd
j |

∑

(x,s)∈Hd
j

∣∣∣Ŝg(x, s)
∣∣∣
r
= ‖Ŝg‖r

Lr(Hd
j )
.

�
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Lemma 3.4 is useful in that it says that the restriction problems for the spheres Sd−1
j in d-

dimensions can be reduced to those for the homogeneous varieties Hd
j in (d+1)-dimensions, respec-

tively. Moreover, from the literature, we see that the conjecture for the bound RSd−1

j
(p → r) . 1

is the same as that for the bound RHd
j
(p → r) . 1 (see [14, 19, 15]). Similarly, one can also

conjecture that the restriction estimates of the Sd−1
j and Hd

j are the same.

3.1. Restriction estimates for the j-homogeneous varieties. We need the L2 restriction
estimates for the j-homogeneous variety Hd

j in F
d+1
q . These results will be combined with Lemma

3.4 in order to prove the main result, Theorem 1.5.

Definition 3.5. For 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞, we denote by RHd
j
(p → r) the smallest constant such that

the restriction estimate

||Ĝ||Lr(Hd
j )

≤ RHd
j
(p → r)||G||ℓp(Fd+1

q )

holds true for all functions G on F
d+1
q . The restriction problem for the j-homogeneous variety Hd

j

in F
d+1
q is to determine all exponents 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞ such that

RHd
j
(p → r) . 1.

Now we states our results on the L2 restriction estimates for the j-homogeneous variety Hd
j in

F
d+1
q .

Proposition 3.6. For the j-homogeneous variety Hd
j , with d ≥ 2, in F

d+1
q , the following L2

restriction estimates hold:

(1) If d is even, then RHd
j
(p → 2) . 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+4

d+4 .

(2) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1, then RHd
j
(p → 2) . 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6

d+5 .

(3) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1, then RHd
j
(p → 2) . 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2

d+3 .

(4) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1, then RHd
j
(p → 2) . 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6

d+5 .

(5) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1, then RHd
j
(p → 2) . 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2

d+3 .

The proof of Proposition 3.6 will be presented in the next section (Section 4). For a moment,
let us accept Proposition 3.6, which will be invoked to establish the proof of our main theorem,
Theorem 1.5.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. In this subsection, using Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 3.4, we
will prove that the values of p satisfying

RH
Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1

coincide with the conjectured values of p required for

R(p → 2) . 1

as given in Conjecture 1.3. This fact has already been established in [13], except for the case of
Theorem 1.5. However, we will provide a unified proof for all other cases, including Theorem 1.5,
using our approach here. In other words, we prove the following statement.

Theorem 3.7. Let d ≥ 3 and j ∈ F
∗
q.

(i) If d is even, then RH
Sd−1

j

(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+4
d+4 .

(ii) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1 (or d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1), then we have
RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6

d+5 .
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(iii) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1 (or d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1), then we have
RSd−1

j
(p → 2) . 1 for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2

d+3 .

Proof. To complete the proof, we first invoke Lemma 3.4 from which taking A = H, r = 2,
and s = p, it is enough to show that for all homogeneous functions g of degree zero in H, we have

(3.3) ||Ŝg||L2(Hd
j )

. ‖Sg‖ℓp(Fd+1
q ).

and

(3.4) ||Sg||ℓp(Fd+1
q ) . ||g||ℓp(Fd

q)
,

where the index ‘p’ is the value corresponding to each statement in Theorem 3.7. The inequality
(3.3) follows immediately from Proposition 3.6. To prove the inequality (3.4), let g ∈ H. Then
g(tm) = g(m) for all nonzero t ∈ F

∗
q and m in F

d
q . Hence, for (m,md+1) ∈ F

d
q × Fq, we see that

Sg(m,md+1) =
1

q

∑

t∈F∗
q

χ(tmd+1)g(m) =
g(m)

q
(δ0(md+1)− 1),

where δ0(md+1) = 1 for md+1 = 0, and 0 otherwise. It therefore follows that

||Sg||p
ℓp(Fd+1

q )
=

∑

(m,md+1)∈Fd
q×Fq

∣∣∣∣
g(m)

q
(qδ0(md+1)− 1)

∣∣∣∣
p

=
∑

m∈Fd
q ,md+1∈F∗

q

∣∣∣∣
g(m)

q
(−1)

∣∣∣∣
p

+
∑

m∈Fd
q

∣∣∣∣
g(m)

q
(q − 1)

∣∣∣∣
p

=
q − 1

qp
‖g‖p

ℓp(Fd
q )
+

(
q − 1

q

)p

‖g‖p
ℓp(Fd

q)
≤ 2‖g‖p

ℓp(Fd
q)
.

