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VOLUME COMPARISON WITH RESPECT TO SCALAR CURVATURE

WEI YUAN

Dedicated to Nankai University
on its 100th Anniversary
(1919 - 2019)

We investigate the volume comparison with respect to scalar curvature. In particular, we show the volume
comparison holds for small geodesic balls of metrics near a V -static metric. For closed manifolds, we
prove the volume comparison for metrics near a strictly stable Einstein metric. As applications, we give a
partial answer to a conjecture of Bray and recover a result of Besson, Courtois and Gallot, which partially
confirms a conjecture of Schoen about closed hyperbolic manifolds. Applying analogous techniques, we
obtain a different proof of a local rigidity result due to Dai, Wang and Wei, which shows it admits no
metric with positive scalar curvature near strictly stable Ricci-flat metrics.

1. Introduction

The volume comparison theorem is a fundamental result in Riemannian geometry. It is a powerful tool in
geometric analysis and frequently used in solving various problems.

The classic volume comparison theorem states that the volume of a complete manifold is upper bounded
by the round sphere if its Ricci curvature is lower bounded by a corresponding positive constant. A natural
question is whether we can replace the assumption on Ricci curvature by the one on scalar curvature.

In general, scalar curvature is not sufficient to control the volume. This is a straightforward consequence
of a result by Corvino, Eichmair and Miao [Corvino et al. 2013]. In order to state it, we need the following
fundamental concept, which was introduced in [Miao and Tam 2009].

Definition. Let (M", g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold. We say g is a V-static metric if there
is a smooth function f s 0 and a constant ¥ € R that solve the V-static equation

vif=Vif—gAsf — fRic; =g, (1-1)

where yg‘ :C®°(M) — S(M) is the formal Lz—adjoint of yz := DRg, the linearization of scalar curvature
at g. We also say a quadruple (M, g, f, k) is a V-static space.
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Remark 1.1. A fundamental property of a V-static metric is that its scalar curvature R; is a constant
for M connected; see Proposition 2.1 in [Corvino et al. 2013]. By taking the trace of (1-1), we can see
that f satisfies the linear elliptic equation

] Rg
Agf—i_n—lf—i_

nK
n_

=0, (1-2)

In particular, f is an eigenfunction for the Laplacian if « = 0.

Einstein metrics are in particular V-static, which can be easily seen by taking the function f to be a
constant. In this sense, we can view V-static metrics as a generalization of Einstein metrics. Another class
of special V-static metrics are vacuum static metrics when we take x = 0. They can be used to construct
an important category of solutions to Einstein field equations in general relativity [Qing and Yuan 2013].
The classification of V-static spaces is a crucial problem in understanding the interplay between scalar
curvature and volume. For more results, please refer to [Baltazar and Ribeiro 2017; Barros et al. 2015;
Corvino et al. 2013; Miao and Tam 2009; 2012].

Now we state a deformation result associated with the concept of V-static metrics.

Theorem 1.2 (Corvino, Eichmair and Miao [Corvino et al. 2013]). Let (M", g) be a Riemannian manifold
and Q@ C M be a precompact domain with smooth boundary. Suppose (L2, g) is not V-static, i.e., the
V-static equation (1-1) only admits the trivial solution: f =0 and k =0 in C*°(R2) x R. Then for any Q9
compactly contained in 2, there exists a constant §y > 0 such that for any (p, V) € C*(M) x R with
supp(R; — p) C Qo and

IRs — plicias + 1Va@ — VI < b,

there exists a metric g on M such that supp(g —g) C 2, Ry = p and Vo(g) =V.

This result suggests that for a non-V-static domain, the information of scalar curvature is not sufficient
to give a volume comparison: we can take either V > Vq(g) or V < Vq(g), but with p > Rz in Q. In
either case, we can find a metric g realizing (o, V) on 2 and it shows that no volume comparison holds
for non-V-static domains.

However, the volume comparison with respect to scalar curvature indeed holds for some special metrics.
For instance, Miao and Tam [2012] proved a rigidity result for the upper hemisphere with respect to
nondecreasing scalar curvature and volume. They also showed that a similar result holds for Euclidean
domains. Note that since all space forms are V-static, it is natural to ask whether all V-static spaces admit
such a volume comparison result.

Inspired by the rigidity of vacuum static metrics [Qing and Yuan 2016] and related work [Miao and
Tam 2012], we obtain a volume comparison theorem with respect to scalar curvature for sufficiently small
geodesic balls, if appropriate boundary conditions on induced metric g|7jp, (p) and mean curvature H,
are posed.

Theorem A. For n > 3, suppose (M", g, f, k) is a V-static space. For any p € M with f(p) > 0, there
exist positive constants ro and gy such that for any geodesic ball B,(p) C M with radius r € (0, ry) and
metric g on B, (p) satisfying
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* Ry > R; in By (p),
* Hy > H; on 9B, (p),
* glras.(p) = 8lT9B,(p)>
e g —&llc2s,(p),5) < €0s
the following volume comparison holds:

e if Kk <0, then

Va(g) < Va(g),
e if Kk >0, then

Va(g) > Va(g),

with equality holding in either case if and only if the metric g is isometric to g.

Remark 1.3. If f(p) < 0, we only need to replace (f,«) by (—f, —«), and the reversed volume
comparison follows.

Remark 1.4. If « =0, then V-static metrics are in particular vacuum static, and hence g is isometric to g
according to [Qing and Yuan 2016]. Thus Theorem A is an extension for the rigidity of vacuum static
metrics.

In general, the function f may change its sign on a closed V-static manifold. For example, we can
take f := 1+ 2x,4 on the unit sphere S”", where x,,; is the height-function of §" — R"t1 Hence the
volume comparison may not hold in this case. However, for some special V-static spaces, the volume
comparison with respect to scalar curvature might still hold for closed manifolds. Here and throughout
this article, we say a manifold is closed if it is compact without boundary.

Schoen [1989] proposed a well-known conjecture that the Yamabe invariant of a given closed hyperbolic
manifold is achieved by its canonical metric. This problem involves all possible metrics on a given
hyperbolic manifold and it is obviously very difficult to solve. However, it can be shown that this
conjecture is in fact equivalent to the following volume comparison problem.

Schoen’s conjecture. For n > 3, let (M", g) be a closed hyperbolic manifold. Then for any metric g
on M with
R, > Rg,
the volume comparison
Vu(g) = Vu(g)
holds.

The equivalence of the aforementioned Schoen’s conjectures are known by experts. For the convenience
of readers, we include a proof in the appendix.

Schoen’s conjecture is known to hold for 3-manifolds due to works of Hamilton [1999] on nonsingular
Ricci flow and Perelman [2002; 2003] on geometrization of 3-manifolds (also see [Agol et al. 2007]
for a generalization). For higher dimensions, Besson, Courtois and Gallot [Besson et al. 1991] verified
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it for metrics C2-close to the canonical metric. They also proved that the volume comparison holds
without assuming g is close to g if one replaces the assumption on scalar curvature by Ricci curva-
ture [Besson et al. 1995], which can be viewed as evidence that Schoen’s conjecture holds for higher
dimensions.

For the case of positive curvature, Bray proposed the following conjecture.

Bray’s conjecture. For n > 3, there is a positive constant &, < 1 such that for any complete manifold
(M™", g) with scalar curvature
Ry >n(n—1)
and Ricci curvature
Ric, > ¢,(n —1)g,
the volume comparison
Vu(g) = Vsr(gen)

holds, where S™ is the unit round sphere and g, is the canonical metric.

Remark 1.5. Unlike Schoen’s conjecture, there is an additional assumption on Ricci curvature in the
positive curvature case. In fact, this assumption is necessary; see [Bray 1997] for details.

For this conjecture, Bray [1997] verified it for three dimensional manifolds and gave an estimate for 3.
Later, Gursky and Viaclovsky [2004] showed that 3 < 1, and Brendle [2012] proved the rigidity of
volume comparison for &3 = % For higher dimensions, Zhang [2019] gave a partial answer.

Before stating our result, we first recall the following well-known concept associated with an Einstein
metric.

Definition 1.6 (stability of Einstein metrics). For n > 3, suppose (M", g) is a closed Einstein manifold.
The metric g is said to be stable if

St =AYz dvg

min specTT(—A%) = >0, (1-3)

in 5
oghesIT oy [y, |h1Z dvg
where A% := A; +2Rmyg is the Einstein operator and

S35(M) := {h € $1(M) : §3h =0, trg h =0}

is the space of transverse-traceless symmetric 2-tensors on (M, g). Moreover, g is called strictly stable if

the inequality in (1-3) is strict.

Stability is a crucial concept in the study of Einstein manifolds. There are several equivalent way to
define it, we adopt the one involving the Einstein operator for our convenience. For more information,
please refer to [Besse 1987; Dai et al. 2005; 2007; Kroncke 2013].

Our main result about volume comparison for Einstein manifolds is the following:

Theorem B. Suppose (M", g) is a closed strictly stable Einstein manifold with

Ric; = (n — 1)Ag,
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where ) # 0 is a constant. There exists a constant gy > 0 such that for any metric g on M which satisfies

Rg>n(n—1)A
and
lg —&llc2mz) < €o,
the following volume comparison holds:
e if A >0, then
Vm(g) < Vm(8),
e if A <O, then
Vm(g) = Vu(8).

Moreover, the equality holds in either case if and only if the metric g is isometric to g.

Remark 1.7. Suppose the reference metric g is Kdhler—Einstein with negative scalar curvature and all
infinitesimal complex deformations of its complex structure are integrable. Applying a delicate utilization
of the functional

K@= [ IR dv,
and the Yamabe functional Y

Y(g) = Ju R dvg ’

(Vi (g)n=2/n

Dai, Wang and Wei proved that the volume comparison with respect to scalar curvature holds for metrics
near g; see Theorem 1.5 in [Dai et al. 2007]. In fact, their result can be extended to strictly stable Einstein
metrics with negative scalar curvature.

Remark 1.8. The above volume comparison does not hold for Ricci-flat metrics: by taking g = ¢?g for a
constant ¢ > 0, we have the scalar curvature R, = Rz =0, but the volume V),(g) can be either larger or
smaller than Vj,(g) depending on whether ¢ > 1 or ¢ < 1.

Remark 1.9. The stability assumption in the theorem is necessary. Macbeth constructed an example of an
Einstein manifold which shows the volume comparison fails if we lack stability (personal communication,
2019). See Proposition 5.9 for more details.

Remark 1.10. Our approach in fact works for other curvatures as well. Please see [Lin and Yuan 2022]
for a volume comparison theorem of Q-curvature for strictly stable positive Einstein manifolds.

It is well known that hyperbolic metrics are strictly stable as special Einstein metrics and hence
Theorem B provides a partial answer to Schoen’s conjectures, which recovers the following result.

Corollary A (Besson, Courtois and Gallot [Besson et al. 1991]). For n > 3, let (M", g) be a closed
hyperbolic manifold. There exists a constant gy > 0 such that for any metric g on M with scalar curvature
Ry > R

and

g —&llc2mz) < o,
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we have
Vu(g) = Vu(g),

where equality holds if and only if the metric g is isometric to g.

Similarly, the spherical metric is also strictly stable (Example 3.1.2 in [Kroncke 2013]), and we obtain
a partial answer to Bray’s conjecture.

Corollary B. Forn > 3, let (S", g.,) be the unit round sphere. There exists a constant &y > 0 such that
for any metric g on S" with scalar curvature

Ry >n(n—1)
and
g — 8o llc2(smg,,) < €0

we have
VS” (g) = V§" (ggn )’

where equality holds if and only if the metric g is isometric to g, .

Remark 1.11. For metrics close to the canonical spherical metric, the assumption on Ricci curvature in
Bray’s conjecture holds automatically.

Remark 1.12. Corvino, Eichmair and Miao constructed a metric on the upper hemisphere which satisfies
the scalar comparison but has arbitrarily large volume; see Proposition 6.2 in [Corvino et al. 2013]. In
fact, by gluing a lower hemisphere, we can get a metric on the whole sphere with scalar curvature no less
than n(n — 1) but with larger volume.

In the research of scalar curvature, a fundamental question is whether a given manifold admits a metric
of positive scalar curvature. A well-known result due to Schoen and Yau [1979a; 1979b] and Gromov
and Lawson [1980; 1983] is the rigidity of tori, which states that there is no metric of positive scalar
curvature on tori. For an excellent survey, please refer to [Rosenberg 2007].

In [Dai et al. 2005], Dai, Wang and Wei studied the existence of metrics with positive scalar curvature
on a Riemannian manifold with nonzero parallel spinors. Through investigations of variational properties
for the first eigenvalue of the conformal Laplacian, they proved the local rigidity of scalar curvature near
the reference metric. Note that their proof can be applied to closed strictly stable Ricci-flat manifolds.

Applying techniques similar to the argument for Theorem B, we obtain the local rigidity of strictly
stable Ricci-flat manifolds, which generalizes a result of Fischer and Marsden [1975] about local rigidity
of tori with a different approach than in [Dai et al. 2005]:

Theorem C (Dai, Wang and Wei [Dai et al. 2005]). Suppose (M", g) is a strictly stable Ricci-flat manifold.
Then there exists a constant gy > 0 such that for any metric g on M satisfying

R, >0
and

lg —&llc2mz) < €o,



VOLUME COMPARISON WITH RESPECT TO SCALAR CURVATURE 7

we have g is homothetic to g. That is, we can find a constant ¢ > 0 such that g = c*g. In particular, there
is no metric with positive scalar curvature near g.

Remark 1.13. Note that flat tori are merely stable, since the kernel of the Einstein operator is nontrivial

and in fact

nnt+1)
2

It will be interesting to see whether there is an example of closed stable Ricci-flat manifold which admits

a metric of positive scalar curvature near the reference metric.

dimker A%, > 1.

Remark 1.14. Similar to Theorem B, our approach can also be applied to other curvatures. Please see
[Lin and Yuan 2022] for an analogous result for Q-curvature.

The article is organized as follow: In Section 2, we collect notation and conventions used frequently
in this article. In Section 3, we calculate some geometric variational formulas involved in the next two
sections. In Section 4, we study the volume comparison for geodesic balls in V-static spaces. In Section 5,
we investigate the volume comparison for non-Ricci-flat strictly stable Einstein manifolds and the rigidity
phenomenon of strictly stable Ricci-flat manifolds. In the Appendix, we present a proof for equivalence
of two conjectures proposed by Schoen.

2. Notation and conventions

In this section, we collect notation frequently used and conventions adopted in this article for the
convenience of readers. Please note that all calculations are performed in the reference metric g.
Let (2", §) be an n-dimensional compact manifold possibly with C!-boundary ¥ := 9<Q:

(1) Indices of coordinates components:

e Greek indices run through 1, ..., n;
e Latin indices run through 1, ..., n —1.

(2) Connections:

e connection on £2 with respect to g: Vg;
« connection on ¥ with respect to g|,.: VZ.

(3) Volume forms:
e volume form on 2 with respect to g: dvg;
e volume form on ¥ with respect to g|,..: dog.
(4) Curvatures:
 Riemann curvature tensor Rmg: Reg,5;
o Ricci curvature tensor Ricz: Rg, = §% Rypys;
o scalar curvature Rg: R; = gﬂ”Rﬂy;
A8 _1q 5o
¢ second fundamental form Af?_ ' 45 ;= §8Ug 8ij
« mean curvature Hy: H; = _’fAfj.
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(5) Spaces:

« space of all smooth Riemannian metrics on Q: Mg;

« space of all smooth diffeomorphisms of Q2: Z(Q2);

e alocal slice through the metric g: S;;

o symmetric 2-tensors on 2: S(2);

e TT-tensors on (£2, 2): S;Tg(Q) ={h e $H(RQ):8;h =0, tr; h =0}.
(6) Operators:

o Multiplication and inner product of symmetric 2-tensors:
(h X K)as =g  hagky,s and  (h k) =h -k :=g* (h x k)os = 8*° 8" haskys.

In particular,
(h*)ap = 8"%hayhsg and  Ricg -h:= Rg, hP”.

» Riemann curvature tensor as an operator on symmetric 2-tensors:
(Rmg -h)p, := Rap,sh® and (Rmg-h, h)g := Rygysh®hP.

e A combination involving curvature:

2R
n_

Hz(h, h) := (Rmg -h, h)z +2(Ricz -h)(trg h) — gl (trz h)>.
o Formal L?-adjoint of covariant differentiation:

5§ = — dng,, (Sgh)/g = —Vgha/g.

« Einstein operator:
A%h = Agh +2ng h.

e Linearization of scalar curvature:

ygh = —Ag(trg h) + 83h — Ricg -h.
« Formal L?-adjoint of yg:

vif =Vif—2Asf — fRicz.
3. Geometric variational formulas

In this section, we give variational formulas for geometric functionals involved later in the argument.
Throughout this section, €2 is assumed to be a compact manifold possibly with C!-boundary ¥ := 8. In
the case X # &, let

{elv "'7611—17 el’l = Vg}

be an orthonormal frame on X such that the {e; }?:_11 are tangent to X and vg is the outward normal vector
field of ¥ with respect to the metric g. We also denote the induced connection on ¥ by V=,
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We begin with recalling well-known variational formulas of scalar curvature; for detailed calculations,
please refer to [Fischer and Marsden 1975; Yuan 2015].

Lemma 3.1. The first and second variations of scalar curvature are
DR;-h = —Ag(trg h) +85h — Ricg -, (3-1)
and
*Rg - (h, h) = =2y3(h*) — Aglhl} — 5| Vgh|} — ld(trg b))
+ 2(h, Vég,(trg h))z —2(8zh, d(trz h)); + Vahﬂyvﬂh‘“’ (3-2)
forany h € 5;(X2).

For the mean curvature, its variations for the fixed induced boundary metric are given as follow, which
was first shown in [Brendle and Marques 2011].

Lemma 3.2. The first and second variations of mean curvature are

DHg-h= Yh,,Hz —Vih,' +1V,h/ (3-3)

and

DzHg,.(h,h)=< +Zh )H + hun(Vih,' — 3Vah') (3-4)

for any h € S$;(Q2) with h|1yq = 0.

For the volume functional, we provide a proof mainly based on a technique from linear algebra, which
would be useful in calculating higher order variational formulas.

Lemma 3.3. The first and second variations of volume are

DVog h=1 / (trz h) dvg (3-5)
2 Jo
and
1
DZVQ,g.(h,h)=Z/Q[(trg h)* —2|h|3] dvg (3-6)
forany h € $>(2).

Proof. Let A be an n x n symmetric matrix. Its characteristic polynomial is given by

n
pa() = deti] —A) = (=Dor(A)2"*
k=0
n
=" — (r AT+ L (A —r AT+ Z(—l)kak(A),\"—k,
k=3
where o0} (A) is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial associated to the matrix A.
We choosing normal coordinates with respect to g centered at an interior point x € €2, so that gog = dup
at x. From the linear algebra fact mentioned above, we have the expansion

det(g +h) = 1+ (trg h) + 3 ((trg 1)* — |h[2) + O(|h]3}),
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and hence
det(g +h) = 1+ 5(trg h) + g ((trg ) — 2|h[3) + O(|[3).
Immediately, this implies
DVag-h= %f (rgh)dv;  and  D*Vag-(hh) = }J ((trg h)> = 2Ih12) dvg,
Q Q
respectively. U

In the rest of this section, we calculate variational formulas for some particularly designed functionals
involving scalar curvature, mean curvature and volume.

Proposition 3.4. Forany h € $3(Q2) and f € C*(Q),
/Q(DRg,-h)f dvg :/Q(h, v fz dvg—l-fz[—(avg(trg, h)+(8zh, vg)z) [+ (trg h)dy, f—h(vg, Vg f)ldog.
Proof. 1t is straightforward to see that
/Q(DRg-h)f dv; = /Q(—Ag(trg h)+5§,h—Ric§ -h) f dvg
= fg(h,ygf)g dvg —I—/):[—(ng(trg h)+(8zh,vg)g) f+ (trg h)dy, f—h(vg, Vg f)ldog,

using Lemma 3.1 and integration by parts. 0

Proposition 3.5. For any h € $,(Q2) and f € C®(R),
/Q(Dzzeg-(h,h))fdvg
=/Q[—%|Vg,h|i;—%|d(tr§ )3 +185h1* —2(85h. d(trg h))g+2(trg h)(83h)+Zg(h, h)| f dvg
+ /Q (2000 1) (1, v7 £ g —208eh, dfYg— 1 (trg h)(trg (7 ) =2k, Sgh@df)g— (v f. 1) dvg
+/E[avg|h|§+<5g(h2), vz)z+2h(vg, 8zh)+2h(vg, Vg trg h)+2(trz k) (8zh, vz)z] f dog
+ /E [h*(vg, Vg £)— 1|28y, f —2(trg hYh(vg, Vg )] do,
where

2R;

(. h) = (Rmg -h. h)g +2(Ricg -h) (1rg h) — ——
n —

(trg h)>

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, we have
/Q(DzRg -(h, h)) f dvz = /Q[—2yg(h2) — Aglhl} +2(h, Vi (trg )z + Vahg, VPR f dvg

—I-/Q[—Z((Sgh,d(trg h))g — 5|Vgh|s — 31d(trg ) [2] f dvg.
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Integrating by parts,
-2 /Q (vg(h*)) f dvg
=-2 /Q (vaf. h*)gdvg —2 /E [(trg (B*))Dy, f — [0y, (trg(h*)) — h*(vg, V f) — (85(h?), vg)z f1doyg

_ /Q (v £, h)z dug +2 fz (@, 112 + (85 h%), v)) £+ 12 (v, V) — 1120, f1do

and
- /Q (AgIhP) f dvg = — /Q (hPag f) dvg — fz [f 80, 1hI2 — h28,, f1dog.
Also,

2/9(h,V§,(trg h)z f dvg
zzfguagh,d(trg m) f — (h, d(tr; h)®df)g]dvg+2fzh(v§,Vg(trg h)) f dog
=2/Q(trg, h)[(83h) f —2(8gh. df )z + (h, V3 f)gl dvg
+2L[(h(Vg,Vg(trg ) + (trg h)(85h, vz)z) f — (trg B)h(vg, Vs f)]dog
=2/Q(tr§ W[(83h) f —2(8gh. df )z + (h, v g + (trg D) Ag f + (Ricg -h) f1dvg

+2/2[(h(1)g, Vg(trg, h)) + (tI‘g h)(Sgh, l)g)g)f — (tl‘g h)h(\)g, ng)] dO’g

and
/;Z[Vahlgyvﬂhw]fdvg
:_/thﬂ[vavﬁhwﬁvﬁhwvaf] dvg—i-/z[hﬁ,,vg,avﬂh“y]fdag
=_/thﬂ[(vﬂvahw+Raﬂ5“héy+Raﬂayhaﬁ)ﬂvﬂhwvaf]dué+f2[hﬂyvg-avﬂhay]fda§
=— /Q[—V,ghyﬂvah"‘yf —2h,PVah® Vg f —h, PR VgV, f + ((Ricg. h*)g — (Rmg -h, h)g) f1dvg
+ fz[(hﬁyvgavﬂhw — hbvg g Vah®?) f = hEhY vg ¥, f1dog
=/Q[|5g,h|§f—2(h,8g,h®df)g+(V§f—fRic§,h2)g+(ng b, h)g fldvg
— /E[«ag(hz), vz)z — 2h(vg, 83h)) f +h*(vg, Vs f)ldog
=/Q[|8gh|§f—2(h,5gh®df)g+(ygf—FgAg,f, h?*)z + (Rmg -h, h)z f1dvg

— /Z[wg(hz), vz)z — 2h(vg, 83h)) f +h*(vg, Vi f)ldog.
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Combining the calculations above, we obtain
/Q(DzRg-(h,h))fdvg
= /Q[—%Wghlé—%ld(trg h)2+185h|2—2(8zh, d(trg h))z+(Rmg -h, h)z+2(trg h)(Ricg -h)] f dvg
+ /Q [2(trg 1) (83h) f+(h. v] f)g—2(8gh. df )g+(trg h) Ag f)—2(h, Ssh@df)g— (v f. h*)gl dvg
+/E[(avg|h|§+<ag(h2), vg)g+2h(vg, 8gh)) f —|h|30,, f+h*(vg, Vg )l dog
+2 /E [(h(vg, V3(trg b))+ (trg h)(8zh, vg)g) f — (trg B)h(vz, Vi f)] dog
=/Q[—%|V§h|§—%|d(tr§ )3 +185h|5 —2(8gh. d(trg h))g+2(trg h)(83h)+ 25 (h, )] f dvg
+ fQ (26t ) ({1, v7 £)g—2086h, df Yo ——(trg ) (trg (77 1) =20k Sgh@df)g = (v f. b)) dvg
+/E[avg |RI2+ (85 (h?). vg)g+2h(vg, 8gh)+2h(vg, Vi(trg h)+2(trg h)(85h, vg)gl f do

+/ [hz(vg,, ng)—|h|§—,av§f—2(tl‘g h)h(Vg, ng)] dO’g,
z

where we used the fact that

« Rg
g (i f) = —(n — 1)(Agf — )

and

2R;
%g‘ (h,h) = (ng -h, h)g + 2(RiC§ -h)(tl‘g h) — g] (tI‘g h)z. Il
n —
In particular, for V-static metrics we have the following identity.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose (2, g, f, k) is a V-static space. Then for any h € ker 8; with h|rs =0,

f(DZRg.(h,h))fdvgz—lf[(|V§h|§+|d(tr§h)| —2%;(h, h))f+2;<(|h| + 2 (trgh) )] dv;
Q 2 Jq

ij 2 — 2\ i1 i _
_/;:|:A§ hi,,hjn—(hnn—32hm)Hg+4hnn(V,hn — 3V, )]fdog
- n—1
/[(M +Zh >8nf+2hnn2h,~n8if] dog.
i=1

Proof. Applying Proposition 3.5 with our assumptions,
i 2
/Q(DzRg— () f dvg =~ / [(|vgh|§ +1d(trg B2 — 225 (h, ) f + 2K<|h|§ + (g h)z)] dv;

/[(auglhl + (85(h?), vg)g +2h(vg, Vz(tg ) f +h*(vg, Ve f)
— |h130y, f — 2(trg h)h(vg, Vg f)] dog.
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For the boundary integral, we will rewrite it in terms of the orthonormal frame chosen for the boundary.
Note that the identities

n_ A8
I =—Af,

=A% T, =H (3-7)
hold on X. Since

8gh=0 and h;;=0, i,j=1,...,n—1,
we have

(85(h*). vg)g = Bg(hM)) = —Va(hgh,P) = —hg*Voh, = —hunVahun = 1, Vilgn = b, Vyhin,

n n
Oy 113 = Viulh|3 = 2hun Vahiun + 41, Vhin
on X. Thus,

0ug |12 + (83 (h%), vg)g +2h(vg, Vg (trg h))
= hun Vhiun + 31, Vahin — b, Vily + 2h, Vi, (teg h) + 2k, Vi (trg h)
= 3hun Vhun + 30, Vahin — b, Vilpy + 2R, Vah 420,V hy,

= =3 Vih, =30,V ik — b, Vihu 4 20 Vb 420, VE Ry,
where we used the fact that
Vihng = —(8zh) — Vih,' = —Vih,'.

o o
Moreover, from
Vih! =8k + T h* —T%h, = A%h,7 + Hghiy

Ja'ti ji'ta ij''n
and
Vilun = 8ihun — 205 han = Vi hpn —2A5h,7,

we obtain

By 12+ (85(h2), v3)z + 2 (vg, Vg (trz h))
n—1

= —A hinhjy —3Hg Y B3+ h, V= 3hun Vi, + 2k, Vh'.

in
i=1
On the other hand,

n—1 n—1
h*(vg, Vg ) — |h130u, f —2(trg Wh(vg, Vg f) = —(2h,%,, + Zh%n>anf —hun Y hind; f.
i=1 i=1

Integrating by parts,

L[(avg |13 + (85 (h*), vg)g +2h (vg, Vg(trg b)) f +h*(vg, Vg f) = |hI30,, f — 2(trg h)h(vg, Vg )] dog
n—1

n—1 n—1
- / [(A;!hmhjn +3H; Y h?n)f + (2115,, +> h,.zn) On f +2hun Y hind; f} do
z i=1 i=1 i=1

+ f (=hun VER =3y Vih, 4+ 2k, Vb f dog.
z
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Note that
Vih,' _8h AT R —T%h

' 'n m - o
=Vi hn —I-th,m,

and hence
/2 [@y |13 + (85 (h*), vg)g +2h(vg, Vi(trg W))) f +h*(vg, Vg f) — K30y, f —2(trg h)h(vg, Vg )] dog
n—1
=— /): [Aghinhjn — (hin -3 Zhlzn) H; +4h,, (Vl-hni _ %Vnhii)]fdag
=l n—1
/ [(2;12 n Zh )a,,f + 2R Zh,-,,aif] dog. O
i=1
In particular, for a special class of V-static spaces we have the following.
Corollary 3.7. Suppose (M", g) is a closed Einstein manifold with
Ric; = (n — 1)Ag.
Then for any h € S{Tg (M) ® (C®°(M) - g) we have
1 g 22
/M(DzRg, - (h, 1)) dvg = = fM(—m, Afh)g+ "2 |d (g b3 —2(n — m|h|§) dv;.

Proof. According to the V-static equation (1-1), it is obvious that the Einstein manifold (M", g) is a
V-static space with f =1 on M and k = —(n — 1)A. By Corollary 3.6 we obtain

/(DzRg.(h,h))dvng [—31Vghlz—51d(trg B)[3+185h|5+%5 (h, h)+2A(trg h)*+(n—D)A|h|Z] dvg.
M M

From our assumption,

8:h = —Ld(trg h),
n

and hence
2
/M(DzRg-(h,h))dvg,:/M[—%Wgh@—nz - —h)|§+%g<h,h)+2,\(trgh)2+(n—1)x|h|§] dvg.
Since
, 2R; 5
Rg(h, ) = (Rmg -h, h)g +2(Ricg -h) (trg h) — ——= (g )
n_
= (Rmg -h, h)z — 2A(trg h)%,

we have

1 g 22
fM(DzRg.(h,h))dvg:_EfM(_<h, A§h>g+”7|d(trgh)|§—2(n—1)x|h|§)dUg. O
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4. Volume comparison for V-static spaces

In this section, we will investigate the volume comparison for geodesic balls in generic V-static spaces.
Let Q be an n-dimensional compact domain in a V-static space (M", g, f, x) with C'-boundary
¥ := 0$2. We define the functional

Fa.glgl = /Q R(g) f dvg +2/ H(g) f dog — 2k Va(g), 4-1)
b
where

gEMa iz ={geMgq:glrs =8lrs}

is a Riemannian metric on 2 that induces the same metric as g on the boundary X.
This functional is particularly designed for a given V-static space. The information of both volume and
curvature is encoded in this single functional. It has excellent variational properties.

