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DIMENSION-FREE ESTIMATES FOR DISCRETE MAXIMAL FUNCTIONS
RELATED TO NORMALIZED GAUSSIANS

MARIUSZ MIREK (@, TOMASZ Z. SZAREK [@, AND BLAZEJ WROBEL

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate dimension-free estimates for maximal operators of convolutions
with discrete normalized Gaussians (related to the Theta function) in the context of maximal, jump and
r-variational inequalities on ¢P (Zd) spaces. This is the first instance of a discrete operator in the literature
where £P(Z%) bounds are provided for the entire range of 1 < p < co. The methods of proof rely on
developing robust Fourier methods, which are combined with the fractional derivative, a tool that has
not been previously applied to studying similar questions in the discrete setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the main results. Let T := R/Z denote one-dimensional torus, which will be
identified with [—1/2,1/2). For t > 0 and ¢ € T we define a one-dimensional Theta function by

0:(C) =Y exp(—m(k — ¢)*1).

kEZ

For ¢ € T? we also define its d-dimensional variant by

0:(8) = [] 0:(&) = D exp(—nlk — &), (1.1)

jJ€[d] kezd
where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm.
For t > 0 the discrete normalized Gaussian kernel g;: Z¢ — R is defined by
1 m|n|® > d
gi(n) ;= ——exp| — , n € 7,
= 8o ( t

and the corresponding convolution operator on Z¢ with kernel g; is defined by
Gif(@):i=gix f(@)= > @) f(x—n), weZ' [fel'(z?.
nezl

We immediately see that Gy is a contraction on all £7(Z%) spaces for all 1 < p < oo, that is

sup ||Gt||2p42p S 1, (12)
t>0

which follows from Minkowski’s convolution inequality and the fact that ||g¢||,r = 1 for any ¢ > 0. The
main goal of this paper is to prove the following dimension-free maximal, jump, variational and oscillation
estimates. See Section for the definitions of these objects.

Theorem 1.1. For each p € (1,00) there exists Cp, > 0 independent of the dimension d € Z, such that
sup [ANA(GLf 8> 0)' 2|, < Glifller, £ € £7(27), (1.3)
>

In particular, for each p € (1,00) and r € (2,00) there exists Cp, > 0 independent of the dimension
d € Zy such that

[VH(Gef t>0), < Corllfller,  f e (@),
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Further, for each p € (1,00) there exists Cp, > 0 independent of the dimension d € Z such that

sup  sup (|03 ,(Gef 1t > 0),, < Cullfller, S € @Y. (1.4)
JEL4 1€6 5((0,00))

Furthermore, for each p € (1,00) there exists Cp, > 0 independent of the dimension d € Z. such that
| §§§|th|pr < Collfller,  feP(zh). (1.5)

1.2. Historical background and our motivations. In order to explain why we are undertaking The-
orem [[LT] we need to briefly describe the historical background of dimension-free estimates in harmonic
analysis. Let U be a closed, bounded, symmetric, and convex subset of R with non-empty interior,
which we simply call a symmetric convex body. We set U; := {y € R? : "1y € U} for every t > 0 and,
for every z € R? and f € L _(R?), we define the Hardy-Littlewood averaging operator by

loc
MYf(@) = — [ fa—y)dy. (1.6)
\Ut| Ju,

A typical choice is U = B%(d) for q € [1,00], where B?(d) is the unit ball induced by the ¢? norm in
R%, see (2]) and ([2.2). Specifically, B2(d) is the Euclidean unit ball and B>(d) is the cube in R?. For
AT C R4 and p € [1,00], let 0 < C(p,1,U) < oo be the smallest constant for the following maximal
inequality

| ig?'MtUﬂHde) <CELUflrsy,  f€LPRY.

Using a standard covering argument (Vitali covering lemma) for p = 1 and interpolation with p = oo, it
is not hard to see that C(p,R4,U) < oo for every p € (1, 00] since C(oco, R4, U) = 1.
Similarly, for every t > 0 let U; := {y € R%: t71y € U} denote the dilate of a set U C R%. For x € Z,
we define a discrete analogue of (LG by
1
MY f(x) : Y. fla-y),  fed(zh),

=7 A 7d|
U:NZ |y6UmZd

where the right-hand side above is understood as 0 if U; N Z? = ). The corresponding maximal operator
is given by MY () := sup;o o MY f(2)]. For 0 ZI CR;, U CR% and p € [1,00], let 0 < C(p,I,U) < 00
be the smallest constant for the following maximal inequality

|| Stlé%l) |M£Jf|||gp(zd) < C(pa]Iv U)Hf”ép(Zd)v f € Ep(Zd)

If U C R? is a symmetric convex body, then using similar arguments as in the continuous setting yield
C(p,R;,U) < oo for every p € (1,00].

A major open problem in this area since the late 1970’s arose from Stein’s work [26] and asserts that:

Dimension-free conjecture. For every p € (1,00] there is a constant C, > 0 such that

sup sup C(p,Ry,U)<C, (1.7)
d€Zy UeB(d)

where B(d) is the set of all convex symmetric bodies in RY.

This problem has been studied for four decades by several authors. We now briefly list the current
state of the art concerning (7).

1. Stein [26] (see also Stein and Stromberg [29]) proved that there exists a constant Cp, > 0 depending
only on p € (1,00] such that supyey C(p, Ry, B2(d)) < Cp. The key idea from [26, 29] is based
on the method of rotations, which enables one to view high-dimensional spheres as an average
of rotated low-dimensional ones. This in turn implies dimension-free estimates for the maximal
spherical function. Unfortunately, this method is limited to the Euclidean balls.

2. Bourgain [3, 4] and Carbery [10] independently proved (L) for p € (3/2, o0]. They also showed a
dyadic variant of (7)) for p € (1,00] with D = {2" : n € Z} in place of Ry. Although inequality
(1) for p € (1,3/2] still remains open, the case of g-balls is quite well understood.

3. For the g-balls BY(d), we know that for every p € (1,00] and ¢ € [1,00], there is a constant
Cp,q > 0 such that supyey C(p, Ry, BY(d)) < Cp 4. This was established by Miiller in [21] (for
q € [1,00)) and by Bourgain in [5] (for cubes ¢ = o).
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4. The first and third authors with Bourgain and Stein [6] extended the results from [3} 4} [5l 10} 2]
to r-variational estimates with bounds independent of the dimension. We also found new proofs
of maximal theorems from [3] [4, [10]. The methods from [6] also shed new light on dimension-free
estimates in the discrete setup, which is a new and interesting direction.

Several years ago the first and third authors in a collaboration with Bourgain and Stein [7, [8 @]
initiated the study of dimension-free estimates in the discrete setting. This line of research was partially
motivated by a question of E.M. Stein [28] from the mid 1990’s about the dimension-free estimates for
the discrete Hardy-Littlewood maximal functions corresponding to the Euclidean balls B%(d).

Stein’s question. Is it true that there is a universal constant C' > 0 such that
supC(2,R,, B*(d)) = supC(2,/Ng, B*(d)) < C'? (1.8)
deN deN

We now briefly mention existing results in the discrete setting and their relation to (L7) and (L.J).

1. In [8], it was shown that (7)) cannot be expected in the discrete setup. Surprisingly, in contrast
to the continuous setup [3 4. B [6] 10, 2], 26l 25], one can prove [8] that for every p € (1, 00),
there is a constant C}, > 0 such that for certain ellipsoids E(d) C R? and all d € Z, one has

C(p, Ry, E(d)) > Cp(logd)/P. (1.9)

On the other hand, for the cubes B (d), it was also shown in [§] that for every p € (3/2, oo], there
is a constant Cj, > 0 such that supyey C(p, Ry, B*(d)) < Cp. For p € (1,3/2], it still remains
open whether sup,cy C(p, Ry, B(d)) is finite. However, one can prove that for all p € (1, 00,
there is a constant C), > 0 such that sup,c C(p, D, B>(d)) < C).

2. In [7, 9], similar questions in the context of discrete Euclidean balls were studied, and it was
shown that there is a universal constant C' > 0 such that for every p € [2, c0] we have
sup C(p, D, B*(d)) < C. (1.10)
dezy
A similar result was also obtained by the authors [20] in the context of discrete Euclidean spheres.
However, the general problem for Ry in place of D remains open and thus Stein’s question (L)
is still not answered.

3. Recently, the first and third authors in a collaboration with Kosz and Plewa [I5] proved that for
every U € B(d), one has

C(pv ]RJHU) < C(pv ]RJHU) for all pe [1,00], (111>

where the case p = 1 corresponds to the optimal constants in the weak type (1,1) inequalities
respectively in R? and Z?. It was also shown in [15] that C(1,R, B>(d)) = C(1,R,, B*¥(d)),
which, in view of Aldaz’s result [I], yields that C(1, Ry, B*(d)) ;== oo. Thus the boundedness
of sup ey C(p, R4, B>¥(d)) for p € (1,3/2] cannot be deduced by interpolation from [§] for p €
(3/2,00]. Inequality (ILTT]) exhibits a well known phenomenon in harmonic analysis that states
that it is harder to establish bounds for discrete operators than the bounds for their continuous
counterparts, and this is the best that we could prove in this generality.

Our motivations for investigating Theorem [Tl on the one hand, come from the articles [7] and [20],
where dimension-free estimates for the dyadic versions of the maximal operators corresponding to the
discrete Euclidean balls and spheres were proved for all p € [2,00], see (LI0). On the other hand, our
motivations come from [8], where certain ellipsoids satisfying (I9) have been constructed to demonstrate
that the dimension-free phenomena in the discrete setting is not as broad as in the continuous setting.