This proves the inequality (3.4) and thus the proof of Theorem 3.7 is complete. �

4. Proof of Proposition 3.6 (Restriction results on Hd
j )

In this section, we provide a complete proof of Proposition 3.6, the result on the L2 restriction
estimates for the j-homogeneous variety Hd

j . Before proceeding with the proof, let us introduce
Gauss sums and some useful facts derived from them.

4.1. Gauss sums and their applications. For a ∈ F
∗
q, the Gauss sum Ga is defined by

Ga :=
∑

s∈F∗

q

η(s)χ(as),

where η denotes the quadratic character of Fq.

Now, we collect the basic facts related to the Gauss sum. Using a change of variables and a
property of the quadratic character η, we easily see that for a ∈ F

∗
q,

∑

s∈Fq

χ(as2) = Ga = η(a)G1.

More generally, completing a square, it follows that for a ∈ F
∗
q and b ∈ Fq,

(4.1)
∑

s∈Fq

χ(as2 + bs) = η(a)G1χ

(
− b2

4a

)
.
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The modulus of the Gauss sum Ga is exactly the same as
√
q (see [22]). It is clear that GaGa =

|Ga|2 = q for any a ∈ F
∗
q. Notice by a change of variables that

Ga =
∑

s∈F∗

q

η(s)χ(−as) = η(−1)Ga.

Hence, we see that for any a ∈ F
∗
q,

(4.2) G2
a = η(−1)q.

This equality is useful in computing 1̂Hd
j
, the Fourier transform of the indicator function of j-

homogeneous variety Hd
j . For simplicity, we write

Ĥd
j := 1̂Hd

j
,

where we identify the set Hd
j with the indicator function of the set Hd

j .

Lemma 4.1. For any M = (m,md+1) ∈ F
d
q × Fq = F

d+1
q , the Fourier transform on the j-

homogeneous variety Hd
j is given explicitly as follows:

(1) If d is even:

Ĥd
j (M) =

{
qdδ0(M) if M ∈ (Hd

j )
∗,

q
d
2 (η(−1))(d+2)/2η(j||m|| −m2

d+1) if M /∈ (Hd
j )

∗.

(2) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1:

Ĥd
j (M) =

{
qdδ0(M)− (1− q−1)q

d+1

2 if M ∈ (Hd
j )

∗,

q
d−1

2 if M /∈ (Hd
j )

∗.

(3) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1:

Ĥd
j (M) =

{
qdδ0(M) + (1− q−1)q

d+1

2 if M ∈ (Hd
j )

∗,

−q
d−1

2 if M /∈ (Hd
j )

∗.

(4) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1:

Ĥd
j (M) =

{
qdδ0(M)− (1− q−1)q

d+1

2 if M ∈ (Hd
j )

∗,

q
d−1

2 if M /∈ (Hd
j )

∗.

(5) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1:

Ĥd
j (M) =

{
qdδ0(M) + (1− q−1)q

d+1

2 if M ∈ (Hd
j )

∗,

−q
d−1

2 if M /∈ (Hd
j )

∗.

Proof. We start by observing that

Ĥd
j (M) =

∑

X∈Fd+1
q :x2

1
+···+x2

d
−jx2

d+1
=0

χ(−M ·X),

Here, and throughout the paper, we writeM = (m1, . . . ,md,md+1), X = (x1, . . . , xd, xd+1) ∈ F
d+1
q .

By the orthogonality of χ, we can write

Ĥd
j (M) = qdδ0(M) + q−1

∑

t∈F∗
q




d∏

ℓ=1

∑

xℓ∈Fq

χ(tx2ℓ −mℓxℓ)




 ∑

xd+1∈Fq

χ(−jtx2d+1 −md+1xd+1)


 .
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Invoking the inequality (4.1), we obtain that

(4.3) Ĥd
j (M) = qdδ0(M) + q−1Gd+1

1 η(−j)
∑

t∈F∗
q

ηd+1(t)χ

(
m2

1 + · · ·+m2
d − j−1m2

d+1

−4t

)
.