Proposition 4.1. The V-static metric g is a critical point of the functional Fq gl gl. That is,

DFqz h=0 (4-2)
for any h € §;(2) with h|1yq = 0.

Proof. Applying Proposition 3.4 together with Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3,
DFq ;- -h= / (DR -h) f dvg +2f (DHg-h)fdog—2k(DVq ;-h)
Q 90

- /Q [, v ) — kg b dug
+ /m[—(i% (trg h) + (8zh)y +2Vih,' — Vuh,' — hyyHz) f —h,'3; f1dog,
where we used that trg 4 = h,, on d€2. Since
Vih, =dh, +Tih,* —T&h, = VEh, + Hzhyy,

we have

(8zh)n = —Vah,* = —VFh," — Vyhyy — Hzhyp.
Therefore
DFq;-h= f (h,y; f — @)z dvg —f [(VZh,)f +h,'d fldo; = —/ VE(h, f)do; =0,
Q Q2 Q2
i.e., g is a critical point of .Zq z[g]. Il

The second variation that follows is a straightforward application of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 together with
Corollary 3.6.



16 WEI YUAN
Proposition 4.2. For any h € ker 6z with h|rs =0, we have
1

D*Zq ;- (h,h) = —3

ij 1(,2 — 5 3 g0 1 i }
_/)S[(Ag hmh,»,,—E(hnn—zzhm>Hg+2hm(v,hn — 5 Vah; ))f} dog
i=1
n—1
/thz +Zh >8nf+2hnn2hmaif} dog.
i=1

In general, geometric functionals are invariant under actions of diffeomorphisms and it would cause

f[(|vgh|§+|d(trgh)| —29;(h, h))f—l—n+3(trgh)2 ]dvg
Q

degenerations on their second variations. In order to get rid of these degenerations, we need to find a
metric modulo diffeomorphisms. This is usually referred to be gauge fixing and it can be obtained by
applying basic elliptic theory and the implicit function theorem. For manifolds with boundary, this can be
achieved if one poses appropriate boundary conditions.

Lemma 4.3 [Brendle and Marques 2011, Proposition 11]. Suppose (2", g) is a compact Riemannian
manifold with boundary. Fix a real number p > n. Then there exists a constant €1 > 0 such that for a
metric g on Q with

glroe = glron

and

g —&llw2rq,z) < e,

there exists a diffeomorphism ¢ : Q — Q such that ¢|,, =id and h := ¢*g — g € ker §;. Moreover,

1hllw2r.5) < NI — &llwara,z)
for some constant N > 0 that depends only on (2, g).
In particular, we take €2 to be a geodesic ball B,(p) at an interior point p € M with radius r > 0.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose (M", g, x, f) is a V-static space and p € M is an interior point. Then there is
a constant g1 > 0 such that for any metric g on B,(p) satisfying

* Ry > Rz in B, (p),
e H, > H; on 0B, (p),
* glras,(p) = &lToB,(p)>
* llg—gllcxs, (p).z) < €15
we can find a diffeomorphism ¢ € 2(B,(p)) such that ¢|yp, (p) = id and
h:=¢*g—g ekerd;
satisfies |h|z < % in B.(p), hlrap,(p) =0 on dB,(p) and

1l c2B,(p).0 =< NNI& = &llc2B,(p).2)
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for some constant N > 0 depending only on (B,(p), g). Additionally, we have
® R(p*g = Rg in B, (p),
e Hyg > Hz on 9B, (p).

Proof. The existence of a constant &1 and diffeomorphism ¢ is a straightforward application of Lemma 4.3.
Furthermore, we have

e Ryrg =R;,0¢ > Rz in B,.(p),
e Hyoy = Hyop =H, > H; on 0B,(p),
because of the fact that the scalar curvature R; is a constant on M (see Remark 1.1) and ¢|,, , =id. U

Let g, = g + h be a metric on B, (p), where h € S>(B,(p)) satisfies |h|; < % and h|7yp,(p) = 0. From
Propositions 4.1 and 4.2, the remainder of the expansion for .%q ; up to second order can be written as

. A e 1 n2
o alP = TB.(p),5(8,1 — ZB,p)5[8] — DFB,(p),g - h — 3D Fp,(p),3 - (h. h)

=f (Rg, — Rg) f dvg —26(VB,(p)(8,) = VB.(p)(8)) + I, (p)[h] + LB, (py[h].  (4-3)
B, (p)

where

[(|V§h|§ +ld(trg ) — 2% (h, ) f + "3 (e, h)zx] dv;

n—1

1
I, (py[h] = Z/
B,

- (P)
and

n—1
1 i 1 o P
Iyg, (p|h]:= /83( )[Z(Hﬁ,,—Hé)+§A§hinhjn—Z(hﬁn—zzh%n)Hﬁh""(V"hﬂl_Ev”hil)}fd%
r(D i:l

n—l n—1
1
r(p iz P

The estimate for the remainder r, () z[1] plays a key role in our proof. It mainly relies on estimates for
lower bounds of integrals I, () and Iy, (p).

The estimate for a lower bound of interior integral /g () is essentially due to the solution of the
variational problem

|Vsh|2 dvg
(R, g) = inf ng—zgg theSHQ), h£0and hlrase =0},
fQ|h|g' dvg
A basic estimate was obtained by Qing and the author in [Qing and Yuan 2016, Lemma 3.7]:

Lemma 4.5. Suppose (M", g) is a Riemannian manifold with dimension n > 3 and B,(p) is a geodesic
ball of radius r centered at any interior point p € M. Then there are positive constants r and co such that

(B, (p), §) > j—;’ (4-4)
forallO <r <.

From this, we are ready to obtain an estimate for a lower bound of /g ().
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Proposition 4.6. Suppose p € M is an interior point with f(p) > 0. Then there is a constant r; > 0 such
that
f(x)>0

forall x € B, (p) € M. Furthermore, forall r € (0,r1) and any h € S,(B,(p)) with h|1y,p) =0,

1. 5
I, (pylh] = g(Blr?[f)) f)”h”WIvZ(B,(p),g)- (4-5)

Proof. By continuity, we can choose a constant r; > 0 such that f(x) > 0 for all x € B, (p).
It is straightforward to see that

2R
|@g(h,h)|:‘<ng h, h)z +2(Ricz -h)(trg h) — (trgh) < Aplhf

on By (p), where A,y = A(n, g, ||Rm§||co(3r, (p).z)) 18 a positive constant independent of 4. Thus for
any r <rj and h € S»(B,(p)) with hlryp, () = 0, we have

1
Ig,plh] = Z/ [(IV3h 12 —21%; (h, W))) f — 3nli||h]2] dvg
B (p)

21/ [(inf f)|Vghlz — (A, (sup f)+3nlk])|h]3] dvg
4 JB,(p) B () B,(p)

_ 2 112 2 _
= 1t s+ 2t 1) [ NG el v

where
40, (Supp, () f)+ (infp, ) ) +6nlk| @A+ 1UPg, () )+ 6nlk]
<
infg, ) f B infg, (p) f

Ky = = /j’ri

Applying Lemma 4.5, we can choose a positive constant r; < r| sufficiently small such that
[ VbR dvez i [ v
B.(p) B, (p)

1. 2
I,z g (it F) 11,0

for any r € (0, ry). O

for all r € (0, r1). Therefore

For a lower bound estimate for the boundary integral /3 () we have the following.

Proposition 4.7. Suppose p € M is an interior point with f(p) > 0. Then there is a constant r, > 0 such
that
f(x)>0
forall x € B,,(p) € M. Furthermore, for all r € (0, ry) and any metric g, := g + h in B,(p) satisfying
« h € Sy(By(p)) with |h|g < § and hlryp,(») =0,
* Hy > Hg on 9B,(p),
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we have

Lyg.h] = =Co(sup f)lIkllcr(s,¢y.0) 1B 11205 (.2 (4-6)
B (p)

where Coy > 0 is a constant depending only on (B,(p), g).

Proof. By continuity, we can choose a constant 7, > 0 such that f(x) > 0 for all x € B, (p).
As observed in [Brendle and Marques 2011], for all » € (0, 5) and any metric g, = g + h satisfying
h € S>(B,(p)) with |h|z < % and h|74p,(») =0, we have

hun(Hg, — Hg) = Ihy Hz — huu(Vih,| — 3V,h) + Fz(h)
due to Lemma 3.2, where the tail term Fj3(h) satisfies
|Fg(h)|g < C1lhI3(IVghlz + | Aglglhlg).

and C; > 0 is a constant depending only on the dimension n. From this,

n—1
1 ,ij 1
Iy, (plh] = ./33 ( )|:(2 — hun)(Hy — Hg) + EA;;]hinhjn ty (hﬁn +2 thn> Hg]fdag
rip i=1

n—1

n—1
1 ~
+ /BB ( )[(hﬁn +35 Zh?n>anf + B tha,-f] dog + F3(h),
rip i=1 i=1

where the tail term F z(h) satisfies

|Fz(h)| < Co(sup f)/ |h3(IVghlz +1Aglglhlg) dvg
B, (p) 9B, (p)
for a constant C, > 0 depending only on the dimension .
For r > 0 sufficiently small, it is well known that the second fundamental form and mean curvature of
the geodesic sphere d B, (p) behave similarly to round spheres in Euclidean space (see Exercise 1.123 in
[Chow et al. 2006]):

A =lgivor)  ad  H;=""Llio
r r
on dB,(p). Thus we can choose 5 € (0, r5) such that
g 1
Af = 5

for any geodesic sphere 3B, (p) with r <rJ.

gij and Hg, >

For r € (0, r}), we have

n—1 n—1
1 1 2 2 2 2 2
Iog,plh] = 5 /aB,(p) |:E<(n — Dhy, +2n z;hm>f - <3h,m +n X;hi”> |vgf|g] dog + Fg(h)
1= 1=

_ 1 n—1 |Vaflg\,» 1 |Veflz =, s
- 5/33,(,;)[3( 12r f )h””+n<2r f >§hin]fd5g+Fg(h).
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Since f is positively lower bounded and [V f|z is upper bonded on B,/(p), we can pick a constant
r2 € (0, r)) such that

V- fl- _
—| i/l < min " l,i
f - 12r  2r

holds in B, (p) for any r € (0, ro) and hence

> ~ 2
Iyg,(p) = Fz(h) = —C3( SIEP) f)||h||C1(3B,(p),§)”h”LZ(gBr(p)’g)
B, (p

for any r € (0, ), where C3 > 0 is a constant depending only on n and r.
Recall the Sobolev trace inequality
2 2
112208, (.2 = 00 1125, ) 2y

where 6y > 0 is a constant depending only on (B, (p), g). Therefore the estimate

2
Iyg,(p) = —Co( sup f)”h”Cl(Br(p),g)”h”Wl,Z(Br(p)’g)
B, (p)

holds for any r € (0, r;), where Cq := 9063 > 0 is a constant depending only on (B, (p), g)- O
Now we are ready to prove the main theorem in this section.
Proof of Theorem A. Let

ro := min{ry, rp} > 0,

where r; and r; are given by Propositions 4.6 and 4.7.
For all r € (0, ry), applying Proposition 4.4, we can find a constant &; > 0 such that for any metric g
on B,(p) C M satisfying

* R; > R; in B,(p),
* Hy > H;z on 0B, (p),
* 8lTaB,(p) = 81798, (p)>
e g —2&llc2s.(p),5) <E1-
there is a diffeomorphism ¢ € Z(B,(p)) such that ¢|3p, () = id and
h:=¢*g—g ckerd;
satisfies |h|z < % in B.(p), hlrsp,(p) =0 on dB,(p) and

Illc28,(p).5) < NI — &llc2B,(p).2)
for some constant N > 0 depending only on (B,(p), g). Additionally, we have
* R(p*g = Rg in B,(p),
* Hy«g > Hz on 0B, (p).
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Fix an r € (0, ryp) and assume the contrary of the claimed volume comparison:

(VB (&) — Vb.(»(8) =0, (4-7)
which implies
k (Ve (»(@*8) — VB, (»(8)) <0.

By Propositions 4.6 and 4.7, the lower bound estimate for the remainder is
Pl = T, 0).510* 81 = F,p),3181 = D-Fp, ()5 - h = 3 D> Tz - (o 1)

= / (Ryrg — R3) f dvg — 2k (V, () (0" 8) — VB, () (8)) + I, (p)[N] + Iy, (py [ 1]
B:(p)
1/ : 2
= (é(Blrf}[f,) f)- CO(;EE) Pkllcrs, i) Mh325, 0.0
On the other hand, if we write

T, = max{ sup f, sup |V§f|§}’
B,(p) B;(P)

then the upper bound of the remainder can be estimated using Taylor’s formula:
Tl = %DS«J@Br(p),th ~(h, h, h)

sclr,/ |h|g(|vgh|§+|h|§>dvg+czrr/ h13(IVghlg + | Aglglhlg) dug
B (p) 9 )

B.(p
< C1 1Bl cos, (.0 Well3y120, )5 + C30 IRl B, 112208, (.2
where & € (0, 1) is a constant and Cy, C;, C3 are positive constants depending only on (B, (p), g). Recall
again the Sobolev trace inequality
2 2
”h ||L2(3B,~(p),§) =< 90 ”h ” W12(B,(p).3)’

where 6y > 0 is a constant depending only on (B, (p), g). From this we obtain

2
rBr(p)ygy [h] = C(/)Tr||h||CI(Br(p),§)||h||W1<2(Br(p)’g)a

where = (1 +6pC3 15 a positive constant depending only on r , 8)-
here C;y = C +6,C3 is a positi depending only on (B(p), &)

Combining both lower and upper bound estimates of r, , ., we obtain
(g 1) = (Co(sup 1) +Com) e ) V1205, 0.0) <O @8

Take
g0 i= % min{sl, %(Co( sup f) —+ C(’)r,)fl( inf f)}
B.(p) B, (p)
Then for the metric g satisfying
g = &llc2(s,(p).2) < €0
we have

— -1/ .
hllcr s, .2 < NIg = &llcxs, (.5 < Neo < 5(Co( S‘EP) f)+Corr) (Blf(llf) f)-
B (p .
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According to inequality (4-8), we see & vanishes identically on B, (p) and hence ¢*g = g, which shows
that ¢ : B, (p) — B,(p) has to be an isometry. Therefore the reverse of inequality (4-7) holds:

K (VB,(p)(8) — VB,()(8) = 0. (4-9)

That is, the following volume comparison holds:

e if « <0, then

V(&) = Vb, (»(8);
o if ¥ > 0, then

VB.(p»(&) = VB, (»(8);

with equality holding in either case if and only if the metric g is isometric to g. 0

5. Volume comparison for closed Einstein manifolds

Suppose (M", g, f, k) is a closed V-static manifold. Then the functional .7 3 introduced in the previous
section can be simplified as

Fuzlgl = f R(9) f dvg — 2 Vi (g). 5.1)
M

According to Proposition 4.1, the metric g is still a critical point of .7, ;. However, it is obvious
that this functional is not compatible with actions of dilations, which would cause subtle issues in its
second variation. Geometrically speaking, dilations introduce additional degeneracy besides actions of
diffeomorphisms, since they make no essential change to the geometry of the manifold. In order to obtain
volume comparison for closed manifolds, we need to construct a new functional instead, which is invariant
under dilations.

Definition 5.1. Suppose (M", g, f, k) is an n-dimensional closed V-static manifold. We define the
functional

Gy zlgl = (Vi ()" /M R(g) f dvg (5-2)

for any Riemannian metric g on M.

Obviously, this functional is dilation-invariant:

GalPg] = (Vi ()" /M R(c2) f dvg = Fnqle]

for any constant ¢ # 0.
Now we focus on a special type of V-static metrics: Einstein metrics. According to the V-static
equation (1-1), we get
vz 1 =—Ric; =«g
by taking the function f to be constantly 1 on M. This means (M", g, 1, ) is a V-static space if and only
if the metric g is an Einstein metric with scalar curvature Rz = —nk. Moreover, if we write
Rg

grTrE o
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then the Ricci curvature tensor is given by

Ric; = (n—1)Ag
and
k=—(m—1A.

As a functional designed for V-static metrics, ¢,z shares analogous variational properties with .7y 5.
Proposition 5.2. Suppose (M", g) is a closed Einstein manifold with Ricci curvature tensor
Ric; = (n —1)Ag.
Then the metric g is a critical point of the functional Gy ;.

Proof. From Proposition 3.4 and Lemma 3.3,

DGyg-h= (V@)™ /M (DRg-h)dvg+%(vM(g»@/")—‘(DvM,g-h) /M R dvg
=(vM(§>>2/"[ /M il dvg—i-%Rg fM (trgrh)dvg]

= — (Vi ()" f (Ricg —(n — DAg, h)g dvz =0,
M
for any h € SH(M). O
For the second variation, we have the following.
Proposition 5.3. Suppose (M", g) is an Einstein manifold with Ricci curvature tensor

Ric; = (n — 1)Ag.
Then

D2 5-h ) =3V @)

[—(hw, Aghw)ﬁ("—ll)l#qd(trg h)[2—n(trg h—@)z)] dvg
M

for any h = hoy + 1 (trz g € S37 & (CP(M) - 2).
Proof. From Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3 and Corollary 3.7 we obtain
D*%yz - (h, h)

= (V@) D Vg (b ) / Ry dvg + (Vi (@)~ (D Vi - ) / (DR; - h)dv;
n " n '
- —2(”,;2)<VM<g>><2/”>—2(DvM,g -h)? /M Rg dvg + (Vi ()" /M (D*Ry - (h, b)) duvg
- 2_

— = D0ED; vy @) / (irg ) dvg.
2n M
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Now the decomposition

h=h + %(trg g
implies
(D*Gyg) - (h, h)

:_%(VM(g))z/n/M[_MTT’A%hTT>§+qu(ngm@—n,\(trgh—@)z)]dvg. O

As a key step of the proof for our volume comparison theorem, we need to give a characterization
of the second variation of the functional ¢, ; at g. This is closely related to spectrum problems of two
operators: one is about the Einstein operator and can be characterized by the stability of Einstein metrics,
the other is about the Laplace—Beltrami operator whose eigenvalue estimate is given by the well-known
Lichnerowicz—Obata theorem;, see Theorem 5.1 in [Li 2012].

Lemma 5.4 (Lichnerowicz—Obata’s eigenvalue estimate). Suppose (M", g) is an n-dimensional closed
Riemannian manifold with Ricci curvature tensor

Ric; > (n — 1)Ag,
where A > 0 is a constant. Then for any function u € C°°(M) that is not identically a constant, we have
/ \du|* dvg > n/\/ (u —it)* dvg, (5-4)
M M
where equality holds if and only if (M", ) is isometric to the round sphere S" (r) with radius r = 1//A

and u is a first eigenfunction of the Laplace—Beltrami operator.

Applying this to Proposition 5.3, immediately we get the nonpositive definite property of the second
variation of ¥y ; at g.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose (M", g) is a closed stable Einstein manifold with Ricci curvature tensor
Ric; = (n —1)Ag.
Then
D*%yz-(h,h) <0
forany h € S;Tg (M) & (C®°(M) - g). Moreover, equality holds if and only if
e h € Rg & ker A8 , when (M, g) is not isometric to the round sphere up to a rescaling of the metric,
e he (R E,)g, when (M, g) is isometric to the round sphere S" (r) with radius r = l/ﬁ,
where
Ep :={u e C®(S"(r)) : Asn(ryu +niu =0}
is the space of first eigenfunctions for the spherical metric.

Proof. Recall that the Einstein metric g is stable if and only if (—A%) is a nonnegative operator. Then the
conclusion follows by applying this fact and Lemma 5.4 to Proposition 5.3. O
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Intuitively speaking, a slice is a subset of metrics in the space of all Riemannian metrics which is
transverse to the orbit of diffeomorphism actions. The following refined version of the slice theorem
reveals the local structure of Einstein metrics in the space of all metrics. To the best of the author’s
knowledge, it does not appear in the literature. We hope it can be useful in problems involving Einstein
metrics. The proof is standard; please refer to [Brendle and Marques 2011; Viaclovsky 2016].

Theorem 5.6 (Ebin—Palais slice theorem). Suppose (M", g) is a closed n-dimensional Einstein manifold
with Ricci curvature tensor
Ric; = (n —1)Ag,

where ) € R is a constant. Let M be the space of all Riemannian metrics on M. There exists a local
slice Sz though g in M. That is, for a fixed real number p > n, one can find a constant 1 > 0 such that,
for any metric g € M with ||g — gllw2rm,3) < €1, there is a diffeomorphism ¢ € 2(M) with ¢*g € Sz.
Moreover, for a smooth local slice Sz, we have the decomposition

So(M) = T;:S; @ (T;3:S3) ™,
where the tangent space of S; at g and its L?-orthogonal complement are given by

TgSg = ST (M) @ (C(M) - 2)

and
(Tg,Sg,)L ={Lz(X) (X, Veu)r2m,5 =0 forall u e C® (M)}

when (M", g) is not isometric to the round sphere S™ (r) up to a scaling, and
T3Sz = S35 (M) @ (Ey; - )
and
(TeSe) ™ = {La(X) 1 (X, Vau) 25 =0 forall u € E; }
when (M", ) is isometric to the round sphere S"(r) with r = 1/+/. Here
Ep ={u e C™®(S"(r)) : Asnyu +niu = 0}
is the space of first eigenfunctions for the spherical metric.

Now we restrict the functional ¢,z on a local slice S; and denote it by
S
gM’g -— gM,g|s'

In order to investigate the local behavior of %,fl g hear g, we need the following Morse lemma on Banach

manifolds.

Lemma 5.7 (Morse lemma [Fischer and Marsden 1975]). Let P be a Banach manifold and F : P — R
a C*-function. Suppose Q C P is a submanifold, F =0 and dF = 0 on Q and that there is a smooth
normal bundle neighborhood of Q such that if & is the normal complement to T, Q in TP then d*F (x)
is weakly negative definite on & (i.e., d* F (x)(v, v) < 0 with equality only if v=0). Let (-, - ), be a weak
Riemannian structure with a smooth connection and assume that F has a smooth (-, - ),-gradient, Y (x).
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Assume DY (x) maps &, to &, and is an isomorphism for x € Q. Then there is a neighborhood U of Q
such that y € U and F(y) > 0 implies y € Q.

Applying it to our case, we obtain the following local rigidity result.

Proposition 5.8. Suppose (M", g) is a strictly stable Einstein manifold and S; is a local slice through g.
Then there is a neighborhood U; of g in Sz such that for any metric g, € U; satisfying

G 51851 = 9y, 5121,
there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that g, = c*g.
Proof. Let
Qg = {g, € Sz : g; 1s Einstein}

be the subset of the local slice S; consisting of Einstein metrics near the reference metric g. By [Koiso
1980, Corollary 3.4], strict stability implies that g is rigid. That is, we can find a neighborhood U : € S;
of g such that

Qz:=0;NU; =g, € Uz : g, = c*g, ¢ > 0}.
In particular, the tangent space of Qz at g is given by
T;Qz =Rg
and its L%-orthogonal complement in T3S; can be expressed as
£ = (T3 Q)" = ST, (M) & (Wz (M) - 2)

due to Theorem 5.6, where
\Ilg(M)z{ueEnLk:/ u dvg,zo}
if g is spherical and )
V(M) = :u € C®(M): /M udvg :O}

otherwise.
Consider a weak Riemannian structure on the local slice Sg,

() Ngg 1 To Sg x Ty Sz — R forall g¢ € g,
which is defined to be

(. kg, :=fM[<vgsh, Vo k)g, + (k) g Tdvg, =/M<(—Ags + Dh, kg, dvg,

for any h, k € Tgs Sg. According to [Ebin 1970] it has a smooth connection. The (-, -)) g -gradient
of %A‘z z is given by

Y(8) = Poy (=B, + D7 [ (Vir (g™ (v foy + -8 (Vi (8:) ™"+ "G l,1)
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where P, is the orthogonal projection on T, Sz and f,_ is a smooth function on M with dvg = f, duv,..
Obviously, Y (g,) is a smooth vector field on Sz. For simplicity, we write

Z(gs) == (Va(g)?" (y;; foo + %gs(vmgs))—("“)/" gM,g[gS]).

It is straightforward to see that Z(g) = 0 and the linearization of Z at g is given by

(n+2)
2

(DZ3) - h = %(VM@)Z/" (A%hw 4 = ) Z(Ag+na)(trg h —@)) = D%z (h, )

forany h =h, + %(trg h)g € &. Thus
(DYg)-h = Pg(=Dg+ 1)~ (D* Gy 5 - (h,-))
and DYj is an isomorphism on &; due to the fact that DZ%‘?L z is strictly negative definite on £ from
Proposition 5.5.
Since the functional %A‘fl z is dilation-invariant, applying Lemma 5.7, we can find a neighborhood
U; C S; of g such that for any g, € U; satisfying
G 2181 = 95 .3,
we have g, € Q;. That is, g, = ¢*g for some constant ¢ > 0. O
Now we can prove the volume comparison of Einstein manifolds with respect to scalar curvature.
Proof of Theorem B. According to Theorem 5.6, we can find a local slice Sz through the reference metric g.
Moreover, there exists a constant &g > 0 such that for any metric g¢ with
& — &llc2m,z) < o,

we can find a diffeomorphism ¥ € 2(M) with the property that ¥/*g € Uz C Sz, where the subset U is
given by Proposition 5.8.
For A # 0, suppose g is a metric on M with scalar curvature

Re>n(n—1)A
and

lg — §||CZ(M,g‘) < &9.

In addition, we assume the reverse inequality of the claimed volume comparison:

A(Vu(g) —Vmu(g)) = 0. (5-5)
This implies there is a diffeomorphism ¢ € Z(M) such that ¢*g € Uz C Sz and

Gir.ale 8l = Vi (p*g)*" / (Rg 0 ) dvg > VM@Z/H/ Ry dvg = %y 5181,
M M

due to our assumptions and the fact that Rz = n(n — 1)A is a constant. According to Proposition 5.8,
there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that ¢*g = 3.
From our assumptions,
Ryeg =c 2Rz > Rz =n(n—1)x,
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and hence
Al —c)>0.

However, inequality (5-5) suggests that

0 <A(Vm(p*g) — Vu(8) =A(c" = DVu(g),
which implies that L(1 — ¢) < 0. Therefore, we conclude ¢ = 1 and hence ¢*g = g. That is, (M", g) is
isometric to (M", g), and this concludes the theorem. Il

With analogous techniques, we can prove the local rigidity of Ricci-flat manifolds.

Proof of Theorem C. Similar to the proof of Theorem B, we can find a constant &y > 0 such that for any
metric g satisfying

& — &llc2m,z) < €05
there exists a diffeomorphism ¢ € (M) such that ¢*g € U; C Sz, where Uy is given in Proposition 5.8.

Suppose g is a Riemannian metric with scalar curvature
R, >0

and

g —8llc2m,z) < €o-

Then there is a diffeomorphism ¢ € 2 (M) such that

95 J[0*g] = Vir(g" )" / (Rg o) dug > 0.
M
However,
G alg] = Vi ()" /M Rg dvg =0,

and hence there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that ¢*g = ¢%Z due to g being strictly stable Ricci-flat and
Proposition 5.8. The conclusion follows. O

According to Proposition 5.3, the second variation of ¥, ; at an unstable Einstein metric g is indefinite
and hence g is a saddle point instead of a local maximum. This suggests that the volume comparison
may fail for unstable Einstein manifolds and counterexamples can be constructed. It is well known that
a product of positive Einstein manifolds with identical Einstein constants is still Einstein but unstable;
see [Kroncke 2013]. Due to this reason and its simple structure, it can be our first choice.

The following example is constructed by Macbeth (personal communication, 2019), which shows the
stability assumption is necessary for our volume comparison theorem.

Proposition 5.9. There is a family of metrics {g;}ic[0,1) on S? x S? such that
e go is the canonical product metric on S? x S2,
e R, = Rg§2x§2 =4 forallt €0, 1),
* Vir(e) > V(g .) forall 1 € (0, 1),
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Proof. Let
g=01+n""gl +1-n7"g?

with ¢ € [0, 1), where 8;2 is the canonical metric on the i-th S? factor, i = 1, 2. It is easy to see that their
scalar curvature is given by
Re, =2(1+1)+2(1—-1)=4

for all r € [0, 1). However, its volume is
Voresa(g) = (1= 17) " Ver,62(8) > Ver,2(2). O

It is straightforward to generalize this example to more general product cases. It would be interesting
to see whether we can find an explicit example of an unstable Einstein manifold which is not of this type
but where the volume comparison fails.

Appendix: Equivalence of Schoen’s conjectures

In this appendix, we show that two well-known conjectures proposed by Schoen [1989] on hyperbolic
manifolds actually are equivalent to each other. We believe the proof is known to experts. Unfortunately,
we could not find an appropriate reference. Thus we present a proof here for interested readers.

We start with a well-known concept in conformal geometry; see [Viaclovsky 2016].

Definition A.1. For n > 3, let (M", g) be a connected closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifold. The
Yamabe constant of the conformal class [g] is defined to be
R, dv
Y(M",[g]) := inf fM—gi
gelel (Vi (g))n=2/n

Moreover, we can define a min-max invariant

Y(M") :=supY(M", [g])

[¢]

called the Yamabe invariant or o -invariant.

It is well known that
Y(M") <Y (S")

for any closed smooth manifold M" and the canonical spherical metric achieves the Yamabe invariant
of S". For a given closed hyperbolic manifold with dimension at least three, its hyperbolic metric is
unique up to a dilation due to the well-known Mostow rigidity theorem; see Theorem C.0 in [Benedetti
and Petronio 1992]. Similar to the spherical case, Schoen [1989] conjectures that its Yamabe invariant is
achieved by the canonical hyperbolic metric.

Conjecture A (Schoen’s hyperbolic Yamabe invariant conjecture). For n > 3, suppose (M", g) is an
n-dimensional closed hyperbolic manifold. Then

Y(M")=YM", 8],

i.e., the Yamabe invariant is achieved by its canonical hyperbolic metric.
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Another conjecture about closed hyperbolic manifolds concerns volume comparison, which is also
referred to as Schoen’s conjecture.

Conjecture B (Schoen’s hyperbolic volume comparison conjecture). For n > 3, suppose (M", g) is an
n-dimensional closed hyperbolic manifold. Then for any metric g on M with scalar curvature

Rg > Rg,,
its volume satisfies

Vm(g) = Vu(g).

Obviously, Conjecture A involves all metrics on the given hyperbolic manifold and in general it is
difficult to solve. Conjecture B only involves the comparison of a special metric with the reference metric,
which seems easier to solve than Conjecture A. However, Conjectures A and B are in fact equivalent
to each other and hence they are equally difficult in this sense. The bright side of this equivalence is
that we only need to solve Conjecture B, then Conjecture A will hold automatically. This seems to be a
promising approach to Conjecture A.