Taking into account the results from [7, 8] and [20] and the observation that Euclidean balls are not
significantly different from ellipsoids, it was tempting to prove (L) with Euclidean balls B?(d) in place
of the ellipsoids F(d). At some point, we believed that the maximal function appearing in (LH) could
provide a negative answer to Stein’s question (L§). This was caused by a simple pointwise bound

sup |G f (@) < MP D) < MSDpey,  zezt, >0, (1.12)
t>0

where S2(d) := {z € R? : |z]y = 1} is the Euclidean unit sphere. Inequality (LI2]) immediately guarantees
that dimension-free (7(Z%) estimates for M5 (@ f imply dimension-free £7(Z4) estimates for MB*(@ f and
the latter imply dimension-free £7(Z?) estimates for sup,.o|G¢f|. However, inequality (LI2)) can also
serve to disprove dimension-free estimates for the MB*(d) f if it can be demonstrated that there are no
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dimension-free estimates for sup;. o |Gy f| on ¢P(Z?) spaces. That was our hope, but this paper shows
that we were mistaken, as dimension-free estimates for sup,. |Gy f| are available for all ¢P(Z?) spaces
whenever 1 < p < oo, see Theorem [Tl Now our main result, Theorem [[LT] may provide evidence that
it could be possible to obtain dimension-free estimates for MB* (@) f and MS* @D f. Further evidence
supporting this supposition has been provided very recently by the third author in collaboration with
Niksinski [22]. Namely, it was proved there that for every ¢ > 0 there is a constant C. > 0 depending
only on € and such that for every p € [2, 00] one has
sup C(p, (0,dY*>¢], B%(d)) < C.. (1.13)
dezy
Both our main result, Theorem [T and inequality (LI3) strongly suggest that Stein’s question (L)
may indeed have a positive answer. We hope to explore these topics in future work.

1.3. Ideas of the proof and its corollaries. The proof of Theorem[ITlis based on two main ingredients.
The first of these ingredients is the Stein complex interpolation theorem [24]. In contrast to other discrete
dimension-free problems [7, [8, @ [20], the fractional derivative is a very useful tool that allows us to
implement Stein’ complex interpolation theorem. The second of these ingredients, and perhaps the most
important one from the perspective of our article, are estimates for the Fourier transform of the kernel g,
which ultimately lead to a successful comparison of g; with the heat kernel for the discrete Laplacian, for
which dimension-free maximal, jump, variational, and oscillation estimates are known, see [8] 13| [17]. Tt
is worth mentioning that G as well as its natural local modification G,-1(; for t € (0,1), see (.I0), are
not (local) semigroups. This makes the analysis of G¢ much more complicated. Note that for semigroups
there are general tools which allow to obtain dimension-free estimates, see e.g. [27] and [8 Section 4.1],
[I7, Theorem 1.2].

In order to understand the Fourier transform estimates of the kernel g; at the origin and at infinity,
we will use two representations for Fag;. By definition the first representation has the following form

1 7n|? d
Fragi(§) = exp(— e(—mn-§), & e T, 1.14
VA t( ) @1/t(0) ngd n ( ) ( )
where e(z) := 2™ for every z € C. Formula (I.I4) is particularly helpful when dealing with small scales,
specifically 0 < t < 16. This is because the exponential e~"/* becomes very small for small values of ¢
and the series in equation (ILI4) converges quickly for these values of ¢.
Considering ¢(y) := exp(—7t|y|?), y € RY, and applying the Poisson summation formula we obtain

Y en—8& =" Frap(n)e(-n-¢),

nezl nezl

which is equivalent to the following formula

Z exp ( - Ln|2)e(—n L £) =2 Z exp (—mln — &°t) = t120,(¢). (1.15)

nezd t nezd
In particular, taking £ = 0 in the above formula we have

©1/¢(0) = ) exp < L”P) =142 3" exp (- wlnl*t) = t720,(0). (1.16)

t
nezd nezd

Hence, coming back to (IL.I4]) we obtain the second representation given by the formula

(C]
Faug®) = gl €T (117)
which obviously tensorizes as
0
Fuo©)= [ 28 (e, e T L1y
Jjeld]

Formula ([I7), in contrast to (II4), is useful when dealing with large scales, let us say ¢ > 16. This
is because the the factor e™™ is very small and the series defining ©;, see (ILI]), converges very quickly
for these values of t. Therefore in the proof of Theorem [T as well when showing various estimates for
Fzag:(€), we naturally split our investigations into two cases of small scales (¢ € (0,16)), see Section []
and of large scales (¢ € [16,00)), see Section Bl Despite the fact that we will primarily use formula (T4
for small scales and formula ([LT7) for large scales, it is worth noting that both formulas (ILI4) and
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([CI17) are useful for the whole region ¢t > 0. For instance, from ([I7) it is not immediately clear that
| Fzag:(€)| < 1, which is obvious from ([I4)). On the other hand (LIT) clearly shows that Fzag:(£) > 0,

contrary to (LI4).

It should be noted that even though G is not a semigroup, the Fourier transform Fzag.(§) is closely
related to the heat kernel on T?¢. More precisely,

Hy(&) := (4mt) 201 ) (4mp) (&) = (4t)~ 42 > exp ( In 4f|2), t>0, £eT9, (1.19)
nezd

is the heat kernel on T?. Our estimates for F;ag:(£) as outlined in Propositions and [5.1] appear to
be new when considering the dependence on the dimension d € Z,. These estimates also directly lead to
what are presumably novel estimates for the heat kernel Hy(§). We present the following result, which
will be justified in Appendix [Al

Proposition 1.1. For each t € (0,27%) we have

H:(0) exp (— %) < Hy(§) < Hy(0) exp ( - %), e T (1.20)

Additionally, fort > 278 and & € T* we have

H;(0) exp ( — 256 (7r3 + 1024we—w/(64>)e—4ﬂ2t| §|2)
(1.21)

S Ht(&) S Ht(O) exp ( — %6_4ﬂ—2t|6|2> .

We remark that it is straightforward to obtain the above estimates with a multiplicative factor in front
of the form C?H,(0) for some C' = C(d) > 1. The fact that we are able to replace this factor by H;(0)
may be of particular interest when the dimension d tends to infinity.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to Adam Nowak for pointing out the reference [2).

2. NOTATION

We now set up notation that will be used throughout the paper.

2.1. Basic notation. The set of nonnegative integers and positive integers will be denoted respectively
by N := {0,1,2,...} and Zy := {1,2,...}. For d € Z, the sets Z¢, R? C? and T¢ := R¢/Z have
standard meaning. For any x € R we define the floor function |z| := max{n € Z : n < z} and the
fractional part {x} := x — |x] as well as the distance to the nearest integer by ||z| := dist(z,Z). For
z,y € R we shall also write x V y := max{z,y} and = Ay := min{z, y}.

For any real number N > 0 we define

[N] = Zer(OvN] = {1725-'-5 LNJ}v
and we will also write
Ney = [O,N]QN, and Ny := [O,N)QN,
N>y :=[N,00)NN, and Ny :=(N,o0)NN.

The letter d € N is reserved for the dimension throughout this paper and all implied constants, unless
otherwise specified, will be independent of the dimension. For two nonnegative quantities A, B we write
A <s B if there is an absolute constant Cs > 0 depending on 0 > 0 such that A < CsB . We will write
A ~5 B when A <5 B <s A. We will omit the subscript ¢ if irrelevant.

We use 14 to denote the indicator function of a set A. If S is a statement we write 1 to denote its
indicator, equal to 1 if S is true and 0 if S is false. For instance N,c4 = 14(z).

2.2. Euclidean spaces. The standard inner product on R? is denoted by z - £ := Zke[ d] i€, for every

r=(21,...,24) and & = (&1,...,&4) € R% The inner product induces the Euclidean norm |z| := /7 - 7,
which will be abbreviated to |z|. We will also consider R? with the following norms

|z, ::{(Zke[dl el)) i g e1,00), (2.1)

maxe[q) [Tk | if ¢=o0.
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One of the most classical examples of convex symmetric bodies are the g-balls B4(d) C R?, ¢ € [1, 00],
defined by

BY(d) :={z € R?: ||, < 1}. (2.2)

The d-dimensional torus T¢ := R?/Z% is a priori endowed with the periodic norm

d N\ 1/2 ,
el = (D leel?) ™ for &= (&r, &) €T
k=1

where [|&]| = dist(&x,Z) for all & € T and k € [d]. Throughout the paper we will identify T¢ with
[~1/2,1/2)9, and we will abbreviate || - || to | - |, since the norm || - || coincides with the Euclidean norm
| - | restricted to [~1/2,1/2)%.

2.3. Function spaces and derivatives. All vector spaces in this paper will be defined over the complex
numbers C. The triple (X, B(X), ) is a measure space X with o-algebra B(X) and o-finite measure p.
The space of all measurable functions whose modulus is integrable with p-th power is denoted by L?(X)
for p € (0,00), whereas L°°(X) denotes the space of all essentially bounded measurable functions. The
Lorentz space L (X)) (or weak type LP(X) space) for 0 < p < oo is the set of all measurable functions
f: X — C such that

| fllLeoe(x)y = inf{C >0:p({zr € X :[f(x)] > A}) <CPA™P for all A > 0} < oo. (2.3)

The quantity from (2.3) defines a seminorm on LP*°(X). If p = oo we define L°>**°(X) = L>®(X). In
our case we will usually have X = R? or X = T? equipped with the Lebesgue measure, and X = Z¢
endowed with the counting measure. If X is endowed with counting measure we will abbreviate LP(X)
and LP*°(X) to ¢P(X) and £7°°(X) respectively. We will also abbreviate || - [|s(z4) to || - |er-

For T': By — Bs, a continuous linear map between two normed vector spaces B; and By, we use
7|3, B, to denote its operator norm. This will be usually used with B; = By = £P(Z%).

