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OPTIMAL MULTILINEAR RESTRICTION ESTIMATES
FOR A CLASS OF HYPERSURFACES WITH CURVATURE
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Bennett, Carbery and Tao (2006) considered the k-linear restriction estimate in R**! and established
the near optimal L?/*~1 estimate under transversality assumptions only. In 2017, we showed that the
trilinear restriction estimate improves its range of exponents under some curvature assumptions. In this
paper we establish almost sharp multilinear estimates for a class of hypersurfaces with curvature for
4 <k < n. Together with previous results in the literature, this shows that curvature improves the range of
exponents in the multilinear restriction estimate at all levels of lower multilinearity, that is, when k < n.

1. Introduction

Forn> 1, let U C R” be an open, bounded and connected neighborhood of the origin and let ¥ : U — R**1
be a smooth parametrization of an n-dimensional submanifold of R”*! (hypersurface), which we denote
by S = X (U). To this parametrization of S we associate the operator £ defined by

Ef(x) = /U O £ () de.

Given k smooth, compact hypersurfaces S; C R"*1, i =1,...,k, where | <k <n + 1, the k-linear
restriction estimate is the inequality

k
[/

k
i=1 =1

< TT1ilezwy- (1-1)

1

Lp (R”+ 1)
In a more compact format this estimate is abbreviated as
R*(2x-+x2— p).

The fundamental question regarding the above estimate is the value of the optimal p for which it holds
true. Given that the estimate R*(2x - --x 2 — 00) is trivial, the optimality is translated into the smallest p
for which the estimate holds true. Bennett, Carbery and Tao [Bennett et al. 2006] clarified the role of
transversality between the surfaces involved and established that, under a transversality condition between
S1,...,Sk, the optimal exponent is p = 2/(k — 1); the actual result in that paper is near-optimal, and
the optimal problem is currently open. The optimality can be easily revealed by taking the S; to be
transversal hyperplanes, in which case the estimate becomes the classical Loomis—Whitney inequality.

MSC2010: primary 42B15; secondary 42B25.
Keywords: multilinear restriction estimates, shape operator, wave packets.

1115


http://msp.org/apde/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2019.12-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2019.12.1115
http://msp.org

1116 IOAN BEJENARU

It is also known, in some cases (precisely when k < 2), or expected, in most of the others, that
curvature assumptions on the surfaces involved improve the range of exponents in (1-1), except for the
case k = n + 1. In [Bejenaru 2017c] we formalized the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1. Under appropriate transversality and curvature conditions on the surfaces S;, the
estimate R*(2 X -+ X 2 — p) holds true forany p > p(k) =2(n+1+k)/(k(n + k —1)).

The case k = 1 has been understood for a very long time. Without any curvature assumptions, the
optimal exponent is p = 0o; once the surface has some nonvanishing principal curvatures, the exponent
improves to p = 2(/ 4+ 2)//, where / is the number of nonvanishing principal curvatures. The case of
nonzero Gaussian curvature, corresponding to / = #, is the classical result due to Tomas and Stein; see
[Stein 1993].

The case k = 2 without any curvature assumptions corresponds to the classical L? bilinear estimate,
where the optimal estimate has been established. Once curvature assumptions are allowed, the best
possible exponent in R*(2x 2 — p)is p = (n+ 3)/(n + 1) and it was conjectured in [Foschi and
Klainerman 2000]. The problem was intensely studied; see [Bourgain 1995; Wolff 2001; Tao 2001; 2003;
Tao and Vargas 2000a; Lee 2006; Lee and Vargas 2010; Bejenaru 2017b]. The problem is solved in the
regime p > (n+ 3)/(n + 1) for general hypersurfaces with curvature; the end-point p = (n+3)/(n+ 1)
is solved only for cones; see [Tao 2001].

The case k =n+ 1 is fairly well understood. We note that in this case, additional curvature assumptions
have no effect on the optimality of p. It is conjectured that if the hypersurfaces S; C R"*! are transversal,
then (1-1) holds true for p > po = 2/n. If the S; are transversal hyperplanes, (1-1) is the classical
Loomis—Whitney inequality and its proof is elementary. Once the surfaces are allowed to have nonzero
principal curvatures, things become far more complicated and the problem has been the subject of
extensive research; see, e.g., [Bennett et al. 2006; Guth 2010]. Bennett, Carbery and Tao [Bennett et al.
2006] established a near-optimal version of (1-1), which is (1-1) with an additional R€ factor when the
estimate is made over balls of radius R in R”*1. The optimal result for (1-1), that is, without the €-loss,
is an open problem. In some cases one can use e-removal techniques to derive the result without the
e-loss for p > 2/n; see [Bourgain and Guth 2011] for the case of surfaces with nonvanishing Gaussian
curvature. The end-point for the multilinear Kakeya version of (1-1) (a slightly weaker statement than
(1-1)) was established by Guth [2010] using tools from algebraic topology.

In the remaining cases, 3 < k < n, the k-linear restriction theory has been addressed in [Bennett
et al. 2006] only under transversality assumptions and the authors established the near-optimal result for
p >2/(k—1). The exponent 2/(k — 1) is sharp for generic surfaces, but it is not the optimal exponent
once curvature assumptions are brought into the problem; indeed note that p(k) <2/(k —1).

In [Bejenaru 2017¢c] we looked at the trilinear estimate (corresponding to kX = 3) and proved the
Conjecture 1.1 in the regime p > p(3) for a particular class of surfaces: the double-conic ones. These
surfaces have the nice property that they have the exact “amount” of curvature to obtain the estimate with
the optimal exponent p(3), and no more, in the sense that they are “flat” in the unnecessary directions.

In this paper we provide the equivalent result for 4 < k < n for (k—1)-conical surfaces. We note that
passing from the case k = 3 to k > 4 requires not only additional technical ideas, but also conceptual ones.
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We describe bellow the class of hypersurfaces for which we prove the Conjecture 1.1. We start with
the definition of a foliation. A (k—1)-dimensional foliation of the (n-dimensional) hypersurface S is a
decomposition of S into a union of connected disjoint sets {Sy }oc 4, called the leaves of the foliation,
with the following property: every point in S has a neighborhood V' and a local system of coordinates
x:V C S — R" such that for each leaf S, the coordinates of V' N Sy, are &, = constant, . . ., &, = constant.

We now formalize the conditions that we impose on our surfaces. As before, S;, i € {1,...,k}, are
hypersurfaces with smooth parametrizations X; : U; C R” — R"T!, where each Uj; is an open, bounded
and connected neighborhood of the origin (note that different U; may belong to different hyperplanes
identified with the same R”"). In addition, we assume the following three hypotheses:

(i) (foliation) For each i € {1, ..., k}, the hypersurface S; admits the foliation
Si = Sia-
o

where, for each «, the leaf S; o is a flat submanifold of dimension k£ — 1.

(ii) (the leaves are completely flat) If Sy (¢,) is the shape operator of S; at §; € S; with choice of
normal N;(§;), we assume that for every v € T, S; o (the tangent plane at S; o at the point §; € S; o) the
following holds true:

SN v =0
(iii) (transversality and curvature) There exists v > 0 such that forany {; € S;, i € {1,...,k}, forany [ €
{1,...,k} and for any orthonormal basis vgy1, ..., V41 € (Tg, Sl,a)l C T, S; the following holds true:
VOl(N1(81)s -+ Nie(Ck), SNy e) Vh+15 - - s SNy (&) Vn+1) = V- (1-2)

In (1-2) vol is the standard volume form of n + 1 vectors in R”*!; thus the condition quantifies the
linear independence of the vectors Ni($1), ..., Ng(§k). SNy &) Vi1 - - -+ SN, &) Vnt1-

The condition (ii) says that the S; o are, in some sense, completely flat components of the S; since,
besides being subsets of affine planes of dimension k — 1, the normal N ({) to S; is constant as we vary ¢
along S; o for fixed .

The first thing to read in condition (iii) is the transversality condition between Sy, ..., Sy due to
the transversality between any choice on normals. The condition (iii) also says that the submanifolds
transversal to the leaves carry the curvature assumptions, in the sense that their tangent space does not
contain any eigenvectors of the shape operator. In addition, for each i € {1,..., k}, we are guaranteed to
have transversality between N1 ({1), ..., Nk (k) and Sy, (Tg, (Sl,a)J-).

In fact (iii) is equivalent to the apparently weaker condition:

(iii") There exists v > 0 such that for any {; € S;, i € {1,...,k}, forany / € {1,...,k} and for any unit
vector v € (T, Sl,a)J- C T, S; the following holds true:

VOI(N1(C1). - - .. Ni(C). SNy gpyv) = V- (1-3)

Obviously here vol stands for the (k+1)-dimensional volume of the parallelepiped determined by the
vectors N1($1), ..., Nk ($k), Sn, ) v-
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At this point we can state the main result of this paper.
Theorem 1.2. Assume that S1, ..., Sy satisfy the conditions (1)—(iii) above. Given any p with

_2n+k+1) ‘o

P(k)—m<p_

the following holds true:

K
[/

i=1

k
<C(p) [ fil2,y forall fi € L*(Uy). (1-4)
Lr®Rrt1) im1

To the best of our knowledge this result is the first instance when the k-linear restriction estimate, with
4 <k < n, is proved for the almost optimal exponent, that is, p > p(k). However, very recently Guth
[2016a] formulated a weaker version of Conjecture 1.1, which he proved in the case when the S; are
subsets of the paraboloid, and for the same range of parameters p(k) < p < co. The formulation of this
weaker version is technical and we skip it here. Guth [2016a] used this weaker version to improve the
range of the linear restriction theory. It is important to note that Guth employed polynomial partition
methods to prove his result. The arguments we use in this paper are very different; see the details below.

The result in Theorem 1.2 and the corresponding one in [Bejenaru 2017¢] show that the Conjecture 1.1
holds true at least in some model cases. We hope that this result will lead the way towards a complete
resolution of the conjecture, which, in turn, should have important consequences. The multilinear theory
discussed above has had major impact in other problems. We mention a few such examples: In harmonic
analysis, the bilinear and (n+1)-linear restriction theory were used to improve results in the context
of the Schrodinger maximal function, see [Bourgain 2013; Lee 2003; Tao and Vargas 2000b; Du et al.
2017], the restriction conjecture, see [Tao 2003; Bourgain and Guth 2011; Guth 2016a; 2016b], and the
decoupling conjecture, see [Bourgain and Demeter 2015; Bourgain et al. 2016]. In partial differential
equations, the linear theory inspired the Strichartz estimates, see [Tao 2006], while the bilinear restriction
theory is used in the context of more sophisticated techniques, such as the profile decomposition, see
[Merle and Vega 1998], and concentration compactness methods, see [Kenig and Merle 2006].

Theorem 1.2 reveals the following geometric feature: the optimal k-linear restriction estimate discards
the effect of k — 1 curvatures; indeed, each S; has precisely k — 1 vanishing principal curvatures, and
thus it relies only on n + 1 — k principal curvatures being nonzero, although the actual statement has to
be more rigorous. This geometric feature of the problem was conjectured by Bennett, Carbery and Tao
[Bennett et al. 2006].

We continue with an overview of the paper and highlight some of the elements used in the proof of
Theorem 1.2. The reader may look at the paper as split into two parts: Sections 2 through 4 and Sections 6
and 7, with Section 5 marking the transition between the two. In Sections 2 through 4 we adapt to our
current setup the standard arguments that are similar to our previous works in the bilinear and trilinear
setup, see [Bejenaru 2017b; 2017c¢]: overview of the geometry of the problem, wave packet theory, table
construction and the induction-on-scales argument. All these ideas originate from [Tao 2001].