In the rest of the appendix, we will show the equivalence of Conjectures A and B.

We first show Conjecture A implies Conjecture B. In order to do this, we need the following lemma
adapted from an observation of Kobayashi [1987].

Lemma A.2. Let (M", g) be a closed manifold and Y (M", [g]) be the Yamabe constant of the conformal

class [g). Then
2/n 2/n
—(/ |R;|”/2dvg) <Y(M",[g)) < (f |R;|"/2dug) ,
M M

where RY 1= max{Ry, 0} and R, := max{—Ryg, 0}.
Proof. By the conformal transformation law of scalar curvature,
o [y@Veul? + Reu?) du,
Y(M", [g]) = inf SH———
0 (fyg w2 dg)
where a :=4(n — 1)/(n — 2). Then we have
' R,u?dv ) Ju Ry u? dvg

Y(Mn’ [g]) = ll’lg sz g2 g(n72)/n = 11’10 2M g2 (n—2)/n’

u> (IM uln/(n— )dvg) u> (fM wuln/n— )dvg)

since Ry = R; — R, . By Holder’s inequality,

2/n (n=2)/n
/ R u? dvg < </ IR, 2 dvg> (/ uzn/<n2)dvg> ’
M M M
2/n
Y(M", [g]) = —( /M |Rg|"/2dvg) :

Jur Redug - Ju R/ dv,
Vi (8)=2/m = (Vyy(g))n=2/n

and hence

Similarly,

Y(M*" [g]) < (
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By Holder’s inequality,

2/n
/M R;dvgs( /M |R;|"/2dvg) (Vi ()20,

and hence
2/n
Y(M", [g])s( / |R;|”/2dvg) : O
M

Immediately, this implies the following conformal volume comparison.

Proposition A.3. Suppose (M", g) is a closed Riemannian manifold with strictly negative constant scalar
curvature Ry. Then for any metric g € [g] with scalar curvature

R; > R;,
we have
Vi (g) = Vu(8)-
Proof. Since R; is a strictly negative constant, then its Yamabe constant satisfies
Y(M* [g]) <O,

and hence g is a Yamabe metric in the conformal class [g] due to the uniqueness of the Yamabe metric of
negative Yamabe constant. Thus,

Y(M", [8]) = Rz (Vi (§)*".
By Lemma A.2,

n/2
(min Re) (Vi ()" — ( / |Rg|"/2dvg) <Y(M",[8]) = Rg(Vi (@)™
M

Therefore,
Re (Vi ()" < (min Re) (Vi ()" < Ry (Vi (2))*'",
and hence
Vm(g) = Vi (2). 0
Proposition A .4. Conjecture A =  Conjecture B.

Proof. Let (M", g) be a closed hyperbolic manifold. Suppose g is a metric on M with scalar curvature

Rg > Rg.
We are going to show

Vu(g) = Vu(g),

assuming g achieves its Yamabe invariant Y (M").
From Conjecture A, the Yamabe constant of the conformal class [g] satisfies

Y(M", [g) =YM") =Y(M", [g]) <O.
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Let g € [g] be the unique Yamabe metric in [g] which is normalized such that R; = Rz. By Proposition A.3,
we have

Vi (g) = Vu ().
On the other hand,
RV ()" =Y (M", [g]) < Y(M") =Y (M", [§]) = R:Vu (D",
which implies
Vi (8) = Vm(g).

Therefore

Vm(g) = Vu (@) = Vu(2),
and hence Conjecture B holds. U
Proposition A.S5. Conjecture B = Conjecture A.

Proof. Let (M", g) be a closed hyperbolic manifold. We will show that its Yamabe invariant satisfies
Y(M") =Y M" [g)),

assuming the volume comparison holds.

We first recall a classic result of Gromov and Lawson [1983, Corollary A] which states that there is no
metric with nonnegative scalar curvature on a compact hyperbolic manifold. That means the Yamabe
invariant satisfies

Y(M") <0,

and there is no metric on M with identically vanishing scalar curvature. Thus for any metric g on M, the
Yamabe constant of the conformal class [g] is strictly negative:

Y(M", [g]) <O.
Let ¢ be the Yamabe metric in the conformal class [g] with R; = Rz < 0. According to Conjecture B,
V(@) = Vu(g)-

Therefore, the Yamabe constant of [g] satisfies

Ju Redvy
(Vu(8) =272

Since g is arbitrary, we conclude

Y(M", [g]) = Ry (Vi (@)Y < Rg(Vi ()" = Y(M", [§)).

Y(M") = S[u? Y(M", [g) =YM", gD,
8

and hence Conjecture A holds. O
In summary, we have the equivalence of Schoen’s Conjectures A and B.

Theorem A.6. Conjecture A <=  Conjecture B.
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WANDERING DOMAINS ARISING FROM LAVAURS MAPS WITH SIEGEL DISKS

MATTHIEU ASTORG, LUKA BOC THALER AND HAN PETERS

The first example of polynomial maps with wandering domains was constructed in 2016 by the first and
last authors, together with Buff, Dujardin and Raissy. In this paper, we construct a second example with
different dynamics, using a Lavaurs map with a Siegel disk instead of an attracting fixed point. We prove
a general necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a trapping domain for nonautonomous
compositions of maps converging parabolically towards a Siegel-type limit map. Constructing a skew-
product satisfying this condition requires precise estimates on the convergence to the Lavaurs map, which
we obtain by a new approach. We also give a self-contained construction of parabolic curves, which are
integral to this new method.

1. Introduction

Rational functions do not have wandering domains, a classical result due to [Sullivan 1985]. Recently
in [Astorg et al. 2016] it was shown that there do exist polynomial maps in two complex variables with
wandering Fatou components. The maps constructed in [Astorg et al. 2016] are polynomial skew products
of the form

(z.w) = (fuw(2). g(W)),

where g(w) and fy,(z) = f(z, w) are polynomials in respectively one and two variables. While the
construction holds for families of maps with arbitrarily many parameters, the constructed examples are
essentially unique: they all arise from similar behavior and cannot easily be distinguished in terms of the
geometry of the components or qualitative behavior of the orbits in the components. The goal in this
paper is to modify the construction in [Astorg et al. 2016] to obtain quite different examples of wandering
Fatou components. Our construction requires much more precise convergence estimates, forcing us to
revisit and clarify the original proof, obtaining a better understanding of the methodology.
The maps considered in [Astorg et al. 2016] are of the specific form

P:(z,w) > (f(2) + Ew, g(w)), (1)

where f(z) =z 4 2% + 0(z3) and g(w) = w — w? + O(w?). Recall that the constant ”Tz is essential to
guarantee the following key result in [Astorg et al. 2016]:
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Proposition A. As n — 400, the sequence of maps
(z, w) > PoZn—i—l(Z’gonz(w))
converges locally uniformly in By X Bg to the map
(z,w) = (Lf(2),0).

Throughout this paper By and By refer to the parabolic basins of, respectively, f and g, and Ly refers
to the Lavaurs map of f with phase 0; see for example [Lavaurs 1989; Shishikura 2000]. By carefully
choosing the higher-order terms of f, one can select Lavaurs maps with desired dynamical behavior.

In Proposition B of [Astorg et al. 2016] it was shown that £¢ can have an attracting fixed point. The
fact that P has a wandering Fatou component is then a quick corollary of Proposition A. It seems very
likely that one can similarly construct wandering domains when Ly has a parabolic fixed point, using the
refinement of Proposition A presented here.

We will construct wandering domains arising when L has a Siegel fixed point: an irrationally indifferent
fixed point with Diophantine rotation number. Compositions of small perturbations of Ly behave so
subtly that it is far from clear that Lavaurs maps with Siegel disks can produce wandering domains.

In order to control the behavior of successive perturbations, we prove a refinement of Proposition A
with precise convergence estimates, showing that the convergence towards the Lavaurs map is “parabolic”.
Moreover, we study the behavior of nonautonomous systems given by maps converging parabolically to a
limit map with a Siegel fixed point. We introduce an easily computable index characterizing the behavior
of the nonautonomous systems.

In the next section we give more precise statements of our results, and prove how the combination of
these results provides a new construction of wandering domains.

2. Background and overview of results

2A. Polynomial skew products and Fatou components. There is more than one possible interpretation
of Fatou and Julia sets for polynomial skew products; see for example [Jonsson 1999] for a thorough
discussion. When we discuss Fatou components of skew products here, we consider open connected sets
in C? whose orbits are uniformly bounded, which of course implies equicontinuity. Since the degrees
of f and g in (1) are at least 2, the complement of a sufficiently large bidisk is contained in the escape
locus, which is connected; all other Fatou components are therefore bounded and have bounded orbits.

Given a Fatou component U of P, normality implies that its projection onto the second coordinate
7w (U) is contained in a Fatou component of g, which must therefore be periodic or preperiodic. Without
loss of generality we may assume that this component of g is invariant, and thus either an attracting basin,
a parabolic basin or a Siegel disk.

The behavior of P inside a Siegel disk of g may be very complicated and has received little attention
in the literature, but see [Peters and Raissy 2019] for the treatment of a special case.

There have been a number of results proving the nonexistence of wandering domains inside attracting
basins of g. The nonexistence of wandering domains in the superattracting case was proved in [Lilov
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2004], but it was shown in [Peters and Vivas 2016] that the arguments from Lilov cannot hold in the
geometrically attracting case. The nonexistence of wandering domains under progressively weaker
conditions was proved in [Peters and Smit 2018; Ji 2020].

Here, as in [Astorg et al. 2016], we will consider components U for which iy, (U) is contained in a
parabolic basin of g. We assume that the fixed point of g lies at the origin, and that g is of the form
g(w) = w —w? + h.o.t., so that orbits approach 0 tangent to the positive real axis. We will in fact make
the stronger assumption g(w) = w —w? 4+ w3 + h.o.t.

2B. Fatou coordinates and Lavaurs’ theorem. Consider a polynomial f(z) =z —z% +az3 +h.o.t. For
r > 0 small enough we define incoming and outgoing petals

Pi={lz+r|<r} and PP ={lz—r|<r}

The incoming petal Pf‘ is forward invariant, and all orbits in Pf‘ converge to 0. Moreover, any orbit which
converges to 0 but never lands at 0 must eventually be contained in Pf‘. Therefore we can define the
parabolic basin as

Br=Jsrp
The outgoing petal Pfo is backwards invariant, with backwards orbits converging to 0.

On Pf‘ and Pf” one can define incoming and outgoing Fatou coordinates ¢} : Pf‘ — C and ¢; : Pf” —C
solving the functional equations

hof()=¢b(z)+1 and $o f(2) = d2(2)+ 1.

where ¢} (Pf‘) contains a right half-plane and ¢j‘3 (Pf" ) contains a left half-plane. By the first functional
equation the incoming Fatou coordinates can be uniquely extended to the attracting basin By. On the
other hand, the inverse of ¢;, denoted by W}’, can be extended to the entire complex plane, still satisfying
the functional equation

fovUZ) = vo(z +1).

The fact that the exceptional set of f is empty implies that 1///‘} : C — C is surjective. We note that
both incoming and outgoing Fatou coordinates are (on the corresponding petals) of the form Z =
—1/z 4+ blog(z) + o(1), where the coefficient b vanishes when a = 1. This is one reason for working
with maps f of the form f(z) =z +z2+z3 +h.o.t.

Let us now consider small perturbations of the map f. For € € C we write f¢(z) = f(z) + €2, and
consider the behavior as € — 0. The most interesting behavior occurs when € approaches 0 tangent to the
positive real axis.

Lavaurs’ theorem [1989]. Lete¢; — 0, n; € N and o € C satisfy

nj—l.—>oe as j — oo.
€j
Then
[ = Lp@) =yfotaody,
where 14(Z) = Z + «.
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The map Lr(«) is called the Lavaurs map, and « is called the phase. In this paper we will only
consider phase a = 0, and write Ly instead of L¢(0).

2C. Propositions A and B. The construction of wandering domains in [Astorg et al. 2016] follows
quickly from two key propositions, the aforementioned Propositions A and B. In this paper we will prove
a variation to Proposition B, and a refinement to Proposition A, which we will both state here.

Our main technical result is the following refinement of Proposition A. As before we write P(z, w) =
(f(z) + ”Tzw, g(w)), with f(z) =z4+z2 +z3 +bz* +hot,and g(w) = w—w? + w3 +ho.t

Proposition A’. There exists a holomorphic function h : By x Bg — C such that

P2 (2 ¢ () = (Ly(2),0) + (h(zl; w),o) + o(k;gzn),

uniformly on compact subsets of By X Bg. The function h(z,w) is given by

go
h(z, w) = W (C+ ¢y (2) — ¢y (w)),

where the constant C € C depends on b.

Proposition A’ will be proved in Section 5; see Theorem 5.33.

Proposition B in [Astorg et al. 2016] states that the Lavaurs map Ls of a polynomial f(z) =
z +z2 + az® + O(z*) has an attracting fixed point for suitable choices of the constant a € C. We
recall very briefly the main idea in the proof of Proposition B: For @ = 1 the “horn map” has a parabolic
fixed point at infinity. By perturbing a ~ 1, the parabolic fixed point bifurcates, and for appropriate
perturbations this guarantees the existence of an attracting fixed point for the horn map, and thus also for
the Lavaurs map.

In this paper we will consider a more restrictive family of polynomials of the form f(z) =z +z2 +
z3 4+ O(z*), which means that we cannot use the above bifurcation argument. Using a different line
of reasoning, using small perturbations of a suitably chosen degree-7 real polynomial, we will prove a
variation to Proposition B, namely Proposition B’ below. The proof of Proposition B’ will be given in
Section 6.

Before stating the proposition we recall that a fixed point zg = L (z¢) is said to be of Siegel type if
A= E} (zo) = 2™¢, where ¢ € R\Q is Diophantine, i.e., if there exist ¢, r > 0 such that [A” — 1| > cn™"
for all integers n > 0. Recall that neutral fixed points with Diophantine rotation numbers are always
locally linearizable:

Theorem 2.1 [Siegel 1942]. Let p(z) = €278z 1+ 0(z2) be a holomorphic germ. If € is Diophantine
then there exist a neighborhood of the origin Q2 and a biholomorphic map ¢ : 2, — D, (0) of the form
¢(2) = z + a>z% + 0O(23) satisfying

2mi¢

p(p(2)) = e 9(2).
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Proposition B’. There exist polynomials of the form f(z) = z + z? + z3 4+ O(z*) for which the Lavaurs
map Ly has a Siegel fixed point zq, with A = L‘} (z0). Moreover we can guarantee that
L (z0)(¢7) (20)
A(1=2)

Condition (2) is necessary to guarantee the existence of wandering domains; see the discussion of the

—(94)"(z0) #0. @)

index « later in this section, and the discussion in Section 5C.

A more precise description of the derivatives A for which p is locally linearizable was given in [Bruno
1971; 1972; Yoccoz 1995]. As we are only concerned with constructing examples of maps with wandering
Fatou components, we find it convenient to work with the stronger Diophantine condition. Proposition B’
will be proved in Section 6.

2D. Perturbations of Siegel disks. A key element in our study is the following question:

Let f1, fa,...be a sequence of holomorphic germs, converging locally uniformly to a holomorphic
function f having a Siegel fixed point at 0. Under which conditions does there exist a trapping region?

By a trapping region we mean the existence of arbitrarily small neighborhoods U, V of 0 and ng € N
such that

Jmo-o fu(z) €V

forall z € U and m > n > ng. In other words, any orbit (z,),>0 that intersects U for sufficiently large n
will afterwards be contained in a small neighborhood of the origin. Note that this in particular guarantees
normality of the sequence of compositions f;; o---o fp in a neighborhood of zg, which is the reason for
our interest in trapping regions.

We are particularly interested in the case where the differences f;, — f are not absolutely summable,
i.e., when

Y= Sllu=00

n=no
for any ng and U. In this situation one generally does not expect a trapping region. However, motivated
by Proposition A’, we will assume that f, — f is roughly of size 1/n, and converges to zero along some
real direction. More precisely, we assume that

=16 ="+ 0 7). )

n

where £ is a holomorphic germ, defined in a neighborhood of the origin.

Theorem 2.2. There exists an index k, a rational expression in the coefficients of f and h, such that the
following hold:

(1) If Re(k) = 0, then there is a trapping region, and all limit maps have rank 1.
(2) If Re(k) < 0, then there is a trapping region, and all orbits converge uniformly to the origin.

(3) If Re(k) > 0, then there is no trapping region. In fact, there can be at most one orbit that remains in
a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin.
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Theorem 2.2 holds under more general assumptions regarding the convergence towards the limit map,
but the above statement is sufficient for our purposes. An example of a more general statement is given
in Remark 3.15. An explicit formula for the index « is given in Section 3, which contains the proof of
Theorem 2.2.

Remark 2.3. The nonautonomous dynamics of the functions f; satisfying (3) is closely related to the
autonomous dynamics of the quasiparabolic map

F(z,w) = (f(2) + wh(z) + O(w?), w —w? + O(w?)).

The case Re(x) < 0 in Theorem 2.2 corresponds to F being dynamically separating and parabolically
attracting, using the terminology of [Bracci and Zaitsev 2013]; by Corollary 6.3 of that work the map F
has a connected basin of attraction at the origin. In particular this implies the existence of a trapping
region for the sequence ( f5).

2E. Parabolic curves. An important idea in the proof of Lavaurs’ theorem is that in a sufficiently small
neighborhood of the origin, the function f; = f 4 €2 can be interpreted as a near-translation in the
“almost Fatou coordinates”: functions that converge to the ingoing and outgoing Fatou coordinates as
€ — oo. This idea is especially apparent in the treatment given in [Bedford et al. 2017]. The almost Fatou
coordinates are defined using the pair of fixed points {4 (¢) “splitting” from the parabolic fixed point.

When iterating two-dimensional skew products P(z, w) = (fw(z), g(w)) it does not make sense to
base the almost Fatou coordinates on the pair of fixed points of the maps fy,(z) = f(z) + ”Tzw, as the
parameter w changes after every iteration of P. Instead, the natural idea would be to base these coordinates
on a pair of invariant curves {z = {1 (w)}, so-called parabolic curves, defined over a forward-invariant
parabolic petal in the w-plane. The invariance of these parabolic curves is equivalent to the functional
equations

{x(g(w)) = fu(Cx(w)).

In [Astorg et al. 2016], it is asked whether such parabolic curves exists. Instead, in that work it was
shown that there exist almost parabolic curves, approximate solutions to the above functional equation
with explicit error estimates. The proof of Proposition A relies to a great extent on these almost parabolic
curves, and the fact that these are not exact solutions causes significant extra work.

In [Lépez-Hernanz and Rosas 2020] it is shown that the parabolic curves indeed exist, in fact, the
authors prove the existence of parabolic curves for any characteristic direction for diffeomorphisms in
two complex dimensions. However, to be used in the proof of Proposition A, it is necessary to also obtain
control over the domain of definition of the two parabolic curves. The result from [Lépez-Hernanz and
Rosas 2020] does not give the needed control.

In Section 4, Proposition 4.1, we give an alternative proof of the existence of parabolic curves, with
control over the domains of definition. The availability of these parabolic curves forms an important
ingredient in the proof of Proposition A’. The method of proof is a variation to the well-known graph
transform method, and can likely be used to prove the existence of parabolic curves in greater generality.
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2F. Wandering domains. Let us conclude this section by proving how Propositions A’ and B’ together
imply the existence of wandering Fatou components. As before we let

Pz.w) = (f(2) + Zw, g(w)),

where g(w) = w — w? + w3 4 h.o.t. and the function f(z) = z 4 z% + z3 + h.o.t. is chosen such that
Ly has a neutral fixed point zo with Diophantine rotation number. The existence of such f is given by
Proposition B'.

Proposition A’ states that

P2 (2 " () = (Ly(2).0) + (h(zl; w),o) + o(lzgzn),

uniformly on compact subsets of By X Bg.

Recall from Proposition A’ that the function /(z, w) is given by

hewy= 2 (€4 - g,
@)() A

from which it follows directly that the index « depends affinely on ¢fg (w), although it is conceivable that
the multiplicative constant in this dependence vanishes.

As will be explained in detail in Section 5C, the index « is independent from w if and only if, denoting
the fixed point of Ly again by zo, we have

L (z0)(97) (20)
A(1=2)

in which case « is constantly equal to +1. The second statement in Proposition B’ therefore implies

— (¢})"(z0) =0. )

that f can be chosen in order to obtain an inequality in (4), which implies that the affine dependence of «
on ¢, (w) is nonconstant.

It follows that there exists an open subset of Bg where the w-values are such that Re(x) is strictly
negative. Let D, C Bg be a small disk contained in this open subset, so that Re(k) is negative for all
w E Dj.

Let D1 be a small disk centered at zg, the Siegel-type fixed point of L. We claim that, for n € N large
enough, the open set Dy x g”z(Dz) is contained in a wandering Fatou component.

Indeed, it follows from Proposition A’ that the nonautonomous one-dimensional system given by
compositions of the maps z > , o P2 T1(z, g”z(w)) satisfies case (2) of Theorem 2.2, where 7, is the
projection onto the z-coordinate. Thus Theorem 2.2 implies that

sz_”z(z, w) — (29, 0)

uniformly for all (z, w) € D1 x g”Z(Dz). The remainder of the proof follows the argument from [Astorg
et al. 2016]. Since the complement of the escape locus of P is bounded, it follows that the entire
orbits P™(z, w) must remain uniformly bounded, which implies normality of (P™) on D x g"2 (D»),
which is therefore contained in a Fatou component, say U. The fact that on an open subset of U the
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n’ converges to the constant (zg, 0) implies convergence of this subsequence to (zg, 0)

2
subsequence P™
on all of U, since limit maps of convergent subsequences are holomorphic. But if U was periodic or
preperiodic, the limit set would have been periodic. The point (zg, 0) is however not periodic: its orbit

converges to (0,0). Thus U is wandering, which completes the proof.

Remark 2.4. From the above discussion we can conclude that all possible limit maps of the convergent
subsequence P/ |y are points. In fact these points form (the closure of) a bi-infinite orbit of (z¢, 0),
converging to (0, 0) both under backward and forward iteration.

We note however that there are fibers {w = wo}, with wo € B, for which Re(k) = 0. Let D again
be a sufficiently small disk centered at z, the Siegel-type fixed point of L. Proposition A’ together with
case (1) of Theorem 2.2 implies that for sufficiently large n the disk Dj x { g”2 (wo)} is a Fatou disk for P,
i.e., the restriction of the iterates P” to the disk form a normal family. For this Fatou disk the sequence of
iterates P™> " converges to a rank-1 limit map, whose image is a holomorphic disk containing (zg, 0).
All the limit sets together form (the closure of) a bi-infinite sequence of disks, converging under backward
and forward iteration to the point (0, 0).

3. Perturbations of Siegel disks

3A. Notation. The following conventions will be used throughout this section:
(i) Given a holomorphic function f, we will write f for the nonlinear part of f.

(ii) For a sequence of constants A, € C we will write

n n
Am= [] A and A(m) =Ano=[]4.
j=m+1 j=1

and similarly for a sequence of functions ( f)

fn,m :fno"'ofm—',—l-

(iii) Given two sequences of holomorphic functions ( f;,) and (g5) defined on some uniform neighborhood
of the origin, we will write f, =< g, if the norms of the sequence of differences ( f, — g») is summable
on some uniform neighborhood of the origin.

3B. Preparation. In this section we introduce nonautonomous analogies of attracting, repelling, and
locally linearizable indifferent fixed points and make a few initial observations. In the next subsection we
introduce the index « and show that the local behavior of the nonautonomous systems we consider can be
deduced from the real part of the index.

Definition 3.1. Two sequences of functions ( f;,) and (g,) are said to be nonautonomously conjugate if
there exist a uniformly bounded sequence of local coordinate changes (V)5 >n,. all defined in a uniform
neighborhood of the origin, satisfying

fn oYn =Ynt1°8n

for all n > ny.
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Definition 3.2. A sequence of functions ( f;,) is said to be nonautonomously linearizable if there exists a
sequence (Ay)n>n, in C\ {0} and a sequence of coordinate changes (V¥5)n>n,, defined and uniformly
bounded in a uniform neighborhood of the origin, and with derivative ¥, (0) uniformly bounded away
from zero, so that

Jno¥n(2) = VYn+1(An-2)

for all n > ng. If the sequence |A(n)| is bounded, both from above and away from 0, then we say that
(fn) is rotationally linearizable.

Definition 3.3. A sequence of functions ( f;) is said to be collapsing if there is a neighborhood of the
origin U and an ng € N such that f, ,, — 0 on U as n — oo for any m > ny.

An example of a collapsing sequence is given by a sequence of functions f;, converging to a function f
with an attracting fixed point at the origin.

Definition 3.4. We say that sequence ( f,) is expulsive if there exists » > 0 such that for every m > 0
there exists at most one exceptional point Z such that for every z € D, (0) \ {Z} there exist n > m for
which f,, ,(z) ¢ Dr(0). Here D, (0) denotes the disk of radius r centered at the origin.

An example of an expulsive sequence can be obtained by considering a sequence of maps ( fy)
converging locally uniformly to a map with a repelling fixed point. Since f maps a small disk around
the origin to a strictly larger holomorphic disk, the same holds for sufficiently small perturbations. A
nested sequence argument shows that, starting at a sufficiently large time n¢, there is a unique orbit which
remains in the small disk.

Lemma 3.5. Consider a sequence ( f) of univalent holomorphic functions, defined in a uniform neigh-
borhood of the origin. Suppose the compositions fy o are all defined in a possibly smaller neighborhood
of the origin, and form a normal family. Then the sequence ( fy) is either rotationally linearizable, or
there exist subsequences (nj) for which fy o converges to a constant.

Proof. By normality the orbit f, ¢(0) stays bounded. By nonautonomously conjugating with a sequence
of translations we may therefore assume that f;,(0) = O for all n. Note that normality is preserved under
nonautonomous conjugation by bounded translations.

Write A, = f,,(0). Normality implies that |A(n)| is bounded from above. The functions

Vn+1(2) := fn,O(/\(”)_l -Z)

are tangent to the identity, and they satisfy the functional equation

Joyn(2) =Ynt1(A-2).

If the sequence |A(n)| is bounded away from the origin then the maps 1, are uniformly bounded, and the
sequence ( f(n)) is rotationally linearizable. Suppose that the sequence A(n) is not bounded from below,
in which case there is a subsequence A(n;) converging to 0. By the Hurwitz theorem the sequence of
maps f,;,0 converges to a constant. O
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Lemma 3.6. If the sequence (fy,) is rotationally linearizable, and ({y) is a sequence of absolutely
summable holomorphic functions, i.e.,

> lenllp, ) < 00

for some r > 0, then the sequence (fn + {n) is also rotationally linearizable.

Proof. Write g, = f, +{,. We consider the errors due to the perturbations in linearization coordinates, i.e.,

V1080 0Vn(2) = V10 faoVn(2) = Vyf1 0 8n 0 Yn(2) = An- 2.

By the definition of the nonautonomous linearization, it follows that after restricting to a smaller neighbor-
hood of the origin the derivatives of the maps 1, and their inverses are uniformly bounded. It follows that
the above errors are also absolutely summable, which guarantees normality of the sequence ¥, _il_l ogn,0in
a small neighborhood of the origin, and hence normality of the sequence g5 o. It follows from Lemma 3.5
that ( f, + {n) is either rotationally linearizable or has subsequences converging to the origin. It follows
from the summability of the errors that the latter is impossible. O

3C. Introduction of the index. Let f(z) = Az +byz%+ O(z3) be a holomorphic function with A = ¢27#¢
and ¢ € R\Q Diophantine. Let h(z) = co + c1z + O(z?) be a holomorphic function defined in a
neighborhood of the origin. Let (¢, (z)) be a sequence of holomorphic functions that is defined and
absolutely summable on some uniform neighborhood of the origin. We consider the nonautonomous
dynamical system given by compositions of the maps

fal2) = @)+ 2h(z) + G (2).

We introduce the index x, depending rationally on the two-jet of f at the origin and the one-jet of / at

the origin, by
2b
. 2€0 C1

Taa-n

We claim that the index « is invariant under local autonomous changes of coordinates, i.e., when all the

)

maps f are conjugated by a single analytic transformation. One easily observes that the index is invariant
under affine changes of coordinates and is unaffected by terms of order 3 and higher. It is therefore
sufficient to only consider local changes of the form z > z + az2. It is clear that A and cg are unaffected
by such a coordinate change, while computation shows that b, is replaced by b, + oA —aA? and 1 is
replaced by ¢y —aAcg. Indeed, « is invariant under these changes.

Since ¢ is Diophantine, the function f" is linearizable. Let us write ¢»(z) = z +h.o.t. for the linearization
map of f,ie., fop(z) =¢p(Az).

We define |
co
0 = - .
n(2):=z+ nl-—»2

Lemma 3.7. With the above definitions we can write

1 &
f, ;= ¢_1 Oen_—i{l o fpobhodp= A‘eK/n z+ ; Z dkzk +£&n(2), (6)
k=2
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where (&) is a sequence of holomorphic functions that are defined and whose norms are summable on a
uniform neighborhood of the origin.

Proof. First observe that

_ 1 Co 1 1 Co 1 Co
Qnilofnoenxf(Z"F— )-}-;h(Z-f—’—l k)_

-2

— f@) + f) L
nl

Using the power series expansions of f’ and & we can therefore write

_ 1/\00 1 1 Cco 2b200
1 -
Q"HOf"O@"Af(ZH( 1—)L+r_zco_n+11—k)+n(l )Z+ Zﬂkz

Co 1 1
—)L(n n+l)+ —Akz 4+ — Z,Bkz

1 1
= —A — k.
e+ e 15 gy

k=2

It follows that

=87 @+ @ (s S peoe))
0o k=2
af1+9) 4L k
A)L(H—n)z—i—n ];dkz

1 o0
=AMz 4= " dy k.
L2 iz
k=2
For the last equality we used that

1
1+£:e’</"—|—0(—2). 0
n n
Corollary 3.8. If Re(k) < 0 the sequence f, is collapsing.