The partial derivative of a function f: R? — C with respect to the j-th variable z; will be denoted by
Oz, f = 0;f, while the m-fold partial derivative will be denoted by 6;7; [ =0"f. Let U,V C R be open
intervals and let f: V — R and g: U — V be two smooth functions, we will also use the Faa di Bruno’s
formula for the n-th derivative of f o g, which reads as follows

n! G (z)\™
(fog)™@= 3 ,7'!f<ml+‘“+mn>(g<x>>n(9 { )) ey

c. |
(m1,...,mpn)ES(N) m Mn J€[n] I

where S(n) := {(m1,...,my) €N": 37, jm; = n}.
For any open interval U C R and any smooth function f: U — C such that f'(t) #0 for all t € U, we
will also use the formula [2, (21)] for the higher order derivatives of the inverse function

_qyn-t LD (2n s =) D (6 s
(J“_l)(”)(f(t))zL > ()2 2)'H(f (t)) . neZy, (25

(f'(¢))2n-1 Sol ... 8y! 41

seT(n) j=1
where T'(n) := {s = (s1,...,80) € N" : 3. hs;j =n—1and 3, js; =2(n—1)} Forn=1, we
understand that the sum in (23] is constantly equal to 1. Further, for any n > 2 note that T'(n) # 0.

2.4. Fourier transform. We will write e(z) := 2™ for every z € C. The Fourier transform and the
inverse Fourier transform of f € L'(R?) will be denoted respectively by

Fauf(© = [ el do. R

Falf@)i= [ f(@ela-6) de,  aeRe
Similarly, the Fourier series of f € ¢!(Z4), and the Fourier coefficient of g € L'(T¢) will be denoted

respectively by
Fraf(€) =Y f(n)e(n-¢), £eT,

nezd

Folat) = [ a(@e(-n-§)de.  nert
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2.5. Jumps, r-variations and r-oscillations. For any I C (0, c0), any family (a; : ¢t € I) C C, and any
exponent 1 < r < oo, the r-variation semi-norm is defined to be

1/r
V'(ag:t€l):= sup sup (Z'atﬁl ag,| ) ;
J€Ly to<w <ty N 55
ty€l

where the latter supremum is taken over all finite increasing sequences in I. For any o € I one has

sup |az| < |ag | + V' (ar 2 t €T). (2.6)
tel

The r-variation is closely related to the A-jump counting function. Recall that for any A > 0 the
A-jump counting function of a family (a; : ¢t € I) C C is defined by
Nx(a; :t€1l) :=sup{J € N: Ht"?;'&“ : ogrg‘ngh}—l lag, ., —ag, | > A}
Let now (a:(x) : ¢t € I) be a family of measurable functions on a o-finite measure space (X, B(X), u).
Let T C (0,00) and #I > 2, then for every p € [1,00] and r € [1,00) we have

sup IANA(ae 1t € )Y pocxy < V7 (a2 t € )| pox),s (2.7)
>

since for all A > 0 we have the following simple pointwise estimate
ANy (ap(z) :t e DY <V (ay(z) :tel), zeX.

It is interesting that inequality (27)) can be inversed in the following sense. Let us fix p € [1,00] and
r > 2. Then for every family of measurable functions (a;(x) : ¢t € I) we have the estimate

|V (a; - t €T)| » sup [[ANx(a; : t € I)'/2| (2.8)
A>0

Lp>=(X) S, Lr>2(X)"
A proof of (Z8)) can be found in [I7, Lemma 2.3, p. 805]. This estimate says that A\-jumps are an endpoint
for r-variations.

Let I C (0, 00) be such that #I > 2 and for every J € Z, define the set

Sy == {(o,....I;) ST 1 [y < Iy <...< I}

In other words, & ;(I) is the family of all strictly increasing sequences of length J 4 1 taking their values
in the set I.

For any I C (0, 00), any family (a; : t € I) C C, any exponent 1 < r < oo, any J € Z, and a sequence
I € 6;(I), the r-oscillation semi-norm is defined to be

J—1

Of s(az:tel):= (Z sup oy — Cle|r)1/T.

=0 tellj Ij+1)NI

Here we use the convention that the supremum taken over the empty set is zero. Note that for any
IC (0,00), any r € [1,00), any family (a; : t € I) C C, any J € Z4, and any I € &;(I) one has

rola:tel) <VT(at:tEH)§2(2|at|T)1/T, (2.9)

tel

the latter object being usually oo if I is uncountable. Consequently, if now I C (0, 00) with #I > 2, and
(ag(z) : t € I) be a family of measurable functions on a o-finite measure space (X, B(X), u), then for
every p € [1,00] and r € [1,00) we have

sup  sup ||Of ;(a;:t €T) U oexy < VT (ag o t € D)l 2o (x)- (2.10)
JELy T€& 5(I)
Despite the similarity of (Z7) and (ZI0), it was proved in [I8, Theorem 1.2] that 2-oscillations cannot be
interpreted as an endpoint for r-variations when r > 2, in the sense of inequality (2J)). Actually much
weaker estimate than an analogue of (2.8) fails to be true, see [I8, Theorem 1.2].
For further details related to Ad-jump function, r-variation and r-oscillation semi-norms we refer the
interested reader to a survey article [19].
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3. FOURIER TRANSFORM ESTIMATES AT THE ORIGIN
We begin with straightforward estimates for the one-dimensional multiplier 6.
Lemma 3.1. For allt > 0 we have
max (1,¢7/2) < 0,(0) < 1+¢7 12,
Proof. A simple comparison shows that

2 1
—mtn? —mtx
e < e de = —.
Z / 2Vt

neZy

Using 6:(0) =14+23, 27, e~ we obtain the desired upper bound 6;(0) < 1+ ¢t=1/2. Further, it is

clear that 6;(0) > 1. Next, by (IIG) for d = 1, we also have 6,(0) = ¢t=1/20; ,(0) > ¢t~1/2. Combining
these two estimates we obtain the desired lower bound and the proof of Lemma [B.1]is finished. O

For x > 0 we have two simple inequalities

—Z

—z/2 xre
s

ze ¥ <e and
1—e®

<e /2, (3.1)
The main result of this section is the following estimate for F7ag: at the origin.
Proposition 3.2. For each d €N, ¢ € T? and t > 0 we have
| Fzage(€) — 1| < 6mt|€). (3.2)
Further, for any fized D > 0, we have a more precise estimate
| Fragi(€) — 1| Sp e ™/ g%, (3.3)

which holds uniformly in d € N, € € T? and t < D with the implicit constant depending only on D.
Notice that e=™/t < (me)™'t for all t > 0, thus [B3) implies 3.2) for t < D.

Proof. Using the formula (LI4) for Fag; and symmetry we write

1
Fragi(§) = 5—— Z exp (—mln[*t71) H cos(2mnié),
01/:(0) =t reld]
so that
1
Fragi(§) — 1= — Z exp (— 7[n|*t™") [( H cos(27mk§k)) - 1].
91/t(0) 4
nez ke[d]
Now taking into account the inequalities
’ H ak—l‘ |ak71|, for ag| <1,
ke(d]
[sinz| < |x|, for z€R,

and the formula cos 2z = 1 — 2sin? x together with the product structure of ©1/:(0), see (L)), we obtain
2

|Fzage(§) — 1] < 8 .0 Z exp (= mn[*t77) Z sin? ()
Ut( )nEZd ke(d)
27 2,-1 242
SWZGXP(_ﬂmt )Z”k‘fk
1/t nezd keld] (3.4)
&2 n? exp — n|?t1
- o 2 6 X v (- mife)
= 27r2|§|291/ Z] exp %t 1)

JEZ
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The first inequality from (B and Lemma Bl imply
| Frage(€) — 1] < 2mt|€]*01,,(0) " Z(ﬂthfl) exp (—mj*t ")
JEL
0 0
< ompjepp e
01/:(0)
14 (2t)1/2
max(1,t1/2)
< 6mtl¢f?,
which proves (8:2). On the other hand, using once again ([B.]) we obtain
ZjQ exp ( — 7rj2t_1) < 2exp ( — 7Tt_1) + 27r_1tZeXp ( — ﬂ'jt_l) ~p exp ( — 7Tt_1), t<D.
jez j>2

This combined with ([34]) and Lemma Bl yields (83) and the proof is completed. O

< 2mt|¢[?

4. FOURIER TRANSFORM ESTIMATES AT INFINITY: LARGE SCALES
Lemma 4.1. Fort >0 and £ € T we have
0(€) < O/s(0) exp (= mtfg|?/2) < (1+3t71/2) exp (- mtl¢]/2).

Proof. The second inequality follows directly from Lemma Bl thus we only focus on proving the first
inequality. Considering separately n = 0 and |n| > 1 it is easy to see that for £ € T we have |n — &|? >
n?/8 + |£|?/2. Indeed, the case n = 0 is trivial and for |n| > 1 we have

n— & =In/2+ (n/2 = )" = n?/4 = n?/8 + |¢]*/2,
since |§] < 1/2. Therefore, by definition of ¢ /5 we have

0:1(€) < exp (= mt[€]*/2) Y exp (— mtn®/8) = 0/5(0) exp ( — 7t[¢[*/2),

nez
which completes the proof of the Lemma 1] O

If we consider the d-dimensional multiplier ©;(¢) for ¢ € T¢, then Lemma ET] yields

O,,5(0
Fragi(€) < 1/5( )exp(fmf|§|2/2), t>0, £eT9 (4.1)
©4(0)
If we use the second inequality from Lemma [ T] then we can further bound (1)) as follows
Fragi(©) < (1+ 372 Yexp (= wtl¢)?/2),  t>0, ¢eT? (4.2)

This estimate is not sufficient for our purposes because the implied constant depends on the dimension
even when ¢t > 0 is large, up to t ~ d?. However, we can replace the implied constant in equation ([Z2)
with 1 whenever ¢ > 15 while still maintaining an exponential decay. More specifically, we prove the
following.

Proposition 4.2. Let t > 15 and £ € T¢, then we have
Fzag:(€) < exp ( — 7rt|§|2/10).
The next lemma will be key to prove Proposition
Lemma 4.3. Fiz 0 < o < 1/2. Then for allt > 0 and § € T such that |§| < a we have

. 9¢20—mt(1/4—a/2)

Further, the lower bound holds true for any t > 0 and £ € T.