The second part of the paper, Sections 6 and 7, contains the novel ideas in this paper and they play a
key role in establishing the improved estimate (4-4) in Section 4. We note that the equivalent results (to
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those in Sections 6 and 7 here) in the bilinear and trilinear theory are much simpler, given the structure of
the problem, and can be easily derived inside the body of the main argument. The results in Sections 6
and 7 hold in the context of general hypersurfaces; in particular they do not assume the foliation structure
or curvature properties used in Theorem 1.2. We also think that these results are new in the literature and
may be of independent interest.

The starting ideas originate in the prior work of the author on the multilinear restriction estimate in
[Bejenaru 2017a]. In that paper we proved that the k-linear restriction estimate

k
[1¢/

i=1

k
<C@Or¢ [Tz (1-5)

i=1

L2/=1(B(0,r))

improves under appropriate localizations of one of the factors f;. These localizations are precisely the
ones carried by the wave packets appearing in the decomposition of one of the factors &; f;, and one needs
to obtain an appropriate estimate for such superpositions of wave packets. This was an easy task in the
case of the trilinear estimate because the estimate is made in L! and the triangle inequality holds true. The
triangle inequality fails to hold true in the spaces L2/*~1) with k > 4; the way to deal with this aspect
is to further refine the techniques developed in [Bejenaru 2017a] and derive good “off-diagonal”’-type
estimates, which in turn give the desired estimate with the correct localization gain; see Theorem 6.1. A
further localization to cubes is needed for technical reasons; see Corollary 6.2. This analysis is carried
out in Section 6.
In Section 7 we prove the estimate

k k
K
H €1 f1llL2(s(9)) 1_[ 1€ fill L2(q) ety = C(e)rare 1_[ I fill L2w;)- (1-6)
i=2 g™ i=1
Here g are cubes of size r and the l; /=1 is taken over such cubes contained in a larger cube of size r?;

S(g) = S + ¢, where S is a surface with some “good” properties. This estimate has the character of a
k-linear restriction estimate, although it is more complex due to the factor [|£1 f1]|L2(s(q))- If S were a
point (that is, of dimension zero), then the above estimate is similar to the k-linear restriction estimate;
however, the surface we encounter has the maximal dimension that allows (1-6) to hold true. Another
interesting aspect is that the maximal dimension of .S saturates the estimate (1-6) in the following sense:
while for k <n + 1 (1-5) improves under appropriate localizations of some f;, (1-6) does not, just as the
(n+1)-linear restriction estimate does not improve under localizations.

We identified (1-6) as the necessary ingredient to closing the improved estimate (4-4) in Section 4. We
note that in the bilinear theory the result used is the one above with kK = 1 and that means that the term
1_[?:2 I€i fill 24y does not appear. In this case the estimate (1-6) corresponds to an energy estimate for
a free wave across hypersurfaces that are transversal to its directions of propagation; this is a classical
tool in PDE. In the trilinear theory the estimate (1-6) is used for k = 2; thus it is an /2-type estimate that
can be dealt with in a direct manner, by using wave packet decompositions for both free waves and some
analysis on their interaction. It is in the quadrilinear (or higher) case that the true character of (1-6) comes
to light. The analysis of the estimate (1-6) is carried out in Section 7.
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1A. Notation. We start by clarifying the role of various constants that appear in the argument. N is a
large integer that depends only on the dimension. C is a large constant that may change from line to
line, and may depend on N, but not on ¢ and Cy introduced below. C is used in the definition of the
following relations: 4 < B, meaning A < CB, A < B, meaning A < C7'B,and 4 ~ B, meaning
A < BAB X A. For a given number r > 0, by A = O(r) we mean that A ~ r. Cy is a constant that is
independent of any other constant and its role is to reduce the size of cubes in the inductive argument.
We could set Cy = 4 throughout the argument, but we keep it this way so that its role in the argument is
not lost. Finally, ¢ < 1 is a very small variable meant to make expressions < 1 and most estimates will
be stated to hold in a range of c.

We use the standard notation (£1, ..., &, ....&) = (&1, ... JEi1 &, 8.

By powers of type R*t we mean R for arbitrary € > 0. Practically they should be seen as R**¢
for arbitrary 0 < € < 1. The estimates where such powers occur will obviously depend on €.

By B(x, R) we denote the ball centered at x with radius R in the underlying space (most of the time
it will be R” or R"+1).

Let no : R” — [0, +00) be a Schwartz function, normalized in L1, that is, ||[no|.1 = 1, and with
Fourier transform supported in the unit ball. Given some r > 0 we define 1, (x) = r "1o(r ' x) and note
that 7, is supported in B(0, ). We will abuse notation and use the same 7 for functions with the same
properties, but with a different base space, such as 19 : R**1 — [0, +00).

A disk D C R"*! has the form

D = D(xp.ip:rp) ={(x.tp) e R"*' : |x —xp| <rp}
for some (xp,tp) € R**1 and rp > 0. We define the associated smooth cut-off
toten= (1422201
A cube Q C R"! of size R has the standard definition
0 ={(x.0) eR"™": |(x =xg.1 —1g)lj« < 3R},

where cg = (x¢, fg) is the center of the cube. Given a constant o > 0 we define a Q to be the dilation
by « of Q around its center; that is, «Q = {(x,7) € R"*! : |[(x —xg.t —tg)|ljo <o -1R}.

Given a cube ¢ C R"*! of size r we will use two functions that are highly concentrated in g. One
is built with the help of 7o (as mentioned earlier, we abuse notation here as we should be using the
corresponding 719 : R**1 — [0, 4-00) with similar properties):

Xg(x) = no(%c@)-

This localization function has nice properties on the Fourier side. The other localization function is
-N
x—c(q)
’

for some large N. This localization has better properties on the physical side.

Xq(X) = (1 +




OPTIMAL MULTILINEAR RESTRICTION ESTIMATES FOR A CLASS OF HYPERSURFACES WITH CURVATURE 1121
We recall the standard estimate for superpositions of functions in L? for p <1

> fa

<Y lfalfs (1-7)

p
L

as well as the estimate for sequences

e - bill 2r0e—0 < Naill 2 16ill 2702 (1-8)
1 1

2. Geometry of the surfaces and consequences

We start this section by simplifying the setup. The surfaces are bounded, and therefore we can always
break them into smaller (and similar) pieces, as we do to accommodate the additional hypotheses described
below.

First note that we can assume each S; to be of graph type: there is a smooth map ¢; : U; C R" - R
such that S = {3;(§) = (£,¢i(§)) : £ € U;}. Here the U; are open and connected with compact
closure. It is less important that the graphs are of type ,+1 = @i ({1, ..., {n) (We can also have {; =
0i(C1s oy n+1)), although we can accommodate this by a rotation of coordinates. Then each
flat leaf S; o corresponds to a flat leaf U; o, in the sense that X;(U; o) = S; «; this is indeed the case
since projections onto hyperplanes along a vector transversal to S; take (k—1)-dimensional affine planes
to (k—1)-dimensional affine planes.

We can find a system of coordinates x; : R” — R” that parametrizes each leaf U; o into a new flat
leaf 17,-,“ characterized by &, = constant, ..., & = constant. Finally, we assume that each U; has small
enough diameter.

Next, we derive a key geometric consequence of our setup. Given a surface S; we define \; :=
{N;(&;) : ¢ € S;} to be the set of normals at S;. By dspan\; we denote the following subset of the
classical span of N;:

dspan \; := {aNy + BNg : Ny, Ng € N, o, B € R}.

Note that dspan N; is the set of linear combinations of two vectors in N;; it is not a linear subspace.
Given a set of indexes I C {1,2,...,k} we also define

dN7 :={aNg +BNg: Ny €N;j, NgeNj,i,jel,i#j, a BeR].
With this notation in place, we claim the following result.

Lemma 2.1. Assume S;, i = 1,...,k, satisfy the conditions (1)—(iii). Let I = {3,...,k}. Then for any
N e dspan N7, Ny € Ny and N € d N7y, the following holds true:

voI(N, Ny, N) Z |N|-|Na| - |N]. @2-1)

The above statement is symmetric as we can switch the particular role each S;, i = 1,..., k, plays in
the above estimate.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the one provided in [Bejenaru 2017c]. We write N = aNy + BNpg for
some Ny # Ng and consider y : [0, o] — S, a smooth curve with the property that Ny(y(0)) = N, and
Ni(y(t9)) = Ng. We also assume that |y’(¢)| = 1 on [0, fo] and that 0 < 7y < 1; this is possible because
we assumed U to be of small diameter. In addition, if ag is such that y(0) € S o,, we can assume that
¥'(0) € (T} (0)S1,0) - Then we have

o

N1 (v (t0)) = Ny (y(0)) + fo Sny(yyy(5) dis

= N1 (¥(0) + 10Sn, (o) ¥ (0) + O().
We then continue with
N =aN{(y(0)) + B(N1(¥(0)) + t0Sn, (v 0y ¥ (0) + O(13))
= (@ + B)N1(¥(0)) + BtoSn, (v oy ¥ (0) + BO(E).

The two vectors N1 (y(0)) and S, (o)) ¥’ (0) are transversal; thus | N | ~ | + B| 41| B| SN, (v (0)) ¥ (0]
(here we use that 7y < 1), and also

vol(N, N2, N) ~ vol((@ + B)N1 (¥ (0) + BoSn, (07 (0). N2, N)
2 [+ BN (¥ (0) + BtoSn, (o) Y (0] - IN| ~ [N]|-[N],
where we have used the following consequence of (1-2):
vol (N1 (7 (0)). Sy yopv: N2, N) 2 [N,
which holds true for any unit vector v € (7}, ()S 1,a0)J‘ C T} (0)S1 and any vector N € dMNj. O

Using an argument similar to that above, one can easily establish the dispersive estimate
INi(§1) = Ni(82)| =~ d(Siay - Sian), (2-2)

where S; o, . Si «, are the leaves to which {1, {, belong, respectively. Here the distance between S; ¢,
and S; o, can be defined either by using geodesics inside the hypersurface S; (using the induced metric
from the ambient space R"*1) or, equivalently, by using the classical distance between sets in R”+1,

3. Free waves, wave packets and tables on cubes

In this section we collect some of the preparatory ingredients that are needed in the proof of our main
result. The setup described here originated in the work of Tao [2001] on the bilinear restriction estimate.
All of the results here have been discussed in our previous works; see [Bejenaru 2017b; 2017c]. We do
not repeat some of the proofs as they are similar to those found in these three mentioned papers.

3A. Rephrasing the problem in terms of free waves. We reformulate our problem in terms of free waves,
this being motivated by the use of wave packets in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Once the wave packet
decomposition is made and its properties are clear, the formalization of the problem as an evolution
equation can be forgotten.
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Assume we are given a surface S with a graph-type parametrization {, 1 = ¢(&), where £ = ({1, ..., ().
We rename the variable ;41 by t; thus the equation of .S becomes t = ¢(§). We parametrize the physical
space by (x,t) € R” x R. We make the choice that 7 is the Fourier variable corresponding to ¢, while &
is the Fourier variable corresponding to x. In what follows we use the convention that f denotes the
Fourier transform of f* with respect to the x-variable.

We define the free wave ¢ = Ef as

B =/ = [ IO 1) g,

Note that ¢ (0) = f and qAﬁ(S, t) = eit(P(E)(fs(g, 0). We define the mass of a free wave by M (¢ (?)) :=
o (2) ||i2 and note that it is time-independent:

M(¢@) = lp)7. = IpONI72 = 16017, = 0]}, = M((0)).

The proof of (1-4) relies on estimating ]_[5;1 & fi on cubes on the physical side and seeing how this
behaves as the size of the cubes goes to infinity by using an inductive-type argument with respect to the
size of the cubes. Before we formalize this strategy, we note that at every stage of the inductive argument
we relocalize functions both on the physical and frequency spaces, and, as a consequence, we need to
quantify the new support on the frequency side. This will be done by using the margin of a function.