Proof. Observe that f,(z) < Ae¥/™ 4+ O(z/n) and note that there is a small disk D, (0) such that for n
sufficiently large

”fr/z ”Dr 0) < eRe(")/(Zn)’

and thus
£ (2) — i (w)] < R/ M7 _qy|. (7)

Since Re(k) < 0 it follows that [T, ; eRe®)/C@m) =
Let us write

on(2) = A-e/" .z 4 £,(2),

i.e., we drop the term &, from f,,. By decreasing the radius r if necessary we can choose mg such that

> & D, < 57

Jj=mo
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By increasing my if necessary we can also guarantee that ¢, ,(2) € D,/2(0) for all z € D, /4(0) and
m > myg. Using (7) it follows by induction on n that whenever z € D, /4(0) and m > mo we have
n

n
I (2) — o (2] < 2( I eRe<K>/<2">)||sj||D,(0).
j=m “k=j+1

Indeed, the inequality is trivially satisfied for n = m, and assuming the inequality holds for some n > m

implies
Ifn+1,m(2) = nt1,m (D = fn10f0,m(2) = fps1 0 Onm(2) + Ent1(Pnm(2))|
n+l , n+l
=) ( [ "RC(K)/(%)) 1€ 11D, (0)-
j=m “k=j+1
Note that

n

n
S TT e9/%)ig/ 0 0

j=m “k=j+1
as n — 00; hence the fact that the sequence (¢, ) collapses implies the sequence (f;) collapses as well. [J

Since the sequence (fy) collapses, it follows immediately that the sequence ( f;;) collapses as well,
concluding the case Re(x) < 0.

Corollary 3.9. If Re(k) > 0, the sequence f, is expulsive.

Proof. Note that there are r, ng > 0 such that for every z, w € D, (0) and every n > ng we have
Ifp(2) — £ (w)| = |z — w] - /" + %0(2, w)| > R/ @) _ .
Expulsion of all but one orbit follows immediately. O

Again it follows that ( f;,) is expulsive, completing the case Re(x) > 0.
3D. Rotationally linearizable case (Re(x) = 0). Let us define

Ly(z) = ekloen. 7,
We obtain
&n = L;.}_l ofpoLlp

o0
- 1 _
=Az+e Iclog(n—i—l); Z d({exe]OgnZe + Ln—}-l o En o Ln
(=2
1 e}
- Az 4+ = d k(l—1)logn E'
+ 13 gertvmen
{=2
Since Re(x) = 0, the maps L, are rotations; hence it is sufficient to prove that the sequence (gy) is
rotationally linearizable.
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By Lemma 3.6 we may ignore the absolutely summable part of g,; hence with slight abuse of notation

we may assume that

o0
gn=Az + % Z dge'c(e_l)lognzz.
=2

Recall that A = ¢27%%, where ¢ is Diophantine.

Lemma 3.10. There exist constants C,r > 0 such that for every integer £ > 1 and for every 0 <m < N

we have

<Cl".

N
> 2
j=m

Proof. Since ¢ is assumed to be Diophantine, there exist ¢, 7 > 0 such that [\ — 1| > cn™" for all n. This

gives the bound

N

N yeG+1) _ g4
. AU+ _ 8 2
A = AUFD _ [ <ce.
Z Z At—1 Z( )| < —1
j=m j=m J =m
Lemma 3.11. There exist C,r > 0 such that for all integers n, £ > 0 we have
kllogk Cyr+l
¢ 3 Ak <
k=n "
Proof. Summation by parts gives
exelogk)L okllogN i Ak ok llogk+1) ~ oklloghy K e
k k+1 k 4
k=n =n j=n

N N—-1 k
:e/cﬁlogN Zkke_ Z Kélogk(1+ld/k+0(l/k2) I)Zkﬂ'

N k+1

k=n k=n
Observe that

1+K(Z/k+0(1/k2)_l_0 1
k+1 k— \ k2

is absolutely summable; hence using Lemma 3.10 we obtain

N N
L kL
< — AT+
V|2
k=n k=n
N-1

+Ce Z

b —1 1
Z k(k+1)+0(k_3)'

N
ek@ logk

k

1+kl/k+00/k>) 1 iw
k+1 k=

k=n
CE’

azr—i-l
P

<

O
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Let us introduce one more change of coordinates

00 % k(t—1)logk
Spt1(z) =z—A71 ) At DA=0g,-6 %" TAW—D.
=2 k=n+1

Lemma 3.12. Writing S,,(z) =z + Sy (z) we obtain
Sn+1(A2) = A854(2) + &n(2).

Proof. Computing §n+1 (Az) — gn(2) gives

ot ot elc((—l)logk 1 o
)1 Z /\(n-l-l)(l—f)dekfzﬁ Z Ak((—l) - Z elc(@—l)logndeze

(=2 k=n+1 k " (=2
00 00 _ oo _

_ Z An(l_g)deze Z eK(C Ulogkkk(@—l) B Z eK(e 1)logn An(@—l)xn(l—()dgze
= k—n+l k {=2 n

K(Z 1)logk R

an(l D4,z Z - AkED = )8,(2).

Lemma 3.13. The maps Sy, satisfy S, = z + O(1/n), with uniform bounds.

Proof.
/c([ 1)logk

180 (2)| = ' Z)L"(l O,z Z — )k

Kol

o0
> ldeztje -1t
{=2

Let us define
hn = Sf'l_"{l ogn OSn.

Lemma 3.14. The maps hy, are of the form
hy = Az 4+ O ™2).
Proof. The definition of %, immediately gives that h,(z) = Az + O(1/n),

8n © Sp = Sn—H Ohn,
and thus
Az +AS0(2) + 8z + Su) = Az 4+ hp(2) + Spp1(Az + hp),
which gives
A8, (2) 4 8n(2) + 8. (2)Sn(2) + O(82) = hu(2) + Spa1(Az) + S,,H(xz)/%,, + 0(h2).

Hence by Lemma 3.12 we obtain

8,(2)Su(2) + O(52) = hu(2)(1 + S, 41 (A2)) + O(h2).



WANDERING DOMAINS ARISING FROM LAVAURS MAPS WITH SIEGEL DISKS 49
Since g, = O(1/n) and Sy = O(1/n), we get
N A N 1
hn(z)(1+ S, 41(A2)) + O(h?) = O(n_z)

Since hy,(z) = Az 4+ O(1/n), it follows that /;n (z) = O(1/n?). |

Lemma 3.6 implies that the sequence (/) is rotationally linearizable; hence the same holds for (g5),
(f») and finally ( f), which completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Remark 3.15. The proof of Theorem 2.2 also works for more general perturbations, for example

Jn(2) =< f(2) + h1(2)+

where i1 and /1, are holomorphic around the origin. In this case we have two indexes «;, j € {1, 2}, that

hz(Z)

can be computed using (5), where constants cg and ¢ are the coefficients of the linear part of the Taylor
series of /1; at the origin. The following is a general version of Theorem 2.2:

(1) If Re(kz) > O then the sequence ( fy) is expulsive.
(2) If Re(kz) < O then the sequence ( f) is collapsing.
(3) If Re(k2) = 0 and:

(a) Re(xq) > 0, then the sequence ( fy,) is expulsive.
(b) Re(k1) < 0, then the sequence ( f;) is collapsing.

(c) Re(x1) =0, then the sequence ( fy,) is rotationally linearizable; hence all limit maps have rank 1.

4. Existence of parabolic curves

The purpose of this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let P(z, w) := (f(z) + ”Tzw, g(w)), with f(z) =z +z2+ bz 4+ 0(z*) and g(w) =
w—w?+ O(w?). Then P has at least three parabolic curves: one is contained in the invariant fiber w = 0
and is an attracting petal for f; the other two are graphs over the same petal P in the parabolic basin Bg.
Moreover they are of the form

¢ (w) = 1 VW + cow + czw?? + 0 (w?),
where c1 = 5i and ¢y = %zb —%

Proposition 4.1 gives a positive answer to a question posed in [Astorg et al. 2016]. We note that the
result does not follow from the results [Hakim 1998], as the two characteristic directions we consider are
degenerate, in the language used by Hakim. The existence of three parabolic curves can be derived from
[Lépez-Hernanz and Rosas 2020]. However, their proof gives no guarantee that the parabolic curves ¢+
are graphs over the same petal in Bg, which is crucial for our purpose.

Let us start by observing that P is semiconjugate to a map Q, holomorphic near the origin, given by

0(z,e) = (f(z)—i——e e——e 3+ 0(€%))
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(with €2 = w). The map Q has three characteristic directions: € = 0, z = Zieand z = —Zie. Itis clear
that there is a parabolic curve tangent to the characteristic direction € = 0, namely the attracting petal
for f in the invariant fiber {¢ = 0}. We call this parabolic curve the trivial curve. For the existence of the
two other parabolic curves we will use a graph transform argument.

Let us write Q(z,¢€) = (fe(2), &(€)), so that fc(z) = f(z) + ”7262 and € := g(¢) = /g(e?) =
€— %63 + O(€). We are looking for parabolic curves of the form € — ((¢), €), hence satisfying the

equation

Q(L(e),€) = (¢(€), é). ®)

Equivalently we are looking for a function £, defined for € in a parabolic petal of g, satisfying the
functional equation

£(g(€)) = fe(Z(e)).

We will prove that Q has two parabolic curves ¢*, corresponding to the characteristic directions
/1
2
the proof of Proposition 4.1, since these two parabolic curves can be lifted to parabolic curves of P

z= i €, which are graphs over the same attracting petal of g in the right half-plane. This will complete

satisfying the desired properties.

The key idea in proving the existence of {(¢) is to start with sufficiently high-order jets {;(¢) of the
formal solution to (8), and then apply a graph transform argument, starting with {;. By starting with
higher-order jets, we obtain higher-order error estimates, but the constants in those estimates are likely to
deteriorate. However, these estimates can be controlled by dropping the order of the error estimates by 1,
and working with |e| < §, with § depending on the order of the jets. It turns out that starting with jets
of order 20 is sufficient to obtain convergence of the graph transforms. We do not claim that 20 is the
minimal order for which convergence can be obtained, only that the order suffices for our purposes.

Lemma 4.2. For every integer n > 0 there exists {1(€) = c1€ + cr€2 4+ c3€2 4 -+ cpe™ and 8 > 0 such
that |$1(€) — fe(§1(€))| < |€|” for all |e| < 8. Moreover we have ¢y = £%5i and ¢y = %Zb — %.

Proof. Recall from [Astorg et al. 2016] that by choosing {1(¢€) = c1€ + cp€2, with ¢ = %i and
Ccr = %219 — %, we obtain

121(€) = fe(C1 ()] < O(le]*).
Now suppose that ¢y, ..., c, are found such that for {(¢) = c1€ +--- + c,€” we have
816) = fe(Gr(e))] < O(le["2),
Let E(€) := fe(C1(€)) —¢1(€). For cpy41 € C, let
Ent1(€) == fe(C1(€) + cnr1€") = £1(&) — cnpr@™
we shall prove that there exists some ¢, 41 such that E, 1 = O(¢"T3). Indeed,

Je@1(€) + cnp1€") = fe(C1() + f/Gn(€))ene" T + 0" F?)
= fe(1() + (1 +2c1€)cny16" + O(" ).
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On the other hand, we have ¢, 1" 7! = ¢, 11"l + 0(e"3); s0
Ent1(€) = En(€) + 2c10p11€" 2 + 0("+?).
Since E,(€) = O(e"1?) (and ¢; # 0), we may therefore find some value of ¢, 1 for which E,,11(¢) =
0(€n+3).
We conclude that if § is small enough then |1 (€) — fc(C1(€))| < |€|” for all |e] < 8. O

Remark 4.3. The choice of parabolic curve is determined by the choice of ¢;. From now on we will
assume that ¢; = %i; for the case ¢1 = —%i the proofs are essentially the same.

For R € C we write Hg = {Z eC:arg(Z—R) € (—% — €9, % +eo)} for some ¢¢ > 0, and
Ps = {e € C:e > € Hs—> and Re(e) > 0}.

For § > 0 sufficiently small the petal Ps is forward-invariant under g, i.e., g(Ps) C Ps. Recall the
existence of Fatou coordinates on Pg: the function g is conjugate to the translation 77 : Z +— Z + 1 via a
conjugation of the form

1
Z = 2 + alog(e) +o(1),

where the constant @ depends on g. All forward orbits in Pg converge to 0 tangent to the positive real
axis, and the conjugation gives the estimates

C C
Re(2“(e)l < —= and [Im(F* ()] < - ©)

for a uniform C > 0 depending on . We note that by choosing § sufficiently small, the constant C can
be chosen arbitrarily small as well.

Lemma 4.4. Letn > 0 and {1(¢€) be as in Lemma 4.2. There exist §, A > 0 such that for every |€| < § we
have

|/ Ca(e) +3€h) = Gi(e)] < Alel®.

Proof. The Taylor series expansion of f gives
o0

|fTH Q@) +3eh) — L) < )
i=1
and the desired estimate follows immediately. O

Lemma 4.5. Let n > 0 and &1 (€) be as in Lemma 4.2, A > 0 and § > 0 sufficiently small. Let (i (€)) be
any sequence of holomorphic functions defined on Pg and satisfying
Gk(€)—C1(e)] < Ale]*.

Then there exists C1 > 0, depending on (1, such that

3l|€4|l’

(/HOUS 1))
i!

k -1
[]//&G@E @) <Ci-(k+1-0)
s={

for all € € P and every 0 < { < k.
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Proof. Let us write x; = Re(g%(€)) > 0 and yj; = Im(g* (¢)). Estimates (9) imply

o0
> 18P <K <oco foralle € P (10)
k=0

Since by assumption |{s(€) — ¢1(€)| < Ale|* for every s > 1, it follows that {s(€) = c1€ + cae? + O(€3)
and

|/ €s(€) = f'(G1(e))] < Blet|,

where B > 0 depends only on ¢y and A.
Observe that f/(z) = 142z +3bz% + 0(z3) = ezz+(3b_2)22+0(z3); hence we obtain

f/(é-s(e)) — eﬂi€+(%nz(l_b)_%)€2+0(€3)’

where the bound O(e?) is uniform with respect to s.
Therefore we can find C; > 0 such that

k
1/ @ @] > ‘ezi‘:zRe(m'ék“—s(e>+(5nz(l—b)—%)(5“1—5(e))2)+0((§k+1—S(e)>3)
=t
’ o LTt (R |
C

. L‘e—2§=£1/(k+l—s)|
Cq

1
T k10

In the first inequality we used the fact that |e?| = eR¢(?). The second inequality follows from estimates
(9) and (10). The third inequality depends on the constant C from (9) being sufficiently small, which can
be guaranteed by taking sufficiently small §. O

Remark 4.6. Note that the estimates in Lemmas 4.2, 4.4 and 4.5 hold regardless of the choice of n in the
definition of ¢;. If n is increased, then all estimates hold, with the same constants, for § sufficiently small.
It turns out that it will be sufficient for us to work with n = 20, and we will work with this choice from
now on.

Lemma 4.7. There exists sufficiently small § > 0 such that for every k > 2 and every € € Ps we have

FH QP (k=0 | (5O _4e|'?
(- 1) k—1* = k2

k—1
Ok + g5 O k-1 + Y|
=2

Proof. We will prove that each of the four terms in the left-hand summation is bounded by |e|?/k2. Tt
follows from (9) that for every 0 < £ < 19 we have

Cc19% c1 le |Z k
k1 1/e2[1972 = }(9-0/2"

185 (e)| Pk <
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If we choose £ = 13 and assume that § is small enough, then we get
le|'?
2

for € € Pg. The desired bound for a second term follows immediately from the inequality

g @k -1 <[k
Next observe that for every k > 2 we have

O _ 2P el
k=D* = k-1 "k

where the last inequality holds for sufficiently small §. Finally, for the third term in the summation we

185 (e)| Yk < 5

use (9) to obtain

—1 |gk+1—€(€)|23(k_€) k-1 C10|€|13(k—€) 12

10
-1 L kri-osE-1¢ = © ||Z(k DA =D

{=2
In order to obtain the desired bound it suffices to prove that
k—1

Y 1 - 44
= (k—0*—-1* k2
First observe that
1 4
N —
C—Dk—-2) "k
for every k > 3 and 2 <{ <k — 1. To see this let us set s = £ — 1 and r = k — 1. The above inequality

now translates to
1 4

<
s(t—s) " t+1

fort >2and 1 <s <t —1, and hence to
pi(s) =452 —4ts+1+1<0.

Observe that p;(1) < 0 and that roots of p;(s) lie outside the closed interval [1,¢ — 1]. Therefore we

obtain
k—1

3 1 - 44 - 44

_\A(p _1)4 74 > 120
= (k—=D*-1) = k k
and hence for § sufficiently small

VFH @Bk -0 el
Z €—1)3 RVER

|

Proof of Proposition 4.1. As we remarked at the beginning of this section, it is enough to prove that Q
has two parabolic curves ¢* corresponding to the characteristic directions z = +Zie, both curves
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graph over the same attracting petal of g in the right half-plane. By Lemma 4.2 there exist § > 0 and
C1(€) = c1€ + c2€? + -+ + ¢20€20 such that |£1(€) — f2(C1(€))] < |€|?° for |e] < 8. Let A > 0 be as in
Lemma 4.4, and let C; > 0 be the constant defined in Lemma 4.5.

We will show that the sequence of functions defined inductively by

Cr1(€) := T Gk (@)
is convergent and that the limit satisfies the functional equation (8). Let us define
Ej(€) := {r(€) — fe(Cx(€)
and observe that

Le1(€) = [Tk (®) = £ (fe(br(€) + Ex(e))

and hence

k
feCr1(€) = fe(G1(©) + Y Eq(e).

{=1
Note that we can replace f by f on both sides, giving

k
()= 17! (f(zl @+ Ee<e>),
=1

and hence

G) k i
St (€) = z1<e)+2(f ) (f G (Z Ee(e>).
{=1

i=1
We will prove that |E (¢)| < |e|*/|k — 1|? for every k > 2 on some small petal Ps. This will imply

that the sequence ;1 converges to a parabolic curve ¢ on Py for sufficiently small §.
We claim there exists § > 0 such that for every € € Pg and every k > 1 the following two statements hold:

Ie(D): [Gx(e) = Li(e)] < Ale|*, and
I (2): |Ex(e) <4le/|k —11> < |e|*/ Ik —1]%.
We will prove these two statements simultaneously by induction on k.

Step 1: First we prove /5(1). By definition

o0 —11()
L=0()+) ) 5{(51(6)))

i=1

(E1(e))';

hence by Lemma 4.4 we obtain the desired inequality.
Next we prove that /5(2). Observe that for sufficiently small § we get

E1(€)
f1(¢1(6))
< C1e]18(e)]"® + Calel|2(€)|> < 4]e|'2.

|E2(€)] < +Co|E1(9)]? < C11§(e)]*° + Cale]|g(e)|*

Here C; is the constant introduced in Lemma 4.5.
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Step 2: Now let us assume that 7;(1) and 7;(2) hold for every 2 < £ < k. Observe that

f~

Cks1() — 1 (o) < Z

i=1

Since |Eg(€)| < |e|*/[£ —1|? for £ > 2 and | E{(€)| < |e|* we get

k
> Ey(e)

£=1

<3le|*;

hence by Lemma 4.4 inequality /(1) holds.
Observe that

Ery1(6) = 8k11(6) — fe(Ck+1(€)) = Lg+1(€) — Lk (€)
= [N (fe Gk @) + Ex(8) =k (€)
= NGk (€) + Ex(€) — & (8)
= (Y (f (k) Ex (&) + O(Ex (),

where the constant in the order can be chosen independently from k. It follows that there exists C, > 0
independent of k such that

Eg () 12

|Ex+1(e)] < @) + Co|Er(€)]”. 11

Using the inequality (11) successively we obtain
Er(8(€) W2
Bl 2 ANESANN Y

|Ex+1(e)] < GO + C2|Ex(8(€))]

52 52 2

Ex1(&() LB @R

= S/ Cr-1(8%(€))) - [k (8(€))) 21 (G )]
~k k—1 ~k+1—f
_ |E1(g~(€))| +sz . |E¢(g"T! ~(6))|2
[Te=1 | /7 @e(@FF1=E(e)))] i1 Mgmea1 1 f/Es(@FF175(6))

Combining (12) and Lemma 4.5 gives

+ G |ER (9> (12)

|Ex+1(6)]
k+1—€,\(24 5(c)|24
5k (1120 40 |g ()7 (k—0) | (€)]
<C11g% ()% +C1C2|g% ()] ** (k— 1)+16C1C22 =D H16C e
) k+1—¢ € 23 k—{ 5 (¢ 23
<Cile][§* @k +C1Cale] ¥ (o) (k— 1)+16Clcz|€|2|g (g(_)1|)4( )+16C1|€||5c(—)1|)4‘

If § is sufficiently small this last inequality together with Lemma 4.7 implies

4|€|12 le|*
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completing the proof of Iy, 1(2) and thus the induction argument. We emphasize that throughout the
proof § can be chosen dependently of k.
To summarize, the equation

k
(@)= 1! (f@l(e)) Y B (e))
{=1
implies that for sufficiently small § the sequence {; converges on Pg to a parabolic curve ¢ satisfying
(€) = fe(¢(€)). Recall that we have only proven the existence of a parabolic curve for ¢; = Zi. For
c1 = —2%i we can use same arguments as above, but we might get a different value for §. Since the parabolic

2
petals are nested and forward invariant, both parabolic curves are graphs over the petal with minimal §. [

From the proof it follows that

tE(€) = tc1€ + c2€% + c363 + 0(eY),

. 2
where ¢y = 7i and ¢ = %&b —

SN

5. Estimates on convergence towards Lavaurs map

SA. Preliminaries. The goal of this section is to obtain explicit estimates for one of the main objects to
appear in our arguments: the functions A(e, z) and Ag(z), which measure how much the dynamics differ
from a translation after a certain change of coordinates. The key difference between this section and the
corresponding computations in [Astorg et al. 2016] is that we now know that we have two exactly invariant
parabolic curves ¢, instead of invariant jets. This is used crucially in the proof of Proposition 5.5.

Definition 5.1. Let f,(z) := f(z) + ”Tzw, where f(z) =z + 22+ 234 O(z*) is a degree-d polynomial.
Let g(w) = w —w? 4+ O(w?) be a degree-d polynomial.

In what follows, we set € := /w, working throughout with the branch that takes positive values on the
positive real axis. We note that this branch is well-defined on the parabolic basin of the polynomial g.
Abusing notation, we write fe(z) := f(z) + ”7262 and ¥ (e) = +iZe+ c2€2 + O(€?), where ¢ are
the parabolic curves constructed in the preceding section. Let g(€) := /g(€2) = € — %63 + 0(e)
(g is analytic near € = 0).

Let us first record here the following lemma for later use:

Lemma 5.2. Let wg € Bg and let €; 1= g”2+j (wo). For 1 < j <n,we have
1 i o (wo) 1
=L S P (1)
n  2n3 2n3 n3

. 2 P
Proof. Let us write w2, ; := g" 7 (wg). We have

be (Wy2 ) = Py (wo) +n* + j = -+o(1)

wn2+J
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(note that we assume here g(w) = w — w? + w3 + O(w*)). Therefore

1
n? 4+ j + ¢k (wo) +o(1)’

1 Jj + ¢4 (wo) 1)\ /2
Gj = ‘/wn2+j = ;(1+n++0(n—2))

wnz+j =

and

1 1J + ¢g(wo) 1
= (137 o (55)) -
Definition 5.3. Let
S| tt(e)—z
vt o SO
ojn._ 1 tt(e)—z
i

where log is the principal branch of the logarithm.

Note with that choice of branch, v is defined on C\ L., where L, is the real line through ¢t (¢)
and ¢ (€) minus the segment [¢ ™ (€), LT (€)]. In particular, . and ¥ are both defined in a disk centered
at z = 0 whose radius is of order €.

It will also be useful to note that

+ _ ,tinZ +—
oy 2 = O T - Teen(2 7 ) 4 0 -

Definition 5.4. Let
(1) A(e,2):=yid o fe(2) =9 (2) e,
(2) Ap(z) :=—1/f(2)+1/z—1.

Note that the formula for A (e, z) does not depend on whether the ingoing or outgoing coordinate V¢ is
used, and is therefore well-defined.

Proposition 5.5. We have

(1) Ag is analytic near zero,

(2) there exists r > 0 such that for all € # 0 in a neighborhood of zero, A(¢, -) is analytic on D(0, r).

Proof. (1) A quick computation shows that

fe)—z—zf() _ 0(?)
/) 1+0@)

Ao(z) =

from which the conclusion easily follows.
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For (2), note that

A(e,z) =

og(f*(é(é)) fe(2) §+(€)—Z)_

Je(2) =57(8(€)) z—C7(e)

_ ilog(fe(CJr(e))—fe(Z) : fe(Z)—fe(K_(é))) B
in {H(e)—z z—=07(e)

From the above expression we see that the singularities at z = ¥ (¢) are in fact removable, unless one of

the points coincides with a critical point of f. The fact that these critical points are bounded away from
zero completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.6. Let K be a compact subset of C*. There exists C = Cg > 0 such that, forall z € K,

LJr(é)—(l—l—ﬂe—ﬂ—ze) <Cé3.

z—C(e) z 222

Proof. For z € K, we have

FO-z ez
0@ () z-t(

_z+(e>( ! )_ !
IR CIE A RIS OVE

_ _ — 2
_ e (1+§ (e)+0(€z))_(1+§ (€)+(§ (6)) +0(e3))
z Z z ‘

2
cre+ cpe? — L2 —ce—i—ce2 c2e?
_ 1 2 z _1— 1 2 12 +0(€3)
z z z
2¢ 202
=1+ te- L+ 0(d)
z z2
. 2
in T
:—1+—€+—262+0(€3). U
z 2z

Lemma 5.7. Let K be a compact subset of C*. Then

f@ = f€H @) | im  x oa

fe@)—fe& ) flo) 2f(2)?

As in the previous lemma the constant in the O depends on K.

Proof. The invariance of the parabolic curves gives

fel@) = feGH©) _ =@ _, in 2 3
O @~ Lo e~ RO gt + 0
j 2
- e @4 0.

fz) 2f(z)?
The last equality uses the fact that g(e) = € + O(€3). O
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Proposition 5.8. There exists a constant Cy € C (depending only on f and g) such that
A(e,z) = €Ag(2) + €2Co + O(e*, €32),
where the constants in the O are uniform for (z, €) € C? near (0,0) (with Re(e) > 0).

Proof. Let K be a compact of C*. Then by the two previous lemmas, we have

—0(e) fe@)— fe(§+(6)))
2=0He) fe@)— et ()
1 im n? 1 im n?
=——log[1—-—e—5e*+ 0(?)) + —log|1- - 2+ 0(?)) -
— og( € 52¢ + O(e ))+in og( f(z)e 2f(z)26 + O0(€”)
=& 1 0(3) = edo(2) + O(d).
z  f(2)
Here the constant in the O still depends on K C C* Let ¢c(z) := (A(e,z) — €Ag(2))/€3.
Proposition 5.5, ¢, is holomorphic on D(0,r). We have proved that for all compact K C C*, for
all z € K, and for all small € # 0 with Re(¢) > 0, we have |¢p¢(z)| < Cg. By taking K = {|Z| = %r}
we therefore obtain the same estimate |¢.(z)| < Cg for all |z| < %r because of the maximum modulus
principle. This gives the desired uniformity. O

Ale, z) = € og(

Lemma 5.9. If {E(e) = £Zie + cpe? +cFe3 + O(e*) and f(z) =z + 22 + 23 + bz* + O(2°), then

—3bm3 4213 + 12com + 12i(c3 —c;r)
127 ’

Proof. By repeating the computations from Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7 with one additional order of significance,

Co =

one obtains

; —_ .+
ﬂ:l_ze_ﬁeu(%—% ’”C2+—3)e3+0(e3)
zZ

—¢(e) z 222 z2 473
fe@) =~ felgHe) _ in x> (m3 G-t imep | ixd )3 oot
fo-fc@ e e aret e e Tirne ) o)

Plugging these two equations into the formula for A(e, z), and using the power series expansions of
1/ f(z)/ for j =1,...,3, one notices again that all terms involving negative powers of z cancel, either
by the argument used in the proof of the previous proposition, or by lengthy computations using

=1
T8 4
Summing the terms that do not depend on z gives the desired result. O
Lemma 5.10. We have . . 5
+:_—:i{i ZL_MT_Z)
R 6" 64 16 4

We will omit the proof, which is a long but direct computation, starting from the functional equation
fe0lE () = &F 0 3(€) and identifying coefficients in powers of €.
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In particular, it follows that

. br? 1  TIn? br? 1 572 3
Co=—" g+ 5+ (5 T3 )
—bn? 1372 3 1
= % 96 “g2 w1

5B. Convergence result. For the rest of Section 5 we fix a compact subset K x K’ C By x Bg and a
point (zg, wg) € K x K’. Moreover we assume that 7 is sufficiently large so that g”2 (K'") is contained in
a petal P from Proposition 4.1. Unless otherwise stated, all the constants appearing in estimates depend
only on the compact K x K’, but not on the point (zg, wo) nor the integer n.

Let fj(z):= f(z) + ”Tzwnz_,_j, where w2 ; = g”2+j(wg). Letz; := fjo fi—10---0 fi(zo). Let
Fm,p:=fmo---o fpy1,andlete; := /w2 ;.

The strategy of the proof of Theorem 5.33 is as follows: we will use approximate Fatou coordinates ¢;,/ ©
and prove that on some appropriate domains ¢,L1/ ¢ converges locally uniformly to d)}/ ¢ (with a known error
term of order 1/n). Moreover, we will compute ¢;,(z9) and ¢2 (z2,+1), again at a precision of order 1/n.
This will allow us to compare accurately 22,41 and L¢(zo) = (d)}’)_l o ¢J‘, (zo). This approach differs
from [Astorg et al. 2016] in that approximate Fatou coordinates in that work were only used at small
scale near 0, while here they are defined on a whole petal: this simplifies the comparison with the actual
Fatou coordinates (]5} °. The approach used here is strongly inspired by [Bedford et al. 2017].

Definition 5.11. Let N
i 1 (T (ej)—z;
zilo._ oz )y = ~og 2S5 4
=Y @) = e e
Observe that by definition of A(e, z),

A 2) = Zjp = Zj =€ (14)

Proposition 5.12. We have
t/o _ € 1
wch——5+0(7)

n

Proof. This follows from computations similar to those appearing in the proof of Proposition 5.5 (recall
as well that €; = O(1/n)). |

We now introduce approximate incoming Fatou coordinates:

Definition 5.13. Let
1 1
¢y (20) ' = —Zp—— E €.

€n €n “
j=
Let D be the disk of radius %|§+(e) — ¢~ (¢)| centered at %(é“"(e) 4+ ¢ (¢€)). Let S(e, r) be the union
of the two disks of radius r that both contain the points ¢ ¥ (¢), ™ (¢) on their boundary. Here r will be
a sufficiently small number, to be fixed in the paragraph before Lemma 5.14. The definition of S(e, r) of
course only makes sense when the distance between ¢ T (€) and £ (€) is less than 2, which once r is fixed

will be satisfied for € sufficiently small. We note that the choice of r will depend on the map f, but not on €.
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é—+

—5 log(w)
ab=a ~1 YT 1 ~ 1
—

Figure 1. The sets D C S(€,r) and their images under V.