(4.3)

Proof. Here, it is important that 6;(¢) is even in . Define ag = 1 and a,, = 2 for n € Z;. Then, for
& € T we have

0:(&) = ( Z e’ 627”5"6)677”552 = ( Z ane ™" cosh(27rtn§)) e~ e (4.4)

nez neN



DIMENSION-FREE ESTIMATES FOR DISCRETE MAXIMAL FUNCTIONS OF GAUSSIANS 10

so that

S = M (6) (4.5)
with

I(&) == 0,(0) " Z ane ™" cosh(2mtng).
neN
Thus it remains to estimate I;(£). By the formula 6;(0) = >" ane~™"" and since 0:(0) > 1, we obtain
0<L(€) —1=0,0)"" Y ane ™ [cosh(2mtng) —1] <4 Y ™" sinh?(wtnf),
neZy neZy

for t > 0 and £ € T. In the last inequality above we used the fact that cosh(2mtng) — 1 = 2sinh?(7tnf).
This, in particular, shows the first estimate in (4.3)).
Further, using the inequalities

| sinhz| < |z|coshz, and coshz < el®l, z €R,
we may conclude, for |§| < a, that
2
() -1 < T 2(rtna
L,(€) — 1] < 47°#°¢* Y~ n’e™ ™" cosh®(mtna)
neLy
< 47Tt§2 Z ﬂ.tn2€—7rtn2€27rtna
nely
< 47rt§2 Z ﬂ.tn2€7ﬂ'tn2(172a).
n€EZy
By both the inequalities in (3] we obtain
2
() — 1] < 7T 37 emnasze)

1 -2«
nely

IN

47Tt£2 e—ﬂ't(l/2—oz)
1 —2a1—emt(1/2-0a)

2
% w/a-a/2)
- (1/2-a)

By invoking ([4.3]), and using the inequality 1 + = < €® for « > 0, we obtain

08 _  —mie? 2 rija-asn) < e 28 ri(1/a-a/2)
< s 1 s « < s s « .
6,(0) = ¢ Tz —a2¢ s e ap et

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

As a corollary of Lemmas [.T] and 3] we obtain the following useful estimate.

Corollary 4.4. Fort > 15 and £ € T we have

0:()
0:(0)

Specifically, (L8) together with (ILI8) yield Proposition [{.3
Proof. Consider first |{] < 1/4. Note that for t > 10 we have

26—71'15(1/4—1/8) 9
=32 —mt/8 < 32 —5m/4 < =
(1/2—1/4)2 = =10

so that Lemma [4.3] with o = 1/4 gives

< exp (— 7t€*/10). (4.6)

0+(§) 2
<exp(—7mtE/10).
aio) = (/0
Assume now that |£| > 1/4. Then, for ¢ > 15 an application of Lemma (1] gives
0:(§)

<exp(l-— 7rt§2/2) < exp (1652 - 7rt§2/2) <exp(— 7Tt£2/10).

0:(0)
Consequently, the proof of Corollary [£.4]is justified. O
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The second important ingredient is the following estimate for the derivatives of Fyag:(€).
Proposition 4.5. For each n € N we have that
’t"@f]:zdgt(g)‘ <n 1,
holds uniformly in t > 15 and € € T?.
We begin with a one-dimensional variant of Proposition L8], which can be stated as follows.

Lemma 4.6. For each n € N we have that

o (G61)| o (€ 4 ) exp (- i), (4.7)

holds uniformly int > 1 and £ € T.

Remark 4.1. Now two remarks are in order.

(i) Estimate (£7) differs from what happens for the derivatives of the Gaussian kernel on R. Namely,
"0 exp(—ntx?) = (—m)"t"2*" exp(—ntx?), z €R,

so that we do not have the extra second term as in (7). This limits the applicability of Lemmal[£.6]
to only large scales t. Small scales will be handled differently in the next section.

(ii) For n = 0, LemmalL8l gives a better exponential decay exp(—mt|£|?/5) than in Corollary 4l The
price is that the implicit constant in Lemma [£.6]is not necessairly 1. For this reason Corollary [£.4]
is vital for obtaining Proposition with a constant independent of the dimension.

Proof of Lemma[{.0] The proof is technical, so we will proceed in two steps. We fix n € N and ¢ > 1.
Step 1. Consider first the case when || > 1/4. Then

o (55) - £ (e (5) + B 9

k=0
Moreover,
0F0:(6) = Y _(—m(j — ©))re ™0,
JEL
so that using Lemma [l we obtain, for k& € N<,,, that
|t5080,(6)| Sn D e ™I =0, 5(€) S exp (- wH]?/4). (4.9)

jez
Additionally, when [ € Z , we have
t0[0,(0)] = 'O [1+2 > e =2 > (—mtj?)le ™"
JELy JELy
and thus we have
tHolO ()] S e ™2t >1, leZy. (4.10)

Now, using Fad di Bruno’s formula for the (n — k)-th derivative (f o ¢)"™% with f(z) = 1/z and
g(t) = 0:(0) we obtain

o (ﬁ) =2 % Jlmtmasi) (9,(0) rf (w)m

!
! PR
_ Z (n— k) (my + -+ my_p) (1)t s ﬁ d]0,(0)\"™
Gmal—m @) LTS
where the (finite) sums above run over all (n—k)-tuples of non-negative integers (myq, . .., m,_x) satisfying

the constraint Z;:lk jm; = n —k. In particular, if £ < n, then some of the m; must be at least 1. Hence,
using (£I0) together with the fact that 6,(0) > 1 we obtain for k € N.,, the bound

1
ok <, e /2 t>1. 4.11
t (et(o))’fv € 9 > ( )

tn—k




DIMENSION-FREE ESTIMATES FOR DISCRETE MAXIMAL FUNCTIONS OF GAUSSIANS

Combining (£8), (@9) and @II) for |{| > 1/4 we arrive at

n—1

ror ()| = 15 ()t ocene o (5 + f"gfg;f>|

<n (e_”t/2 + 1) exp ( — 7rt|§|2/4)
~ exp ( — wt|¢[?/4)
S t71EP" exp (= 7t[€]?/4),

where in the last inequality we used the restrictions ¢ > 1 and [¢| > 1/4.
Step 2. It remains to consider the case when |¢] < 1/4. Denote

ei(§) =2 Z efij(cosh(%rtj«f) —1).

JELy

Then, using (£4]) we see that

et(g) _ e*?thZ -1 e*ﬂ‘th cos Tt _ efwtfz (Pt(f)
5:00) 0:(0) (1+2j;m h(27t€)) <9t(0) + 1>.

Next, we prove that for every [ € N we have
0lpe (&) i €274, £ >1, ¢l <1/4

To prove (£13) we denote
cosh2mx — 1

hiz) = ——— — R.
(x) @) T €
Observe that by a direct computation we obtain
|0Lh(x)| < (2m)le?mI=], reR, leN.

Then
=2 Y e ™ h(tj€) (2mtj€)? = 872€ Y ()%™ h(tjE),
JELy JELy
so that using the Leibniz rule followed by ([I4]) we obtain, for ¢ > 1 and |§| < 1/4, that

I 2 204+2,2 —7tj? 27tj
Db ()| S € ) PP N
JELy
< 52 Z j2l+2t2€77rtj267rtj/2
JELy
< §2t2 Z j2l+2677rtj/2
JELy
Sl §2f2 Z e—frtj/3
JELy
5 526—7#/4-

Thus, (£I3)) is justified. Returning to (£I2) and using the Leibniz rule we have

o (aeh) =re (5 )+ 5 (e k(?ﬁﬁéi )

k=0

e (g E Q) ()

Using (£I3) with [ = 0 we see that

nan 9t(£)>‘ < 4ne2n —mtg? nn . 2k 77rt£ n— k<90 (5))‘
ta(&() < 1P +t I;)g o 0.(0)

Yet another application of the Leibniz rule gives for k € N.,, the formula

" k<9t((§)))‘ -

G

=0

+Z< ‘e sat@))a?’”(ejo))’.

12

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)
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Since in the sum above n — k — 1 > 1, using (@11 and @I3) we obtain

n—k Qﬁt(é) < g2, ,—7t/4 2, —3nt/4 o, ¢2 —7t/4
at (G )| G e g,

By this estimate and (£I5) we deduce, for ¢t > 1 and |{| < 1/4, that

tnazz (ztEg;) ‘ ,Sn tn£2n€7ﬂ—t£2 + tn§2€7ﬂ—t/4€7ﬂ—t£2 Sn (tn§2n + 626771'15/5)67711{2 )
t

This completes the proof in the case [¢] < 1/4, and thus also the proof of Lemma [Z.6] a

We are now ready to prove Proposition Actually we shall prove a stronger statement.
Proposition 4.7. For each n € N there exists C,, > 0 independent of the dimension d € Z, such that
|t 0] Frag:(€)| < Crexp (— mt|€[*27"/10), (4.16)
holds uniformly in t > 15 and & € T?.

Proof. We will prove [@I8) proceeding by induction on n € N. For n = 0 inequality (£I0)) is true thanks
to Proposition Further, observe that using Lemma we get (LI6) for d = 1 and any n € N.
Throughout the proof for €% := (&, ..., &1, Eps1,s ..., Eq) we let

9 .
Fane)= 1 G0
jeld\{k} "

so that, for each k € [d] we have

0: (&)
0:(0)

Assume now that inequality (£.I06]) holds for all j € N<,,. We now prove that inequality (£I6) is true
with n + 1 in place of n. Applying the Leibniz rule twice we obtain

0 0

ke(d]

S5 ()]

ke[d] j=0

fzdgt(f) = ]:ngt(f(k))-

(4.17)

By Lemma [£.6] we have for ¢t > 15 and &, € T, the following bound

) . 0 ) )
tJJrlag-i-l (%) ’ Sj (tj+1|£k|2(j+l) + 5]3677%/5) exp ( _ Wﬁfi/f)).