We assume we are given a reference set V' inside which we want to keep all functions supported. If 1
is supported in U C V we define the margin of f relative to V by

margin( /) := dist(supp( /), V°).

In terms of free waves ¢ = £ f, the margin is defined by
margin(¢(¢)) := dist(suppg (¢(1)), V) = dist(supp( ), V),

where we have used that the Fourier support of q‘;(t) is time-independent and that dA)(()) = f. In other
words, the margin of a free wave is time-independent.

In practice, we work with k different types of free waves, ¢; =¢&; fi, i =1, ..., k. They are assumed to
be graphs with different phase functions ¢; and with potentially different ambient domains, that is, the U;
are subsets of different subspaces isomorphic to R” (for instance the U; can be subsets of the hyperplanes
& = 0). The above construction changes only by choosing 7 to be the coordinate in the direction normal
to the ambient hyperplane to which U; belongs, while & are the coordinates in the ambient hyperplane.
Obviously, the margin of each ¢; is then defined with respect to some V; in the same ambient hyperplane.
When choosing the reference sets V; we need to impose that the conditions (i)—(iii) hold true on X;(V;)
as well.

Next, we prepare the elements that are needed for the induction-on-scale argument. Given that the
estimate is trivial for p = oo, it suffices to focus on the result above in the cases p(k) < p <2/(k—1)
and this is what we will do. Note that the exponent 2/(k — 1) is precisely the one for which the k-linear
restriction theory is expected to hold true without any curvature assumptions.
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Definition 3.1. Let p(k) < p <2/(k —1). Given R > Cy we define 4,(R) to be the best constant for
which the estimate

k
< A,(R) [ M@1)? (3-1)

LP(QRr) i=1

k
[14:

i=1

holds true for all cubes Q g of size R and ¢; = &; f; obeying the margin requirement
margini(¢,-) >M —R_%, i=1,... k. (3-2)

The goal is to obtain a uniform estimate on 4, (R) with respect to R. In the absence of the margin
requirement above, A4,(R) would be an increasing function. However, since the argument needs to
tolerate the margin relaxation, we also define

Ap(R):= sup Ap(r)

1=r=R

and the new A p(R) is obviously increasing with respect to R.
Then (1-4), and, as a consequence, the main result of this paper, Theorem 1.2, follow from the next
result.

Proposition 3.2. Assume 0 < e < 1. If R > 220 gnd R—(/Dt « ¢ « 1, there exists C(€) such that
the following holds true:

T WD —C pMERAL(L_k ntkoLy 4oy
Ap(R) < (1 +cC)((1 +cC)P(Ap(3R))” + (Cle)c™" R 2\~ 27 nhFl )P) . (3-3)
Deriving (1-4) from (3-3) is standard; see the corresponding argument in the trilinear case in [Bejenaru

2017¢]. Thus we reduce the proof of Theorem 1.2 to proving (3-3).

3B. Tuables on cubes. Let QO C R"T! be a cube of radius R. Given j € N we split Q into 2"+1)J cubes
of size 27/ R and denote this family by Q;(Q); thus we have Q = quQ,-(Q) g If jeNand 0 <c¢ K1,
we define the (c, j)-interior 1€/ (Q) of Q by

7= | (-oy. (3-4)
q€9;(Q)
Given j € N we define a table ® on Q to be a vector & = (cp(‘I))quj(Q) and define its mass by
M@ = > M@©@?).
q€2Q;(Q)

We define the margin of a table as the minimum margin of its components:

margin(®) = min margin(®9).
Qj

We recall from [Bejenaru 2017c] the following result, which originated in [Tao 2001]:
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Lemma 3.3. Assume 0 < p < oo, R> 1, 0 <c < 1 and f is smooth. Given a cube Qg C R"*! of
size R, there exists a cube Q of size 2R contained in 4Q g such that

I/ lLror) = A+ O S N Lrresoy)- (3-5)

3C. Wave packets. In this section we formalize the wave packet construction for (k—1)-conical surfaces.
We assume that S is of (k—1)-conic type and has the graph-type parametrization ¥ : U — S, where
2 (&) = (&, ¢(§)), with foliations U = |, Uy, S =y Sa, Z(Uy) = Sa.

For the foliation U = Ua Uy, we choose a system of coordinates x : U — U such that for each leaf Uy
the coordinates of Uy are £ = constant, ..., &, = constant. Let U = H(ﬁ ), where 7 : R? — RP—k+1 jg
the projection 7 (&1, ...,&r) = (k... ..&n). Let £ be a maximal r~!-separated subset of U’ c Rr—*+1,
For each é e L, we have x "1 (-, é) is a leaf; that is, x 71 (-, é) = Uy for some «. In each such leaf we
pick £7 and define £ to be the set obtained this way. It is not important which £7 € x 7! (-, é) is chosen,
since from condition (ii) it follows that, for £ € Uy, the normal N (X (§)) to S is constant as & varies
inside the leaf Uy. We denote by U(&7) the leaf Uy to which &7 belongs and by S(é7) = Z(U (7)), the
corresponding leaf on S. We note that d(U(é1,), U(§1,)) ~ d (5 1 éz), which combined with (2-2) gives

IN(S¢1,) — N(EER)| ~ d(UEr). UEr,)) ~ d(E.&). (3-6)
Let L be the lattice L = ¢~ 2rZ". With x7 € L, &7 € L, we define the tube
T =T(xr.é7) :={(x.1) eR" xR: |x —x7 +1Vo(Er)| < ¢ *r}

and denote by 7 the set of such tubes. One notices that T is the ¢~2r neighborhood of the line passing
through (x7,0) in the direction N (X (£7)).
Associated to a tube T’ € T, we define the cut-off ¥7 on R"*! by

XT (X, 1) = XD(xp—tVo(er).ise—2r) (X)-
We are ready to state the main result of this section.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q be a cube of radius R > 1, let ¢ be such that R~ WDt « ¢ <landletJ €N
be such that r = 2=7 R ~ RY2. Let ¢ = £f be a free wave with margin(¢) > 0. For each T € T
there is a free wave ¢ that is localized in a neighborhood of size CR™1/2 of the leaf S(é1) and obeys
margin(¢7) > margin( f) — CR™Y/2. The map f — ¢r is linear and

p=) or. (3-7)
TeT
If dist(T, Q) > 4R then
_ . _ 1
lpr ooy S ¢ € dist(T, Q)N M(¢)2. (3-8)
The estimates
sup  Jr (g, tg) NNdrl7a0) S rM (@) (3-9)

T 4€0(0)
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and
ZM(Z%O,TW) =(1+cC)M(9), (3-10)
q0 T
hold true provided that the coefficients mgy, T = 0 satisfy
Y mgr=1 forallT €T, (3-11)
q0

This type of wave packet decomposition was introduced in [Tao 2001] in the context of a bilinear
restriction estimate for conical hypersurfaces (1-conical in our language). The strength of this result
lies in the use of the small parameter ¢ and the tight mass estimate (3-10). In the case ¢ & 1, the above
decomposition is the standard wave packet decomposition.

In the case of double-conical surfaces the analogous result was proved in [Bejenaru 2017c]. The
argument for Lemma 3.4 is entirely similar to the results just mentioned and we will not duplicate it here.

In the case ¢ &~ 1, we will use the following variation of (3-9). Fix N € N; then for each tube 7" € T,
there are coefficients ¢, 7 such that

~ _N 1
sup X1 (xg.1g)”" 2 @1l L2(g) S 72 - N (T). (3-12)
q€Qs(Q)
with the property that
Y en(T)* S M(9). (3-13)
TeT

4. Table construction and the induction argument

This section contains the main argument for the proof of Theorem 1.2. In Proposition 4.1 we construct
tables on cubes, which is a way of reorganizing the information on one term, say ¢, at smaller scales
based on information from one of the other interacting terms, ¢;,i = 2, ..., k. This type of argument is
inspired by the work on the conic surfaces of Tao [2001]. Based on this table construction, we will prove
the inductive bound claimed in Proposition 3.2.

Proposition 4.1. Let Q be a cube of size R > 220, Assume ¢; = & f;, i = 1,...,k, have positive
margin. Then there is a table 1 = O, (¢1, P2, Q) with depth Cy such that the following properties hold

true:
pr= Y o (4-1)
9€Qc,(Q)

margin(®) > margin(¢) — C R_%, (4-2)
M(®) = (1+cC)M(9). (4-3)

and for any q',q" € Qc,(Q), ¢' # 4",

@ T ekt
o7 [ SR [ M2, (4-4)
. L2/&=D((1—=c)gq")

i=2 i=1
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Remark 1. The above result is stated for scalars ¢y, ..., ¢, but it holds for vector versions as well.
Most important is that we can construct ®; = @, (¢, D,, Q), where O, is a vector-free wave and all its
scalar components satisfy similar properties to the ¢, above.

Remark 2. We note that ®; = ®.(¢1, ¢», Q) means that the table ®; is constructed from ¢;, which
is natural in light of (4-1), and ¢,. But it does not depend on ¢3, ..., ¢x. Obviously, we could have
constructed it from ¢ and ¢3 (or any other ¢y ), ending with a different object.

In the proof below we use the results in Sections 6 and 7 in a crucial way. The reason we provide those
results in later sections is that, at first reading, it is instructive to get the main points and the motivation
for the results in Sections 6 and 7 before the argument becomes too technical.

Proof. There are several scales involved in this argument. The large scale is the size R of the cube Q.
The coarse scale is 27€0 R > R'/2, where this is the size of the smaller cubes in Qc,(Q) and the subject
of the claims in the proposition. Then there is the fine scale » = 27/ R chosen such that r ~ R'/2_ Notice
that r is the proper scale for wave packets corresponding to time scales R and also that their scale is
¢~2r « 27C0 R, the last one being the scale of cubes in Qc, (0).