(Case 1) Let us prove the first part (1). Suppose that d is even. Then ηd+1 = η. It follows
from (4.3) that

(4.4) Ĥd
j (M) = qdδ0(M) + q−1Gd+1

1 η(−j)
∑

t∈F∗

q

η(t)χ

(
m2

1 + · · ·+m2
d − j−1m2

d+1

−4t

)
.

If M ∈ (Hd
j )

∗, then the statement (1) is obvious since χ(0) = 1 and
∑

t∈F∗
q
η(t) = 0. Hence,

we assume that M /∈ (Hd
j )

∗. Then it is clear that δ0(M) = 0. By a change of variables and the
properties of the quadratic character η, one can easily observe that

∑

t∈F∗
q

η(t)χ

(
m2

1 + · · ·+m2
d − j−1m2

d+1

−4t

)
= η(−m2

1 − · · · −m2
d + j−1m2

d+1)G1.

In addition, observe from (4.2) that

Gd+2
1 = q

d+2

2 (η(−1))(d+2)/2 .

Then the statement (1) follows by combining those observations and the inequality (4.4).

(Case 2) Let us prove the statements (2)− (5). Suppose that d is odd. Then ηd+1 ≡ 1 and so
the inequality (4.3) becomes

Ĥd
j (M) = qdδ0(M) + q−1Gd+1

1 η(−j)
∑

t∈F∗
q

χ

(
m2

1 + · · ·+m2
d − j−1m2

d+1

−4t

)

= qdδ0(M) + q−1Gd+1
1 η(−j)

(
qδ0(m

2
1 + · · · +m2

d − j−1m2
d+1)− 1

)
,

where the last equality follows by the orthogonality of χ. From (4.2), it is not hard to see that

Gd+1
1 η(−j) = q

d+1

2 (η(−1))(d+3)/2η(j).

Therefore, we obtain that

Ĥd
j (M) = qdδ0(M) + q

d−1

2 (η(−1))(d+3)/2η(j)
(
qδ0(m

2
1 + · · ·+m2

d − j−1m2
d+1)− 1

)
.

Finally, the statements (2)-(5) follow from the definition of δ0 and the following simple observations,
respectively:

(i) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1, then

(η(−1))(d+3)/2η(j) = −1.

(ii) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1, then

(η(−1))(d+3)/2η(j) = 1.

(iii) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1, then

(η(−1))(d+3)/2η(j) = −1.

(iv) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1, then

(η(−1))(d+3)/2η(j) = 1.

�
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Since Ĥd
j (0, . . . , 0) = |Hd

j | and (0, . . . , 0) ∈ (Hd
j )

∗, it is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.1
that for d ≥ 2,

|Hd
j | ∼ qd.

Based on the explicit form of the Fourier transform on the j-homogeneous variety Hd
j lying in

F
d+1
q , we are able to establish the following restricted strong type L2 estimate for Hd

j .

Proposition 4.2. Let E ⊂ F
d+1
q . Then the following statements hold:

(1) If d is even, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

.





q
1

2 |E| 12 if q
d+2

2 ≤ |E| ≤ qd+1,

q−
d
4 |E| if q

d
2 ≤ |E| ≤ q

d+2

2 ,

|E| 12 if 1 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d
2 .

(2) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

.





q
1

2 |E| 12 if q
d+3

2 ≤ |E| ≤ qd+1,

q−
d+1

4 |E| if q
d+1

2 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d+3

2 ,

|E| 12 if 1 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d+1

2 .

(3) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

.





q
1

2 |E| 12 if q
d+1

2 ≤ |E| ≤ qd+1,

q−
d−1

4 |E| if q
d−1

2 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d+1

2 ,

|E| 12 if 1 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d−1

2 .

(4) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

.





q
1

2 |E| 12 if q
d+3

2 ≤ |E| ≤ qd+1,

q−
d+1

4 |E| if q
d+1

2 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d+3

2 ,

|E| 12 if 1 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d+1

2 .