By the induction hypothesis in dimension d — 1 with £*) in place of & applied for n — j one has
[t" 790, Frag(€®)| < exp (— wt[€]2277/10).

By plugging these two bounds into identity (17, we obtain that

| 07 Frage(€)| Sn D Y (PFHEPITY + e ) exp (- wle*277/10).
7=0 kel[d]
Finally, since 3=, (4 €420 < (320, €2)UHD we deduce that the inequality
| 07 Frage(©)] Sn Y (PTHEPOUTD 4 [€1) exp (- mtg[*27"/10) Sy exp (- wtgP27" ! /10),

=0

J

holds uniformly in d € N, t > 15 and & € T¢ as desired, and the proof of Proposition B follows. O
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5. FOURIER TRANSFORM ESTIMATES AT INFINITY: SMALL SCALES
We first prove an analogue of Proposition for small scales t > 0.
Proposition 5.1. For every fired D > 0 there exists a small constant cp > 0 such that
Fragi(§) < eXp(—cDe_”/t|£|2), (5.1)
holds uniformly in t < D and & € T?.

Proof. By the product structure of Fag:(§) it suffices to prove (&) for d = 1. Using (CI5) and (6]
we see that

et -1 —7j%/t .
1- 9,528 =010 e /(1 — cos(2mjE)).

JEZ

Using the facts that 1 — cos 2z = 2sin 2 < 222 for x € R, and sin®z ~ 22 for = € [-7/2,7/2], and the

estimate )
Ze—ﬂj /tj2 ~n e—ﬂ'/t, t< D,
JEZ

and Lemma [B.J] we obtain

%ND e /b2, t<D, €eT.

This means that there is a small constant ¢p > 0 such that

0l cpe ™2 t< D, ¢eT.

6:(0) —
Taking into account the inequality 1 —x < e™® for x > 0, we obtain
)
QtEg; <1-— cDe*’r/tf2 <exp ( — cDefﬁ/t§2), t<D, £€T.
t
This finishes the proof of Proposition (.11 O

Next, we want to show the following important result.

Proposition 5.2. For every fixed D > 0 and for each n € N we have that
620} Frage(6)| Sn,p 1,

~

holds uniformly int < D and & € T?.
We begin with a one-dimensional variant of Proposition [£.2] which reads as follows.

Lemma 5.3. For eachn € Zy and D > 0 fived we have that

0
% (928) } Snp 72T exp (— eTTEY), (5.2)

holds uniformly int < D and £ € T.

Notice that inequality (5.2]) is not true for n = 0, it suffices to take & = 0.

Proof of Lemmal[Z3. Observe first that the factor exp(—e~"/t£2) in (5.2) is irrelevant since e~"/¢2 < 1.
However, it is useful to keep this factor in the statement of the lemma for the purpose of proving
Proposition [5.4] below. The proof of Lemma is technical, so we will proceed in a few steps.

Step 1. By (LI and (ILI6]), notice that for any n € Z we have

d (3258) = (a0

) =2 Z - /t cos (2mj€) — 1).

JEL

where

By the Leibniz rule we may write
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In order to prove Lemma it suffices to show that for every k € N<,, we have

1
an—k(—)' <u.D t_2(n k)e 7T/t +]1n— o, t < D, 5.4
t 91/t(0) ) —k>1 k=0 ( )
0F(J1(&)] Smp t2Fe ™%, <D, (€T (5.5)

Indeed, combining these two estimates with (B3] we see that the left hand side of (5.2) is controlled by

Z t72k677r/t§2 (t72(nik)eiﬂ-/t]ln7k21 + Il-nszo) ~nD t72n€77r/t§2,

uniformly in ¢ < D and & € T. This proves (5.2)) and consequently it suffices to justify (B4]) and (E.3).
Step 2. In order to establish estimate (B.4]) we first show that for any fixed n € Z, we have

107 (014(0))| Snp t™2me™ ™", 1< D. (5.6)
Indeed, we have
ar (01/0(0)) =2 > ap (™1, (5.7)
JELy

By the Faa di Bruno formula for the n-th derivative we obtain
n —7j /t —7rj2/t j2 e
(™) = X G T ()
ke(n]

where the summation above runs over all n-tuples m = (mq,...,m,) € N" satisfying the constraint
Zke[n] kmy, = n and Cy, , are some universal constants. Note that

j2 mp
H (W) ,Sn,D t_2nj2n’ j € Z-‘ra t S Da
ke(n]

since Zke[n] my < Zke[n] kmy = n. Consequently, we obtain
07 (e /)| Spp 721§ e T ey, t<D. (5.8)
This together with (57) and a simple estimate z"e™* <, e~*/2 for x > 0, implies that
’8? (91/15(0))} <o —2n Z ane—frjz/t

JEL
<n f72n€7ﬂ—/t 4t Z e*ﬂ'jz/(2t)
Jj=2
<5 t72n€77r/t + t7n€727r/t
~n D t—2ne—7r/t7
holds uniformly in ¢ < D. This proves (5.6) as desired.

Step 3. Now we are ready to show ([5.4]). The case k = n follows easily from Lemma [B]so from now on
we assume that k € N.,,. Applying Fad di Bruno’s formula for the (n — k)-th derivative we obtain

atnk<91/t ) > Do 011 ) T T (ah000)

le[n—k]

where the summation above runs over all (n — k)-tuples m = (my,...,m,_x) € N*F satisfying the
constraint Zle[T% K] Im; =n —k and D,, ,_j are some universal constants. Using now Lemma [B1] and

(5.6) we obtain (5.4).

Step 4. Here we establish estimate (5H). By 1 — cos 2z = 2sin® z < 222 and (5.8), we obtain that

: —mj? — -
’atk(Jt NnD Z {2k 2k o= 2 /¢ 262 = 4 2he2 ( —w/t+zj2k+2€ 3 /t) ~npt 2k, /t£2,

JELy Jj>2

holds uniformly in ¢ < D and & € T. This proves (5.5) and the proof of Lemma B3] is complete. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition Actually we shall prove a stronger statement.
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Proposition 5.4. For any D > 0 and for each n € N there exist two constants c,,p > 0 and C,, p > 0
independent of the dimension d € Zy such that

‘tQ"Gf}'ngt(f)‘ < Cy.pexp ( — cn,De_”/t|£|2), (5.9)
holds uniformly int < D and & € T?.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on n € N in a similar way as in the proof of Proposition L7l Notice
that for n = 0 the estimate (59) follows from Proposition [.I1 Further, using Lemma we get (5.9)
for d =1 and any n € Z;. Assume now that (5.9)) is true for n € N<y for some N € N. We show that it
also holds for n = N + 1. Combining [@I7) with Lemma and the induction hypothesis we see that

N
N 0+ (k) ) AN—
AN+ | gN+L £, _ 2(n+1) gn+1 [ Yt AN-n) gN-nx o (c(k)
PO 9N Foagy(€) ‘%Z@ oopt (W) | [0 g £ )] |

N
Snp Y Y e exp (— e ) exp (= en—n,pe” ™ EW]?),

ke[d] n=0

holds uniformly in ¢ < D and £ € T, where ¥ = (&1,..., &1, &t1,- .-, &a) for k € [d]. Let enga,p =
% minpen_ (¢n,p A1) and notice that we can further bound the above expression by

Z fﬂ/t&% exp ( - 20N+1,D6_W/t|§|2) = e_W/t|§|2 exp ( - 20N+1,D€_Tr/t|§|2)

ke(d)

<wn.p exp (— eng1,pe” ™HEP),
uniformly in ¢ < D and & € T?. This proves Proposition 5.4l a
As a simple consequence of Proposition [5.2] we obtain the following.
Corollary 5.5. Let ¢: (0,00) — (0,1) be the increasing bijection given by
V() :=e ™t t>0. (5.10)
Then for any ¢ € (0,1) and for each n € N we have that
707 Fragy—15(€)] Sne 1,

holds uniformly in t < c and & € T?.

Proof. Notice that ¢~1(u) = —fogw for u € (0,1). Observe that for n = 0 this result follows directly from
Proposition 521 Let us fix n € Z4 and ¢ € (0,1). By Fad di Bruno’s formula ([2.4]) it suffices to verify
that for every tuple (mq,...,m,) € N™ satisfying my + 2mzs + ... + nm,, = n we have

II @ ™HW@|™ <t t<e ceT
ke[n

‘a;nlerern]:ngs(5)‘S:¢—1(t)

This, in turn, is equivalent to showing that

ot Fragu @) IT (@ HP @)™ S @)™, w<e™e), €eTh  (511)
ke(n]

Observe that |¢'(u)| ~ u=2e~"/* for u > 0, and for any j € Z we have
W(J)( )| Sive u e/, u <y e).
Consequently, combining this with (2.5) for every k € Z; (with T'(k) as in (2.5)) we obtain

}(w—l)(k)(w(u))} Sk u2(2k—1)67r(2k—1)/u Z ( H u—2jsj€—7rsj/u) <k ” efrk/u u < 1/1_1(0).

seT (k) je[k]
By Proposition 5.2 (with D = 1~1(c)) we see that the left-hand side of (G.I1)) is controlled by

’a;er...ern}—ngu } H 2 ﬂ-k/u = u2(m1+.--+mn)’azm—i-...—i-mn}—ngu(g)}efrn/u Sn (¢(U))_na

uniformly in u < 1~!(c) and ¢ € T¢. This proves (5.11)) and Corollary 5.5 is justified. O
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6. DIMENSION-FREE ESTIMATE FOR THE DIFFERENCE OPERATOR

Let {m;}~0 be a family of bounded complex-valued functions on T? such that for each & € T9 the
mapping (0,00) 3 ¢t — my(€) is smooth. Consider the family of multiplier operators {M;};~o defined by

FpaM;f(€) := my (&) Fpa f(€), £eTe. (6.1)
For n € N we let
B, ({ms}ss0) := sup sup sup ’sjagms(f)’ + sup || Msl[p s + 1. (6.2)
JEN<, s>0 £eTd >0

We added a constant 1 in ([6.2) only to ensure that B, ({ms}s>0) > 1. By the definition
BO({ms}s>O) < Bl({ms}s>0) <...< Bn({ms}s>0)'
Condition 6.1. Let n € N be fivzed. We say that the family {m:}i>o0 satisfies condition (By,), if
B, ({ms}sso0) < .