We use Lemma 3.4 with J = j to construct the wave packet decomposition for ¢ :

¢1=Y 11,

T.€Th
For any g € Qc,(Q) and T € T; we define
quaTl = ”XTI(PZHiZ(Q())’
mr, = Z Mgy, T -
40€Qc,(Q)
Based on this we define
Mg, T
(ngo) — Z q0 1¢1,T1- (4-5)
7, "

By combining the definitions above with the decomposition property (3-7), we obtain

¢ = Z q>(1q°),
q0€Qc,(Q)
thus justifying (4-1).
The margin estimate (4-2) follows from the margin estimate on tubes provided by Lemma 3.4. The
coefficients mgy, T, satisfy (3-11); thus the estimate (4-3) follows from (3-10).
All that is left to prove is (4-4), which is equivalent to

k
(q0)
(% |erIls
q€9;(Q) i=2
d(q,90)ZcR

Note that the cubes g are selected at the finer scale dictated by the size of cubes in Q;(Q). In the

k—1

% 2 n—k+1 k
) ST [T M4, (4-6)

L2/ (k=1 (q)

i=1

definition of @gq‘)), see (4-5), we have the full family 7;. In the above estimate, we estimate the output



1128 IOAN BEJENARU

inside ¢; thus, in light of (3-8), the terms ¢7, with 71 N g # & are the ones that really matter. Indeed, if
we split @Eq") as

ol .= > —ngO’Tl ¢+ Y > Pao.Ty é1,1,

TiNg#2 h keN d(Ty,q)~2kc—2r 4
we can use (1-7) to reduce the problem to estimating each term in the first sum above. Indeed, in light of
(3-9), the contributions of terms from the second sum come with additional decay 27kN , which, for N
large enough, can be easily estimated. Thus it suffices to prove the estimate (4-6) with CDEqO) replaced by
the first sum above.
For fixed ¢, it is a straightforward exercise to check that the Setup in Section 6 is satisfied: Simply let
J={T, €T :TiNqg # @} and let 7, = &1, 1, f1,1,- Thus we can invoke (6-4) to obtain

k
m 05141
‘ ( Z —n‘iTlT ¢T1) 1_[¢i

k
_ntl Mgo, Ty | ~ ~
SC@r— =t Y0 i ggbrr e [T 12adille.
TiNg#2 i=2
Since mgy, 1, < mr,,

L2/6D(g) ningge M7 =2

/2
Mgy, T) < _ 40,11,
— 1 2 9

mry n’lT/1

from this we obtain

~ 1
Mg, T 3 1,7, Xqll?> \2 3 2
> = 1||¢>1,T1anLzS( Yoo ) X marin G ty)

mry X1, (xg,t
TiNg#2 T TiNg#o TIXTI( q q) TiNg#o

—

Next we claim the estimate

> mgor X1y (g 1g) S | Ks@ b2 (4-7)
T€Th

Using the definition of mg4, 7, we identify the function

Xs@@) = ( Z X(XQ’tq)XTl)XQO
T€Th
which makes (4-7) hold true. Here the surface S(g) is the translation by c¢(¢g) of the neighborhood of
size r of the cone of normals at S, which we denote by CN'| := {aN1(¢): ¢ € S1, a € R}. It is important
to note that we do not consider the whole cone but only the part with cR <« < R. Note that x g(,) has
the following decay property:

c2r

. iy, . S@)\ Y

Xs@q(x.1) < ¢ 4(1 + :

This is a consequence of the fact that the tubes 77 passing thorough ¢ separate inside gy and of the
separation between ¢ and ¢q, which is quantified by d(g, g¢p) = ¢R. Quantitatively speaking, given a
point in ¢ close to S(q), there are < c¢~* tubes T passing through the point and ¢; this follows from the
dispersion estimate (3-6) and the geometry of the family of tubes 7;.
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‘We define

~ 2 %
A(q>=( ) M) B@) = | a2z

T\ Ng#2 mTr, XT] (xq, tq)
k
C@)=xs@¢2l. D@ =[] I%eoillrz.
i=3

To conclude the proof of (4-6), it suffices to show

k=1 k
2
) A(q)/ﬁlB(q)fiIC(q)ff—lD(q)kfl) <A T Mgt
q€9;(Q) i=1
d(g,q0)2cR
This will be a consequence of the two inequalities
1
2p 02\ <4 i
( > A B(q)) Sr2M(¢1)z2, (4-8)
q€2;(Q)
d(g,90)ZcR
k;Z k
> C(qwsz(q)kzz) < T [ M. (49)
q€9;(Q) i=2

d(q,q0)ZcR

The proof of (4-8) is similar to the one we used in the bilinear and trilinear theory; see [Bejenaru 2017b;
2017c¢]. By rearranging the sum, it suffices to show

~ 2 5 12
s oy el o

mr, X, (xg,t
T, qNT 42 T1XT1( q q)

The inner sum is estimated as

S o2 5 2
Z ||¢2Xq||L2 < ||¢2XT1 ”Lz <

= < <1
m Xg,t, m
gNTy 40 T1XT1( q q) T,

and the outer one is estimated by

D supllgrr Rgli2 Sr Y M(prr) S rM(4y),
T g T

which is obvious given the size of ¢ in the x{-direction is ~ r and the mass of ¢ 7, is constant across
slices in space with x; = constant.

In proving (4-9), we can take advantage of the fast decay of ¥, away from ¢ and of yg(,) away

-C

from S(g), and at the cost of picking factors of type ¢~ %, it suffices to show

k
e[ Mg, (4-10)

i=2

k
H Ip2llz2seay [ ] 191020

<r
. [2/(k=2)
i=3 q
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The I; /&=2) horm is computed over the set of ¢ € Q; (Q), the set of cubes of size r contained in the larger
cube of size r2. This estimate is the subject of Theorem 7.1 in Section 7. The statement of Theorem 7.1
requires S to have certain properties in relation to the other surfaces S», ..., Si; see (P1), (P2) at the
beginning of Section 7. The fact that .S satisfies these properties follows from Lemma 2.1. O

Proof of Proposition 3.2. This is entirely similar to the argument used in [Bejenaru 2017b; 2017c], see
the corresponding proofs there. O

We have finished the proof of our main result Theorem 1.2. Obviously we owe a justification for some
estimates used in the body of the proof of Proposition 4.1 and this what will be covered in the next two
sections of the paper.

5. The second part: the multilinear estimate revised

We have arrived at the middle point in this article. In the first half, Sections 1 through 4 we proved the
main result, Theorem 1.2. In the second part, and Sections 6 and 7, we provide some of the supporting
details used in the proof of Theorem 1.2. However we think that these are not just technical results, and
they may be of independent interest.

We point out a major difference between the hypotheses used in the two parts. For Theorem 1.2 we
assume the particular foliation structure and curvature condition described by conditions (i)—(iii). In the
second part, Sections 6 and 7, we provide results in a general setup which we describe below.

We are given k smooth hypersurfaces S; = X; (U;) with smooth parametrizations ¥;. These should be
seen as new surfaces, different than the ones for which Theorem 1.2 states a result. The most important
difference is that the S;, i =1, ..., k, used here are generic; in other words they are not assumed to have
a foliation structure, nor curvature properties as the surfaces in our main result, Theorem 1.2.

We assume the transversality condition: there exists v > 0 such that

Vol(N1 (1), ... Ni(§x)) = v G-D

for all choices ¢; € X;(U;). Here by vol(N1(¢1), ..., Ni({x)) we mean the volume of the k-dimensional
parallelepiped spanned by the vectors N1({y), ..., Ng(Cx).
Each of these (parametrizations of) hypersurfaces generates the corresponding &; operator

()= [ O pie) e

1

6. The multilinear estimate: localization and superposition

In this section we provide the proof of a localized version of the multilinear estimate. The motivation
comes from the argument in the previous section. The proofs build on the ideas introduced in [Bejenaru
2017a] and later refined in [Bejenaru 2017b].



OPTIMAL MULTILINEAR RESTRICTION ESTIMATES FOR A CLASS OF HYPERSURFACES WITH CURVATURE 1131

We work under the setup described in Section 5. Given unit vectors N1, ..., Ny41, we introduce
the following transversality condition: there exists v > 0 such that

| det(N1(81)s -+ Nk (Cr)s Nig1s -+ s Nup1)| Z v (6-1)

for all choices ¢; € X;(Uj).
Assume X (supp f1) C B(H1, ), where B(H1, i) is the neighborhood of size u of the k-dimensional
affine subspace #H;. Assume that |Ny(y) — y, N1(§1)| < p for all §; € X (supp f1), where my, :

R+l H; is the projection onto # ;. In addition assume that if N;, i =k +1,...,n+ 1, is a basis of
the normal space ’Hf‘ to Hi, then N1(¢y1), ..., Np(Cx)s Ng+1, ..., Nyy1 are transversal in the sense of
(6-1). Under these hypotheses we proved in [Bejenaru 2017b, Theorem 1.3] that
—k+
H & fi <COu = r H 1 fil L2y (6-2)
i=1 L2/=D(B(0,r)) i=1

The multilinear estimate (6-2) is a statement about the product of some functions in L3/k=1)
is very natural to ask how this estimate behaves with respect to superpositions of one factor, that is,
replacing f by D, fi,«- If 2/(k —1) > 1, then the triangle inequality holds true in L2/%=1) and the
answer is simple: in a sublinear fashion. If 2/(k — 1) < 1, the triangle inequality fails in L2/*~1 and
the sublinearity cannot be argued in the same way. However,

k
‘ & (Z fl,(x) []&/
o i=2

<C(e)R*
L2/%=1D(B(0,R))

k
H 1/l 2y

Zfl,a L2

< C(e)R Z I f1allz2 H 1 /il 22w
i=2
and this indicates again sublinear behavior with respect to superpositions of one input. In the above the

set of indexes « is taken to be of finite cardinality (to avoid unnecessary distractions) and the key point is
that the estimate is independent of the cardinality of this set.

The main question is whether the sublinearity aspect of the estimate holds true for the refinement (6-2)
of the multilinear estimate. An a posteriori argument as above fails to give the optimal result when each
term fj 4 has good localization properties, but ), f1,, does not have such localization properties.

Setup. We are given J, a finite set, and open, bounded and connected sets U; o C H o forall @ € J,
where H; , are affine hyperplanes. For each o € J we assume the following: there are k-dimensional
hyperplanes 7—[’1, o, With the property that S1 4 = X1,4(U ) C B(?—L/ o 1), where B(?—L/ o M) is the
neighborhood of size u of #} ,. The following property holds: | N, (§ 1) — T, Ni(¢ 1)| < wu for all
1 € S1,4» where T, [R”“ — H , is the projection onto #/ . Let H, o= 7—[1 an ’H o, be the
(k—1)-dimensional afﬁne subspace 7-[1 a C Hi,q; we also assume that Ui C B(Hl as ).

We assume that S; , C S; = X;(U;) forall « € J, and S satisfies the following global property:
there is an orthonormal set of vectors N;, i = k,...,n + 1, such that (6-1) is satisfied.

For each « € J, we assume that if N;, i =k +1,...,n+ 1, is a basis of the normal space ﬁf_a CHia
then N1(¢1), ..., Ng(Cx)y Nk41, ..., Ny are transversal in the sense of (6-1).
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For each o € J we define
Eraft)= [ ¥ rg) e
l.a

Without restricting the generality of the problem, we can assume that S o are of graph type; that is,
T1.0(E¥) = (%, ¢1,4(6%)), where £% is the coordinate in H1 4. In addition, for each &, we pick and fix
some 11,q € Uj 4.

The next result states how the multilinear estimate behaves with respect to superposition of localized
functions.

Theorem 6.1. We assume the Setup above. Let (1, R > 0 be such that R < n~!. Then for any € > 0, there
is C(€) such that the following holds true:

H (Xa: 51,af1,a) i@&fi

k
n+1—k
< (o™ RG(Z ||f1,a||Lz(U1,L,))1‘[||f,~||Lz(U,.>-
o i=2
(6-3)

L2/ =D (B(0,R))

In Section 4 we used the following consequence of the above theorem.

Corollary 6.2. We assume the Setup above. Assume that L ~ r~' and q is a cube of size ~ r. Then for
any € > 0, there is C(€) such that the following holds true:

H (Xa: 51,af1,a) lﬁ[zgifi

We note that the apparent gain of a factor of r

to do with replacing || /i || L2(w;) by 1 Xq&i fill L2
The result of the corollary is not an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.1; but it follows easily from

k
_ntl ~ ~
< c@ 1 (L et fralez) [Tl 6
o

=2

L2/t=D(g)

—k/2 in this corollary over the result in Theorem 6.1 has

the arguments used in the proof of Theorem 6.1.
The plan is the following: we introduce some notation specific to this section and then we proceed
with the proof of the above two results.

6A. Notation. Assume H; C R"*! is a hyperplane passing through the origin. Let N; be its normal and
let mp, : R"*t1 — 74, be the associated projection along the normal N;. We denote by F; : H1 — H;
the Fourier transform and by F,~ ! the inverse Fourier transform. We denote the variables in R**! by
x = (x1,x’), where x is the coordinate along N; and x’ is the coordinate along . We denote by &’
the Fourier variable corresponding to x”. For f : Uy C Hy — C, f € L?(U;), the operator &; takes the
form

€11 (x) = / TR @D f(e g, 6-5)

Uy

We define the differential operator Vi (D’/i) to be the operator with symbol Vg (¢’). The following
commutator estimate holds true:

/ N
(x/ —xg—x1 Vg (?—)) E1f =& (.Fl((x'—x('))N]-"l_lf)) for all N e N. (6-6)
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This is a direct computation using (6-5) and it suffices to check it for N = 1. The role of (6-6) will be to
quantify localization properties of F,~ ! £ on hyperplanes with x; = constant.