(5) If d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

.





q
1

2 |E| 12 if q
d+1

2 ≤ |E| ≤ qd+1,

q−
d−1

4 |E| if q
d−1

2 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d+1

2 ,

|E| 12 if 1 ≤ |E| ≤ q
d−1

2 .

Proof. By a direct computation, to complete the proof, it will be enough to establish all the
following statements:

(i) If d is even, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

. min
{
|E| 12 + q−

d
4 |E|, q

1

2 |E| 12
}
.

(ii) If the assumption of Proposition 4.2 (2) or Proposition 4.2 (4) holds, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j
) . min

{
|E| 12 + q−

d+1

4 |E|, q
1

2 |E| 12
}
.

(iii) If the assumption of Proposition 4.2 (3) or Proposition 4.2 (5) holds, then

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

. min
{
|E| 12 + q−

d−1

4 |E|, q
1

2 |E| 12
}
.

13



Indeed, it is not hard to notice that statement (i) leads directly to Proposition 4.2 (1), statement
(ii) corresponds to Proposition 4.2 (2) and (4), and statement (iii) supports Proposition 4.2 (3) and
(5).

Since |Hd
j | ∼ qd for d ≥ 2, we have

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

∼


q−d

∑

M∈Hd
j

|Ê(M)|2




1/2

.

For a simple notation, let us define that

Ω(E) :=
∑

M∈Hd
j

|Ê(M)|2.

Then, to establish statements (i), (ii), (iii), it suffices to prove the following claims (i)’, (ii)’,
and (iii)’, respectively:

(i)’ If d is even, then

Ω(E) . min
{
qd|E|+ q

d
2 |E|2, qd+1|E|

}
.

(ii)’ If the assumption of Proposition 4.2(2) or Proposition 4.2(4) holds, then

Ω(E) . min
{
qd|E|+ q

d−1

2 |E|2, qd+1|E|
}
.

(iii)’ If the assumption of Proposition 4.2(3) or Proposition 4.2(5) holds, then

Ω(E) . min
{
qd|E|+ q

d+1

2 |E|2, qd+1|E|
}
.

Now let us estimate Ω(E). By Plancherel’s theorem, it is clear that

(4.5) Ω(E) ≤
∑

M∈Fd+1
q

|Ê(M)|2 = qd+1|E|.

By the definition of the Fourier transform, we see that

Ω(E) =
∑

X,Y ∈E

Ĥd
j (X − Y ).

We compute the sum in X,Y ∈ E by separating the cases where the X − Y is included in (Hd
j )

∗

and where it is not. Namely, we write

(4.6) Ω(E) =
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

Ĥd
j (X − Y ) +

∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y /∈(Hd
j )

∗

Ĥd
j (X − Y ).

(Proof of (i)’) Let d be even. By the estimate (4.5), we only need to show that

Ω(E) . qd|E|+ q
d
2 |E|2.

Combining (4.6) and Lemma 4.1(1), we get the required result:

Ω(E) = qd
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

δ0(X − Y ) + q
d
2 (η(−1))(d+2)/2

∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y /∈(Hd
j )

∗

η(j||x − y|| − (xd+1 − yd+1)
2)

≤ qd|E|+ q
d
2 |E|2.

(Proof of (ii)’) From the estimate (4.5), it is enough to show that

Ω(E) . qd|E|+ q
d−1

2 |E|2.
14



Assume that the hypothesis on Proposition 4.2(2) holds, namely d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1.
Then we can invoke Lemma 4.1(2). Combining (4.6) and Lemma 4.1(2), it follows that

Ω(E) = qd
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

δ0(X − Y ) − (1− q−1)q
d+1

2

∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

1

+
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y /∈(Hd
j
)∗

q
d−1

2 .

Since the second term above is non-positive, it is clear that

Ω(E) ≤ qd
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

δ0(X − Y ) +
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y /∈(Hd
j )

∗

q
d−1

2

≤ qd|E|+ q
d−1

2 |E|2.

This completes the proof of (ii)’ under the assumption on Proposition 4.2(2). When the assumption
on Proposition 4.2(4) holds, the proof can be similarly demonstrated by using Lemma 4.1(4) instead
of Lemma 4.1(2).