D

The line L. through {*(€) and {™(€) cuts the complex plane into the left half-plane H! and the
right half-plane H?. We define SY%(e, r) 1= S(e, r) N Hé/o. The map v, maps the disk D¢ to the strip
[%, %] x iR. The image of S'(e, r) is bounded by two vertical lines, intersecting the real line in a point of
the form 0 + O(¢) and in the point 1; see Figure 1. In particular we can find 0 < o < 8 such that

[Be, 1] x iR C Y. (S'(e, 1)) C e, 1] x iR

for all €. We define S*(0,r) := D(—r, r).

Recall that A(e, ) is analytic on a small disk D(0, R) centered at the origin. Moreover there exists
R > 0 such that |A(e, 2)| < ﬁ|e| for all z € D(0, R) and € in the petal Ps defined in Section 4. By taking
smaller R if necessary we my assume that f is 1-Lipschitz on D(—R, R).

Now let us assume that r < R is sufficiently small so that S(e, ) C D(0, R) for all € > 0, and note
that for every compact set K C By there exist n’, ¢’ > 0 so that f"(K) C S'(e,r) ND(—R, R) for all
n>n’" and all € > €. We now fix this r.

Lemma 5.14. Let K x K' C By x By be a compact set. There exist ng,mg > 0 such that for all
(zo,wo) € K x K" and all n > ny we have

(1) zj € S'(€j, r)U D, forallmo < j <n—1,

(2) zj €D, forall3n < j <n—1,

(3) If z € S(ek.r) forallmo <k < j, then [Im(y¢,  (z;4+1))] <1,
where € 1= W,z =1/n+ 0(j/n3).

Proof. There exists mg > 0 so that f™°(K) C S*(0,r). Let no be sufficiently large so that for all
(zo, wo) € K x K’ we have:

(1) Blemo| < Re(‘/fémo (Zmy)) < %
(i) |Im(WémO (Zmo))| < %
(iii) |ej| <2Re(e;) < Rfor0<j <2n+1.

Indeed, (i) and (ii) follow from the equality ¥'(z) = —€/z + O(€>) and (iii) follows from the fact that
€ =1/n+0(j/ n3). Note that the constants in O depend only on the compact K x K’ and not on 7 or j .
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Recall that by our assumption S‘(¢j,r) C D(0, R) for all j and that |A(e;, z)| < %|ej| for all
z € D(0, R). By (i) we have z,,, € S'(€m,.r) and observe that for z; € S*(¢;, r) we have

5 7
SRe(e)) <Re(W,,, (741) — VL, (2)) < L Re(e)).
It follows that

Jj—1 J—1
Blemol +2 Y Re(ex) <Re(yl,(z)) < ¢+ 7 ) Relep). (1)

k=mg k=mg

and since Re(eg) = 1/n + O(k/n3) we have

Blemol < Re(wt, (z)) < 3

for all mg < j <n—1 as long as n is sufficiently large. This proves (1).
For (2) observe that

1 5

for all %n < j <n—1 aslong as n is sufficiently large.
Finally for (3) observe that (15) implies that z € S(eg, r) for all 0 < k < j can only hold for some
J <3n. By (ii) and (iii) we have

Im(e/) — £ Re(e)) < Im(¥L ., (zj+1) = ¥, (7)) < Im(e)) + £ Re(e;)
for z; € S'(¢;,r); hence
j—1 j—1
_% + Y Im(e) - é Re(er) < Im(Yr, (7)) < % + ) Im(e) + éRe(ek).
k=moq k=mo
Since Im(ex) = O(k/n3) we can conclude that (3) holds as long as 7 is sufficiently large. O

Lemma 5.15. For 0 < j <n—1 we have
ity —of
zj— f'(z0) =0 el b

Proof. Let mg be as in Lemma 5.14. Since mg is independent from 7 it is easy to see that for all

: 72 I j
Zj—f/(zo) = T Z(€i+0(n—3)) = O(n—z)

k=0

Let Ve :={z € S'(e,r) : [Im(y{(2))| < 1} and observe that Ve\ D C D(—R, R) for all sufficiently
small €. Since by our assumption f is 1-Lipschitz on D(—R, R), it follows by (1) in Lemma 5.14 that

0 < j <mg we have
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forall mo < j < %n we have

2

i P v
|zj = £/ o)l < |zj—1 — [/ (z0) | + Tez_l

7% 72 1 1 j
<|zmg — f™(z0)| + TZ Z(n_2+0(n_3)):0(n_2)'

=mg k=0

Finally for %n <j <n—1, by item (2) of Lemma 5.14, we have z; € D, and in particular z; = O(1/n).

It follows that - )
~Hen=0(r.)=0(%)
n'j n

where the last equality follows from the fact that %n <j<n-1 O
Lemma 5.16. We have

A logn

™ Ao(e)) - Ao(F o) = 6-1) 3 22— 1o )2+0( )

Jj=0 j=0

Proof. Recall that f(z) =z 4+ z2 4+ z3 4+ bz* + O(z°) and Ag(z) = —1/ f(2) + 1/z — 1. An elementary
computation gives Ag(0) = Ay(0) =0 and Aj(0) =2(b—1).
To simplify the notation, let y; := f J(z9). We have

Ao(zj) — Ao(yj) = Ag(yj)(zj — ¥j) + 2 A5z — vj)* + O((zj — ¥j)?)
= (9, 45(0) + O(Y))(zj — yj) + 5(A5(0) + O () (zj — yi)* + O((z; — y)).

By Lemma 5.15 we have z; — y; = O(j/n?); hence
" 1jJj?
Ao(zj) = Ao(yj) = y; A (0)(z; — y;) + 345 (0)(z — y;)* + O 2 n—4 6
— 2 1 J
=(b=1Qyj—y)+E )+ 0|~ 5.5

jn né
L
_ 2 2
= (-1 - )+ o(—jnz,n—4,n—6).

ZAO(Z]) AO(yJ)—(b—l)ZZ ) +0(logn) -

Jj=0 j=0

It follows that

Lemma 5.17. For0<j <n—1, let

J—1 J—=
yii=Jj+> Ao(f*(0) and xj:= e+ Alex.zp). (16)

k=0 k=0

. .2 . 1
vy=21o(L)=L+o0(-)
n n3 n n

Then
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In particular, there exists k € N independent from n such that forallk < j <n—k
™
o = cot| —x;
J >N

Proof. According to Lemma 5.15, for 0 < j <n —1 we have that z; — f7(z0) = O(j/n?). In particular,
zj = O(1). By Proposition 5.8, we have for every 0 <k <n—1

is well-defined and strictly positive.

1
Alek, zx) = ex Ao(zk) + O(€}, zxe}) = ex Ao(zx) + O(n—3) (17)

(indeed, by Lemma 5.15, zx = f¥(zo) + O(k/n?), so in particular zz = O(1)). By Lemma 5.2,
€x = 1/n+ O(k/n3); hence

= U k
Xj = Z € + A(eg, z) = Z p + ;Ao(zk) + O(n_3)
k=0 k=0

. Jj—1 k
L IS e + o(n—z, 0P o))zt — fk<zO)))

k=0
. Jj—1 22
Jj 1 k k1 k Vi J
==+4— A ol -, - = )==+0|=).
T L Ao+ (n2 e
Since y; = j + O(1), we also have
V—J=i+0(—).
non n

Finally, the last assertion follows from the preceding equality and the fact that, for x € (0, %) cot(x)>0. O

Lemma 5.18. Let

2 b4 x2 —u(x)? 2n
We have
v; —B?

1 1
V767 nz jn?

vi—B 2} /nh)—u(x)?

viB2  nt u(x)?(y/n?)

Now recall that by Lemma 5.17, y; /n = x; + O(j2/n?), so that )/].2/112 = sz + 0(j3/n*). So

Proof. We have

vi—B 1 -u)?+ 00 Y 1 x5 -ux)? ( j3 )
y2B2 2 u(x?)(xF+0(3/n%)  n?u(x?)(x? + 0(j3/n*))

2 )2
xiu(xy) no
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and note that

1 1 4
2o 0(—4) = 0(”-—4)-
xju(x]) X; J

Therefore
B 1 o)’ o(L)
B2 nZu)(2 + 03 /%) | \jn?
I X2 —u(x))? o ! )
2 u(2)x2(1+ 03/ (n*x2)y) - \jn?

D(x;) ' 1
-2(se0(4) o[

_ D(xy) 1
=5 vo(5a)

65

Note that in the last line, we used the fact that ® has only removable singularities at x = 0 and x = 1, so

that ®(x;) = O(1).

Proposition 5.19. There exists a universal constant Cy € R such that

. . Ci(b—1 1
3 o) = o1 €)= 0D o(<E).

More precisely, Cy 1= fol d(x)dx = %(4— 2).

Proof. We have, for0 < j <n—1,
_ T T 1
Zj = WEJI(Z;) = _Z COt(EZJL-) + O(n—z)
j—1

th- = Z(L) + Z €x + Aleg, zx).
k=0

and

|

Recalling the notation x; := Zi;}) € + A(eg. zx) and orj := cot((7r/2)x;) from Lemma 5.17, and using

the trigonometric formula
cotacoth — 1

cot(la +b) = ————,
( ) cota + coth

we therefore obtain

. cot((w/2)Zy)a; — 1 0 1
77 2 aj +cot((/2)Z8) + (ﬁ)

Let k be as in Lemma 5.17, so that ; > 0 for k < j <n —k. We have

T 2n 1
tl =Zy)=—— ol-|,
o(3%)=—20+0(5)

(13)
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o _1 COt((JT/Z)Z(L))O[j i . Zo0; (i)
= 2n aj +cot((w/2)Zg) * 0(712) N aj —zo(2n/m) +0 n2 )’ (19)

so that

Finally, with B; :=2n/(ma; ), we get

1 1
o= O =

On the other hand, from the definition of Ag it follows that Z,jc;i) Ao(fR(z0)) =1/20—1/ 17 (z0)— J,
which we may rewrite as

. 1
fj (z0) = —m- (21)
Therefore
; Bi—vi 1
o f — _
) = e AT T +0(n2)' 22)

Now note that j = O(f;); indeed,

b oo (e _o(1)

Therefore
1 1

(—1/z0+v))(=1/20+B)) _ (y; + O())(B; + O(1))

1 1 1
= = 0 .
viBi+0B) v (y}ﬂj)

Thus, setting y; := f1(z0),
zj = yi =z =) +))

_(Bi—vi O(ﬁj —Vj))(_ﬁj + O(ﬁj +J/j))

( B v7B; B v7B;

2_ g2 2_ 2
= ij lfj +O(ﬂ]2 ZJ)
Biv; Biv;

1 1
= —®(x;)+ 0| — | byLemma5.18.
n2 in2

Therefore by Lemma 5.16,

n—1 n—1
3 A0(z)) — Ao(y)) = (bn‘z1 )3 @(xj)) i o(lffz”
j=0

Jj=0

)

-1 ! 1
:—b dD(x)dx—i—O(ngn).
n 0 n
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In the last equality, we recognize a Riemann sum with subdivision (x;)o<;<n—1. Finally, we have

1 z T 2
5 [t ===y =1
/OCD(x)dx—Z/O cot“ ¢ tzdt_ > cott +t|" =1 1 |

5B1. Incoming part. The following error estimate is one of the two crucial estimates that we will obtain
in this section: it measures accurately how close ¢, is to the incoming Fatou coordinate ¢}. This estimate
differs from those obtained in [Astorg et al. 2016] in that we compare ¢;, with (/5]‘, on a definite region
of By (independent from n), instead of comparing the two at small scale near the origin, compare with
[Astorg et al. 2016, Property 1, p. 10]. Moreover, the point of Proposition 5.20 is to push the precision of
the estimate further and obtain the first error term E*(z¢)/n, which cannot be easily obtained from the
computations in [Astorg et al. 2016].

Proposition 5.20. We have

#hz0) = 4 (o) + 200 (bg”),

n2
where E*(z) := Co + (C1 — 1)(b— 1) + 2¢'(z0).
Proof. Recall that by definition,

n—1
qﬁ}(z)— lim L —n = lim —l-f—ZAo(f](Z))

Similarly, we have

n—1
ZA(G/’ZJ)—Z 1T j 6./22;1_26_261"
=0

and thus
¢ (20) = ———Z@——+—Zﬂ%m
Therefore
$n(20) — ¢y (20) = E1 + Ez + E3, (23)
where
Zf, 1
Ei=—+—,

= — ZA(GJ,Z])—ZAo(fJ(ZO))

Jj=0

—Zme»
j=n

We will now estimate each of the error terms E; separately. For j € N, we set y; := f I (20).

1 1
Ey=- o= ).
! 2nzg + (nz)

Lemma 5.21. We have
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Proof of lemma. We have

zv 1 € .
= e (z0) = — ] (by Proposition 5.12)
€ €n €n
1 2 o 1
__ 1 n2+n+00 colL
o\ n2+0(1) n?
1 1
- __ _ — O
Zo 2nzo n2
Lemma 5.22. We have
1/ 1 logn
Ey=— ( + ¢f(20)+Co+C1(b—1))+0( £ )
229 n?

Proof of lemma. Recall that we have

A(e, z) = €Ag(2) + Coe® + O(z€>, €%),

so that
1 n—1 n—1
E; = E— Z Alejzp) =) Ao(y))
n—1
:—ZEJAo(Z])-i-COG +0( )_GnAO(Yj)-
" j=0 "
Therefore
n—1 : n—1 63 -
Ey = (Z L Ao(z)) —Ao()’j)) + ( Co-L + 0(_/2))
— €n ; €n n
Jj=0 7=0
and

SCE;+O & —C§1+0 L) =Gy o loen
Jj=0 Ve nt) szon2 n2j) = n n? )

On the other hand, we have

n—1 n—1 ) n—1
> §—1A0<z,-) — Ao(y)) = Z(j—f - I)Ao(Zj) + ) Ao(zj) = Ao(y))- (24)
j=0"" j=0 " j=0

Now note that

n—1 n—1

. n—1 .
Z(? )Ao(Z;) _ Z(:_j, _ I)A()(yj) + XE)C—; - 1)(A0(Zj)_A0(yj))’
=

j=0 " j=0
1
1=0(53)

and that

n—1

> (£ 1) ctotz - 4000

j=0 "

< max
jnl
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by Lemma 5.2 and Proposition 5.19. Another consequence of Lemma 5.2 is that

& =i(1—i+0(l)). (25)
€n 2n n n

Therefore, by (24), (25) and Proposition 5.19,

n! € Ci1(b logn

ZE—AO(Zj)—AO()’j):T —ZAO()’/)-FO
j=0""
Cy(b—1 1/Zo+¢ (zo) ]
) o)
n 2n n
Therefore, as announced, we have
1/ 1 1
Er, =— ( + ¢f(20)+Co+C1(b—1))+0(Ogn)- u

220 n2

Lemma 5.23. We have

Proof. By explicit computations, Ag(z) = (b — 1)z2 + O(z3), so that Ag(y;) = (b—1)j 2+ 0(j 73).
Therefore

Ez=(1-b))Y j>4+0(7?

Jj=n

and o
*®d 1
Sl [ )-o(3)
= n X n
Similarly,
> _5 ®dx 1
LT~ T
j=n
so that E3 = (1 —b)/n+ O(1/n?). ]

Finally, putting together the three preceding lemmas, the proof of Proposition 5.20 is finished. O

5B2. Outgoing part. We will now work to obtain estimates for the outgoing part of the orbit, that is, for
n < j <2n+ 1. The method is largely similar to the incoming case. Recall that the estimates we obtain
only depend on the chosen compact set K C By.

We will first need a rough preliminary estimate on the boundedness of z3,41. Of course, by [Astorg
et al. 2016], we know that z,, 41 converges to £(zg), and we could deduce this preliminary estimate
from there. However, we prefer to present here a direct argument, so that the proof of Theorem 5.33
remains self-contained.

Proposition 5.24. There exists k € N (independent from n) such that z, 1y belongs to a repelling
petal D(r, r) for f. In particular, zrp+1 = O(1).
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Proof. Recall that by Proposition 5.20, we have that

7t 1 n—1
B (z) 1= 2= — " €; = ¢'(z0) + (1) = O(1).
€n €n =0
In particular,
n—1 1
ZL = (2(:)6,-) +O0(en) =1+ 0(;)
J=

and therefore Z? = —1+ O(1/n).
Let R, denote the rectangle defined by the conditions —1—C /n <Re(Z) <—-3/nand —1 <Im(Z) <1,
where C > 0 is a constant chosen large enough that ZJ € R,. Let

Jni=max{k <2n+1:Z7 € Ry}. (26)
Recall that for j < 2n, we have Z]?H = ZJQ + A(ej, zj), and that by Proposition 5.8, we have
Alek. z) = ex Ao(zg) + O(e3. €3 2x) = O(exzp). (27)
Moreover, for n < j < j,, we have
b4 T 1
7% =_"_cot| =z¢ ol —= ),
T (2 f) i (nz)

and therefore there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all n < j < j,,

C’ 7 _N\|? C
|A(ej,zj)| < PE) COt(EZ;)) = Wa (28)
and thus
Jj—1 C Jj—1 1
o o
zj—zn—kzek EF;W' (29)
=n =n

From (29), we can prove inductively on j that, forn < j < j,,

(»)
=0l -
n
and hence j, =2n + O(1).
Let r > 0 be small enough such that D(r, ) is a repelling petal for f. By the argument above and the
definition of R,, we have that ZJ’.’n = O(1/n), so that

b4 T, 1 1
Zant1—k = T 5 COW 5 Loy 11k +0 n2) "kt o)

Therefore, we can find some k bounded independently from n such that z5, 1 € D(r, r). O

j—1

Z0-Z5-) e
k=n

We now introduce approximate outgoing Fatou coordinates:
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Definition 5.25. Forn <m <2n +1, let

70 1 m—1
G0 (zm) = 2L+ — Zej.
€n € -
j=n
Lemma 5.26. We have
Zy 1
¢n(2m) _——Z A(ej,zj).

€n i=n

Proof. We have

m—1
ZA(GJ’ZJ)— Z T2l =220 ) ¢
j=n
so that

70 1 m—1 70

;ﬁ+:§:q PO (zm) = —ﬂ——E:M@@) O

n n .

j=n

Proposition 5.27. Let k € N be the integer from Proposition 5.24. Let Yop+1—k ‘= Zap+1—k and
Vant1 = [¥ans1op). Forn < j <2n we define

yj = fTET=D (10,

where f~is the local inverse of f fixing 0: f~1(z) =z —2z2 423 —bz* + 0(z°). We have

2n
ZAO(Zj)—AO(yJ-) = @ n O(logn)‘

; n?
J=n

Proof. The proof mirrors the incoming case, so we will only sketch it and leave the details to the reader.
Recall that y2,41 = O(1) by Proposition 5.24 and that z;, 4 belongs to a repelling petal for f for
some k € N independent from 7, so that the (y;)n<;<2n+1 are well-defined.

By a straightforward adaptation of Lemma 5.15,

41—
oy =027

forn < j <2n+1. More precisely, this applies for n < j <2n+1—k; but it is clear from the definition of
the y; that for 2n +1—k < j <2n+1 we have z; — y; = O(1/n?). Therefore the proof of Lemma 5.16
can be repeated to yield that

5™ Aoz — Aol = (1) 3 22— y3 +0(1°g”) (30)

Jj=n Jj=n
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Next, we have, forn < j <2n,
= W) ZH =) (22n+1 Zek+A<ek Zk>)

Z €k +A(6k,2k)) + 0( )

T
— T ot L2z
=J

Through computations similar to those appearing in the proof of Proposition 5.19, we deduce that

1 1
Z-=——+O( ) (€2))
/ —1/z2n4+1—Bj n?
with
2n
2 2
Bj = ?n tan(%xj) = ?n tan(% Z €r + A(eg, Zk)).
k=j
On the other hand,
1
Lo L z Ao(r),
Vi Y2n+1 —
from which it follows that
1
Vi =T o
! —1/Yan+1—Yyj

with y; 1= Z,%": j Ao(y;). Then, again, similar computations show that

1 1
2.2
-y =—=®(x;)+ 0| ———— |,
Y= )+ (n2(2n—|—l—j))
and x; = (2n —j 4+ O(1))/n for n < j < 2n. Therefore, we finally obtain
logn Ci(b—1 logn
S Aoz Ao(m——/ ewx+o(5) = AC=D o(2E1). o

n n2
] =n

In what follows, a slight technical complication comes from the fact that the expected endpoint of
the orbit, z2, 41, needs not lie in a small enough repelling petal in which ¢j‘ﬁ is well-defined. In order to
overcome this issue, we stop a few iterations short and work instead with z,, 4.

We now come to the main proposition of this subsection:

Proposition 5.28. We have

E°Ganti-) O(logn),

Pp (Zon+1-k) = ¢F(Zant1-k) + " 2

where E°(z) = —%qﬁ}’ (z) —Co—(C1 —1)(b—1).
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Proof. We proceed similarly to the proof of Proposition 5.20. We have, for z in a small enough repelling
petal,

) =—1 =3 Ao(f (), (32)
j=1

where ! is the inverse branch of f fixing 0. With the same notation as in Proposition 5.27, we set

yji= LIt G ).

‘We have
70 - 1 2n—k 1 n—1
2 —
b (Zan41-1)—0F (Fant1-k) = — 5+ + Y ——Alej.z)+ A0+ Y Ao(y))
€n Z2n+1-k . €n P
J=n J=—00
= E1+E>+E3, (33)
where
zZ° 1
Ey = 2n+1—k n ’
€n Z2n+1-k
2n—k
E, = Z _;A(fj»zj) +A0(yj)’ (34)
j=n
n—1
Es= Y Ao(y)).
Jj=—00

Lemma 5.29. We have

1 1 1
Er=-—+0().
N2z 41—k n

Proof of the lemma. By Proposition 5.12, we have

€2nt1—k 1
R SN
Z2n+1-k n

so that

I ewis | 1
El = - + 0 -
Z2n+1-k €n Z2n+1—k n

1 2 o(1 1
- (oY L o(L)
Zant1-k n%+2n+ 0(1) n

N O
T n2nupk o \n2)’
Lemma 5.30. We have
1 1 1 logn
Ey=—-—————=¢% x)—Co—C1(b—1 0] .
2 n( e @7 (Z2nt1-k) = Co = Cul ))+ ( 12 )
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Proof of the lemma. We have

2n—k 1
Ex= ) Ao(yj) = —Alej.2)
j=n "
2n—k € 2n—k
= ( Z Ao(y)) — éAo(zJ')) — ( Z Coej + O(zj€; )
j=n j=n
As before, we have
2n—k
o Z Coe; + O(zje5) = — + O(n_z)
j=n
On the other hand, we have
2n—k : 2n—k : 2n—k
> Ao()’j)—e—]Ao(Zj) =3 (1 _E_])AO(ZJ)+ > Ao(y)) — Ao(z)).
j=n " Jj=n " j=n
Now note that
2n—k i 2n—k i 2n—k i
) (1——’)Ao<z,-) = (1——J)AO(YJ') s (1——’)(Ao<z,-)—Ao(yj)),
: €n : €n : €n
J=n J=n Jj=n
and that
2n—k : : 2n—k 1
1— =L )(4o(z;)) = Ao(¥;))| < 1—-L|. An(z:)— Ao(v:)| = O —
) (1= Z) oz = oty = _max [1-2 3 Hotep) = 4005 ()

by Proposition 5.27. Therefore, as in the proof of Proposition 5.20,

2n—k 2n—k
€; cCi(b-1 1 logn
3 Ao — L Aoz =L S Aoy + O
4 €n n 2n - n
Jj=n j=n
1 1 logn
=—(Ci(b—-1 ~° _ 0]
n( 1(b—1+ e + 597 (Zan41 k)) + ( 2 )
from which the lemma follows. O

Lemma 5.31. We have

E3 = bn;l +0 (niz)
Proof of the lemma. The proof is the same as in the incoming case: it follows from the fact that
Ao(y) = (b—1)y*+ O0(y?) and

1 1
e o) . (|
V=T ((2n—j)2)

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.28. O
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5B3. Conclusion.
Proposition 5.32. We have

1 (& 11 1
L(Z9)-) == (Grorm) +o(5)

2n

ZZnEJ':Z __

iz izo Vn? 4 j + ¢g (wo) +o0(1)
2n . L
1 w 1
:Z— 1—L—¢g( 0)—I-o —
L p 2n? 2n2 n2
Jj=0
1 ¢§(wo)
=2 + = n2 ( ) 21’13 Z J
1 ¢fg(wo) 1 1 2n(2n—|—1)
+ n2 n2 ] 2n3
$L(wo) 1 !
7 o2 o2
n 2n
On the other hand

i=\/nz+n+0(1)=n(1+i+0(ni2))=n+%+0(%),

Proof. We have

€n 2n
and therefore .
1 z ¢y (wo) 1 1 1 1
L(29)2) = (" a5+ 0())
(1 1
:—;(E +¢g(lU0))+0(n—2). |

We are now finally ready to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 5.33 (Lavaurs’ theorem with an error estimate). Let K C By X Bg be a compact set. For all
(zo, wo) € K and all sufficiently large n we have

h(zg, w logn
Zan+1 = Ly (20) + (On 0)+0( ngz )

where ,

f
@) @)

is holomorphic on By x Bg and the constant in O((log n)/n?) is independent of the point (zg, wo) and

hiz,w) =

(2Co +2(C1 —1)(b—1) = £ + ¢4 (2) — ¢ (w))

the integer n.

Proof. We have, by definition
2n—k 2n—k 2n—k

1 1
Memnn = Zot Y g = Z S Z .
n

€
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and therefore

E°(zan41-k) E'(zo) $pwo)+3 1 & logn
o Y
¢f(22n+1—k)+#_¢f(20)+ PR . —; . Z €+ 0 2 )
j=2n—k
by Propositions 5.20, 5.28 and 5.32.
On the other hand, we have

: i : k2 1 0(L)) oy Lemmaso)

— € = ——k— — emma 5.

€n 77T 1/n—1/2n%) + 0(1/n3) 2n3 n3 y

j=2n—k
1 1 k 1
=({1+—+0 ——+0(—=
(550 (=5 +0(2)
k 1
=k——+0|—=).
2n + (nz)
Therefore
E°(zopg1-k) — vk E'(zo) g (wo)+ 1 logn
¢F(Zans1-k) +k + . 2 = ¢ (20) + - 2 +0( 3 )
n n n n

Recall that the outgoing Fatou coordinate ¢]‘Z has a well-defined inverse ¥y : C — C satisfying the
functional equation ¥y (Z + 1) = f oy (Z). Observe that since k = O(1), we have

1 1
Vr (@7 (anp1—k) +K) = ¥ om0 + O(n_z) = Zon+1+ O(n_z)

Therefore, composing on both sides by ¥ and setting E°(z2n+1) := E°(Zap41-k) — %k, we get

E'(z0) — E°(z2n+1) — ——¢g(w0) 0(10gn))

n n2

Zont1 = (99)7) (¢}(Zo) +

n2

’ E! E°(z2n 2 1
— Ly (z0) + (D7) (¢}(Zo))( (zo) — E°(z2n41) — ¢g(wo)) N 0( ogn)

L} (20) (E(Zo) E°(zan41) — ¢g(wo)) O(IOgn)
(¢5)(20) n2 )

In particular, we have proved that z3,41 = L¢(29) + O(1/n). From there, we deduce that

n

= Lr(z0) + "

1
97 (Zan+1-k) +k =7 (z0) + 0(;)

Plugging this into the expression for E°(z2,+1), we finally obtain
1 Ly (20)
<¢f) (z0)

Zant1 = L5 (20) + — 5~ (2C0 +2(C1 = (b= 1) = 3 + ¢ (20) — ¢g<wo))+0(k;gn). O
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5C. Choice of index. Assume that zg is a Siegel fixed point for the Lavaurs map Ly, and let A be its
multiplier. Denote by «;, the index from Theorem 2.2: it is given by the formula

_ 2b2C0 C1
Kzo = MI——M + PR
with 2b2 = ,C}/‘(ZO), co = h(ZO)7 c1 = h,(ZO), and
E}(z) 1 L L
Gy 20O DO =D =5 +45() =y (o)) (35)

The function # is the error term computed in the previous section.

h(z) =

A straightforward computation gives us that

o 14 C + ¢ (20) — pg(wo) (ﬁ}(Zo)(qﬁ})'(Zo) Yz )) -
o (CATENE E
for some universal constant C € R.
Observe that Re(k,) is independent from wy if and only if
L7(20)(¢7) (z0)
f S/ PRV _
ion ¢ o =0 (37)

If condition (37) is satisfied, then «x,, = 1, and accordingly, Theorem 2.2 implies that there are no
wandering domains for P converging to the bi-infinite orbit of (zg, 0), since we are then in the expulsion
scenario of the trichotomy.

On the other hand, if the equality (37) is not satisfied, then wq > k,(wo) is a nonconstant holomorphic
function (defined on the parabolic basin Bg) of the form wg — a(p;’, (wo) + b, with a, b € C (independent
from wo) and a # 0. Therefore, the condition for Re(kz,(wo)) to be negative is equivalent to ¢ (wo)
belonging to some half-plane, but ¢2, (Bg) contains a domain of the form

U:={WeC:Re(W)>R—k[Im(W)|}

for some R > 0 and k € (0, 1); see, e.g., [Shishikura 2000, Proposition 2.2.1, p. 330]. Since U intersects
any open half-plane, if condition (37) is not satisfied, then there exists some open subset Uy C U for
which Re(kz,(wp)) < 0, and so by Theorem 2.2 there is a wandering domain accumulating on (zg, 0).

6. A Lavaurs map with a Siegel disk

The goal of this section is to construct a polynomial f of the form f(z) =z + z2 + z3 + O(z*), whose
Lavaurs map has a Siegel fixed point with Diophantine multiplier A, which does not satisfy equality (37).
The outline of the argument is as follows:

» We start by finding a degree-7 real polynomial whose Lavaurs map has a superattracting fixed point,
and for which a suitable reformulation of (37) does not hold.
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e We perturb that polynomial to get an attracting but not superattracting fixed point, in a way that
equality (37) still does not hold.

e We apply quasiconformal surgery to get a multiplier arbitrarily close to 1.

e We show that in the limit, we get a polynomial whose Lavaurs map has a parabolic fixed point that
does not exit the parabolic basin.

e We perturb that last polynomial to get a Siegel fixed point, leaving the family of real polynomials;
we prove that condition (37) does not hold for that last polynomial.