We take H;, i = 1,...,k, to be reference hyperplanes that are used in defining &; f;, i = 1,... k.
Their normals are denoted by N;, i =1,..., k, respectively. Note that since Sy, C Sy forall o € J, it
follows that N is transversal to all H; . We then pick unit vectors Ng 41, ..., Ny41 such that (6-1) is
satisfied.

We construct £:={z; Ny +-- 4 Zys 1 Nu1: (21, . ... Znr1) € Z"T1} to be the oblique lattice in R"*!
generated by the unit vectors Ny, ..., Ny41. Ineach H;, i =2,...,k, we construct the induced lattice
L(H;i) = mn; (£); this is a lattice since the projection is taken along a direction of the original lattice L.

Given r > 0 we define C(r) to be the set of parallelepipeds of size r in R"*! relative to the lattice £; a
parallelepiped in C(r) has the form

() :=[r(i=3)-r(r+ ) x [r (e = 1) (s + 3)]

where j = (ji,..., jus1) €Z"F1. For such a parallelepiped we define c(q) =7 j = (rji,....7jusr1) EFL
to be its center. For eachi =2, ..., k, we let CH;(r) = mn,C(r) be the set of parallelepipeds of size r in
the hyperplane H;. Given two parallelepipeds ¢, ¢’ € C(r) or CH;(r) we define d(q, ¢’) to be the distance
between them when considered as subsets of the underlying space, which we take to be R* ™1 or #;.

Foreachi €{2,...,k}, r >0, we define the linear operator 7; : H; — H; to be the operator that takes
L(H;) to the standard lattice Z” in H;. Then for each ¢ € CH,;(r), define x4 : H; — R by

=79,

Notice that F; x4 has Fourier support in the ball of radius < r~1. By the Poisson summation formula and
properties of 7g,

> xg=1 (6-7)

qeCH;(r)
Using the properties of x4, a direct exercise shows that for each N € N, the following holds true:

_ N
) <X_C(Q)> o8

7
qECH; (r)

2
<n lgll7: (6-8)
L2

for any g € L?(H;). Here, the variable x is the argument of g and belongs to 7;.

Next we turn our attention to similar objects corresponding to the more complex family indexed by
o € J. Given 7:21,05 C H1,4 a subspace of dimension k — 1, we let g : Hy o — 7?[1,“ be the orthogonal
projection onto 7?[1’0[. We denote by (ﬁl,a)l the normal subspace to ﬂl,a inHjq.

We let y, , - R"T1 — #,; , be the projection onto H1 o and Ty o 1= g omn, , (R — H 1.4 be the
projection onto 7:'[1,0[. We define the lattices £(H,4) = Z" inside H; o and L‘(”z"-vll,a) = 7%= inside ﬂl,a
with respect to orthonormal basis in each case. They are constructed such that 7y (L(H,4)) = ﬁ(?Tll,a);
this holds true if the orthonormal basis in 7711,0, is a subset of the orthonormal basis in H .
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Inside the subspace H; o we construct C; 4 (r) to be the set of cubes of size  centered at points from the
lattice ¥ L(H; ) and sides parallel to the directions of the lattice. Inside the subspace 7:21’0[ we construct
C (1) be the set of cubes of size r centered at points from the lattice rﬁ(ﬂl,a) with sides parallel to the
directions of the lattice. Therefore C; () =7%Cy o(r). Then we define & 4 (r) to be the set of infinite
cubical strips § = ¢ X (ﬁl,a)J' C H1,a, Where g € El,a(r). We denote by c(s) :=c(q) C rﬁ(ﬂl,a) the
center of the strip. We note that given ¢, g2 € C; 4(r), they belong to the same cubical strip in &y 4 (r)
if and only if 741 = Teq2. For g € C; 4(r), we let 5(7¢q) be the infinite cubical strip it belongs to as a
subset in & (7). Given a strip s € & ,(r) we define x;: Hi o — R

muﬁw(ﬂﬁgﬁﬂﬁ)

where, by abusing notation, 1 : R & Ris entirely similar to the 7¢ introduced in Section 6A, except
that it acts on R¥~! instead of R”. A key property of x, is that it is constant in directions from the
subspace (’;fll,a)l.

One unpleasant feature of the above construction is that the lattice £ does not project exactly into
the lattices E(ﬁl,a) via 771 o; similarly Cy(r) does not project well into c 1,«(r) via 7y o. This is an
inherent feature of the fact that there are too many subspaces ”f-Zl,a. As a consequence, given g € C(r), it
is not necessarily true that 7y o(q) € C 1,a(r); however 771 o (¢) intersects a finite number of ¢’ € c La(r).
Abusing notation, we define

Sa@)= | @)
q'€Cya(r)
q'N71.a(q@)#2

the strip generated by the projection of g onto ’}A-Zl,a.

Recalling that £ :={zy Ny 4+ -+ + 2,4 1 Nps1: (21, . ... Zns1) € Z"T1}, we denote the coordinates of
a point in the lattice by (zy, ..., z,+1) and define
||g||1;>10.zkdH ..... Bz (O T = SUPzy 2k 1z gz, Zkt1s - - »Zn—‘,-l)”]ZZZ ..... -

where - stands for the variables z,, . . ., z; with respect to which /2 is computed.
With this notation in place we have the following result:

Lemma 6.3. Assume g1 € I7° 2t 1yrees Tt 22 2 (L) and g € 12(L(H)), 2,...,k. Then the
following holds true:
k
Hg1<z) ng C SRy | [ NS C
i=2

Proof. The function g; o y; is independent of the z;-variable; therefore it holds true that g; o ;. €

2 2 0072
lzlazk—i-la 7Zn+1lz21 Zj— llZl lZl+17 2l and

ligiomn; 2 =< llgill2 ey

2 2
212k 415 nn+1l ..... Zj— llzt l

Z+1 .....
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2 2 0072 : :
where then norms /7 . 17 215z are defined in the standard fashion. Then the
result is a direct consequence of the Holder inequality in its discrete version. O

6B. Proofs of the main results.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. The argument is based on an induction on scales. Given a 0 < § < 1, we break the
surfaces into smaller pieces of diameter < §. A result on the smaller scales is converted to a result at the
original scale at the cost of a large power of § !, which is absorbed into C(¢). Thus, the focus will be on
providing a result in the context of surfaces with diameter less than §.

We run an induction with respect to the size of the cube where estimates are made. We show that
passing from an estimate on cubes of size R to an estimate on cubes of size §~! R can be done by
accumulating constants that are independent of § and R. In implementing this approach, we use a
phase-space approach that alters the support of fi o, f2,..., fk by a factor ~ R™1/2 where R > §72.
This is fine with f>, ..., fx but not with fj o, o € J, given that their support in some directions is ;< 6.
This will require extra care.

We work under the hypothesis that U; C B;(0;6), i = 2,...,k, where B;(0;4) is the ball in the
hyperplane #;. For a function f; : H; — C, its margin is defined as

margin’ ( f;) := dist(supp( f), Bi(0;28)°), i=2,....k, (6-10)

where supp is the support of f;.

We work under the hypothesis that Uy , C B’(0;6) x B”(0; ), where B’(0;4) is the ball in the
hyperplane 771,05 centered at the origin and of diameter § and B’(0; n) is the ball in the hyperplane
(ﬁl,a)J- centered at the origin and of diameter u. Accordingly, we split the coordinates in H1 4 as
E% = (£, £"9), where £-% is the coordinate in 7 o and £”>% is the coordinate in (#; 4)*. Given a

function f : #H; 4 — R, its margin is defined by
margin'-*(/) := inf dist(suppg-« (f(-.£"%). B'(0:26)7). (6-11)

where suppg.« is the support of f in the £"*-variable. On the physical side we denote by x"¢, x">% the
dual variables to £"%, £"-¢, respectively. We complete the system of coordinates to (§%, %, &%) and
(lex’ X",
dual coordinate.

x> %), where £ is the coordinate in the direction of Nj 4, the normal to #; o, and x{ is the

Our induction aims at quantifying the behavior of A(R) defined below.

Definition 6.4. Given R > §~2 we define A(R) to be the best constant for which the estimate

H (; |51,af1,a|) lﬁ[zgifi

holds true for all parallelepipeds Q € C(R), with f; obeying the margin requirement

k
< AR) [T 1/ilr2 (6-12)

i=1

L2/k=1(Q)

margini(ﬁ)ZS—R_%, i=2,...,k, marginl’a(fl,a) ZS—R_% foralla € J, (6-13)

and fi 4 is supported in B(ﬁl,a; n) CHiyg forall o e J.
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Note that in (6-12) we use absolute values. This indicates that we do not use any cancellation properties
between the components &; 4 f1,,. However, using the stronger statement with the absolute values plays
a crucial role in carrying out the induction argument.

We start with the parallelepiped Q of size §~! R centered at the origin. To keep notation compact we
define

k k
Hzngifi, Gzl_[Hfi”Lz-

i=2 i=2

For each ¢ € C(R) N Q, the induction hypothesis is

H (Z €10 fia |) H < A(R)(Z ||f1,a||Lz<Ul,a>)G. (6-14)
o L2/(k=1)(g) o
We claim the following strengthening of (6-14):
H(Zl‘%,afl,ﬂ)'H
o L2/k=D(q)
k —(2N—-n?) NN 2 \4
d(7n,9.9) x—c(q’) 1, 2
an]( 3 (L) e
i=2 “q’€CH;(R) L2
1
d(71a(g), 5\ VO Ixre—ce)\N PN
Z( 3 <°‘T =) weFid e ) 619
L2

o s9%€G) o (R)

Similar improvements were provided in [Bejenaru 2017a]; in particular the improvement for the terms f;,
i =2,...,k, was established, as claimed above (it can also be derived along similar, but simpler, lines
as those in the arguments we provide below for the f; o terms). The improvement for f; , was also
provided in that paper in the case when there is only one function f 4, that is, J contains one element
only. Here we provide an argument for general finite sets J and note that the cardinality of J does not
impact A(R).

Therefore, in justifying (6-15) we focus on the improvement for the f; , terms only. Giveng € C(R)NQ
and d € N, let

A%(q.d) = {5 € G q(r): <W> ~ d}.