(Proof of (iii)’) By using the estimate (4.5), our task is only to show that

Ω(E) . qd|E|+ q
d+1

2 |E|2.

If the hypothesis of Proposition 4.2(3) is satisfied, Lemma 4.1(3) can be applied to (4.6). Similarly,
if the hypothesis of Proposition 4.2(5) is satisfied, Lemma 4.1(5) can be applied to (4.6). Hence,
we see that

Ω(E) = qd
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

δ0(X − Y ) + (1− q−1)q
d+1

2

∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

1

−
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y /∈(Hd
j )

∗

q
d−1

2 .

Since the third term above is non-positive, it is clear that

Ω(E) ≤ qd
∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

δ0(X − Y ) + (1− q−1)q
d+1

2

∑

X,Y ∈E:X−Y ∈(Hd
j )

∗

1

. qd|E|+ q
d+1

2 |E|2.

This completes the proof of (iii)’. We have finished Proposition 4.2. �

4.2. Reduction lemma. In this subsection, we introduce notation and a useful lemma nec-
essary for the reduction in the proof of Proposition 3.6.

Definition 4.3. Let F : Fd+1
q → [0, 1].

(i) For each non-negative integer i ≥ 0, we denote

Fi := {X ∈ F
d+1
q : 2−i−1 < F (X) ≤ 2−i}.

(ii) The function F̃ is a step function on F
d+1
q defined as

F̃ (X) :=

∞∑

i=0

2−i1Fi
(X).
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Notice that the collection {Fi} consists of mutually disjoint sets. It is clear that
∞⋃
i=0

Fi ⊆ F
d+1
q ,

which implies that |Fi| ≤ qd+1 for all i ≥ 0. A simple but important observation is as follows. For
each X ∈ F

d+1
q , we have

(4.7) F (X) ≤ F̃ (X) ≤ 2F (X).

The following facts are necessary for the proof of Proposition 3.6.

Lemma 4.4. Let F : Fd+1
q → [0, 1] and let 1 ≤ p < ∞.

(1) If
∑

X∈Fd+1
q

(F (x))p = 1, then
∞∑
k=0

2−pk|Fk| ≤ 2p.

(2) We have ||F̂ ||L2(Hd
j )

∼ || ̂̃F ||L2(Hd
j )
.

Proof. First, let us prove Lemma 4.4 (1). By combining (4.7) and the assumption that∑
X∈Fd+1

q

(F (x))p = 1, we see that

∑

X∈Fd+1
q

(F̃ (X))p ≤ 2p.

It follows by the definition of F̃ that

∑

X∈Fd+1
q

(F̃ (X))p =
∞∑

k=0

∑

X∈Fk

(
∞∑

i=0

2−i1Fi
(X)

)p

=
∞∑

k=0

2−pk|Fk|.

This proves the first part of Lemma 4.4.

Now we prove Lemma 4.4 (2). It is enough to prove that

∑

X∈Hd
j

|F̂ (X)|2 ∼
∑

X∈Hd
j

| ̂̃F (X)|2.

By the definition of the Fourier transform, we have

∑

X∈Hd
j

|F̂ (X)|2 =
∑

X∈Hd
j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

M∈Fd+1

F (M)χ(−X ·M)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

=
∑

X∈Hd
j

∑

M,M ′∈Fd+1

F (M)F (M ′)χ(−X·(M−M ′)),

where we use the fact that F is real-valued. By the definition of the Fourier transform on Hd
j , the

above expression is equal to

(4.8)
∑

X∈Hd
j

|F̂ (X)|2 =
∑

M,M ′∈Fd+1

F (M)F (M ′)Ĥd
j (M −M ′).

Similarly, we obtain

(4.9)
∑

X∈Hd
j

| ̂̃F (X)|2 =
∑

M,M ′∈Fd+1

F̃ (M)F̃ (M ′)Ĥd
j (M −M ′).

Since F ∼ F̃ by (4.7), it follows that

F̃ (M)F̃ (M ′) ∼ F (M)F (M ′) for all M,M ′ ∈ F
d+1.
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Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that the Fourier transform Ĥd
j can take at most three dis-

tinct real values. Thus, the right-hand side of equation (4.8) is similar to that of equation (4.9),
concluding the proof. �

4.3. Complete Proof of Proposition 3.6. We will prove Proposition 3.6 by invoking the
pigeonhole principle used in [11, 15, 24] together with our Proposition 4.2. For the convenience
of readers, we state Proposition 3.6 in a more concise form and provide its proof below.