Recall that in [Astorg et al. 2016], there are two constructions of a Lavaurs map with an attracting
fixed point. One is based on a residue computation near infinity in the Ecalle cylinder and makes use of
the fact that in the family f,(z) := z + z2 + az3, the multiplier of the horn map e, of f, at the ends of
the Ecalle cylinder is a nonconstant holomorphic function of a. This method cannot be used in a family
of polynomials of the form f(z) = z + z2 4 z3 + O(z*), where those fixed points for the horn map are
persistently parabolic. This is why we adapt the second strategy for the first two steps described above.

Remark. From now on we will be using slightly different notation than in previous sections. Namely
we will drop the subscript f from the Fatou coordinates and the Lavaurs map in order to have space for
other indexes in the subscript. It will be clear from the context to which function the Fatou coordinates or
Lavaurs maps correspond.

Let ¢* be the incoming Fatou coordinate, and 1 the outgoing Fatou parametrization. Recall that
the Lavaurs map is given by £ = ¢° o ¢' : By — C, the lifted horn map is £ = ¢* o y? : V — C, with
V C C containing {Z : [Im(Z)| > R} for R large enough. We have £Eo¢' = @' oL, and £(Z + 1) =

2inZ e obtain

E(Z) + 1, so € descends to a self-map of C/Z. Conjugating by the isomorphism Z > e
amap e : U —{0,00} — C*, where U is an open set containing 0 and co. The map extends to U, and
fixes 0 and co. Since we consider polynomials with f(z) = z + z2 + z3 + O(z*), both of those fixed

points have multiplier 1.

6A. Construction a polynomial. Let f(z) =z + z? + O(z3) be a polynomial and ¢ = £({) a fixed point
of its Lavaurs map, with multiplier A.

Definition 6.1. If A ¢ {0, 1} we say that the pair ( f, ¢) is degenerate if and only if
L") (9" (©)

D — gy = (38)
Lemma 6.2. We have
OGO A GV EOGVE .,
EVASNE (¢)(c)—1_k[ o +(¢)(c)] (39)

Proof. Since £ = {° o ¢* we obtain

Li(z) =) (9'(2)9' (),
L"(z) = ¥ (2)¢"()* + 1) (9" (2))(¢")" 2).
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Recalling that £'(¢) = A it follows that
P _
A (W) (9'(0))

L"©)$' Q) _ @)@ 6@ ©)?
A (¥°) (¢'(2))

and so

@Y.
It follows that
OB o I[WWW%MMﬁF
A1) =il G@Q)
WY @OGVE? A
= T U=heyeo) O
_ A FWV@@D@W@
2l @@ Q)2

For the rest of the paper we shall set

+wW@ﬂ—WV©

+ (¢‘)”(§)]- 0

()" (9"(§)(9") ()
(Y)Y (¢4(8))?
where ¥° and ¢* are the Fatou parametrization and coordinates associated to f. Note that for A ¢ {0, 1}
the pair ( f, ¢) is degenerate if and only if 7( f,{) = 0.
We record here for later use the following lemma:

F(f.0) =

+(@9"(©), (40)

Lemma 6.3. Let f(z) =z +2z2 +az3+ O(z*) and let ¢* denote its incoming Fatou coordinate. Let ¢ be
a critical point in the parabolic basin of f. Then we have (¢')” (c) = 0 if and only if either c is multiple
critical point of f, or if the orbit of ¢ meets another critical point of f.

Proof. The sequence of functions

Pn(z) 1= — —n—(1—a)logn

1
/")

converges locally uniformly on the parabolic basin to
L R :
#'(2) = lim_ $n(2).
Therefore (¢')”(c) equals lim,—00 ¢/ (c). Moreover, ¢/, (z) = (f")'(z)/[f"(z)]? and

S d UMY
W)= e [P
UMY O OP =2 P £ )
TR0k
VRN = TIO))
=l OT mor

_ UM
TRGE
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For the third and fourth equalities we used the fact that f’(c) = 0. Since ¢ is in the parabolic basin
of f, we have [ f"(c)]? ~ 1/n2. Moreover, for k > ko with ko large enough, f’(f¥(c)) # 0 and

2 log k 2 logk
k .
/e =1 k O( k2 )_eXp(_%+O(k_2))'
Therefore

n—1 n—1
1k — 2 logk'\\ _ exp(O(1))
kl;[()f Ve _kgoeXp( k +0( k2 )) a2
In particular,

ko L (f5(0))

M rop T
s0 (¢)"(¢) = 0 if and only if f”(c) =0 or (f¥)(¢) = 0, which concludes the proof. O

For ¢ € R, a real polynomial P(z) =z 4+ z% +z3 4+ O(z*) and n > deg P odd, let

P'(1) _n
ntn—l :

Ji(z) = P(z) -

Note that f;/(¢) = 0; the choice of this family ensures that we have a marked critical point in R. By £;
we denote the Lavaurs map of phase O for the polynomial f;.

Proposition 6.4. Assume that there exists P,n and too < 0 as above such that:

(1) fi(too) =0.
(2) (d/dt)]i=t, fe (1) <O.
(3) ft., has negative leading coefficient.

(4) There exists x > 0 in the repelling petal of f;._ that escapes to infinity.
Then there is a sequence t, — too such that Ly, (t,) = ty.
Proof. We will rely on the following two claims:
Claim 1. Fort € (too, too + €) with € > 0 small enough, the critical point t is in the parabolic basin of f;.

Proof of the claim. It is enough to show that there is > 0 such that (—r, 0) is in the parabolic basin of f;
for all 7 close enough to 7. Indeed, by (1) and (2), we have that for all r > 0 there exists € > 0 such that
f:(t) € (—r,0) for all # € (o0, too + €). Let

ry:=sup{r >0:forall y € (—r,0), 0 < f;(y)/y < 1}.

For all y € (—r¢,0), we have t < f;(y) < 0; hence y is in the parabolic basin of f;. Finally, t — r; is
continuous and r;__ > 0. |

Claim 2. There exists a sequence ty — too (With 1, > too) such that L; (fn) = f;” (x).
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Proof of the claim. We adapt here the argument from [Astorg et al. 2016]. The desired equality L7 (tn) =
f?” (x) is equivalent to

Y2 0t (i) = Vg (82, (x) +1).

In

In particular, it is enough to find 7, such that ¢; (fn) = ¢? (x) + n. We look for f» under the form

~ o ) 1
th = leo , witho =

n+u Elomy fel©
By the preceding claim, it is in the parabolic basin for n large enough.
We have qb;”n (x) +n=n+¢7 _(x)+o(l) since the map ¢ > ¢7 is continuous. Additionally,

9 (i) = $L (fi, (Ea)) — 1
1
= —1+o0(1) (according to the asymptotic expansion of ¢")

£, ()
=n+u—1+o0().

Therefore, we have reduced the problem to solving the equation u — 1 + o(1) = ¢7 (x) for u € R,
where the o(1) term is a continuous function of u. By the intermediate value theorem there is a solution
u=uy € (g7 _(x),¢7 (x)+2). We can take In =too—a/(n+uy), and since (4, )nen is bounded from
below, the sequence (#,) is well-defined for n large enough and converges to f. O

We now come back to the proof of Proposition 6.4. For n large enough, G; (x) > 0 (by continuity
of the Green’s function G). Therefore £ (tn) = ff: (x) tends to oo, and more precisely, +00 or —oo
depending on the parity of 7, thanks to condition (3). Therefore the continuous function F(¢) := L;(¢) —t
alternates sign between two consecutive 7, so by the intermediate value theorem must have a zero f,
between them. O

Proposition 6.5. Let P(z):=z+2z2+z3 + 2—7324 + 17725, lettoo :=—1andletn :="7. Then P, n and teo
satisfy conditions (1)—(4) in Proposition 6.4.
Proof. Observe that f7__(ts) = 0 and P’(ts) = 1. That second property implies that f;__ has negative

leading coefficient. Therefore, conditions (1) and (3) are satisfied.
Let us check that condition (2) is also satisfied. We have

o =% po-Trn=

t=too

1 t
! P10 = 2P (100) = § + F P (=1) = — 35 <0.

Finally, condition (4) is satisfied for x := 1. Indeed, recall here that if f(z) =) ;_, ak z¥ is a complex

polynomial and
1+ lao|+---+|an—1]|

|an|

then for all |z| > R we have | f(z)| > |z|"/R; hence if an orbit at any point leaves the disk of radius R,

R =max{1,

then it must converge to infinity. Observe that for our polynomial f; , we have R = 68 and that a
straightforward computation yields f;._ (1) = % and | ftio (1)] > 68.
This proves rigorously that x := 1 has unbounded orbit under f;__. O
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Lemma 6.6. For €g > 0 small enough, there exists t > —1 such that the following properties hold for fy:
(1) L¢ has a fixed point x; with multiplier €y # O.
(2) F(ft,xt) #0.

(3) ft has four real critical points, ordered from left to right, c1, ¢2, 3, a4, With t = ¢», and two nonreal
complex conjugate critical points ¢’ and ¢'.

(4) The critical points ¢y and cq4 lie in the basin of infinity; the critical points ¢, and c3 are in the
parabolic basin.

(5) There is a unique repelling fixed point £ € (¢, ¢3), and the intersection of R and the immediate basin
of attraction of 0 is (£,0).

(6) There is a unique y € (€, c2) such that f¢(y) = ca.

Proof. We will find ¢ by taking a perturbation of one of the 7, constructed above, with n¢ large enough.

First, note that properties (3)—(6) hold for

= fteo :zr—>z+22+z3+¥z4+¥zs—#;

we leave the details to the reader; see Figure 2. Therefore, for ng large enough, properties (3)—(6) still
hold for ftno, as these properties are clearly open (in R) near t = fo. To lighten the notation, we let
f = fi,, and ¢z 1= 1y,

We now claim that F is well-defined at ( f, c2), and that F( f; c2) # 0. According to Lemma 6.3, since
f satisfies conditions (3)—(6), we have (¢')”(c) # 0. Indeed, ¢; is a simple critical point of f, and we
claim that the forward orbit of ¢, does not meet any other critical point of f. To see this, note that the
critical point ¢; is simple for f, and real. Since ¢’ and ¢’ are not real, the orbit of ¢, cannot land on
either of them. Since the critical points c¢; and c4 do not belong to the parabolic basin, the orbit of ¢,
cannot land on them either. Finally, since f(c2) > c3, and since f(c2) belongs to a small attracting petal
in which the sequence of iterates (/" (c2))nen is increasing, the orbit of ¢, cannot land on c3 either.

Now that we have proved that (¢')” (c2) # 0, it is sufficient to prove that

)@ €)@ () _,
(¥°) (¢(c2))?
In fact, since (¢")'(c2) = 0, it is suffices to prove that (?)'(¢'(c2)) # 0. Recall that for any Z € C,
(¥°%)(Z) = 0 if and only if there exists n > 1 such that (y°)’(Z — n) is a critical point for f; here,
Z = ¢*(cz) and ¥° o ¢p*(c2) = c2, so we must prove that for all » > 1 and any critical point ¢; of f,
f™(c;i) # c». Since ¢ and ¢4 escape, neither of their orbits can land on ¢5, and since ¢; is not periodic

under f, its own orbit cannot land on itself either. Since c3 is in the immediate parabolic basin, the orbit
(f"™(c3))nen is increasing, and so does not contain ¢, since ¢3 > ¢3.

Finally, it remains to argue that the orbits of the two nonreal critical points ¢’ and ¢’ do not eventually
land on ¢,. To see that it cannot be the case, note that since the horn map e of f has two parabolic
fixed points at 0 and co corresponding to the ends of the Ecalle cylinder, each of those fixed points must
attract singular values of e distinct from themselves; see [Astorg et al. 2016]. The singular values of e are
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Figure 2. The graph of f := f;_ (blue), with the line y = x in red. We have ¢; ~ —2.8,
¢y =—1,c3~—0.4, and c4 & 4. The critical values f(c1) and f(c4) are out of the picture.

the fixed points at 0 and oo, as well as the 7 (c;), where ¢; are the critical points of f in the parabolic
basin and 7(z) = 27 (@) If f"(¢’) = ¢, for some n > 1, then by real symmetry we would also have
f"(¢") = ¢z, and so w(c’) = w(¢") = 7(cz); but then 7 (c3) would be the only nonfixed singular value
of e, which is impossible.

Therefore f has no critical relation, and so (¥?)'(¢*(c2)) # 0, and F(f, ¢2) # 0 as announced.

To summarize, we have proved that for n¢ large enough, the polynomial flno satisfies properties (2)—(6).
Since 15, is a superattracting fixed point of Ly,  but persistently fixed, for €9 > 0 small enough, there exists ¢
close to t,,, such that f; satisfies (1), and by openness, if €q is small enough, f; still satisfies (2)-(6). O

The next step is to use quasiconformal deformations to construct an immersed disk D in parameter
space passing through f;, made of polynomials p,, whose Lavaurs map has an attracting fixed point of
multiplier e2/™%, 1 € H. We purposely use the notation p,, instead of f; to emphasize the fact that except
for f¢, the polynomials p,, do not a priori belong to the family ( f7)er*.

Proposition 6.7. Let p := f; and €g > 0 be as in Lemma 6.6. There exists a holomorphic map ® : H— P5
such that:

(1) ®(ug) = p for some ug € H with e2/7%0 = ¢,

(2) For all u € H, the Lavaurs map of ®(u) =: py, has a fixed point z,, of multiplier '™ € D*, and
U > zy is holomorphic.

(3) All the maps py, are quasiconformally conjugated to p, the conjugacy being holomorphic outside of
the grand orbit under p of the attracting basin of zy, := Xz.

(4) If €™ € (0, 1), then the conjugacy preserves the real line.
(5) The set (H) is relatively compact in P7.

Proof. Let e : U — P! be the horn map of g; since £ has an attracting fixed point zy,, := x¢, so does e
(since they are semiconjugated). Denote this attracting fixed point by x.



84 MATTHIEU ASTORG, LUKA BOC THALER AND HAN PETERS

Let u € H and p be a Beltrami form invariant by e (i.e., e*u = w) such that the corresponding
quasiconformal homeomorphism /,, conjugates e to some holomorphic map e, with an attracting fixed
point of multiplier e2!7¥: hyoe=eyohy, and eLL(hM(x)) = ¢2i™¥  We recall here briefly how to
construct such a Beltrami form, and refer the reader to [Branner and Fagella 2014] for more details. If t
is a linearizing coordinate for the horn map e near x, i.e., a holomorphic map defined near p satisfying
the functional equation 7 o e = €p7, we set

(41)

u—i—quE

where uq € H is any point such that e2/7*0 = ¢;. Notice that u > (1) is holomorphic. In the rest of
the proof, we fix u € H and just use the notation u instead of w(u).

We choose the normalization of /4, so that it fixes 0, 1 and co. Let E(z) := €27z and Ty (z) :=z + 1.
We define

(1) vi=E*psothat v =T"v,and v = E*v,
(2) o0 :=¢*vsothato = g*o and 0 = L*0,
(3) the quasiconformal homeomorphisms %, and s, associated to v, o respectively.

Since v = Tl*v, the map &, 0T} o h;l : C — C is holomorphic; since it is conjugated to 77, it is also a
translation (distinct from the identity), and we choose the normalization of /,, so that 1,0 T} ohv_1 =T; and
hy(0) = 0. Similarly, since 0 = g*o, the map p, := hg o poh ! is holomorphic, and hence a polynomial
(since it has the same topological degree as f'); it also has a parabolic fixed point with one attracting
petal at the origin. We choose the unique normalization of %, such that p,(z) = z 4+ z% + O(z3). We
set ®(u) := py; the holomorphic dependence u + w(u) and the parametric version of the Ahlfors—Bers
theorem imply that ® is holomorphic on H.
We now define

(1) ¢ :=hyopohyl:hs(B)— C, where B is the parabolic basin of f,
Q) Yy :=hsoyoh;!:C—C.

Lemma 6.8. The map ¢q is an incoming Fatou coordinate for py, and the map , is an outgoing Fatou
parametrization for py.

Proof of the lemma. We start with ¢, . First, note that since ¢ = ¢*v, the map ¢, is holomorphic on
Bs := hs(B), which is exactly the parabolic basin of p,,. Then, note that

@0 © Pu :h,,oqﬁoh;l ° Pu :h,,oqbogoh;1
=h,oT; o¢oh;1 =T ohvoqﬁoh;l =T 0¢s.
So ¢ conjugates p, on the whole parabolic basin to a translation, which means it is a Fatou coordinate.

The proof is completely analogous for ¥,,: first, to prove that v, is holomorphic, note that v = ¢ *o.
Indeed, v = E*v = Y *¢™v = Y *o. To conclude, one can check directly that ¥, 0o Ty = pyov,. O
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As a consequence of the lemma, &, :=h, 00 h;l is a lifted horn map of py,, and L5 :=hgoLo h;l
is a Lavaurs map of p,, and they have the same phase. The phase could a priori be a nonzero, but we
will prove that it is not the case. In order to do that, first we will prove that £ o £, = e, 0 E, i.e., that e,
is a horn map that lifts to &£,.

Since v = E*, the map E,, :=h, 0 E oh;! : C — C* is holomorphic. Moreover, since E : C — C*
is a universal cover, so is E,. So E, is of the form E, (z) = Ae“%, and with our choices of normalizations
we find E,(z) = 2" = E(z). So Eoh, = hyoE.

From this, we deduce

Eo& =Eoh,ofoh;' =h,o0Eofoh]!
:hﬂonEOhJI:hMonhEIOE:eMOE.

Finally, it remains to observe that since ¢, is topologically conjugated to e, it also has two parabolic fixed
points at 0 and oo respectively, each of multiplier 1. Recall that the horn map of phase 0 of a parabolic
polynomial f(z) = z 4 z2 + az3 + O(z*) has multipliers at 0 and oo both equal to e2” *(1-a) and that
the horn map of phase ¢ € C/Z is obtained from the horn map e of phase 0 by multiplication by e2"%. In
particular, its multipliers at 0 and oo are respectively 272 (1=a)+2im¢ yng (27°(1-a)=2i%¢ Ty this case,
since both multipliers are equal to 1, we must have a = 1 and ¢ = 0. Therefore, L, is the Lavaurs map
of phase 0 of py, and py(z) =z 4+ 22 + 23 + 0(z*).

Finally, if 775 (2) := 27%5(?) then ny0 Ly = e w© o, and 74 is locally invertible near zy, := hy(2y,),
and 75 (zy) = hy(x). Therefore, z, as a fixed point of L has the same multiplier e2im a5 py w(x). This
proves claims (1)—(3) of the proposition.

To prove claim (4), note that if e2/"* & (0, 1) then the Beltrami form

U—ug z dz
U+ug z dz

has real symmetry (since then (u — ug)/(u + ug) € R). We claim that this implies that o has real
symmetry. Indeed, since g(R) = R, its Lavaurs map £ maps a small interval / C R centered at x; into
itself. Moreover, the map t o 7 semiconjugates £ to the multiplication by €g > 0; so T o7 maps I into R,
which means that the holomorphic map 7 o 7 is real: T o () = 7 o 7r(z) for all z in the parabolic basin
of g. Therefore

0=(fon)*(u_u0 z dZ)

u—+uo E E
has real symmetry; hence /i, restricts to a real homeomorphism.

Finally, ® : H — P7 is bounded in the space of polynomials of degree 7. Indeed, by [Bassanelli and
Berteloot 2011, Proposition 4.4] the set of polynomials of given degree with given values of the Green’s
function at the critical points is bounded, and since the conjugacy between the p, and p is analytic
outside of the parabolic basin, their Green’s functions have the same values at critical points. O

Proposition 6.9. With the same notation as before, there exists pg in the closure of ®(H) such that the
Lavaurs map of po has a parabolic fixed point of multiplier 1.
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Proof. Applying Proposition 6.7 with u,, = i/n, we get a sequence of polynomials p,, such that
Pu, (2) =z + 22+ 23+ O(z*), and the Lavaurs map £,, of p,,,, has a fixed point x,, of multiplier e =27/,
Each of the p,, are quasiconformally conjugate to the real polynomial f; from Lemma 6.6 by a
homeomorphism whose restriction to the real line is real and increasing, so the p,, still satisfy the
properties (3)—(6) from Lemma 6.6.
By item (5) in Proposition 6.7, the sequence (py, )nen is bounded in the space of degree-7 polynomials.
So up to extracting, we may assume that:

(1) pu, converges to a degree 7 polynomial pg.
(2) The critical points c; , of py, converge to critical points c¢; of po.
(3) The repelling fixed point &, converges to a nonattracting fixed point £ of py.
(4) x, convergesto x € R and y, to y € R.
We denote by £ the Lavaurs map of pg. If we can prove that x lies in the parabolic basin of pg, then we
will get that £(x) = x and £'(x) = 1. To do that, it is enough to prove that x € (£, 0). But for all n, we have
En <yn <Xn <2 <0;

hence £ < y <x <c¢p <0. The inequality £ < y is strict because as a limit of repelling fixed points, we
have | f/(§)] > 1, so we cannot have y = &, for otherwise we would have £ = f(§) = f(y) = ¢, and so
f'(§) =0, a contradiction. Similarly, we cannot have c> = 0 since pg(0) =1# 0. So x € (£,0) and &
is in the parabolic basin of f, and so £'(x) = 1 and £(x) = x. Therefore pg has the desired property. [

Proposition 6.10. There exists a polynomial g(z) = z 4+ z% + z3 + O(z*) of degree 7 such that

(1) L has a Siegel fixed point { with Diophantine multiplier, and

(2) the pair (g, ) is nondegenerate.
Proof. Recall that P7 denotes the space of degree-7 polynomials of the form f(z) =z +z2 423+ 0(z%),
and let V = {(f.{) € P; xC:{ € Br}. V may be identified with an open set in C>. Finally, we consider
F:={(f,0) €V :L({) =}, which is an analytic hypersurface of V.

We consider the functions A : F — C and F : F — C defined as A(f,¢) = £/(¢) and
()" (@' () (¢") ()
(o) (¢(0))?
where ¢' and ¢ are the Fatou coordinate and parametrization of f. The function A is analytic on F, and

F is meromorphic on F and analytic on A ~1(C*), since (¥°)'(¢*(z)) = 0 implies that £'(z) = 0.
Let ® : H — P7 be the map defined in Proposition 6.7, and let ® : H — F be the map given by
®(u) = (pu.zu), where z,, is the fixed point of the Lavaurs map of p, with multiplier e>'™¥. Then

F(f0) = + (89" (),

D= 5([H]) is contained in one irreducible component Fy of F.

Let po be the polynomial given by Proposition 6.9 such that its Lavaurs map has a parabolic fixed
point zg. By Proposition 6.9, (po, zo) is in the closure of D in V'; therefore (po, zo) € Fo.

Assume for a contradiction that all pairs (f, ¢) € Fy for which £'({) has modulus 1 and Diophantine
argument are degenerate. Then by the density of Diophantine numbers on the real line, we must have
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F(f.2) =00n A71(S1) N Fy. Since for all u € H, we have A o D(u) = €27 the analytic map A is
nonconstant on Fy. In particular, A~1(S1) is a real-analytic subset of Fy of real codimension 1, nonempty
since A(po,zo) = 1. By Proposition 6.7, D contains ( fy, x¢), where f; is the polynomial given by
Lemma 6.6, and such that F( f¢,z¢) # 0. So the analytic map F is not identically zero on Fyp, and
therefore it cannot vanish identically on A~1(S1) N Fy, a contradiction. O
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GAUSSIAN ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS OF BOUNDED MEAN OSCILLATION

ALON NISHRY AND ELLIOT PAQUETTE

We consider random analytic functions given by a Taylor series with independent, centered complex
Gaussian coefficients. We give a new sufficient condition for such a function to have bounded mean
oscillation. Under a mild regularity assumption this condition is optimal. We give as a corollary a
new bound for the norm of a random Gaussian Hankel matrix. Finally, we construct some exceptional
Gaussian analytic functions which in particular disprove the conjecture that a random analytic function
with bounded mean oscillation always has vanishing mean oscillation.

1. Introduction

Functions with random Fourier (or Taylor) coefficients play an important role in harmonic and complex
analysis, e.g., in the proof of de Leeuw, Kahane, and Katznelson [de Leeuw et al. 1977] that Fourier
coefficients of continuous functions can majorize any sequence in £2 A well-known phenomenon is that
series with independent random coefficients are much “nicer” than an arbitrary function would be. For
example, a theorem of [Paley and Zygmund 1930, Chapter 5, Proposition 10] (see also [Kahane 1985])
states that a Fourier series with square summable coefficients and random signs almost surely represents
a subgaussian function on the circle.

In this paper we choose to focus on one particularly nice model of random analytic functions, the
Gaussian analytic functions (GAFs). A GAF is given by a random Taylor series

(o¢]
GR) =) a" )

n=0
where {&,},>0 1s a sequence of independent standard complex Gaussian random variables (i.e., with
density %e"z‘z with respect to the Lebesgue measure on the complex plane C) and where {a,},>¢ is
a sequence of nonnegative constants. Many of the results we cite can be extended to more general
probability distributions, and it is likely that our results can be similarly generalized, but we will not
pursue this here. For recent accounts of random Taylor series, many of which focus on the distributions
of their zeros, see for example [Hough et al. 2009; Nazarov and Sodin 2010]. A classical book on this

and related subjects is [Kahane 1985].

We are interested in properties of the sequence {a,} that imply various regularity and finiteness
properties of the function G represented by the series (1). One of the central spaces of analytic functions
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is H?, those functions F on the unit disk D that satisfy

1
sup / |F(Re(0))|” df < oo,
O<r<1J0
where ¢(0) = ¢*? for 6 € R (see [Duren 1970] for background). This is a class of analytic functions
whose nontangential boundary values on T = {z : |z| = 1} exist Lebesgue a.e. and are in L?(T) [Duren
1970, Theorem 2.2]. An important early effort is the aforementioned paper [Paley and Zygmund 1930],
in which it was established that G is almost surely in [),_ p<oo HP if and only if {a,} € 2. One should
compare this result with the well-known fact that a nonrandom analytic function belongs to H? if and
only if the sequence of its Taylor coefficients is square summable. The related question of when G is
almost surely in H°, the bounded analytic functions on the unit disk, is substantially more involved (see
[Marcus and Pisier 1978]).

To fix ideas, let us make for a moment a few simplifying assumptions about the coefficients {a,} of the
series (1). We assume ag = 0, and denote by

2k+1_1

of= > a. ke{0.1,2,...),

n=2k

the total variance of the dyadic blocks of coefficients. We say that the sequence {a,} (or equivalently G)
is dyadic-regular if the sequence {ot} is decreasing as k — oo. It is known (see [Kahane 1985, Chapters 7
and 8]) that if G is dyadic-regular, then G is almost surely in H* if and only if

o
D or<oo. e, {o} et )
k=0

Moreover, if the series in (2) converges, then G is almost surely continuous on the closed disk D. Hence,
a bounded random series gains additional regularity.

For a space S of analytic functions on the unit disk, let S be the set of coefficients {a,} for which a
GAF G € S almost surely. If S C T and Sg = T, then we say that GAFs have a regularity boost from T
to S, e.g., Cg = HZ. This regularity boost can be viewed as a manifestation of a general probabilistic
principle: a Borel probability measure on a complete metric space tends to be concentrated on a separable
subset of that space.

Clearly there is a gap between (2) and the Paley—Zygmund condition {0} } € £2 A well-known function
space that lies strictly between H* and [),_ p<oco HP 1s the space of analytic functions of bounded mean
oscillation or BMOA (e.g., see [Girela 2001, Equation (5.4)]). For an interval I CR/Z and any f € L'(T),
put
1

M;(f) :=f ‘f(e(@))—ff‘d@, where f fi=—
I 1 1 1]

/If(e(Q)) de. 3)

1Under the continuum hypothesis, by the main theorem of [Marczewski and Sikorski 1948], any Borel probability measure
on a metric space with the cardinality of the continuum is supported on a separable subset.
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Define the seminorm on H'!
IFll= sup M;(F). )
ICR/Z

The restriction of F € H' is necessary for F to have nontangential boundary values in L' on the unit
disk. On the subspace of H' in which F(0) = 0, this becomes a norm. We may take BMOA to be the
(closed) subspace of H' for which || - |, is finite.

Fefferman and Stein [1972] show the space BMOA is the dual space of H'! with respect to the bilinear
form on analytic functions of the unit disk given by

1
(F,G) = lin}f F(Re(0))G(Re(d)) do,
r—1 Jo

and in many aspects it serves as a convenient “replacement” for the space H*°. However, BMOA is not
separable (see [Girela 2001, Corollary 5.4]).
One of our main results is the following.

Theorem 1.1. A dyadic-regular Gaussian analytic function G that satisfies the Paley—Zygmund condition
(0%} € €2 almost surely belongs to VMOA, the space of analytic functions of vanishing mean oscillation.

The space VMOA is the closure of polynomials (or continuous functions) in the norm || - ||, and hence
it is separable. It can alternatively be characterized as the subspace of H ! for which limj; o M 11 (F)=0.
In fact, we show that a dyadic-regular GAF with square-summable coefficients almost surely belongs to a
subspace of VMOA, which we attribute to Sledd [1981].

1A. The Sledd Space SL. Sledd [1981] introduced a function space, which is contained in BMOA and
is much more amenable to analysis. Define the seminorm for F C H'!

o0
IF I3y = sup Y | Tux F(0), 5)
x=1 15
where * denotes convolution on T and {7},} is a certain sequence of compactly supported bump functions
in Fourier space, so that fn = 1 for modes from [2", 2"*1] (see (15) for the explicit definition of {T,}).
We let SL denote the subspace of H ! with finite || - ls(r) norm; [Sledd 1981] showed that SL C BMOA .
Sledd proved the following result.

Theorem I [Sledd 1981, Theorem 3.2]. If {\/Eok} € (2 then G € VMOA almost surely.

Remark 1.2. Sledd proved the result for series with random signs, but his method works also in our
setting. In fact his theorem shows that G is almost surely in VMOA N SL.

We extend the analysis of the || - || s(r) seminorm, and in particular find a better sufficient condition for
the finiteness of |G| s(r).

2The function 1 F= Z():O\Tn * F (x)|2 is essentially what appears in Littlewood—Paley theory. For each % < p < oo,
finiteness of the p-norm of I is equivalent to being in H?; see [Stein 1966, Theorem 5]. Thus, in some sense SL could be
viewed as a natural point in the hierarchy of H? spaces.
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Theorem 1.3. If Y72 sup,~{0,}} < 00, then G € SL almost surely.

In particular, if G is dyadic-regular and {0} } € £ then G € SL. The latter condition is necessary for G
to have well-defined boundary values, and so we see that under the monotonicity assumption, a GAF G
which has boundary values in L? is in BMOA . We also note that the condition in Theorem 1.3 is strictly
weaker than the one in Theorem I (see Lemma 4.9).