We can modify the sets such that each strip s belongs to only one A%*(q, d).
From (6-6) we obtain the identity

2 2

o s¥€A%(q,d)

o

D _
(X,’a —(s%) = X7 Veagp (T))gl,a}-l,a)(ﬁa}—l,algfl,a

=Y Y e — (s xee Fl g flal. (6-16)

o s%cA4%(q,d)
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where the differential operator Vi/o ¢ (D% /i) has symbol Vo (£%). We have the following sequence
of estimates:

oY Y —e(s™) = X Va1 (1.0)E1aF1a Xse Fr g Sl - H
a s%€A%(q,d)

L2/(k=1) ()

=

YooY I —e(s™) ~ XY Va1 )1 aF1aXse Fr g Sial - H
a sreA%(q,d)

L2/ ()
+ [ x¥ (Veapi(n1.0) — Ve (Sa))gl,afl,a)(5"‘]:1_,oltfl,oc : HHLz/(k—n(q)-

We invoke (6-16) and continue with

Y Y raFra( =) xso Fr g fral - H

o s¥eA%(q,d)

Yo Y xXaF1a(Veae1(a) — Veu @1 (E9)Xse Fi o f1.0)
o X A%(q,d)

L2/t (q)

+

L2/(k=1)

We apply the induction hypothesis, and use that inside Q we have |x{| < 87 R for all « € J, to further
continue with

sA(R)(Z )3 ||(x"“—c(z“))xsaf;;fl,anu)c;

a s¥€A4%(q,d)

+A<R)5‘1R(Z > ||(vg/a<o1(m,a)—vgwl(é“))xsaf;;fl,auLz)G

o s¥eA%(q,d)

SA(R)(Z > ||(x”“—c(s“))xsaf;;fl,any+R||xsaf;;f1,a||Lz)G
o s%eA%(gq,d)
)G.
L2

< RA(R) (Z >
a s%cA%(q,d)
Note that it is in the above use of the induction estimate for &1 o F1 o (x"% — c(8%)) xso F. 1 015 J1,o that we
need to tolerate the relaxed support of fj o. The margin of f} o is > 8§— (87! R)y"1/2=§_§1/2R=1/2 and
it is affected by the convolution Fy o ((x"* — ¢(s%)) xs«) by a factor of at most CR™!, which is smaller
than %51/2R_1/2 provided that § is small relative to C~!. Hence the new margin is > § — %51/2R_1/2 >
§ — R~'/2 which is the required margin for using the induction hypothesis on cubes of size R.
We claim that for any s% € A%(q, d)

x"% —c(s%)
(==

>X50‘]:1_,01,f1,a

‘<x —c(s) —x?vgaagol(m,a)> N <d(ﬁ1,a(q),s“)> oy

R L~ R h
uniformly in «. This statement is invariant to rotations of coordinates, therefore we can assume that
Vea@1(1,) = 0 and moreover that x** = (x,...,xx) and x”% = (Xg41,...,Xp41). This way,

T1,a(x) =(0,x2,...,X¢,0,...,0) and the statement is obvious.
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From the above we obtain that, for d large,

dRY " > |fraFraxsFiofial

@ s*€A%(q,d)

< Z Z |(x,’a —C(ﬁa)—X?Vgafﬂl(771,a))51,af1,axsa~7‘"1_,01lfl,a|-
o 5%eA%(q,d)

Combining all the above estimates gives

R Z Z E1.aF1axse Fy g f1al- H

® s¥€A4*(q,d)

L2/k=D(g)

DY Y —e(s™) = XY Vera @1 (11,0 E1aF1a X Fr o f1al H

o s¥eA%(q,d)
)s.
L2

sraw(L 2
From this we conclude with (after more iterations of the same argument)

L2/6=D(g)

<x/""—c(5°‘)

R >X5-7:1 Sia

@ s*€A%(q,d)

Z Z |gl,a]:1,oth“}—1_,ollf1,a|'H

a s%cA%(q,d)

L2/6=D(g)

SdNAR)Y S D

o s¥€A%(q,d)

<x”°‘—c(5°‘) N G

-1
R > Xﬁ"‘}-l,afl,a .

Note, that while the argument above assumed d is large, this last inequality holds for all d, since it is
trivial for d small. The summation over d is done in the usual manner:

i
k—1

L2/ 6= (g)

2
k—1

|gl,oe]:1Xs“}—1_1fl,a|H

a steA%(q,d) L2/k=D(q)

2
k—1

3

Z Z €10 F1axse Fl g f1alH

o 5%eA%(q,d)

SURET S a V(S Y

d @ s%cA%(q,d)

L2/(=1)(gq)

Ny » =) L,
R > Xso Fy fl,a ) Gr-T,
L2

<x/,a —c(s*

Using (1-8) together with the straightforward estimate

_k
ld™2 ||l§/<k—1> <L
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and we can continue the sequence of inequalities we started above

T
Z|gl,afl,a|H
« L2/t (q)
21 llg—(V=%) X% —c(s?)\N ) e
S A(R)) k-1 —UYTa - = 7 a F 1 1 Gr—1
(A(R)) Z ) < R >X51f1,aL2]2
s2€A%(q,d) d

) Lo _ .o\ N o=
§(A(R))"2—1(Z a-=5) 3 <—x e )> XorFi ' fia ) Grr
a s¥€A%(q,d) L l‘%
N dG e —(2N-2k) Xh (g N B 2 % ﬁ 2
< (A(R))F=T (Z(Z< ( l,a](f) )> <—R ( )> xse Fi ! fia 2) ) =3
L

o s

k=1 in order to bound the

In passing to the last line we used that the cardinality of A%(q, d) is ~ (d)
Isla € A% (g,4)"hOTM of the summand by the lgza e A% (q.d) of the same quantity.
We are done with the justification of (6-15) and continue with the final step in the induction on scales.

We define the functions g; : L(H;) - Rfori =2,...,k by

o A NN —e@\N P\
= (3 [y ), )
for j € L(H;), and g1 : L — R by
d(71 4 ). s —(2N-2k) Lo _ ay\ N 2 %
a() = Y (YA 2) (%) e ] )

o 5%

for j € L. Using (6-8), it is obvious that, provided N is large enough (in terms of # only), the following
holds true:

lgillizeiy S W fillzs  i=2,..0 0k

We also claim that

< -
g1 ||1A91°.Zk+1 qqqq zn+11222 _____ RS 20,: | f1,ellL2- (6-17)

This is a consequence of the following geometrical observation: Say j = Z;’: 11 z; N;, where z; € 7.

We fiX 21, Zk 41, ... Zn+1 and note that as we vary zj, ..., zx, the 7y 4(¢(j)) are almost disjoint and,
most importantly, the strips they generate, s* (771 oq¢(j)) C &1 4(R), are almost disjoint for each o € J
(given a point in 1 o there are finitely many j such that the point belongs to s* (71 4¢(j))). This is
due to the fact that the projections 7 , onto the affine subspace 7:21,& are taken along directions that
are transversal to N,, ..., N and the infinite sides of the strips are in directions that are transversal to
N, ..., Ni. Using this geometric observation, (6-17) follows from the equivalent of (6-8) for strips.
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Then we apply (6-9) to conclude with

H (Z |51,af1,a|) -H

k
SAR [T 1Allz2-

i=1

L2/=D(Q)
Thus we obtain
A@™TR) < CA(R)

for a constant C that is independent of § and R. Iterating this gives A(§™Vr) < CN A(r). Therefore
max, g 5-2] A Nry<cN max, g s—2] A(r) = CNC($)u+1-k)/2 jg obtained from the uniform
pointwise bound
k
H (Z rafial) [Tes]
a i=2 Lee

k
Yolerafial|l  J]IE fillLe
o Lo =

k
n+l—k
See (Z ”fl,aHLZ)l_[”fi”LZv (6-18)
a i=2

which is integrated over arbitrary cubes of size < §72. Note that we have used the support properties of

/1, to obtain the improved bound.
For R € [N, 8~N~1], the above implies

n+1—k n+1—k

ARy <CNC@)u 2 <R CEp =

provided that CV < §~N€_ Therefore choosing § = C ~1/€ leads to the desired result. O

Proof of Corollary 6.2. Ineach H;, i = 1,...,k, y; € R, we define H; + y; N; to be the translation
of H; by y; N;. Also CH;(r) + y; N; is the corresponding translation of CH;(r) by y; N;.

Given any vector y € R"*! with |y; —ci(q)| <r, i =1,....k,and y; = ¢;j(q), k+1<i <n+1,
we claim

H (; |51,af1,a|)'H

L2/6=D(g)

k —(2N—n?) NN 2 1
n—k+1 d(]-[Niq,q/) X—C(q ) _ >
svcor (Y (Aed OV
i=2 q'€CH;(r)+yiN; L2(H;+yi N;)
dG1a@). )\ "0 xe—e@H\Y P 3
D D D N e Fib fia .
! r L2(Hy o+y1N1)

@ g'€Cq(r)+y1 N

It suffices to prove this estimate for y = 0, in which case it is very similar to (6-15). Except that, for the
/1,a terms we do not use strips, but cubes. This should be a reason for concern, as the use of strips was
necessary to keep the localization of the f; o at scale p intact throughout the induction process. However,
given that ;1 ~ r~!, the multiplication with Xgq alters the localization by a factor of r~1 ~ . A similar
argument to the one used in the proof of (6-15) gives the above estimate.
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Next we average the above estimate over the values of (yy, ..., yx) satisfying | y; —ci(q)| < r (keeping
yi =c¢i(q), i =k + 1) to obtain

k
[Tes| <ceree =55
=1 Li(q) k _ 1
’ d(n,g.q)\ N [x=c@)\" ? :
11 > (e D) YN
i=1 lyil<r q'€CH; (r)+y; N; L2(H;+y; N;)
11
SCErr™ = [ Ixg&i fillz.
i=1
which finishes the proof. O

7. A new multilinear estimate

In this section we address (4-10), the last supporting detail in the proof of Proposition 4.1. As described in
Section 5, we are given k smooth hypersurfaces S; = 3; (U;) with smooth parametrizations X; obeying
(5-1). These hypersurfaces can be thought of as living in the frequency space and generate the operators &;.
In addition we are given another smooth surface S of dimension n — k + 1, which should be thought of
as living in the physical space, with the following properties:

(P1) S is uniformly transversal to N1(&1), ..., Ni () for all choices ¢; € S;. There exists v > 0 such
that, for any §; € S;, i =1,...,k, for any y € S and for any orthonormal basis vi 1, ..., V41 of TS,
the following holds true:

VOINT (€1)s -+ Nk (Gk): Vgt -+ V1) = 0.

(P2) There exists v > 0 such that for any P;, P, € S, for any {; € Sy, for any {; € S;, § € S},
2<i < j =<k and for any o;, ot € R, the following holds true:

—_— —_—>
vol(Py Py, N1(£1). V) > v| Py P3| - |V, (7-1)

where F) = (X,’Ni(é'i) —Olej(é'j).

As already mentioned in Section 5, in this section we make no curvature assumptions on S;. However,
we note that property (P2) follows from curvature properties similar to those used in Theorem 1.2; in
other words the curvature properties have been encoded in the structure of S.

Given r > 0, we recall that C(r) is the set of unit cubes in R”*! with centers in the lattice »Z”*!. With
S as above and for each ¢ € C(r), we define

S(q) =g+ SN B,r?).

Here S N B(0, r?) should be understood as follows: we cut the surface S at scale &~ 2, and whether this
is performed in a ball or cube, centered at the origin or somewhere else, is unimportant. The reason for
doing this comes from the use of wave packets and their scales.
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More generally, given a subset A C C(r), we define

S = S@.

geA
The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that S;, i = 1,...,k, and S are as above. Then for any € > 0, there is C(¢) such
that the following holds true:

k 2k k
. k—1 2 k
( ) (||51f1||L2(S(q»1‘[||eifi||Lz<q)) ) <c@rt e [[1ilwy (2

qeC(r)NB(0,r2) i=2 i=1

The above result has a multilinear flavor to it. The factor r%/2 has to appear because we consider
the mass of &; f; in neighborhoods of size r of hypersurfaces across which we would have good energy
estimates; see the proof of the theorem for details. Otherwise (7-2) is similar to a multilinear restriction
estimate, see (6-2) (with u = 1), except that now, one of the objects £; f; is measured in a more complex
fashion.

The complexity of this estimate does not stem from the fact that we collect energy from various spatial
regions; indeed if v; are arbitrary vectors, then an estimate of the type

k
K .
<sr2r [T fillez oy

2/k—1) ]
ll] i=1

k
1_[ ”gifi”LZ(q—i—v,-)

i=1

is similar to the one with v; = 0, which in turn is similar to (6-2) (with u = 1).