Proposition 4.5. For the j-homogeneous variety Hd
j in F

d+1
q , where d ≥ 2, the following L2

restriction estimates hold:

(i) If d is even, then RHd
j
(p → 2) . 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+4

d+4 .

(ii) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = −1 (or d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = −1), then we have
RHd

j
(p → 2) . 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+6

d+5 .

(iii) If d ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η(j) = 1 (or d ≡ 3 (mod 4) and η(−j) = 1), then RHd
j
(p → 2) . 1

for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2d+2
d+3 .

Proof. Before starting the proof, note that Proposition 4.5 (i) matches Proposition 3.6 (1),
Proposition 4.5 (ii) implies Proposition 3.6 (2) and (4), and Proposition 4.5 (iii) corresponds to
Proposition 3.6 (3) and (5).

We will prove the conclusions (i), (ii), and (iii) of Proposition 4.5 simultaneously. To do this,
we first define p = p(α) for 0 < α < d as

(4.10) p = p(α) :=
2α+ 2

α+ 2
.

For each statement of conclusions (i), (ii) and (iii), we correspondingly assign α = d
2 ,

d+1
2 , d−1

2 so

that the values of p = p(α) = 2d+4
d+4 ,

2d+6
d+5 ,

2d+2
d+3 correspond to the critical value of p for proving

the statements (i), (ii), and (iii) of Proposition 4.5, respectively. Therefore, in order to prove
Proposition 4.5, for each p = p(α), it suffices to show that the following restriction estimate holds
for all functions F on F

d+1
q :

‖F̂‖L2(Hd
j )

. ‖F‖Lp(Fd+1
q ) =


 ∑

X∈Fd+1
q

|F (X)|p



1

p

.

We now make reductions on the test functions F on F
d+1
q . As usual, we may assume that the test

function F is a non-negative real-valued function on F
d+1
q . Furthermore, a normalization of the

function F allows us to assume that the test function F satisfies the condition that∑

X∈Fd+1
q

|F (X)|p = 1.

Thus, our problem is reducing to showing that the inequality

‖F̂‖L2(Hd
j )

. 1

holds for all real-valued functions F : Fd+1
q → [0, 1] with the property that
∑

X∈Fd+1
q

(F (X))p = 1.

By Lemma 4.4 (1), we also assume that

(4.11)

∞∑

k=0

2−pk|Fk| . 1,

17



where we recall that Fk := {X ∈ F
d+1
q : 2−k−1 < F (X) ≤ 2−k}. It is obvious from (4.11) that for

all k ≥ 0,

(4.12) |Fk| . 2pk.

In summary, our problem is reduced to showing that

(4.13) ‖F̂‖L2(Hd
j )

. 1

where the function F satisfies the conditions (4.11) and (4.12).

By Lemma 4.4 (2) and the definition of F̃ , we see that for any integer N ≥ 1,

||F̂ ||L2(Hd
j )

∼ || ̂̃F ||L2(Hd
j )

≤
N∑

k=0

2−k‖F̂k‖L2(Hd
j )

+
∞∑

k=N+1

2−k‖F̂k‖L2(Hd
j )

=: T (N) +R(N),

where we also used Minkowski’s inequality. Our task is to show that T (N) . 1 and R(N) . 1 for
some N. We choose an integer N such that

N ≥ (d+ 1) log2 q.

Then, since ‖F̂k‖L2(Hd
j )

≤ |Fk| ≤ qd+1 for all k ≥ 0, we have

R(N) ≤ qd+1
∞∑

k=N+1

2−k ≤ qd+12−N ≤ 1.

Finally, it remains to prove that

T (N) =
N∑

k=0

2−k‖F̂k‖L2(Hd
j )

. 1.