The following theorem, which is the main result of this section, will be crucial to prove Theorem [Tl
for all p € (1,00). In what follows ¢ > 1 is the dual exponent to p > 1,i.e. 1/p+1/q=1.

Theorem 6.1. Let {M;}1~0 be a family of operators as in (@) with {m¢}+so satisfying condition (By,)
for somen € Zy. Take 1 < p <2 such that 2n/q < 1. Then for any a € (0,2n/q) we have

Mg = Mill oo < C(n,p, ) Bn({ms}eso) (wt™)",  w,t >0, (6.3)
with the constant C(n,p, ) depending only on n,p and «, but independent of the dimension d € Z. .

Remark 6.1. Now a few remarks are in order.

1. An analogous result holds for multiplier operators on R?. The proof is essentially the same. It
is important to observe that when dealing with maximal functions for averages over symmetric
convex bodies in R?, the interesting case arises when the multipliers being considered are dilations
of a single multiplier. This is not the case on the torus T¢.

2. For p = 2, an application of Plancherel’s theorem gives the following improvement of ([6.3), i.e.

||Mt+w — Mt”[?A)Z? S Bl({ms}s>0)wt71, w,t > 0. (64)
3. Since M; is an ¢}(Z?) bounded convolution operator we have || M¢|[gr—ser < ||M¢|p1_p1 yielding
[ Mt — Mt”epaep < 2Bo({ms}s>0)-
Hence, ([6.3]) is obvious for w > ¢/2, and in the proof of Theorem 6Tl we can assume that w < /2.

The remainder of this section is devoted to proving Theorem Inequality (6.3) will be handled by
using fractional integration, which we will recall with simple facts from [IT].
Fix £ € T¢ and let h(v) = m,(£)/v for v € (0,00). Then by the Leibniz formula and (6.2)) we have

(21

Notice that h is locally Lipschitz on (0,00), i.e. it is Lipschitz on [tg, c0) for every to > 0. Thus by [11]
Lemma 6.11] applied with any ¢y > 0, for any « € (0,1) we have

S/n B’n({mS}S>O) Sinilﬂ s> 07 5 G ’]Td' (6'5)

1 -1
- _ )1l pe
h(v) ( ) /U (u v) h(u) du, v >0,
where D®h is the fractional derivative given by
1 >
DOt — F N : :
h(u) 7(1 ) /u (s u) h (s) ds (6 6)

Note that in the statement of [I1, Lemma 6.11] there is a misprint; it should be h(t) in place of ¢ on the
right-hand side there. Recalling the definition of h we see that

my(§) = ﬁ /toot(u — )" Do [mUT(Q}

where D[ - ||y= denotes the fractional derivative in variable v evaluated at u. We can further write

ml® = [ (1- 5) iy |28 U_J W [ At du

u

du, t>0,

v=U
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with
1t tye-11
At 1) = Tysyo0——— (1 - —) =, tu>0.
') u u u

and the multiplier

() = u Dy |

Observe that thanks to (6.6) we have
b ey (ms(©)
=T _a)/u (s —u) 8S< . ) ds. (6.7)

By inequality (6.5]) and condition (B,,) we obtain that

=

v

Da
v v

v=u

o0

12 (6)] o Br({ma}eso)ustl / (5 — u)~s—2 ds

u

= By({m.}e0) / (s = 1)%s2ds ~q Bi({mu}eso),  u>0, €T,

for o € (0,1). In other words, the multiplier p¢ is well defined on T¢ and bounded uniformly in u > 0.
Thus for any fixed « € (0,1) the family of multiplier operators

Fra Py f(&) = 5 (§)Fra f(£), ¢€eT,

is bounded on ¢2(Z%) uniformly in « > 0. In particular, we have

oo

/ At )| P2 o dut <o By({m}oso) / At ) du
0

t

So Bil{medeo) [ w10

1

~qo Bi({ms}s>0),

and thus, for each « € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 the formula
M f = /OO A(t,u) P f du (6.8)
0

makes sense at least for f € ¢2(Z?) as a Bochner integral.

Lemma 6.2. Let {M;}is0 be a family of operators as in (61)). Then for any p € [1,00] and o € (0,1)
and every f € (P(Z%) N (2(Z%) we have that

||Mt+wf - Mtf”lp Soz (Wt_l)asg% HPz?meﬂ (6-9)

whenever t >0 and 0 < w < t/2.

Proof. Using representation from (6.8)) and Minkowski’s integral inequality we obtain
Misof = Meflip <50 |[PEfp [ Ara(u)
u>t 0
where A, (u) := |A(t + w,u) — A(t,u)| for t >0 and 0 < w < t/2. For any « € (0,1) we show that

/00 Ay p(u) du Sa (wt_l)a . (6.10)
0

This will imply (6.9) as desired. To obtain the last bound, note that

tlu —t| oty ift <u<t+w,
Apw(u) Sa tlu—t —w[* tu=27t ift+w <u<t+ 2w, (6.11)
wlu — t|*2u"e, if t + 2w < wu.

Indeed, the estimate in the first region is trivial. For t + w < u < t 4+ 2w we have

Apw() Sa tlu—t* ™+ 4+ w)|u—t —w]* T ey tlu — - |
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Finally, for t + 2w < u we use the mean value theorem with ¢ € [t/u, (¢t + w)/u] and we obtain

t N t+w trw\*Y 1
e G Ml (e M v
a—2
~o wu 2 (s(1 = 8)71) (¢) 2o wu(1 - €)% < wu? (1 - tzw)

= wlu —t — w|* U ~y wiu — 20T,

This justifies (GII)). Then by (GII) the integral from (6I0) can be dominated by

t+w t+2w 00
/ tlu —t|* "yt dqu/ thu —t —w|* tymo! dquw/ lu — t|*"2u™" du,
t t+w t+2w

which in turn can be dominated by t~%w® 4+ wt~! ~, (wtil)a as desired. g

By Lemma [6.2] the proof of Theorem [6.1]is reduced to controlling sup,, ¢ || P er—ser-

Lemma 6.3. Let {M;}+~0 be a family of operators as in (61 with {m:}i=o satisfying condition (By,)
for somen € Zy.. Take 1 < p <2 such that 2n/q < 1. Then for any o € (0,2n/q) we have

SUp [| B ler—er < O, p, @) Bn({ms}a>0), (6.12)

u>

with the constant C(n,p,a) depending only on n,p and «, but independent of the dimension d € Z .
Lemma 6.2l and Lemma [6.3]imply Theorem 6.1l Thus, from now on we focus on justifying Lemma [6.3]

Proof of Lemma[G.3. Assume that condition (B;,) holds for some n € Z,. We will proceed in a few steps
for the sake of clarity. By (621), the multiplier p& (&) corresponding to P2 is equal to

pﬂ@i%?%Zf@wﬂ@<%§gd&

Step 1. The family {m;}+~o satisfies condition (B,,), then integration by parts n-times gives

pﬂoa?igﬁm@(“imj“)@(“fvds
~ o [, (o () v

_ = % /:O(s _y)otnign (mT(Q) ds.

The above formula allows us to define a holomorphic extension of pS given by

n, z+1 00
pE(€) == %L (s —u)~=tn=1gn <mT(5>) ds, €cTd :ze8, (6.13)
on the strip S := {z € C: —1 < Rez < n}. The fact that S 5 z — pZ(§) is holomorphic follows from
Morera’s theorem and Fubini’s theorem, since we have (G.5]).

Step 2. Fix ¢ € (0,1) and let S; := {z € C: —e < Rez < n — e}. The proof of Lemma [6.3] will be
based on Stein’s complex interpolation theorem (see e.g. [I2, Theorem 1.3.7 and Excercise 1.3.4]) applied
to the family of operators

FraP: f = p Fpaf, z € S;.

Recall that in Stein’s complex interpolation theorem any growth of norms smaller than a constant times
the double exponential exp(exp(y|Im z|/n)) with 0 <+ < 7 is admissible. Observe that for f,g € ¢2(Z%)
the function (PZ?f, g}y is holomorphic in the interior of S.. Indeed, by the Plancherel theorem and
Fubini’s theorem we have

z _ (_1)nu2+1 > s—u —z4+n—1 n mé(&) 4 B s
<Pufag>22_ F(TL*Z> /u ( ) * /Edas( s )]:Z f(é-)]:Z g(f)dfd
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The application of Fubini’s theorem is allowed by (6.5) since Fya fFzag € L'(T?) for f, g € £2(Z4). Using
the bound

o0
/ (s —u) Reztn=lgmn=lgg~ gy Rez—1 z€S8:, u>0, (6.14)
u
we see that for every f, g € ¢*(Z%) and z € S. we have

1
P? 2| $pe ——m—
|< uf’g>€ |N V€ |F(TL*Z)|

In the last line we have used that Re(n — z) > € together with the bound

Bu({ms}sso)llf lezllgllee Sne €240 (, g).