The complexity has to do with the factor [|[|€1 /1| L2(w;) [l L2(g+v,) being replaced with [|E f1]|£2(44-5)
that is, with collecting the energy of £; f1 not only across a cube ¢ + v, but across a thickened surface
g + S. It is the dimensionality of the surface S being n — k + 1 versus that of v; being 0 that changes the
character of the estimate. Another feature to point out is the following: the classical multilinear estimate
improves under certain localization properties of the support of the interacting functions (see the p-factor
in (6-2)); (7-2) does not improve under such localizations.

In [Bejenaru 2017b] we provided an energy estimate of the type

1
1€y fillp2(54g) S 72N f1llL2W) (7-3)

where S is a hypersurface (i.e., of codimension 1) that is transversal to the propagation directions of
&1 f1, that is, to any Ny () with & € Sy.

The starting point of the arguments in this section is a refinement of (7-3) in terms of wave packets.
We use the result of Lemma 3.4 with ¢ = 1 and R = 4r? to obtain the wave packet decomposition

Efi= ) ¢1.

T:€Th

We also recall the definition of ¢ (77) from (3-12) and their property (3-13).
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Lemma 7.2. There exists N € N such that for any q € C(r) centered inside B(0,r?), the following holds
true:

1 d(Ty, S -N 2
€1 /1llL2(s¢q)) S 72( > <M> CZN(Tl)z) : (7-4)

r
TeT1

Proof. For every q € C(r) whose center lies inside B(0, 2), it is obvious that S(¢) C B(0,4r?). We

write
”81 fl ”iZ(S(q)) < Z ”51 fl ||iZ(q/)
qa'NS(q)#2
S D Y Bl =Y. D lenliag,
a'NS(@)#2 Ti€T TieTh ¢'NS(@)#2

S Z Z XT] (xq”tq’)NXTl (xq”tq’)_N”¢T1 ”22((1/)
T\eTi ¢'NS(@)#2

d _N
<) <M> rean (Th)?.

T\eTh
In justifying the last line we used the following two estimates: the obvious estimate

d(Ty, S(q)) >‘N

SUPPg/N$(q) e AT (Xq's tg)" 5 < r

as well as

Yo an G tg) N 172 S rean (Th) . (7-5)
a'NS(q)#2

We justify (7-5) as follows: From (3-12) we obtain

suppgr X7 (Xq+1g) N b1 172y S rean (T1)2.
Then (7-5) follows from
> GtV S
q9'NS(g)#o

But, choosing N large enough, this is a direct consequence of the transversality between 77 and S(g). O
Proof of Theorem 7.1. As we already explained in the proof of Theorem 6.1, it suffices to establish the
result under the following assumption: given some 0 < § < 1, the diameter of U; is <.

The setup is also similar to the one in Section 6. We pick §l° € X, let Ny = N; (@lo) be the normal

to X; and let H; be the transversal hyperplane passing through the origin with normal Nj; (¢ ? ). Using a
smooth change of coordinates, we can assume that U; C H; and that

& fi :/ ei(x/g/‘i‘xi@i(g/))ﬁ(i:/) de’, (7-6)
U;

where x = (x;, x’), x; is the coordinate in the direction of N; and x’ are the coordinates in the directions
from ;. Since the diameter of U; is < 4, it follows that |Ve; (x) — V; ()| < 6 for any x, y € U;. Using
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the normals N; we construct all entities described in Section 6A as well as the margin of a function
f :H; — C as defined in (6-10).

We complete the system of vectors by choosing Ny 1, ..., Ny41 such that (6-1) is satisfied. We then
construct the lattice £:={z;N; +-+ 42y 1 Nys1 : (21, ... Zns1) € Z"T1} and for a given r > 0 we let
C(r) be the set of parallelepipeds of size r in R relative to the lattice £. The lattice £ and the set of
parallelepipeds C(r) obtained this way are “oblique”. Thus this set is different than the one claimed in (7-2),
which is built on the standard orthonormal basis. However, passing from results in terms of an oblique lat-
tice to the ones in the standard basis is easy: it can be done by changing coordinates, or by direct estimates.

Our induction aims at quantifying the behavior of A(R) defined below.

Definition 7.3. Given r < R < r? we define A(R) to be the best constant for which the estimate

k =i\
( > (||51f1||L2(S(q))1_[||5iﬁ||L2(q)) )

gec(r)NQ i=2

K d N 2k
5A<R>r2(2<w> c2N<T1>2) [T filw, -7
i=2

R
T.€Th

holds true for all parallelepipeds Q € C(R), and all f; € L*>(U;), i = 2,...,k, obeying the margin
requirement
. 1
margin’ (f;) >§— R™ 2. (7-8)

Note that in the above definition f; € L2(Uy) is a fixed element, unlike f5, ..., fx, which can vary.
The above estimate holds true for R = r with A(r) & 1; indeed, it follows from (7-4) and the obvious
estimate 1
1€ fillL2(q) < 21 fill 2wy

Note also that we limit the range of the argument to R < 2. This is important so as to be able to use
the wave packet described above.

Next, we proceed with the induction step. We provide an estimate inside any cube Q € C(§~! R) based
on prior information on estimates inside cubes Q € C(R) N Q. Without restricting the generality of the
argument, we assume that @ is centered at the origin and recall that each Q € C(R) N @ has its center
in £. When such a Q is projected using 7, onto H; one obtains 7y, Q € CH;. We let Q be the cube
in C(R) centered at the origin.

We strengthen the induction hypothesis (7-7) to
k—1

k 1\ 2
( > (||51f1||L2(S(q))H||5ifi||L2(q)) )
i=2

gec(rnQ
-N %
sam( ¥ (M) ava?)
T€Th
k d 0. Ny —(N—2n2) _ NN 2 %
1_[( > <—(7TN'RQ Q)> <—x ;(Q)> xoFi i Lz). (7-9)

i=2 “Q'eCH;(R)
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The improvement for the terms &; f; with i > 2 is standard by now, see (6-15) and the references to
[Bejenaru 2017a]. Using (7-9) we conclude the argument using the discrete Loomis—Whitney inequality
in (6-9). Fori = 2,...,n, we define the functions g; : L(#;) — R by

d ). N —(N—2n2) ’_ /
win-( ¥ (Ao (fe@
Q’eCH;(R)

2

N 1
-1 2 .
> XgFi i ) . J € L(H),

L2

where we recall that Q(j) € CH,;(R) is the cube centered at Rj .
From (6-8), it is easy to see that for N large enough (depending only on n), g; € [2(Z"), i =2,...,k,
with
I1gilliz(ccaeiyy < N fill2-

Fori =1and j € L, we recall that Q(j) = Qo + Rj € C(R) is the cube centered at Rj, and define

. —-N 1
£1(i) = ( 5 <d(T1,S(Q(J)))> CZN(TI)Z) ‘

R
T eT1
We claim that g; € ZJ?lcijk+1 ’’’’’ jn+1lj22 ’’’’’ e (D), where D = {j € L : ||j|ljooc <8} is the domain of

interest, together with the estimate

-N %
(D) < ( Z <w> CZN(TI)Z) . (7-10)

g1 ;o0 12 §—1R
T.€Th

JUdk 410 dn 1 72000k

We assume for a moment (7-10) to be true. Using (7-9), we invoke (6-9) and the above estimates on g;

to obtain
k—1

k b5t

( Z (||51f1||L2(S(q))1_[||5ifi||L2(q)) )
gec(HnQ i=2 . L
k—1 2

=( DS (||61f1||Lz<S(q»1'[||e,~ﬁ||Lz<q)) )

QeC(R)NQ gec(r)NnQ i=2
K d(Ty. S(@)\ N 3k
5A<R)rz(2<’T> (@) TT il
T€T1 i=2

Thus we establish that
AIR) S A(R).

This implies (7-2) in a standard fashion, see for instance [Bejenaru 2017a], and concludes our proof.
We owe an argument for the claim (7-10). We fix ji, jk+1,-- -, junt+1 With

max{|jil, k41l L} <8670
Then (7-10) is a consequence of the following estimate:

W\ —N -1 -
> 3 (AIRSQUINT ey (ADSEIONT

R IR
J2ses ik T1ETH T1€Th
ljrl<8~!
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which in turn follows from

d(Ty, SQQG\ ™ _ [d(T1, SG™ Qo)\ ™"
Z R ~ §~IR '

(7-11)

jZ’-",jk
1=~

The estimate (7-11) is easily derived from the following claim: given any d € N, there are < d k=1 yvalues
of j € D such that d(T7,S(Q(j))) <dR.

Thus, the last thing we need to do is to establish the claim above. Let ji, j» € D be such that
d(T1,S(0Q(j1)),d(T1,S(Q(j2))) ~ dR. Let L be the center line of 77; it has direction Ny = N1 (¢;)
for some ; € 5. Using the fact that R > r, we conclude that there are points Py, P, € Ty, P eS (01)),
P,esS (Q(j2)) with the following properties:

e P,,P,e L;.
e PLeS+Rji, P,eS+Rj,.
e d(Py, Py),d(Py, P) S dR.
From the vector identity
_— = ., ——

ﬁlﬁz = 1:';1P1 +P1P2+P2ﬁ2

and the above properties, we obtain
== —
| PPy — Py Py| SdR.

On the other hand, ﬁl =01+ Rjy, ]52 = 0, + Rj, for some O, O, € S, and therefore

———>

= o e —_— . .
P1Py — Py Py = 0102+ R(j1—Jj2) +aN
for some o € R. Now we bring in the transversality considerations, see (7-1), to conclude that
% . . . .
dR 210102+ R(j1—j2) +aNi| 2 Rlj1 — jal:

here we use the structure of the lattice £ to infer that j; — j, = «; N;({;) — i N;j () for some 7, j €
{2,...,k} and some «;,0orj € R.

Thus d = |j; — j»|, and, as a consequence, there are about d¥~! values of j with the property that
d(T1.5(Q(j))) = dR. O

Acknowledgements

Part of this work was supported by a grant from the Simons Foundation (#359929, Ioan Bejenaru). Part
of this work was supported by the National Science Foundation under grant DMS-160444.