The Sledd space SL is nonseparable (see Proposition 3.3). The proof of Theorem I is based on a stronger
condition than ||G||s(r) < oo, that in addition implies that a function is in the space SL N VMOA.3 We
show that this is unnecessary, as a GAF which is in SL has a regularity boost.

Theorem 1.4. If G € SL almost surely, then G € VMOA almost surely.

Theorems 1.4 and 1.3 imply Theorem 1.1.

This could raise suspicion that there is also a regularity boost from BMOA to VMOA, which is perhaps
the most natural separable subspace of BMOA. Indeed, [Sledd 1981] asks whether it is possible to
construct a non-VMOA random analytic function in BMOA.

1B. Exceptional Gaussian analytic functions. Sledd [1981, Theorem 3.5] gives a construction of a
random analytic function with square summable coefficients which is not in BMOA, and moreover is
not Bloch (this construction can be easily adapted to GAFs). The Bloch space, 3, contains all analytic
functions F on the unit disk for which

IF |l := sup (1 —|z[)|F'(2)]) < oo. (6)
lz]=<1
See [Anderson et al. 1974; Girela 2001] for more background on this space. Gao [2000] provides a
complete characterization of which sequences of coefficients {a,} give GAFs in B.

The space B is nonseparable, suggesting that GAFs in 5 could concentrate on a much smaller space.
Finding this space is a natural open question and does not seem obvious from the characterization in [Gao
2000]. It is known that BMOA C B (see, e.g., [Girela 2001, Corollary 5.2]), and, a priori, it could be that
GAFs which are in H*> N B are automatically in BMOA. However, our following result disproves this,
and also answers the aforementioned question of Sledd.

Theorem 1.5. We have
SLg € VMOAg C BMOAG C (H2NB)g. (7)

Remark 1.6. From Theorem 1.3 and standard results on boundedness of Gaussian processes, we may
add that H3® ¢ SLg. From the example in [Sledd 1981], it also follows that (H> N B)g C HZ.

We leave open the question of the existence of a natural separable subspace S of BMOA such that
BMOAg = Sg.

3Speciﬁcally, [Sledd 1981] shows that under the condition in Theorem I, ZZO:O SUP|x|=1 | Ty % F(x)|2 is finite, which implies
F e SLNVMOA.
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1C. Some previously known results. Billard [1963] (see also [Kahane 1985, Chapter 5]) proved that a
random analytic function with independent symmetric coefficients is almost surely in H if and only if
it almost surely extends continuously to the closed unit disk.

A complete characterization of Gaussian analytic functions which are bounded on the unit disk was
found by Marcus and Pisier [1978] in terms of rearrangements of the covariance function (see also [Kahane
1985, Chapter 15]). Moreover, they show the answer is the same for Steinhaus and Rademacher random
series (where the common law of all {§,} is taken uniform on the unit circle and on {%1}, respectively).
Their criterion can be seen to be equivalent to the finiteness of Dudley’s entropy integral for the process
of boundary values of G on the unit circle.

The best existing sufficient conditions that we know for the sequence {a,} to belong to BMOA are
due to [Sledd 1981]. The more recent paper of [Wulan 1994] treats a more general problem, which in the
particular case of VMOA gives another proof of Theorem I.

1D. Norms of random Hankel matrices. A Hankel matrix A is any n X n matrix with the structure
Aij = (ci4j—2) for some sequence {c}3°. The function ¢ (z) = Y po ckz¥t! is referred to as the symbol
of A. We will consider the case that n € N, and we will also consider the infinite case. We denote by B
the Hankel operator with the same symbol on £2, which may well be unbounded. Then by a combination
of results of Fefferman and Nehari (see [Peller 2003, Chapter 1] and [Holland and Walsh 1986, Part I1I]),
there is an absolute constant M such that

L6l < 181 < MIl.. ®)

with || B|| the operator norm of B.

If we take ¢, = am+1Em+1 for all m > 0 with {&,,} i.i.d. Nc(0, 1) and with a,, > 0 for all m, then ¢ is
exactly the GAF G. Moreover, by combining Theorem 3.1, Remark 3.7 and Lemma 4.8, we have that
there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that

o
Ellgl2<C> sug{ai}.

k=1"™=

Note that for any n x n Hankel matrix A with symbol ¢ (z) = 322 cxz**Y, if B is the infinite Hankel

2n k+1

operator with finite symbol ¢,,(z) = ) ;_,cxz" ", then ||A|| < ||B| as A is the n x n upper-left corner

of B. Hence, using (8),
Al < IBll = Ml¢nllx

and we arrive at the following corollary.

Theorem 1.7. There is an absolute constant C > 0 such that if A is an n x n Hankel matrix with symbol G
(see (1)) and L is the smallest integer greater than or equal to log,(2n), then

L

2 2
EIAI*<C ) sup o,
k:0k§m§L
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We emphasize that by virtue of (8) the problem of estimating the norm of a random Gaussian Hankel
matrix is essentially equivalent to the problem of estimating the || - ||, norm of a random Gaussian
polynomial.

This is particularly relevant as random Hankel and Toeplitz matrices* have appeared many times in the
literature and have numerous applications to various statistical problems. See the discussion in [Bryc et al.
2006] for details. The particular case of Hankel matrices with symbol G = thio Re(&)z5!, i.e., Hankel
matrices with i.i.d. Gaussian antidiagonals, is particularly well studied. In that case, [Meckes 2007] and
[Nekrutkin 2013] give proofs that E||A|| < c./n logn. Finer results for the symmetric Toeplitz case are
available in [Sen and Virdg 2013].

Furthermore, Meckes [2007] gives a matching lower bound, and his method can be applied to show

that (deterministically)
2(n—1)

3 (1 _ W‘ﬂﬂ)aﬁﬂj ,

j=0

Al = sup

lz[=1

Fernique’s theorem [Kahane 1985, Chapter 15, Theorem 5] can then be used to show that Theorem 1.7 is
sharp up to multiplicative numerical constant, at least when a; = j~* for o € R.

Some results for more general random symbols exist; in particular, [Adamczak 2010, Theorem 4]
shows that in the setting of Theorem 1.7,

L
E[lA]* < Clogn) Y o, ©)

m=0

which is always larger than the bound in Theorem 1.7; in the case that o2 is monotonically decreasing
and summable, (9) differs substantially from the condition in Theorem 1.7. Note that in Theorem 1.7, the
entries of the n x n Hankel matrix are independent standard complex Gaussian random variables, whereas
[Adamczak 2010, Theorem 4] holds for non-Gaussian symbols as well.

Organization. In Section 2, we give some background theory for working with GAFs and random
series. In Section 3, we give some further properties of the space SL and we give some equivalent
characterizations for G € SL. We also prove Theorem 1.4. In Section 4, we give a sufficient condition
for G to be in SL; in particular, we prove Theorem 1.3. Finally, in Section 5 we construct exceptional
GAFs, and we show the inclusions in (7) are strict.

Notation. We use the expression numerical constant and absolute constant to refer to fixed real numbers
without dependence on any parameters. We make use of the notation < and = and <. In partic-
ular, we say that f(a,b,c,...) < gla, b, c,...) if there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that
f(a,b,c,...)<Cg(a,b,c,...)foralla,b,c,.... Weuse f x gtomean f < gand f = g.

4A Toeplitz matrix A has the form Ajj = w;_j for some (wy)>.. The symbol for such a matrix is again ) wzk. By
reordering the rows, it can be seen that a Toeplitz matrix with symbol " wkzk has the same norm as the Hankel matrix with
symbol Z%" Wi —n K.
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2. Preliminaries

Some of our proofs will rely on the so-called contraction principle.

Proposition 2.1 (contraction principle). For any finite sequence (x;) in a topological vector space V,
any continuous convex F : V — [0, oo], any i.i.d., symmetrically distributed random variables (¢€;), and
any («;) real numbers in [—1, 1]:

(i) EF (Y aieixi) <EF(Y; €ixi).
(ii) If F is a seminorm, then P[F(Zi ocieixi) > t] < ZP[F(Zi eixi) > t] forallt > 0.

This is essentially [Ledoux and Talagrand 1991, Theorem 4.4], although we have changed the formula-
tion slightly. For convenience we sketch the proof.

Proof. The mapping

(a1, 00, ...,0yN) > [EF(Z ozie,-x,-)
i

is convex. Therefore it attains its maximum on [—1, 1]% at an extreme point, i.e., an element of {1}V By
the symmetry of the distributions, for all such extreme points, the value of the expectation is E F (Zl eixi),
which completes the proof of the first part.

For the second part, we may without loss of generality assume that ¢y > oy > --- > ay > ayy; =0
by relabeling the variables and using the symmetry of the distributions of {¢;}. Letting S, = ) j_; €ix;
for any 1 <n < N, we can use summation by parts to express

Z%‘Gixi = Z%‘(Si —Si-) = Z(Oli —ai11)Si.
i i i

Hence, as F is a seminorm,

F( E oz,-e,-x,-) < 1m'a)§v F(S;) < lma)x F(S;).
, <i< <i<
1

Using the reflection principle, it now follows that for any ¢ > 0,

P[ max F(S;) > 1] <2P[F(Sy) =11,

1<i<N
which completes the proof (see [Ledoux and Talagrand 1991, Theorem 4.4] for details). O
We also need the following standard Gaussian concentration inequality.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that X = (X ;)] are i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian variables, and suppose
F : C" — Ris a 1-Lipschitz function with respect to the Euclidean metric. Then E|F (X)| < oo and, for
allt >0,

PIF(X)—EF(X)>t]<e "

Proof. This follows from the real case (see [Ledoux and Talagrand 1991, (1.5)]). The real and imaginary
Gaussian random variables have variance %, for which reason the exponent is e O
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Approximation of seminorms. Let || - || be a densely defined seminorm on H 2 which dominates the
H? norm. We will say that || - || is approximable if there exists a sequence of polynomials {p,} with
sup,, ; lz/ % pa(2)|| <1 such that for all F € H?,

sup [|Fx pyll <00 = |[Fll<oo  and  sup|[Fxp,|=0 < [F[=0. (10)
n n

Let V be the quotient space of {F € H”: || F|| < oo} by the space {F € H?: |F|| = 0}. Then both || - |
and sup, || - * p,|| make V into Banach spaces with equivalent topologies, by the hypotheses. Hence (10)
is equivalent to

there exists C > 0 such that %sup |Fxpull <||F|| <Csup| F*p,| forall Fe H% (1)
n n

as the inclusion map from one of these Banach spaces to the other is continuous and hence bounded.

Remark 2.3. While approximable seminorms could be formulated in greater generality, we work in
the H? setting to appeal to general concentration of measure theory.

We say that G is an H2-GAF if {a;} € %

Proposition 2.4. Let G be an H>-GAF. Let | - || be any approximable seminorm. Then the following are
equivalent:
1) 1G]l < o0 a.s.
(i) E||G] < oo.
(iii) E||G|? < oo.
Remark 2.5. We remark that these equivalences hold in great generality for a Gaussian measure in a

separable Banach space, due to a theorem of Fernique [Ledoux 1996, Theorem 4.1]. As the spaces
BMOA and B are not separable, we instead will appeal to this notion of approximable.

Remark 2.6. A priori it is not clear that a seminorm being finite is a measurable event with respect to the
product o -algebra generated by the Taylor coefficients of G. However, for an approximable seminorm,
measurability is implied by the equivalence in (10), since sup,, |G * p, || is clearly measurable; cf. [Kahane
1985, Chapter 5, Proposition 1].

Proof. The implications (iii) = (ii) = (i) are trivial, and so it only remains to show that (i) = (iii).
Let {p,,} be the polynomials making || - || approximable. Define

(0.¢]
Gu=Gxpy,, where G(z)= Zakékzk.
k=0

Without loss of generality, we may assume that ||a ||%2 = Z/?io a,f = 1. For any m € N, let k,,, = deg(p,),
and define the function on Ck»

km
Fm(x) = Fm(X(),xl, ce ,ka) = H (Zajszf) *pm(z)
j=0
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Then for any complex vectors x = (x j)l(c)m and y = (y j)g’", by changing coordinates one at a time and

using sup,, ; lz/ * pa(2)Il < 1,
k

|Fon () = Fa I <> ajlxj — yil < llallellx — yle,-
j=0

For any ¢ € N, the function max<;,<¢ Fy, (x) is again 1-Lipschitz. So define for any £ € N
Hy:= max ||G,].
1<m<?
Therefore, by Proposition 2.2, we have that, for all # > 0 and all £ € N,
)
PlIH; —EHe| = 1= P[|Futo, &1, &) —E(max Fu(o,81,.., &,))| 2 1] <2¢7". (12)
=m=
Hence there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that for all £ € N,
|med(H,) — E(H,)| < C, (13)

where med(X) denotes any median of the random variable X.
Suppose that || G|| < oo a.s. By (10), sup,, |G|l =sup, Hy < oo a.s. Therefore there is a constant M >0
such that P (sup, Hy > M) < %, and so med(H,;) < M for all £ € N. By monotone convergence and (13),

Esup||Gnll=E Slz.pHg = Slzp[EHg <M+C.
m
Using (11), there is another absolute constant C such that
EIG| < CEsup |Gl < o0.
m
Using (11) and (12), Var(sup,, |G ||) < oo, and therefore
EIGI* < CE(sup [Gnll*) < Var(sup |Gy l) + (E sup | G )* < oo O
Both || - || and || - || 5 are approximable with {p,} given by the analytic part of the Fejér kernel

Ar N : _ k k
K”(Z)_Z(l n+1)z'

k=0

See [Holland and Walsh 1986, Theorems 1 and 4]. In fact, it is elementary to observe the following.
Lemma 2.7. For any f € H'(T), sup,|K* * fll« = | fll« and sup,IIK;* » flls = 1| fll5-
Proof. We show the first of these claimed identities. For any fixed interval I C R/Z,

lim M;(f*K;') = M;(f),

n—oo

and hence, sup,, ||K,f‘ * f1l« > || f |l On the other hand, for any fixed w € T, f, :=z+> f(®z) has that
|l folls = |l f <. Hence by comparing to the Fejér kernel (see (14)), which is positive, for any n > 0,

Lf % K e = 1L % Kl = H/ feo)Kn(e(0))do

< sup|l foll« = I fll«
weTl

*
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where the inequality follows as || - || is convex and the Fejér kernel K, (z) is the density of a probability
measure on T. U

Corollary 2.8. Let F be an H*>-GAF. Then || F||, < 00 a.s. if and only if E||F||, < 0o, and || F|lg < o0
a.s. ifand only if E|| F||p < oo.

We also have that the probability that a GAF is in BMOA, VMOA, or B is either 0 or 1.

Proposition 2.9. For any H*>-GAF G, the events {G € BMOA}, {G € VMOA)}, {G € B} all have
probability 0 or 1.

Proof. Take the decomposition G = G<, + G~,, where G <, is the n-th Taylor polynomial of G at 0.

Then as G <, is a polynomial, |G <, ||« < oo almost surely. Hence |G|« < oo if and only if |G-, ||« < 00,

up to null events. Therefore, |G ||« < oo differs from a tail event of {§, : 1 <n < oo} by a null event, and

so the statement follows from the Kolmogorov 0-1 law. The same proof shows that P[G € B] € {0, 1}.
For VMOA, as G <, is a polynomial,

lim supM}(G<n) =0 a.s.,
=0 -

and the same reasoning as above gives the 0-1 law. g

3. The Sledd space

Let K, for n € N be the n-th Fejér kernel, which for |z| =1 is given by

n

|k| ' 1 |1_Zn+1|2
) k;_ﬂ( nk1)S Tarl =2 (1

This kernel has the two familiar properties: | K,||; =1 and K,(z) <4/(n+1)-(1/|1 — z[?).

For a function F : T — C with a Laurent expansion on T, let F :Z — C be its Fourier coefficients, i.e.,
let F (k) be the k-th coefficient of its Laurent expansion.

We let 7, be the dyadic trapezoidal kernel

To(z) =1+ 3z+3z7!

(15)
T, = 2K2n+2 — K2n+] + Kzn—l —2Ko, n>1.

The kernel T,, satisfies that f"n is supported in [2"!, 2"*2), has |f"n(K )| < 1 everywhere, has f"n(K )=1
for K e [2"%, 2"*1], and satisfies

o0
D T(K)=1
n=0

for all integers K > 0. Further, || 7,,||; < 6 for all n > 0. Also,

T, (2)] <20-27"|1 —z| ™2 (16)
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Recall that in terms of the kernels {7},}, we defined the seminorm (in (5)) as
o0
IF 3y = sup Y | Tu* F(x)[% (17)
l=1 9

In [Sledd 1981], it is shown that this norm is related to || - || in the following way.
Theorem 3.1. If F € H L then there is an absolute constant C > 1 such that
I Fll. < CIFlscry-

Sledd also gives a sufficient condition for F' to be in VMOA, though we observe that there is a stronger
one that follows directly from Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.2. If F € H' and if

li T,xF =0,

Jim, sup ) }E:I * F(x)?
then F € VMOA.
Proof. The space VMOA is the closure of continuous functions in the BMOA norm. Hence it suffices
to find, for any € > 0, a decomposition G = G| + G, with G| continuous and ||G;|gmoa < €. For any
€ > 0, we may by hypothesis pick k sufficiently large such that

sup ZIT *G(x)| <e.

lx|=1 n=k
Using Theorem 3.1, it follows that if we take the decomposition

— 0
G=G|+Gy, where G1=2Tn*G and G2=2Tn*G,

then G is a polynomial and is in particular continuous. From the properties of the Fourier support of {7},

T,xG it n>k+2,
TixGo= {3 5 Ti* T+ G if k—2<n<k+]1, (18)
0 if n<k-3.

Thus we have, for any n € [k —2, k+ 1] by using |7, |1 < 6 and convexity of the square, that

I, Galls, S sup T, » G, < sup DT «GP <e.

[x|= n=k

Applying Theorem 3.1 to G, and using the properties derived in (18),

k+1
1G21I7 < sup ZlT*Gz(x)I sup ZIT*Gz(X)I < sup Z IT+G () P+ Y I TxGall3, Se. O
Ix|=1 n=0 lx|=1 n=k lx|=1 n=k+2 n=k—2

Proposition 3.3. The Sledd space SL is nonseparable.
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Sketch of the proof. We sketch the construction of an uncountable family of analytic functions in SL
whose pairwise distances in || - ||s(7) are uniformly bounded below. Put

Gi(x) = 2Ky (ze(1/j)),  j= 1.

2/ +1

Notice that G j 18 supported in [27,2/%2] and that G ; has the following properties:
(D 1Gjle(=1/j)]=1.

(2) IG(e(6))] <1 for all 6.

(3) |G j(e(=1/j+0)| S277 when 27//2 < |0| < 7.

Forany A C 5N let Hy =) ,_, G,. By the above properties all these functions belong to SL and are
uniformly separated from each other. g

Remark 3.4. The construction above gives an example of functions in SL. which are not continuous on
the boundary of the disk.

GAFs and the Sledd space. We shall be interested in applying Sledd’s condition to GAFs, for which
purpose it is possible to make some simplifications. For any n > 0, let R, be the kernel defined by

1 if K e[27,2"Fh),
0 otherwise.

R.(K) = {

In short, for a GAF, (and more generally any random series with symmetric independent coefficients) we
may replace the trapezoidal kernel 7,, by R,; specifically:

Theorem 3.5. Suppose G is an H*>-GAF. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) limy—s 0 SUP g1 Yopeyl T * G(x)|* =0 a.s.
(i) 1imy— o0 E[sUp|yj=) Yomeil Tn * G(x)|?] =0
(iif) 1imy— oo E[sUpyj=; Y one | Ry * G(x)[] =0
(iv) 1imy—s o SUP|yj—1 Ypey| Ry * G(X)|* =0 a.s.
Proof of Theorem 3.5. We begin with the equivalence of (ii) and (iii), and the implication that (iii)

implies (ii). For any n > 0 and any j € {1, 2, 3,4} define R, ; =T, * R,yj—1. Then T, = Z‘;:] Ry ;.
Using convexity, we can bound

sup Z|T *G(x)* < Z sup Z|Rn %G

Jx|= — k=1

Since Ién, j 1s supported in [2", 2"*1) and has ||I§n, jlloo <1, the contraction principle implies that, for any
0<k<m<oo,

E sup Z|an*G(x)| <E sup Z|R *G(x)|> <E sup Z|R *G(x)|~

lx|= lx|=1 IxI=1, &
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Sending m — oo and using monotone convergence implies that

E sup ZlR,”*G(xN <E sup ZlR *G ()%

lx|=1 1% lxl=1 "%
from which the desired convergence follows.
Conversely, to see that (ii) implies (iii), we begin by bounding

x
sup ZlR * G (x)[? <Zsup > IR+ G)
bl=1 = j= =D s
nedN+j

Then by the contraction principle and monotone convergence, for any j € {1, 2, 3, 4},

E sup Z IR, xG(x)]> <E sup Z T, % G(x)* <E sup Z|T *G(x)]%
lxl= n>k lxl= n>k lx|= n>k
ned4N+j nedN+j

which completes the proof of the desired implication.
We turn to showing the equivalence of (i) and (ii). From Markov’s inequality, (ii) implies that
sup Z|T * G (%) m) 0.
lx|=
As the sequence sup,|_; Yool T * G(x) | is monotone and therefore always converges, it follows that

it converges almost surely to O.
Define for each k € N the seminorms

I llscrye s H' = [0,00],  where || f 5z 4 == sup Z|R * f (I
|

xl_nk

I sy s H — [0, 001, where || f137), = sup ZlT * f ()%
IxI=1, ¢

In preparation to use Proposition 2.4, we make the following claim.
Claim 3.6. The seminorms {|| - ||sry.k, || - lls(r).k} are approximable.

We shall return to the proof of this claim after completing the proof of Theorem 3.5. We now show the
equivalence of (iii) and (iv). The proof of the equivalence of (i) and (ii) is the same. From (iii) it follows
from Markov’s inequality that

sup ZlR *G(x)|? —> 0.

lx|=
By monotonicity sup),_, Yoo iRy x G(x) |2 converges almost surely, and so it converges almost surely
to 0. From (iv) and by Claim 3.6, there exists a kg such that

E sup Z|R *G(x)| < 00.

[x]= n ko
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As a consequence, it is possible to take kg = 0. By dominated convergence,

lim E| sup |R, * G(x)] i|_0 (|
k—00 |:|x| lnX];

Proof of Claim 3.6. Let p,, be the polynomial of degree 2”+! — 1 whose nonzero coefficients are all 1.
Then, for any m > k,

||pm*f||S(R)k—|sup Z'R * fOOP —= £ 15 -

x‘_nk

Let g, (z) be the sum of the analytic part of > ;- 7 (z). Then, for analytic f in the disk,

m
Gurf =) Tixf.
k=0
Moreover, using (15) the sum )", Tk can be represented by a sum of a finite number of Fejér kernels with
cardinality bounded independent of m. Therefore there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that, for all m,
m
2T
k=0

1gm * flloo < [ flloo = Cll f lloo- (19)

1
Using that ¢,,(j) =1, for0 < j <2™ —

m—2
lan * £ cr = sup N 1Tk FOP s 1 ey e
x|=
n—=

and so if sup,, [|gm * f||§(T)’k < 00, this means ||f||§(T)’k < 00 also. Conversely, if ||f||%(T)’k < 00, then
sup,~ 1Ty * flloc < 00, and hence, with the same C as in (19),

max 2||61m*Tn*f||oo <Clfllsyk-

m—1<n<m+

So
m—2 m-+2
||qm*f||S(T>k<‘sT1p ZlT * FOOP+ Y Ngm*Tux fl2, < A+4CHI flI3qyp <00. O
x|=1 n=m-—1

Remark 3.7. In reviewing the proof of Theorem 3.5, one also sees that under the same assumptions the
following are equivalent:

(1) Sup|yj=1 X peol Tn * G(x)]? < o0 as.
(i) E[supisj=; Domeol Tn* G(x)*] < 00
(iii) E[supj =1 Yool Rn* G(x)|*] < o0
(iV) SUPj, = D meol Ru* G(x)]|* < 00 ass.

Moreover, the proof gives that there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that

1
CEIGIS @) <EIGIS ) < CEIGI)-
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Finally, we show that for a GAF, finiteness of ||G||s(g) in fact implies G € VMOA.
Theorem 3.8. If G is an H>-GAF for which

IG5z = sup Z|R *G(X)|* <00 as.,
x|=1 n=0

then

lim sup ZlR *G(x)| =0 a.s.

k—)oolxl P

Furthermore, |G| sr)y < oo implies G is in VMOA.
We will need the following result [Kahane 1985, Chapter 5, Proposition 12].

Proposition 3.9. Let uy, us, ... be a sequence of continuous functions on the unit circle such that
limsup;_, o luklloo > 0, and let 61, 0,, ... be a sequence of independent random variables uniformly
distributed on [0, 1]. Then almost surely there exists at € R/Z such that lim sup,,_, . |ux(e(t —6))| > 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Let v, := |R, » G|? for all n > 1. Suppose to the contrary that

V:= lim sup Z v, (x)

k—>oo‘x|

is not almost surely 0. Then as V is tail-measurable, there is a § € (0, 1) so that V > § a.s. By monotonicity,
it follows that, for all k,

sup Z v,(x) >48 as.
lxI=1, ¢
Furthermore, deterministically,

lim sup Zvn(x) = sup Zvn(x)
M= x|=1 lxl=1,—¢

By continuity of measure,

mll_)moo P ( sup Z vy (x) > 8) (n}Lmoo |51|1p1 Z v (x) > 8) =1.

[x|= 1 =k —k
’
. . m
Thus there is a sequence m| < m’1 <mp < m/2 < --- such that if ug :=)_,%,,, v,, then

P(lurllco > 8) > 6.

By Borel-Cantelli,
I]:D(limsup g |loo > 5) =1.

k— 00

Let 6; be i.i.d. uniform variables on [0, 1] which are also independent of G. Therefore by conditioning
on G and using Proposition 3.9 there is almost surely a t € R/Z such that

lim sup v (e(t — 6;)) > 0.

k—o00
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Because {v,(xe(6x))} has the same distribution as {v,(x)}, it follows there is almost surely a s € R/Z
such that

lim sup v (e(s)) > O.
k—00

Therefore || G||§( R = V = oo a.s., which concludes the first part of the proof.
Using Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.5 and Remark 3.7, the second conclusion follows. O

4. Sufficient condition for a GAF to be Sledd

In this section we will give a sufficient condition on the coefficients of the GAF to be in SL . Recall that a
standard complex Gaussian random variable is one with density on C given by %e*mz. A vector (Hy, H>)
is a centered complex Gaussian vector if it has the same distribution as a linear image of the i.i.d. standard
complex Gaussian random variables (§; : j € N), or equivalently if it is the linear image of some pair
of independent standard complex Gaussian random variables (Z;, Z;). We begin with the following
preliminary calculation.

Lemma 4.1. Let (H;, Hy) be a centered complex Gaussian vector with E|H|?> = E|H,|> = 1 and
|E[H\H2]| = p € [0, 1]. Then for all |A| < (1 — p>) =/,

EMIHI P Ha) _ ! '
1=22(1—p%)

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that E[H, H,] = p > 0. Hence, we may write

H] Z] 1 0 Zl
= A = s
H2 Zz ,0 1 — ,02 Zz
where Z = (Z1, Z,) are independent standard complex normals, considered as a column vector. Therefore,
|Hi|? — | Ho|* = Z*A* <(1) (1)) AZ.

It follows that 1 1
EerHIP=IH) _ = ) O
det(ld—aA* () _9)A)  1-22(1—p?)

We shall apply this equality to the complex Gaussian process Q,(0) := R, * G(e(0)). Then

02 =FE|Q,* anddefine p,:= 0,0 —6) =0, 2|E[Q,(61) Q. (B)]| € [0, 1].

In the case that Unz = 0, we may take any value in [0, 1] for p,. From Lemma 4.1, we have, for any
AP <A —=pH o

n

E exp(A(1Qn(0)* — 104 (62)]%) = (20)

1=22(1 = p2)ot

While we would like to use a,f (1— ,o,f (61 — 6»)) as a distance, it does not obviously satisfy the triangle
inequality, for which reason we introduce

Ay (0) :=E[10.@)* — 2,0, (21)
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which defines a pseudometric on R/Z through A, (6, 6;) := A, (61 — 6,). While A, may not obviously
control the tails of |Q,(6)|% we observe the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. There is a numerical constant C > 1 such that, for all choices of {ay} and any n > 0 and

all 6 € [0, 1],
Lo2V1=p20) = ,0) < Co2V1 - p2(0).

C
Proof. From (20), it follows that
E(Qn(O)* —104(0)*)* =20,/ (1 — p}),
E(Qn (@) = 104(0))* =240, (1 — p;)>.
Hence by Cauchy—Schwarz,
ALO) =20,(1—pp).
On the other hand, by the Paley—Zygmund inequality,

(10,O)1* = 10,(0)*)? > a1 (1 — p2)

1.2

with probability at least ;-5

which gives a lower bound for A, of the same order. O
We now define two pseudometrics on [0, 1] in terms of {A,}:

doo (01, 02) :=doo (01 — 02) :=sup A, (01 — 62),

n>0
(22)
d3(6).62) :=d3 (01 —02) := Y AL(61 —6r).
n>0
Using Lemma 4.1, we can also now give a tail bound for differences of
o
F©):=) 0.0 (23)

n=0

Lemma 4.3. Let 01, 6, € [0, 1]. There is a numerical constant C > 1 such that, for allt > 0,

. t tz
P[F@®;) — F(6,) >t] < exp(—len{doo(gl —602) " d2(61 — 62) }>

Proof. The desired tail bound follows from estimating the Laplace transform of F (0;) — F (6;). Specifically
we use the following estimate.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that there are Lo, 0 > 0 and X a real-valued random variable for which

2.2
EerX < 77/? for A% < )»%.

2
P[XZt]fexp(—min:)ﬂ ! })

Then, forallt > 0,

2202
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Proof. Applying Markov’s inequality, for any > 0 and 0 < A < A,
P[X > 1] <exp(—it 4+ A262/2).

Taking A = /o, if possible, gives one of the bounds. Otherwise, for Ag < /02, taking A = A gives the

other bound. O
We return to estimating the Laplace transform of F(6;) — F(6,). Recalling (20), for any
2 2 2\—1 _—4 c?
A AMi=inf(l—p) o "< ———,
T A=l =)o =< 00—y
where C is the numerical constant from Lemma 4.2, we have
o0
Eexp(A(F(01) — F(62))) = l_[ 1 (24)
e 1=22(1—p2)o}
Therefore, for all [A|? < kf /2,
o 1 o
E exp(A(F(8)) — F(6,))) < < 22 (1 —pHo?), 25
exp(A(F(6)) (2)))__1:1 0 e __exp(: 2;;< D)o, (25)

using (1 —x)~! < e for0<x < % The desired conclusion now follows from Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4. [

We now recall the technique of Talagrand for controlling the supremum of processes. We let 7 = [0, 1].
Define, for any metric d on T and any « > 1,

Yo(d) =infsup » " d(t, C)2"", (26)
teT k>0

where the infimum is taken over all choices of finite subsets (C)r>0 of 7" with cardinality |Cy| = 22
fork > 1 and |Cy| = 1.