Let [N ] := {0, 1, . . . , N}. We partition [N ] into the following three parts:

[N ]1 := {k ∈ [N ] : 1 ≤ 2pk ≤ qα},
[N ]2 := {k ∈ [N ] : qα ≤ 2pk ≤ qα+1}, and

[N ]3 := {k ∈ [N ] : qα+1 ≤ 2pk ≤ qd+1},

where we recall that α = d
2 ,

d+1
2 , d−1

2 are the values defined for proving the statements (i), (ii) and
(iii) of Proposition 4.5, respectively. Then we can write

T (N) ≤
∑

k∈[N ]1

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )
+
∑

k∈[N ]2

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )
+
∑

k∈[N ]3

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )

=: I + II + III

To complete the proof, our task is to prove that I, II, III . 1.
Each of the conclusions in Proposition 4.2 can be written in the following form: for E ⊂ F

d+1
q ,

‖Ê‖L2(Hd
j )

.





q
1

2 |E| 12 if qα+1 ≤ |E| ≤ qd+1,

q−
α
2 |E| if qα ≤ |E| ≤ qα+1,

|E| 12 if 1 ≤ |E| ≤ qα,

(4.14)

where α = d
2 ,

d+1
2 , d−1

2 correspond to Proposition 4.2 (1), Proposition 4.2 (2) and (4), and Propo-
sition 4.2 (3) and (5), respectively.
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Now we show that I . 1. Since |Fk| ≤ 2pk for all k ∈ [N ], it follows that

I ≤
∑

k∈[N ]1:1≤|Fk|≤qα

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )
.

∑

k∈[N ]1:1≤|Fk|≤qα

2−k|Fk|
1

2 ≤
∞∑

k=0

2−k2
pk

2 . 1,

where the second inequality above follows from the estimate (4.14) and the last inequality above is
clear by the definition of p given in (4.10).

Next, let us prove II . 1. It follows that

II ≤
∑

k∈[N ]2:1≤|Fk|≤qα

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )
+

∑

k∈[N ]2:qα≤|Fk|≤qα+1

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )

.
∑

k∈[N ]2:1≤|Fk|≤qα

2−k|Fk|
1

2 +
∑

k∈[N ]2:qα≤|Fk|≤qα+1

2−kq−
α
2 |Fk|

.

∞∑

k=0

2−k2
pk
2 + q−

α
2

∑

k∈[N ]2

2−k2pk . 1 + q−
α
2 2

(p−1)(α+1

p
log2 q) = 2,

where the last inequality follows by the observations that p/2−1 < 0, p−1 > 0, and k ≤ α+1
p log2 q

for k ∈ [N ]2. Finally, we show that III . 1. By decomposing the set [N ]3 into three parts, we write
the term III as follows:

III ≤
∑

k∈[N ]3
:1≤|Fk|≤qα

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )
+

∑

k∈[N ]3
:qα≤|Fk|≤qα+1

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )
+

∑

k∈[N ]3
:qα+1≤|Fk|≤qd+1

2−k‖1̂Fk
‖L2(Hd

j )
.

Applying the estimate (4.14) to each of the three items above and using the property that
|Fk| ≤ 2pk for all k ∈ [N ], we obtain that

III .
∑

k∈[N ]3
:1≤|Fk|≤qα

2−k|Fk|
1

2 +
∑

k∈[N ]3
:qα≤|Fk|≤qα+1

2−kq−
α
2 |Fk|+

∑

k∈[N ]3
:qα+1≤|Fk|≤qd+1

2−kq
1

2 |Fk|
1

2

.

∞∑

k=0

2−k2
pk
2 +

∑

k∈[N ]3

2−kq−
α
2 qα+1 + q

1

2

∑

k∈[N ]3

2−k2
pk
2 =: III1 + III2 + III3.

Now note from (4.10) that p/2− 1 < 0. Then it is obvious that III1 ∼ 1. It remains to show that
III2 + III3 . 1. To do this, we observe that if k ∈ [N ]3, then

α+ 1

p
log2 q ≤ k.

In addition, recall that p
2 − 1 < 0. Then it follows that

III2 + III3 . q
α
2
+1

∑

α+1

p
log2 q≤k≤∞

2−k + q
1

2

∑

α+1

p
log2 q≤k≤∞

2−k2
pk

2

. q
α
2
+1 2

−(α+1

p
log2 q) + q

1

2 2
(p/2−1)(α+1

p
log2 q) = 1 + 1 = 2.

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.6. �
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