IT(n — 2)| ~pe (JImz| + 1)~ Rez=1/2e=mllmel/2 =5 e g | (6.15)
which follows from a well-known asymptotic formula (see e.g. |23, eq. 5.11.9]) asserting
(@ +iy)| =are (Jyl + 17722y eR, e<a<M

Concluding, we have proved that for all f, g € £2(Z%) the mapping z +— (P? f, g)s> defines a holomorphic
function of admissible growth in the strip S..
Step 3. We shall prove that

1PNl 22 Smie Bn({ms}sso)e®mtme1/4, Rez =n —¢, (6.16)

I1PZ |l or <e Bo({ms}sso)e>™me1/4, Rez = —¢, (6.17)

uniformly in u > 0. Then, applying Stein’s complex interpolation theorem we obtain for each 6 € (0, 1)
such that 1/p=60/2+ (1 —60)/1 =1 — /2, the uniform in u > 0 estimate

Hpg(nis)Jr(lie)(is) <n 0,e Bn({ms}s>0)'

P — 0P
Since O(n —e) + (1 — 0)(—¢) =0n — e and 0 = 2(p — 1)/p = 2/q the above inequality becomes
1P T (o0 Snpe Bal{ms}sso), — u> 0.

Finally, since e varies over the interval (0,2n/q) C (0,1), then for each o € (0,2n/q) we can find
e € (0,2n/q) such that o = 2n/q — ¢ and we have

||P3||€P—>€P Sn,p,a Bn({ms}s>0)a u > 0;

which yields ([6.12) as desired. We now focus on justifying ([6.16]) and (G.I7).
Step 4. We begin with (6.16). Using (6.13), (€3), (6.I14) and (6I5) we obtain, for Rez = n — ¢, that

z uRez-i—l * —Rez+n—1 | gn ms(g)
O < ey e o () s

< B UReerl o . —Rez+n—1_-—n—1 d
~n n({m5}5>0) |F(7’L — Z)| (S U) s S

e Bn({ms}5>0)|1—‘(n71—2)|

57176 Bn({ms}s>0)e3ﬂlmz‘/4a

uniformly in u > 0 and ¢ € T?. This estimate together with Plancherel’s theorem gives (G.10).
Step 5. It remains to prove ([GI7). Since Rez = —e < 0, then integration by parts (n + 1)-times gives

pi@ =i [T o, () ao = -2 [T el

Moreover, using (6.5) and (G.15) it is easy to see that p? is a bounded function of & € T¢. Therefore, for
Rez = —¢ we have

zuFtl > ds
pif—_ L —w) v Y
oS I‘(l—z)/u (s—u) " Msf—, u>0,
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where the right-hand side is a convergent Bochner integral in ¢2(Z?). Thus, for f € ¢2(Z%) N ¢ (Z?) using
again (60) and (6I5) together with the condition (B,,) we obtain, for u > 0, that

|2|u

1-e o] d
1P flle < Boltmpon g [ (s =ut S

e

< 37|Imz|/4 e—1 ds

S Bo{ma}eso)e (s~ 0= L)
1

= Bo({ms}ss0)e®™ 4 ]| .

This yields (6I7) and completes the proof of Lemma [6.3] a

We close this section by proving the following useful Corollary that follows from Theorem

Corollary 6.4. Let {M;}is0 be a family of operators as in (G with {m:}i~o satisfying condition (B,,)
for alln € Zy. Takep € (1,2), « € (0,1) and n > aq/2. Then

||Mt+w - Mt”l?gép < C(napa a)Bn({ms}s>0) (wt_l)a ) w,t >0, (618)
with the constant C(n,p, ) depending only on n,p and «, but independent of the dimension d € Z. .

Proof. Fix p, « and n as in the statement of the corollary; in particular oo < 2n/q. If 2n/q < 1, then (G.I8])
is a direct consequence of Theorem If 2n/q > 1, we take ¢, := 2n > ¢. Then, the dual exponent to
Gn, call it p,, satisfies p,, < p. Hence, applying Theorem [6.1] we obtain

[ Mitw = Mill o o < C(nyPry @) Bn({mis}s=o) (wt™)%, w,t > 0.

Interpolating the latter bound with (6.4]) we obtain (6.I8). This completes the proof. O

7. PrRoOOF OoF THEOREM [I.1]

Our objective is to prove Theorem [[1 By (28) and (2.3) it suffices to show the jump (L3) and
oscillation (L4 estimates. Let us first make some reduction related to jump estimate (L3). Observe that

NA(Gef :t> 0)Y2 < Ny jo(Gef 1t > 16) 2+ Ny jo(Gef : 0 < t < 16)/2.

Let G7 := Gy for t > 16, and Gy := Gy-1(y(16)) for 0 < ¢ < 1 with the bijection ¢ from (5I0). Then
observe that

ANA(Gef 10 <t <16)Y2=ANA(GSf:0<t<1)V2

The latter rescaling has only been introduced for a technical reason to enable handling the large and
small scale cases in a unified way. Using [14] Lemma 1.3] we can further write

1/2
ANA(GT f:t>16)% S AN j3(Gon f in € I)Y2 + ( S VGt it e [2",2"“])2) ,
nels
ANA(Gef 10 <t <16)Y2 = ANA(GSf:0<t<1)/2 (7.1)

1/2
SANa(Ghonf in € L) 4 (3 VE(GEf it ez 2)?)

nel«

where the implicit constants are universal and do not depend on the dimension d € Z and I := ZN[4, 00)
and I :=Z N (—oo, —1].

Proceeding in a similar way as above, and using [20, (2) from Remark 2.4 and (2.16)], we obtain

sup sup HO%J(th it > O)H@,

JEZ+ 1€6 ;((0,00))

< sup  sup HO%J(G;f 'n € H>)H€p + sup  sup ||O%_](G2<n+1f in € ]I<)H€p
JELy 1€ 5 (1) JELy I€G (1<) (7.2)

+ H( S VRAGrfite [2",2"“])2)1/2 L H( S VRAGifite [2",2"“])2)1/2
nels nele

’a

The above estimates (.T]) and (2] reduce the proof of Theorem [Tl to the following two propositions.
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Proposition 7.1. For each p € (1,00) there exists Cp, > 0 such that for every f € (P(Z) we have

sup [ANA(GG. f i n € ) W2|,0 < Coll fllens
>0

sup H)\NA(G;Hf :nel.)
A>0

les

2,0 < Coll fllew,

(7.3)
sup  sup ||OIJ (Gg.f:nely) ng < Cpllfller,
JEZ4 IGG.I(I>)

sup  sup HO%J(G;HJC1”€H<)ng < Cpllfller-
JEZL 1€G (1<)

More importantly, the implied constant C, > 0 is independent of the dimension d € Z .

Proposition 7.2. For each p € (1,00) there exists Cp, > 0 such that for every f € (P(Z) we have

(S versrer =) <l
nels

2 (7.4)
[(S veesrseerr )|, < culsie

p
nelc
More importantly, the implied constant C, > 0 is independent of the dimension d € Z. .
The proofs of both propositions above will rely on the Fourier transform estimates from Sections Bl (4]
Bl results from Section [6l and the abstract approach to LP estimates developed by the first author with
Stein and Zorin-Kranich in [16]. Similar concepts have been discussed earlier by the first and third author
in collaboration with Bourgain and Stein in [6]. We will also need dimension-free bounds for discrete
symmetric diffusion semigroups. Namely, for every ¢ > 0 let Q; be the semigroup as in [8], where Q; is
defined on the Fourier transform side by FaQ.f = qiFzaf for f € (2(Z%), where
qt(g) — e tzwe sin® 71'&)7 é- c Td, t>0.
For further use we note that

> sin’(né) ~ €, £eT! d>1

It is well known (see for instance [I7] and [I3] and the references given there) that for every p € (1, 00)
there is C}, > 0 independent of d € Z such that

sup [ANA(Qef 11> 0)[|,, < Cylifller,  f € 7(Z7). (7.5)
>0

In particular, this together with ([26), (2] and interpolation ensures that for every p € (1,00) and
r € (2,00) there are Cp, ., C, > 0 independent of d € Z such that

HVT(Qtf it > O)ng < CP,THfop’ e Ep(Zd)a
lsup1Qeflllpe < Coll fllers f € °(2%). (7.6)

On the other hand, the oscillation estimate for Q; follows from [I3] Theorem 3.3]. More precisely, for
every p € (1,00) there is Cp, > 0 independent of d € Z, such that

sup  sup  ||OF J(Quf :t>0)|, S Cpllfles,  f € P(ZY). (7.7)
JEZ4+ I€G 7((0,00))

Denoting the Littlewood—Paley “projections” by

S] = Q2j*1 - Q2ja .7 € Za (78)
we obtain from [8] formula (4.7)] and [8] formula (4.8)] the corresponding Littlewood—Paley decomposition

f= Z S;f converges in £%(Z%) for every f € (*(2%),
JEZ

and

H > 18i12) H < Cyllfler,

JEL e

where the constant C), > 0 depends only on p € (1,00), but is independent of the dimension d € Z..
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First, we will prove Proposition [Z.1]

Proof of Proposition [7.1 We first establish the first inequality in (Z3). Observe that

sup”)\N,\ (Gonf :nels 1/2H€ <sup||)\N,\ Qonf:mnels UQ‘M—%—H(Z‘G nf = Q2nf|)

nels

In view of ([ZH) it suffices to bound the square function in the above inequality. We prove that

|03 165 s = @uet) | < 051 (79)

nels

with an implicit constant independent of the dimension d € Z;. We will appeal to [16, Theorem 2.14]
with X = Z? endowed with counting measure m, and the parameters go = 1 and any 1 < ¢; < 2 (it
suffices to consider only ¢1’s close to 1). We take S; given by (T.8) and we put

Pk:QQka Ak:G2>ka I{JG]I>

Then the maximal function supy,c; | P, f| has a dimension-free bound on all ¢?(Z?) spaces by (Z.6]). More-
over, by (L2) we have that supjcy || Ak|ler—er < 1. It suffices to show that

|(2 14~ Posies ) |, <2720 1) (7.10)
kel

Once inequality (ZI0) is established, then [16] Theorem 2.14] can be applied, since a; := 219172 satisfies
41 —40

diez a; " < oo, and then inequality (Z3) follows. To prove (ZI0) we use ([3.2) and Proposition E2]
together with Plancherel’s theorem to derive

H( Z [(G3x — Q2) Sk /| )

kels

2

eZ

= [ 3 1Fas26) = a0 ) a2 (€) = s () | P O e

kels

/ S [min (24[¢]2, (24[€]2)"1) - [min (2 [€]2, 249 €)Y P - | F(O)12 de
kels

< 27 ll| 7|2,

This implies (ZI0) as desired.