References

[Bejenaru 2017a] 1. Bejenaru, “The multilinear restriction estimate: a short proof and a refinement”, Math. Res. Lett. 24:6 (2017),
1585-1603. MR Zbl


http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2017.v24.n6.a1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3762685
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06900914

OPTIMAL MULTILINEAR RESTRICTION ESTIMATES FOR A CLASS OF HYPERSURFACES WITH CURVATURE 1147

[Bejenaru 2017b] 1. Bejenaru, “Optimal bilinear restriction estimates for general hypersurfaces and the role of the shape
operator”, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2017:23 (2017), 7109-7147. MR

[Bejenaru 2017c] 1. Bejenaru, “The optimal trilinear restriction estimate for a class of hypersurfaces with curvature”, Adv. Math.
307 (2017), 1151-1183. MR Zbl

[Bennett et al. 2006] J. Bennett, A. Carbery, and T. Tao, “On the multilinear restriction and Kakeya conjectures”, Acta Math.
196:2 (2006), 261-302. MR Zbl

[Bourgain 1995] J. Bourgain, “Estimates for cone multipliers”, pp. 41-60 in Geometric aspects of functional analysis (Israel,
1992-1994), edited by J. Lindenstrauss and V. Milman, Oper. Theory Adv. Appl. 77, Birkhduser, Basel, 1995. MR Zbl

[Bourgain 2013] J. Bourgain, “On the Schrodinger maximal function in higher dimension”, Tr. Mat. Inst. Steklova 280 (2013),
53-66. MR Zbl

[Bourgain and Demeter 2015] J. Bourgain and C. Demeter, “The proof of the /2 decoupling conjecture”, Ann. of Math. (2) 182:1
(2015), 351-389. MR Zbl

[Bourgain and Guth 2011] J. Bourgain and L. Guth, “Bounds on oscillatory integral operators based on multilinear estimates”,
Geom. Funct. Anal. 21:6 (2011), 1239-1295. MR Zbl

[Bourgain et al. 2016] J. Bourgain, C. Demeter, and L. Guth, “Proof of the main conjecture in Vinogradov’s mean value theorem
for degrees higher than three”, Ann. of Math. (2) 184:2 (2016), 633-682. MR Zbl

[Du et al. 2017] X. Du, L. Guth, and X. Li, “A sharp Schrodinger maximal estimate in R2”, Ann. of Math. (2) 186:2 (2017),
607-640. MR Zbl

[Foschi and Klainerman 2000] D. Foschi and S. Klainerman, “Bilinear space-time estimates for homogeneous wave equations”,
Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 33:2 (2000), 211-274. MR Zbl

[Guth 2010] L. Guth, “The endpoint case of the Bennett—Carbery—Tao multilinear Kakeya conjecture”, Acta Math. 205:2 (2010),
263-286. MR Zbl

[Guth 2016a] L. Guth, “A restriction estimate using polynomial partitioning”, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 29:2 (2016), 371-413. MR
Zbl

[Guth 2016b] L. Guth, “A restriction estimate using polynomial partitioning”, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 29:2 (2016), 371-413. MR
Zbl

[Kenig and Merle 2006] C. E. Kenig and F. Merle, “Global well-posedness, scattering and blow-up for the energy-critical,
focusing, non-linear Schrodinger equation in the radial case”, Invent. Math. 166:3 (2006), 645-675. MR Zbl

[Lee 2003] S. Lee, “Endpoint estimates for the circular maximal function”, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 131:5 (2003), 1433-1442.
MR Zbl

[Lee 2006] S. Lee, “Bilinear restriction estimates for surfaces with curvatures of different signs”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 358:8
(2006), 3511-3533. MR Zbl

[Lee and Vargas 2010] S. Lee and A. Vargas, “Restriction estimates for some surfaces with vanishing curvatures”, J. Funct. Anal.
258:9 (2010), 2884-2909. MR Zbl

[Merle and Vega 1998] F. Merle and L. Vega, “Compactness at blow-up time for L2 solutions of the critical nonlinear Schrodinger
equation in 2D”, Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1998:8 (1998), 399-425. MR Zbl

[Stein 1993] E. M. Stein, Harmonic analysis: real-variable methods, orthogonality, and oscillatory integrals, Princeton
Mathematical Series 43, Princeton University Press, 1993. MR Zbl

[Tao 2001] T. Tao, “Endpoint bilinear restriction theorems for the cone, and some sharp null form estimates”, Math. Z. 238:2
(2001), 215-268. MR Zbl

[Tao 2003] T. Tao, “A sharp bilinear restrictions estimate for paraboloids”, Geom. Funct. Anal. 13:6 (2003), 1359-1384. MR
Zbl

[Tao 2006] T. Tao, Nonlinear dispersive equations: local and global analysis, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics
106, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006. MR Zbl

[Tao and Vargas 2000a] T. Tao and A. Vargas, “A bilinear approach to cone multipliers, I: Restriction estimates”, Geom. Funct.
Anal. 10:1 (2000), 185-215. MR Zbl


http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnw223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnw223
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3801419
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2016.12.001
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3590539
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1361.42007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11511-006-0006-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2275834
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1203.42019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0348-9090-8_5
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1353448
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0833.43008
http://www.mathnet.ru/links/e9a6872cda74007d8773fca05fa42553/tm3447.pdf
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3241836
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1291.35253
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2015.182.1.9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3374964
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1322.42014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00039-011-0140-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2860188
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1237.42010
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2016.184.2.7
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2016.184.2.7
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3548534
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06662221
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2017.186.2.5
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3702674
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1378.42011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0012-9593(00)00109-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1755116
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0959.35107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11511-010-0055-6
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2746348
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1210.52004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/jams827
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3454378
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1342.42010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/jams827
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3454378
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1342.42010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00222-006-0011-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00222-006-0011-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2257393
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1115.35125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-02-06781-3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1949873
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1042.42007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-05-03796-7
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2218987
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1092.42003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2010.01.014
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2595728
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1196.42011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/S1073792898000270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/S1073792898000270
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1628235
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0913.35126
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1232192
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0821.42001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002090100251
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1865417
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0992.42004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00039-003-0449-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2033842
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1068.42011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/cbms/106
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2233925
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1106.35001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s000390050006
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1748920
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0949.42012

1148 IOAN BEJENARU

[Tao and Vargas 2000b] T. Tao and A. Vargas, “A bilinear approach to cone multipliers, II: Applications”, Geom. Funct. Anal.
10:1 (2000), 216-258. MR Zbl
[Wolff 2001] T. Wolff, “A sharp bilinear cone restriction estimate”, Ann. of Math. (2) 153:3 (2001), 661-698. MR Zbl

Received 28 Feb 2018. Revised 25 May 2018. Accepted 29 Jun 2018.

IOAN BEJENARU: ibejenaru@math.ucsd.edu
Department of Mathematics, University of California, San Diego, La Jolla, CA, United States

:'msp

mathematical sciences publishers


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s000390050007
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1748921
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0949.42013
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2661365
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1836285
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1125.42302
mailto:ibejenaru@math.ucsd.edu
http://msp.org

Analysis & PDE
msp.org/apde

EDITORS

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF

Patrick Gérard
patrick.gerard @math.u-psud.fr
Université Paris Sud XI
Orsay, France

BOARD OF EDITORS

Massimiliano Berti ~ Scuola Intern. Sup. di Studi Avanzati, Italy Clément Mouhot ~ Cambridge University, UK

berti @sissa.it c.mouhot@dpmms.cam.ac.uk
Sun-Yung Alice Chang  Princeton University, USA Werner Miiller ~ Universitit Bonn, Germany
chang@math.princeton.edu mueller @math.uni-bonn.de
Michael Christ  University of California, Berkeley, USA Gilles Pisier ~ Texas A&M University, and Paris 6
mchrist@math.berkeley.edu pisier@math.tamu.edu
Alessio Figalli ETH Zurich, Switzerland Tristan Riviere ETH, Switzerland
alessio.figalli@math.ethz.ch riviere @math.ethz.ch
Charles Fefferman  Princeton University, USA Igor Rodnianski  Princeton University, USA
cf@math.princeton.edu irod @math.princeton.edu
Ursula Hamenstaedt ~ Universitit Bonn, Germany Sylvia Serfaty ~ New York University, USA
ursula@math.uni-bonn.de serfaty @cims.nyu.edu
Vaughan Jones  U.C. Berkeley & Vanderbilt University Yum-Tong Siu  Harvard University, USA
vaughan.f.jones @vanderbilt.edu siu@math.harvard.edu
Vadim Kaloshin  University of Maryland, USA Terence Tao  University of California, Los Angeles, USA
vadim.kaloshin@gmail.com tao@math.ucla.edu
Herbert Koch  Universitit Bonn, Germany Michael E. Taylor ~ Univ. of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, USA
koch@math.uni-bonn.de met@math.unc.edu
Izabella Laba  University of British Columbia, Canada Gunther Uhlmann ~ University of Washington, USA
ilaba@math.ubc.ca gunther @math.washington.edu
Gilles Lebeau  Université de Nice Sophia Antipolis, France Andrds Vasy  Stanford University, USA
lebeau @unice.fr andras @math.stanford.edu
Richard B. Melrose ~ Massachussets Inst. of Tech., USA Dan Virgil Voiculescu  University of California, Berkeley, USA
rbm@math.mit.edu dvv@math.berkeley.edu
Frank Merle  Université de Cergy-Pontoise, France Steven Zelditch  Northwestern University, USA
Frank.Merle @u-cergy.fr zelditch@math.northwestern.edu
William Minicozzi I Johns Hopkins University, USA Maciej Zworski  University of California, Berkeley, USA
minicozz@math.jhu.edu zworski@math.berkeley.edu
PRODUCTION

production@msp.org

Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor

See inside back cover or msp.org/apde for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2019 is US $310/year for the electronic version, and $520/year (+$60, if shipping outside the US) for print and
electronic. Subscriptions, requests for back issues from the last three years and changes of subscriber address should be sent to MSP.

Analysis & PDE (ISSN 1948-206X electronic, 2157-5045 printed) at Mathematical Sciences Publishers, 798 Evans Hall #3840, c/o Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840, is published continuously online. Periodical rate postage paid at Berkeley, CA 94704, and
additional mailing offices.

APDE peer review and production are managed by EditFlow® from MSP.

PUBLISHED BY
:- mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing
http://msp.org/
© 2019 Mathematical Sciences Publishers


http://msp.org/apde
mailto:patrick.gerard@math.u-psud.fr
mailto:berti@sissa.it
mailto:chang@math.princeton.edu
mailto:mchrist@math.berkeley.edu
mailto:alessio.figalli@math.ethz.ch
mailto:cf@math.princeton.edu
mailto:ursula@math.uni-bonn.de
mailto:vaughan.f.jones@vanderbilt.edu
mailto:vadim.kaloshin@gmail.com
mailto:koch@math.uni-bonn.de
mailto:ilaba@math.ubc.ca
mailto:lebeau@unice.fr
mailto:rbm@math.mit.edu
mailto:Frank.Merle@u-cergy.fr
mailto:minicozz@math.jhu.edu
mailto:c.mouhot@dpmms.cam.ac.uk
mailto:mueller@math.uni-bonn.de
mailto:pisier@math.tamu.edu
mailto:riviere@math.ethz.ch
mailto:irod@math.princeton.edu
mailto:serfaty@cims.nyu.edu
mailto:siu@math.harvard.edu
mailto:tao@math.ucla.edu
mailto:met@math.unc.edu
mailto:gunther@math.washington.edu
mailto:andras@math.stanford.edu
mailto:dvv@math.berkeley.edu
mailto:zelditch@math.northwestern.edu
mailto:zworski@math.berkeley.edu
mailto:production@msp.org
http://msp.org/apde
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/

ANALYSIS & PDE

Volume 12  No.4 2019

Quantum dynamical bounds for ergodic potentials with underlying dynamics of zero topolog- 867
ical entropy
RUI HAN and SVETLANA JITOMIRSKAYA

Two-dimensional gravity water waves with constant vorticity, I: Cubic lifespan 903
MIHAELA IFRIM and DANIEL TATARU

Absolute continuity and e-numbers on the real line 969
TUOMAS ORPONEN

Global well-posedness for the two-dimensional Muskat problem with slope less than 1 997
STEPHEN CAMERON

Global well-posedness and scattering for the radial, defocusing, cubic wave equation with 1023
initial data in a critical Besov space
BENJAMIN DODSON

Nonexistence of Wente’s L estimate for the Neumann problem 1049
JONAS HIRSCH

Global geometry and C' convex extensions of 1-jets 1065
DANIEL AZAGRA and CARLOS MUDARRA

Classification of positive singular solutions to a nonlinear biharmonic equation with critical 1101
exponent
RUPERT L. FRANK and TOBIAS KONIG

Optimal multilinear restriction estimates for a class of hypersurfaces with curvature 1115
IOAN BEJENARU



	1. Introduction
	1A. Notation

	2. Geometry of the surfaces and consequences
	3. Free waves, wave packets and tables on cubes
	3A. Rephrasing the problem in terms of free waves
	3B. Tables on cubes
	3C. Wave packets

	4. Table construction and the induction argument
	5. The second part: the multilinear estimate revised
	6. The multilinear estimate: localization and superposition
	6A. Notation
	6B. Proofs of the main results

	7. A new multilinear estimate
	Acknowledgements
	References
	
	