To prove the second bound in (Z.3) it suffices to repeat the argument with G7;.,, in place of G, and
I in place of Is and instead of (3.2)) and Proposition [£.2 we use respectively (B3]) and Proposition (.11
Then the second inequality (Z3]) follows.

To prove the third inequality in (Z3)), using (2.9)), we see that

sup  sup HO%J(G;f:nEL)HeP < sup  sup HO (Qanf:nels) Hev
JEZy I€G ;(Is) JEZL I1€G (1)

(S toir-anrf)”

Taking into account (7)) and (Z9]) we see that the third inequality in (73] holds true. The proof of the
fourth one can be derived in a similar way using (7)) and an analogue of (Z.9) with G2<n +1 in place of
G5, and I. in place of I.. The proof of Proposition [7.1] is finished. O

Before we prove Proposition we need to establish the following important corollary.

Corollary 7.3. For each p € (1,2) and o € (0,1) there exists a constant C(p, ) > 0, depending only on
a and p, and independent of the dimension d € Zy such that

|GZw — GT ller—er < C(pya) (wt™)",  ¢t>16, w >0, (7.11)
|G = Gl e < Clpya) (wt ™), tbw>0, t+w<l. (7.12)
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Proof. We first deal with (ZI1]). Let x: (0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth function such that

L16,00) < X < L0,15]c-

We apply Corollary [6.4] to the family of operators M; := G7 x(t), so that m; := Fzagix(t). Since Gy is
an £1(Z%) contraction, see (L2), Proposition A5 implies that for each n € N one has

Bn({ms}s>0) Sn 1;

with the implicit constant depending only on n and not on the dimension d € Z,.. This proves ([Z.IT]).
The proof of (ZI2) is similar, observe that ¥(16) € (1/2,1). Let us define n: (0,00) — [0,1] to be a
smooth function such that

Lo,up =1 = Lip6)+1)/(26:(16)),00)¢-
We apply Corollary [6.4l with M, := Gn(t), so that m; := Fzagin(t). Then proceeding as in the previous
case, with Corollary [5.5] (taken with ¢ = (1(16) + 1)/2) in place of Proposition [L5] we obtain (T12). O

We will now move on to proving Proposition

Proof of Proposition [7.2, We will only establish the first inequality in (Z4]), the proof of the second one
can be derived with minor changes. We will appeal to [16, Theorem 2.39 (2) and (3)] with A; := Gf and
any ¢1 € (1,2). We also take 1 < ¢o < ¢1 sufficiently close to 1, and « € (0,1) such that agy < 1 and
satisfying [I6 condition (2.46)], which asserts

2—qo
2—aqo

g <2- <q <2 (7.13)

In what follows we take a = 1/¢o with go close enough to 1 so that (ZI3) is obviously satisfied. Since
{G+}+>0 is a family of positive linear operators, we only need to verify [16], conditions (2.40), (2.45) and
(2.48) of Theorem 2.39] to establish the first inequality in (Z4). More precisely, we need to verify that

2l—1 1/2
H( > |(G§k+2H(m+1)—G2>k+2k,lm)Sj+kf|2) P
kels m=0
<272 min (1,2271172) || fl| 2,  fe®(2zY), 1>0, (7.14)
|GZrw — GT llero—ea0 S (wt™H)%,  t>16, w >0, (7.15)
I sup G flller SN fllens  fEP@ZT), 1<p<oo, (7.16)

where the implicit constants are independent of the dimension d € Z.

Observe that (IH) follows from inequality (ZI1]) of Corollary [[3] applied with p = ¢o and o = 1/¢p.
Note that it is vital here that the constant C(qo,1/qo) from Corollary [[3] depends only on ¢y and not
on the dimension d € Z;. Maximal inequality (ZI6) has already been proved in Proposition [I] see
28) and [2.8)). Once inequality (Z.I4) is established, then [16, Theorem 2.39 (2) and (3)] can be applied,
since a;; := min(1, 2'2711/2) satisfies Y, 3255 27%a), < 0o for every 0 < & < p (this is precisely [I6,
condition (2.41)]), and then the first inequality from (7.4)) follows as desired. Thus, it suffices to prove

To prove ((14]), we use (B2), Proposition and argue in a similar way as in the proof of Proposi-
tion [Tl to derive

2t—1

G> -G St ) < otrzo-tiv2 7.17
Z Z |( 2k 4-2k—1(m41) 2k+2k71m) J+kf| 2~ ||f||€2 ( : )

k€ls m=0

Further, notice that Proposition [£.3] implies, for k£ € I, the bound

S2!

2k 2k =l (m41) dt
| Fza g2 4251 (m41) (§) — Fzagaryor—1m (&) < / [t0rF7a9:(§)] 7

2k 4 2k—lm
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with an implicit constant independent of the dimension d € Z,. Then by Plancherel’s theorem we obtain

2l—1 N 1/2
H( Z Z |(G2>k+2kfl(m+1) - G2>’v+2kflm)sj+kf| )

kel m=0 e
21
5\ 1/2
- ( Z Z H(G2>k+2k*l(m+1) - G2>k+2k*lm)5j+ka42) (7.18)
kel m=0
— 2 \Y2 _ i
S 27 USinfIE) T S 27U e
kel

Combining (TI7) and (ZI8)) we obtain (Z.I4]), and consequently the first inequality from (4] follows.
To prove the second bound in (74) it suffices to repeat the argument with Gy in place of G; and
I in place of I and instead of (B.2) and Proposition [4.21 we use respectively [8.3) and Proposition 11
Furthermore, instead of inequality (ZII) of Corollary [[3] we apply inequality (ZI2) and instead of
Proposition we use Corollary Then the second inequality in (Z4) follows and the proof is
finished. g

APPENDIX A.

To show Proposition [[LT, we need to prove a slight improvement of Proposition (.l with explicit
constants.

Proposition A.1. For every fized D > 0 there are constants

16 D2€—7'r/(2D) D2€—7'r/(2D)
- . Cp= sr2 (14 Z———).87*D(1+ ———)
CD 1+\/5 D max{ U + 3 s + )

such that
exp (— Ope ™ [¢7) < Fpagi() < exp (— cpe ™/ [E), (A1)
holds uniformly in t < D and & € T,

Proof. By the product structure of Fag:(€) it suffices to prove (AJ)) for d = 1. Using (L.I5) and (LI6)
we see that

0:(€) _ -1 —mj2/t :
1-— 50 61,+(0) jezze / (1 — cos(2mjg)).

Using the facts that

2
x

1—cos2z =2sin’z <222, forzeR, and —2§sin2z§z2, for x € [-7/2,7/2],
T

we obtain

16 0. = 2
01/1(0) 7! 5 mPg%eT T <1 - 9‘58 < 01/0(0) ar? (/L YT e R,
j=2

Further, using B1)) for ¢ > 0 we may write

> > t — > t — t 1 t2
Z eI /tj2 < ; Ze—ﬂ'] /(2t) < ; Z e—ﬂ'j/t < ;e—QTr/t1 p— < Fe—ﬂ/te—ﬂ'/(%). (AQ)
j=2 =2 j=2

Applying Lemma BT} we have 1 < 6;,,(0) <1+ VD for t < D. This together with (A2) implies

16ef7r/t§2 ot(g) 5 9 D2€77r/(2D)
<1- < 4r e*“/t(1+7), t<D, ¢€T. A3
vp S TR ST = =P )
Taking into account the inequality 1 —x < e™® for x > 0, we obtain
0 1 —m/te2 1 —m/te2
t(g)gl— Ge 3 geXp(—Lg), t<D, (€T
0:(0) 1+vD 1++VD

Finally, we show the lower bound in (A.J]). Here we distinguish two cases.
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Case 1: 47726_”/t(1 + D26+2/(2D)) < 1/2. Then using the inequality 1 —z > e~ for x € [0,1/2], and

(A3) we obtain

0:(£) 202 —w/t D?e~7/CD)
>1—-4 7l ——
B(0) = L ATee (1+ =)
D2 —n/(2D)
> exp ( — 871'25267#/)5(1 + eT))

This gives the lower bound in (AJ]) in Case 1.

Case 2: 47r26’”/t(1 + Dze;;/(w)) > 1/2. This case is nonempty if there is Tp < D such that

D2e—7/(2D)
7T2

4r2e=/To (1 + = 1/2. Then our aim is to show the lower bound in (A for ¢ € [Ty, D].

Here we proceed in a different way than in Case 1. We use Lemma [£.3] and we obtain

0 D2e—7/(2D)
ozggi >exp(— 7Tt€2) > exp (— 8#3526_”/t(1 + eT)), te[To,D], £e€T.

The latter inequality is true because we have sup,¢(r, p nte™t < wDe™/To = 87T3D(1 + ch+2/<w>)
This gives the lower bound in (AJ]) in Case 2. This finishes the proof of Proposition [A.Jl 0
Now we are ready to prove Proposition [Tl
Proof of Proposition Il Taking into account (LI9) and (II7), we see that
Hy(§) _ O1janp(§)
Hy(0)  ©1/(ar1)(0)

Using Propositions we get the upper bound in (L20). Observe that the lower bound in (I20) follows
directly from the lower bound in Lemma [£3] and the product structure of ©;, see (ILIl). Therefore our
task is to show (LZI). This, however, is a straightforward consequence of Proposition [A] applied with
D = 32. The proof of Proposition [[.1] is finished.

= Fragr/(ant) (&)

O
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