Theorem 4.5 (see [Talagrand 2001, Theorem 1.3]). Let d and d be two pseudometrics on T and
let (X;):eT be a process so that

PlIX, — X,| > u] <2e ( min{ “ u? D
s _u -~ X - N .
o P doo(s, ) d2(s. 1)

Then there is a universal constant C > 0 such that

E sup | X5 — Xi| = C(y1(do) +12(d2)).

s,teT

Hence, as an immediate corollary of this theorem and of Lemma 4.3, we have:

Corollary 4.6. There is a numerical constant C > 0 such that
Esup F(0) < C(y1(doo) + 12(d2) +V X ar.
0

Finally, we give some estimates on the quantities y; and ), for the metrics we consider. We begin with
an elementary observation that shows A, () must decay for sufficiently small angles (when |6] <27").
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Lemma 4.7. There is a numerical constant C > 1 such that, for all 0 € [—1, 1],
1—p2(0) < C2*"|01> and A, (0) < Co2"(6].

Proof. We begin by observing that p, can always be bounded by

2n+171
pn =0, Y larl? cosmk(9)) = 1 — 27722202
k=2n
The proof now follows from Lemma 4.2.
We now show that [ ||G||§( R) has the desired control. For any k > 0, let
rkz = sup an.
n>k

Lemma 4.8. There is an absolute constant C > 0 such that
ENGI5k < CY_ -
This lemma proves Theorem 1.3.

Proof. From Corollary 4.6,
ElGI5r S 11 (ds) +y2(da) + Y77
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We will choose Cy to be the dyadic net {E2‘2k 1<t < 2% }. Then using Lemma 4.7 it follows that for

any t € [0, 1],
doo(t, C) = doo(27%) S sup{A, (277 )02} Ssup(2~ 202,
n>0 n>0
k ad k e k
d3(t.C)=d;277) Y A2 o S (2720 gt
n=0 n=0
In the previous equations, x_ := — min{x, 0}.

This leads to the following estimates on y; and y»:

o0
yild) <Y {sup(2=2-52)} - 2%,

k=0 =0
i k

nd) =) {22_2<,,_2 >-a;} 22
k=0 n>0

We show that
o0
yid) +y2(d) 7
k=0
To control y;(d;), we begin by applying Cauchy condensation:

o0
yid) < Z{sug{z—(n—kxanz}}‘
k=0 "=

(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

€19
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We then estimate
k

sup(2~"P-52) < Z2n_k0,,2+tkz.

n>0 n=0

Applying this bound and changing the order of summation for the first, it follows that y;(d;) S D>, rkz.
To control y»(d;), we again begin by applying Cauchy condensation which results in

yad) < {Z 2‘2<”"‘>-a,;‘} : % (32)
k=0

n>0

We then split the sum to get

Vz(dz)Sg {222<”"‘>r;‘} Z {Z H (33)

0<n<k

To the first term we apply the subadditivity of /- , which produces

g {ZZZ(nk)4} <Z {ZznkZ} Z

0<n<k 0<n<k

where the second sum follows from changing the order of summation. To the second term in (33) we
again apply Cauchy condensation:

oo
MRS S DR E DR K R
n>k k=0 j=k jzk

where the penultimate inequality follows from subadditivity of /- and the final inequality follows by
changing the order of summation. From another application of Cauchy condensation, (30) follows. [

We remark that sequences for which Y ;- tkz = oo but which are square summable necessarily have

some amount of lacunary behavior.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose Y -, ‘L'k2 =00 but Y 02, onz < 00. Then for any C > 1 there is a sequence {ji}
tending to infinity with ji+1/jx > C for all k such that

o
2 .
Z Oj " Jk =
k=1
Proof. Using Cauchy condensation, we have that, for any m € N with m > 1,
o0 o0
2 ' 2
S ==Y g
j=1 k=0
2

Let { '} be the subsequence of {m/} at which t,,; > 7,,,j+1. Picking ji as an £ in [j;» mj;") that maximizes o
produces the desired result, after possibly passing to the subsequence {jox} or {jor+1}- O
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5. Exceptional GAFs

In this section, we construct GAFs with exceptional properties. In particular, we show the strict inclusions
in (7).

5A. H?-Bloch GAFs are not always BMO GAFs. Both lacunary and regularly varying H>-GAFs are
VMOA. Sledd [1981, Theorem 3.5] constructs an example of an H 2 random series that is not Bloch, and
so is not BMOA. This leaves open the possibility that once an H>-GAF is Bloch, it additionally is BMO.
We give an example that shows there are H>-GAFs that are Bloch but not BMO.

Recall (3), that for an interval I C R/Z, any p > 1, and any L?(T) function f,

p
dé, where f f(e(9))do :=%/f(e(9)) de.
1 1

I = f ‘f(e(é)) ~fr
I I
Lemma 5.1. For every R > 0, there exists no = no(R) such that for any n > ny there is a polynomial
f@) =Y, ar&rz* with the following properties:
(i) Ypai=1
) Ellflle= R
(iii) E|| fllz < C, where C > 0 is an absolute constant.
We can then use this lemma to construct the desired GAF.
Theorem 5.2. There exists an H? Bloch, non-BMOA GAF.

Proof. Let {B;} and {R;} be two positive sequences with {§;} € £; and 8; R; — oco. Let f; be a sequence
of independent random Gaussian polynomials given by Lemma 5.1 having

Ellfillk = Ri and E| fills <C.

The function f =), B; f; satisfies, for all 6 € R/Z,
o
E|f(e(®0))> =) B} < oo,
i=1
and so f is in L% The Bloch norm satisfies
o.¢]
Ellflls <D EBillfills < oo.
i=1
Finally, by the contraction principle (Proposition 2.1),
Ell £l = BiEll fill« = Bi Ri — o0,
as i — oo. Therefore || f||« = oo a.s. by Corollary 2.8. Il

Remark 5.3. It is possible to choose the polynomial { f;} to have disjoint Fourier support, although it is
not necessary for the proof, as we have picked them to be independent.
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Proof of Lemma 5.1.

Construction of f. Letr € N be some parameter to be fixed later (sufficiently large). Let
Aijjrijefl,2,...,r}}uU{l}

be real numbers that are linearly independent over the rationals and that satisfy

rijef2, 20 +47"]. (34)

1

By Kronecker’s theorem, for every w € {O, 3 }rxr there is an m = m(w) such that

|{m)»,',j}—a),~,j| <477 forall i, j=1,...,r (35)

where as usual {x} = x — | x| is the fractional value.
Let ng = 4" (max,, m(w) + 1), and let n > ng be arbitrary. Define

1 . ..
ak:!; if k=|nk; ;] forsome i,j=1,...,r,

0 otherwise.

For brevity, write ¢; j = |41, ;) forany i, j =1, ..., r. Note that the ¢; ; are independent and we can
write
p
1 A
f@y= ) gl (36)
i,j=1
Lower bound for E|| f||4+. Define a random variable w € {0, %}rw by
0 if RCQ’]‘ >0,
PRI if Regi ; <0
2 iJ :

Let I be the interval of length 1/n centered around m(w)/n.
We will show that [EMIZ( f) is large. To do so, we give an effective approximation for Re f on I.
Define

r r
- ; 1
g(0) = Z Sicos(2m -2'nf)  where E;:= Z;'RCQJ-L
]:

i=1

Notice that g is 1/n-periodic and therefore

DI —

M@ = f 15@)F do =
1

.
Z =2

ul' .
i=1

Hence [Em%(g) > Cr for some absolute constant C > 0, and so it remains to approximate f by g.

Claim 5.4. There is a sine trigonometric polynomial h such that with

m(w)
n

E=E@®):= Ref(e( +9)) — g(6) — h(nb)

and, for|0| <1/n,
IE@) <3477 |z 1.

i,j



GAUSSIAN ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS OF BOUNDED MEAN OSCILLATION 111

Proof. By (35),
m(w)

d(™ nn )~ w5, 7) <4+ <04
By (34), [nk; ;| € [n2", n2" +n4™"], and so for || < 1/n,
|0 1nA; ;| —On2'| <47
Combining these two estimates, for |#| <1/n and for alli, j =1,2,...,r,

‘Re(gi,je((m(“’) +6) 1 1)) = ReGi je(@r,j +2m)| 347715 1.
Using that e(@ + %) = —e(0), the claim follows by applying the previous estimate term by term to (36). [J

We now bound the oscillation MIZ( f) as follows. Using fl g= fl h = 0 and the orthogonality of g

and i on I,
2 12
[f d@} _f
I I

\

2 412
Re f (e(8)) — f de]
L 1
r 172 1/2
f |g<9>+h<9>|2d9] —[f |E(e)|2d9]
LJ ] I
r 1/2
f |g<0>|2d6} —3.47 Y )|
LJ [ i
i 12 ’
= QZE?] —3.47 Zl(z’,jl
- i=1 i,j

Using [Girela 2001, Proposition 4.1], there is a constant Cp > 1 such that

172
d@} )z%—c 4772

v

v

Ellfll = —E([ ‘f(e(H))—

for some sufficiently large absolute constant C > 0.

Upper bound for E|| f||5. We begin by computing

1 .
f/(Z) — ; Z ;l’,j Ln)\'i,jJZI'n)HJJ 1,
l’j
with the sum over all i, j in {1,2,...,r}. Let ®; = % Zj|§i,j|- Then, fort = |z] < 1,

1—1t i i ; i
(1= DIf @1 = == D J6ijIn2 1" 7! < (max ©;) (1 — 1) Y 2"y
i,j

i

o0
<2(max ©;)(1—1) Y ¢~ <2(max ©;).
1 1
i=1
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Using the Pythagorean property of subgaussian norms [Vershynin 2018, Proposition 2.6.1], the random
variables ®; have subgaussian norm C/+/i, and hence using standard estimates,

sup[[E max @,-]<oo.
reN i=1,2,...,r

This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.1. U

5B. BMO GAFs are not always VMO GAFs. We answer a question of [Sledd 1981], showing that there
are GAFs which are in BMOA but not in VMOA. We begin by defining a new seminorm on BMOA

. 1
| fllsn == sup M;(f),
[:2-n<|[|]<2-(=D

where the supremum is over intervals I C R/Z.

Lemma 5.5. There is a constant ¢ > 0 and an m € N such that, for all integers n > m and for all
polynomials p with coefficients supported in [2", 2],

[Pl = IPlsn—m = cllPlloo = clipll.

Proof. The first inequality is trivial. The last inequality is [Girela 2001, Proposition 2.1]. Thus it only
remains to prove the second inequality. Recall 7;,, the dyadic trapezoidal kernel from (15), which satisfies
for all n € N that

A

T,()=1 for je[2,2"tY,  T,0) =0, and ||Tyllec <10-2"

(see (14) and (15) — this follows by bounding ||K,||l«c = n + 1 and using the positivity of K). From
the condition on the support of the coefficients, p x 7, = p. As the constant coefficient of 7,, vanishes,
1 % T, = 0, and therefore we have the identity that for any / € R/Z and any ¢ € R/Z,

ple(®)) = ((p - fl p) * Tn)(e(¢))

1 (37)
~ [ (e~ p)Tcto-nao,
Fix m € N. Let I be the interval around ¢ of length 2 -2"~". Then, forn >m + 1,
pe@n= [ |pe@n—f p|inew-opias
1U]¢ 1
<1 [ [pen— £ p|do-+21pl [ 17w -0p1as. @8)

The first summand we control as follows (using the length of || and || 7} ||c0 < 10-2"):

Tl [ [pte@~ § plav <2027 f |pceon - f p|as
1 1 1 I
< 20- 2m ”p”*,nfmfl- (39)
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For the second summand, using (16),

1/2
mm&/ﬂn@w—ﬂ»wesmmm/1|n@w»me
I(,' m-—n
12
;580-2—"npnm2/ 11— e(0)]2do
o0
szo-z”npnml/ 02
<2027 pllec. 40)

Applying (39) and (40) to (38),
”p”oo = 20-2" ”p”*,n—m—l +20- 27" ”p”oo

Taking m = 5, we conclude
I12ll0e < 2" 1P llens- 0

The previous lemma allows us to estimate || - ||, for polynomials supported on dyadic blocks efficiently
in terms of the supremum norm. Hence, we record the following simple observation.

Lemma 5.6. For any n > 2, let f, be the Gaussian polynomial

2n—1
k

vnlogn kX_: e

n

fa(2) =

Then there is an absolute constant C > O such that

C <Ellfulle <C.
Further, forallt >0,
— 2
Pl falloo — Ell fulloo] > ] < 2e (logn)*

Proof. Observe that the family {f,(e(k/n)) : 0 < k < n} consists of i.i.d. complex Gaussian random
variables of variance 1/logn. Hence,

Ell falloo = & max | fu(e(k/n))| = €

for some constant C > 0 (see [Vershynin 2018, Exercise 2.5.11]). Conversely, there is an absolute constant
such that for any polynomial p of degree 2n (e.g., see [Rakhmanov and Shekhtman 2006]),

[Plloo = Cog}éﬁnlp(e(k/@n)))l-

Hence using that each f;,(e(k/(4n))) is complex Gaussian of variance 1/logn, we conclude that there is
another constant C > 0 so that

Ell fulloo =C

(see [Vershynin 2018, Exercise 2.5.10]). The concentration is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.2. [
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Let {n;} be a monotonically increasing sequence of positive integers, to be chosen later. Let f; be
independent Gaussian polynomials as in Lemma 5.6 with n = 2"*. Let {a;} be a nonnegative sequence.
Define g =Y ;= ax fx. Under the condition that ) ., a,% /nx < oo, we have that g is an H>-GAF.

Lemma 5.7. Let ny = 1 and define ny41 = 3" for all k > 0. If the sequence {ai} is bounded, then g is in
BMOA almost surely. Furthermore, if limy_, o ax = 0, then g is in VMOA almost surely.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume all a; < 1. Observe that

liglls = sup llglls.c.
N

Le

Therefore, if sup,cp [18ll%,¢ < 00 a.s., then g is in BMOA. If, furthermore, lim/—. [|g[l+,c =0 a.s., then g
is in VMOA almost surely.

Put g; =a; f; for all j € N. Fix £ € N and let k be such that ny_; —m < £ < ny —m, where m is the
constant from Lemma 5.5, and take the decomposition g = g—x—1 + gx—1 + g« + &>« Then

2¢/2 k)2

lgskllse < lg=kll2 < llg=«ll2,

which follows from Cauchy—Schwarz applied to M ,1 (g-¢) for an interval |I| > 2~% On the other hand,

2—@4—1 £+12”k—2+1 < 2—nk71+nk72+m+2

||g<k||>k,£ =< ||g/<k||oo =< 2- ||g<k||oo = ||g<k||007

where the penultimate inequality is Bernstein’s inequality for polynomials. We conclude that
lgllse < 272442 g oo + 2l1gk lloo + 201 8k=1 oo + 2"/ gk 2-
Using Lemma 5.6 and Borel-Cantelli,
D :=sup | frlloo <00 a.s.

k
In particular,

”g<k”oo =< kD.

Meanwhile, the family {|| f; ||% -2-2"% log(2")} consists of independent x 2 random variables with 2" t!
degrees of freedom, respectively. Hence,

R = sqp{llgj”z«/nj} <00 a.s.
j

Therefore,

2 2 2 1 3R?
lg=il3 = "lgi I3 <R*)_ s

_——
I I ke

Finally, we have

glls.e < 27D 4 2@y + ) D+ V3 2B
Nit+1
By our choice of ny (recalling k = k(£)), the last expression is uniformly bounded in £ almost surely. In
addition, if a; — 0, then

limsup ||g|l«.¢ < limsup2(ar—1 +ax)D = 0. O

£—00 k— 00
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Remark 5.8. A more careful analysis of || f~x ||« ¢ reveals that it suffices to have nyyi/n; > ¢ > 1 for
some c¢ to bound || f> ||« ¢ uniformly over all £. We will not pursue this here.

We now turn to proving the existence of the desired GAF.
Theorem 5.9. There is a BMO GAF which is almost surely not a VMO GAF.

Proof. We let g be as in Lemma 5.7 with a; = 1 for all k. By making ¢ sufficiently small and using the
contraction principle (Proposition 2.1), Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6, for all k € N,

2P (lIgllsne—m > 1) = Pl fillong—m > 1) = P(ll filoo > ct) > 3.
Therefore by the reverse Fatou lemma,

P (lim sup [|gllsn—m > t) > limsup P(lIgllny-m > 1) > 1.

k—o00 k—o00
This implies, by Proposition 2.9, that g is not in VMOA a.s. O
Finally, we show there is a VMO GAF which is not Sledd.
Lemma 5.10. There is an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all € > O there is an no(€) sufficiently

large such that, for all n > ngy and for all intervals I C R/Z with |I| =€,

[P’(there exists J C I an interval with |J| = c/n such that mi}l | fn(x)] > %) > %,
xXe

where f, is as in Lemma 5.6.

Proof. We again use the observation that the family { f,,(e(k/n)) : 0 < k < n} consists of i.i.d. complex
Gaussian random variables of variance 1/logn. Let I be an interval as in the statement of the lemma.
Let I’ be the middle third of that interval. Then for any n, there are at least ne /4 many k such that k/n
are in I'. For any such k and any ¢,

P[| fu(e(k/n))| > t] = e~ loem?®

Hence, if we define ng so that n3/46 =41og(3), then for all n > ny,

Plforall k:k/n eI, | frle/m)] < 1] <e'e/* <1
Using Bernstein’s inequality and Lemma 5.6, there is an absolute constant such that

I filloe < 20l fulloo < Chn,

except with probability 1/n. Hence, if we let J be the interval of length ¢/n around a point in /" where
| fale(k/n))| > 3, then minye | f,(x)| = % except with probability 2. O
Theorem 5.11. There exists a GAF that is almost surely in VMOA and which is almost surely not Sledd.
Proof. We let g be as in Lemma 5.7 with a; — 0 to be defined, so that g is almost surely in VMOA.
We define a nested sequence of random intervals {J;}. Let Jo = R/Z. Define a subsequence ny,

inductively by letting ny, be the smallest integer bigger than no(c/ny, ,) for £ > 1 and no(c) for £ = 1.
Let a,,, =1/, and let a; =0 if j is not in {ng,}.
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We say that an interval J; succeeds if there is a subinterval J' of length ¢/ny,_, such that minye | fi, | > %.
If the interval J, succeeds, we let J,4+1 = J', and otherwise we let Jy4| be the interval of length ¢/ny,
that shares a left endpoint with J;. The nested intervals J, decrease to a point x, and
1

16¢
t=1

o
1
1 15k = Z; M@ = 1{J; succeeds}.
From Lemma 5.10, the family {1{J, succeeds}} consists of independent Bernoulli random variables with
parameter at least % Then by [Kahane 1985, Chapter 3, Theorem 6], this series is almost surely infinite. [J
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1. Introduction

1A. Hamiltonian dynamics. Let M be a compact boundaryless Riemannian G” smooth manifold of
dimension n > 2, and let P(x, &) € C*®°(T*M) be a completely integrable Hamiltonian with P(x, &) — oo
as |&| — oo. Complete integrability is the assumption that there exist n functionally independent conserved
quantities of the Hamiltonian flow that are pairwise in involution.

The Liouville-Arnold theorem asserts that we can locally choose symplectomorphisms

x:T"xD—>T*M (1A.1)
such that the transformed Hamiltonian
HO(G,I):(PO)()(G,I) (1A.2)

is independent of 6. It follows that the Hamiltonian flow is quasiperiodic and constrained to n-dimensional
Lagrangian tori, given in local coordinates by

=0, 6=VH(). (1A.3)

Under the Kolmogorov nondegeneracy condition det(VIzH ) # 0, we can locally index the invariant
Lagrangian tori A, by the frequency w = V; H of their quasiperiodic motion.
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If we now consider a smooth one-parameter family of perturbed Hamiltonians given by H (6, I; t)
in action-angle coordinates with H(0, I;0) = H 0(I), a natural question is whether or not an invariant
tori A, with quasiperiodic motion of frequency w still exists in the perturbed Hamiltonian dynamics.

This question was resolved positively by Kolmogorov [1954], Arnold [1983], and Moser [1966]. In
particular, they established that the Lagrangian invariant tori corresponding to all but an o(1)-symplectic-
measure subset of frequencies survive this perturbation as the size of the perturbation tends to zero.

In particular persisting tori are those with frequencies w in a set €2, determined by the Diophantine
condition (3B.2), where t > n — 1 is fixed and the choice of x then dictates the measure of the union of
preserved tori.

Popov [2004b] used a local version of the KAM theorem to construct a Birkhoff normal form for Gevrey
class Hamiltonians H about A. This normal form generalises the notion of “action-angle” variables of
a completely integrable Hamiltonian as discussed in [Arnold 1989]. As a consequence of the normal
form construction, Popov obtained an effective stability result for the Hamiltonian flow near the union
of remaining invariant tori. The natural setting for the estimates is that of Gevrey regularity. This work
generalises earlier work in [Popov 2000a; 2000b], where a Birkhoff normal form is constructed for
real-analytic Hamiltonians.

1B. Quantum ergodicity. We now consider the quantisation of a KAM Hamiltonian system given by a
family of self-adjoint and uniformly elliptic semiclassical pseudodifferential operators

Pu(t) =) P;(x, hD; )i/, (1B.1)
Jj=0

with real-valued full symbol in the Gevrey class S¢(7* M) from Definition B.5, analytic in the parameter #,
where £ = (p, u,v), with p(t +n)+1>pu > p'=p(t+1)+1and v = p(r +n+ 1). Furthermore,
we assume Py (¢) acts on half-densities in C*°(M; Q'/?) with principal symbol Py(x, &; 1) completely
integrable and nondegenerate at t = 0, and with vanishing subprincipal symbol. The operator P, (¢) then
has an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions u;(¢; h) and corresponding real eigenvalues E;(t; h) — o0
for each fixed ¢, h.

The Bohr correspondence principle asserts that aspects of the classical dynamics should be reflected in
the spectral theory of Py (¢) in the semiclassical limit # — 0. A rigorous manifestation of this correspon-
dence principle is the celebrated quantum ergodicity theorem, due to [Shnirelman 1974; Colin de Verdiére
1985; Zelditch 1987], which asserts that billiards with ergodic geodesic flow have eigenfunctions satisfying
a quantum notion of equidistribution, made precise using the machinery of pseudodifferential operators.

We work with a semiclassical formulation of quantum ergodicity. Let diu g denote the measure on the
energy surface Xz = p~!(E) induced by the symplectic measure |d& A dx| on T*M by

ldig AdE| = |dE Adx|. (1B.2)

If a Hamiltonian p(x, &) € C*°(T*M) generates an ergodic Hamiltonian flow on every energy surface g
with E € [a, b] and dp|,-1(jap # O, then for any semiclassical pseudodifferential operator A of
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semiclassical order 0, the quantum ergodicity theorem states that

Y

E;(h)ela,b]

2
— 0. (1B.3)

1

(Apuj(h), uj(h) — ne (e s,

o(A)dpr,

The quantum ergodicity theorem is originally due to Shnirelman [1974], Zelditch [1987], and Colin
de Verdiere [1985]. The semiclassical formulation of the quantum ergodicity theorem (1B.3) is a
straightforward consequence of the sharper formulation in [Helffer et al. 1987], or [Dyatlov and Guillarmou
2014], in which the statement is localised to O (%) energy bands. From (1B.3), a standard diagonal
argument introduced in [Colin de Verdie¢re 1977] shows that

}}lg}) (Apuj(h), uj(h)) —

o(A)dpg;|=0 (1B.4)

wE (ZEy) Jsg,
uniformly for a family A(h) C {E;(h) € [a, b]} of full density, in the sense that

#A(h)
—
#Ej(h) € [a, b]}

(1B.5)

We say that a semiclassical pseudodifferential operator of the form (1B.1) is quantum ergodic if its
eigenfunctions satisfy (1B.3).

In the appendix to [Marklof and O’Keefe 2005], Zelditch raises the question of converse quantum
ergodicity: to what extent is it possible for nonergodic Hamiltonian systems such as those in the KAM
regime to have quantum ergodic quantisations? In the extreme situation of quantum complete integrability,
rigorous results on eigenfunction microlocalisation onto unions of Lagrangian tori have been established
in [Toth and Zelditch 2003], which clearly rules out quantum ergodicity. In the intermediate regimes
between complete integrability and ergodicity, fewer rigorous results on the question of converse quantum
ergodicity are known. In the appendix to [Marklof and O’Keefe 2005], Zelditch shows that the “pimpled
spheres”, which are S? with a metric deformed polar cap, are not quantum ergodic, exploiting the
periodicity of the flow in a strong way. In [Gutkin 2009] it is shown that the “racetrack billiard” is
quantum ergodic but not ergodic, with phase space splitting into two disjoint invariant sets of equal
measure.

As KAM dynamics are far from ergodic dynamics in character, the Bohr correspondence principle
suggests that P (¢) is typically not quantum ergodic, and that under generic conditions on the perturbation,
there could exist sequences of eigenfunctions for P, (#) with semiclassical mass entirely supported on
individual invariant tori.

This localisation was proven for quasimodes in [Popov 2004a], where semiclassical Fourier inte-
gral operators were used to construct a quantum Birkhoff normal form for a class of semiclassical
pseudodifferential operators P (¢). This quantum Birkhoff normal form is used to obtain a family of
quasimodes microlocalised near the union of KAM Lagrangian tori of a Hamiltonian associated to Py,. A
similar construction was previously made in [Colin de Verdiere 1977], which establishes the existence of
quasimodes microlocalised near the Lagrangian tori of a completely integrable Hamiltonian on a compact
smooth manifold.
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As pointed out in [Zelditch 2004], however, the passage from quasimode microlocalisation statements
to microlocalisation statements for genuine eigenfunctions typically requires information on the spectral
concentration of the operator in question.

One way in which this information can be obtained is by considering the spectral flow of Py (¢) in an
analytic parameter ¢ as in this paper. The Hadamard variational formula allows us to rule out spectral
concentration for full measure ¢, given suitable information on the expectation of the quantum observable

(0 Pr(O)uj(t; h), uj(t; b)), (1B.6)

which can be obtained from conditions like (1B.4). One can then draw conclusions about eigenfunction
microlocalisation from those about quasimode microlocalisation.

In [Hassell 2010], this technique was exploited to obtain the existence of a sequence of Laplacian
eigenfunctions on the Bunimovich stadium that does not equidistribute, at least for a full-measure set of
aspect ratios. This strategy was also exploited in [Gomes 2018], where the author establishes a weak
form of Percival’s conjecture for the mushroom billiard.

It is the purpose of this paper to use the same technique to show that quantisations of KAM Hamiltonian
systems in the sense of (1B.1) are typically not quantum ergodic, at least for full measure ¢ € (0, §).

We follow [Popov 2004a] in working in the category of Gevrey regularity for our Hamiltonian P, due to
the availability of explicit and full details of the quantum Birkhoff normal form construction in this setting.

1C. Statement of results. The following is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose M is a compact boundaryless G” manifold and Py (t) is a family of self-adjoint
elliptic semiclassical pseudodifferential operators acting on C*°(M; Q'/?) with fixed positive differential
order such that:

(1) The operator Py (t) has full symbol real-valued, analytic in t, and in the Gevrey class S¢(T*M) from
Definition B.5, where £ = (p, t, v), withp(t +n)+1>u>p'=p@r+1)+1landv=p(t+n+1).

(ii) The principal symbol Py(x, &; t) lies in G, U (T*M x (-1, 1)).

(i) Py(x, &; 0) is a completely integrable and nondegenerate Hamiltonian.

@iv) The subprincipal symbol of Py, (t) vanishes.

(v) In an action-angle variable coordinate patch T" x D for the unperturbed Hamiltonian Py(x, &; 0), the
KAM Hamiltonian can be written as H(9, I;t) = Py(-, -; t) o x, and we define H*(I) := H (8, I; 0).

(vi) The KAM perturbation is such that

/ 0:H(@,1;0)do

is nonconstant on some regular energy surface {I € D : H*(I) = E} in the action-angle coordinate
patch.

Then for any regular energy band Po_l([a, b]) with E € (a, b) for the energy surface in condition (vi),
there exists 6 > 0 such that the family of operators Py(t) is not quantum ergodic in [a, b] for full
measure t € (0, ).
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Remark 1.2. Though we choose to work with Gevrey class Hamiltonians, it should be noted that we only
require quasimodes for Py, (¢) of order O (h®+2/2) o carry out the arguments in Section 2. In particular
this implies that Theorem 1.1 should hold in the C* setting, where O (h°°) quasimodes are constructed
in [Colin de Verdiere 1977].

Remark 1.3. The condition (vi) is a rather mild one. Indeed for Hamiltonian perturbations of the form
HO(D)+tHY 6, 1), it is equivalent to the functional independence of H 0(I) and fw H'(®, I)d6. This
holds for generic choice of H'.

1D. Examples. The broad class of operators satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 are perturbations
of completely integrable Schrodinger-type operators

Pp=—h*Ag+ V(x). (1D.1)

In particular, Theorem 1.1 applies to the case of the semiclassical Laplace-Beltrami operator (V=0) on
a manifold with perturbed metric (M, g;), where (M, go) has completely integrable and nondegenerate
geodesic flow.

The model example of a completely integrable geodesic flow is that of the flat torus

T" = R"/7". (1D.2)

The Hamiltonian that generates the geodesic flow on T” can be written as |7|%, where I € R" is dual to
the spatial variable 6 € T". This is clearly a nondegenerate and completely integrable Hamiltonian system.
Similarly, in [Knorrer 1980], it is shown that the geodesic flow on an n-axial ellipsoid E is completely
integrable and nondegenerate. Thus the Laplace—Beltrami operator for metric perturbations of both of
these manifolds is covered by Theorem 1.1, provided the generic condition (vi) is satisfied.

For an explicit family of examples, one can consider T2, equipped with the metric

g=dO} +d63 +1x(61,6,) db; db,
for t > 0 small and x € C°°(T?) arbitrary. The Hamiltonian corresponding to —h%A ¢ 18

H@O, ) =1} + 13 +1tx61,0) 1 I,

and we have that
/ 8,H(9,I)d9=1112/ x(0)do (1D.3)
'|]'2 ‘H'Z

is nonconstant over any energy surface |/| = E > 0; thus condition (vi) of Theorem 1.1 is satisfied.

1E. Outline of paper. In Section 3A, we introduce some definitions and notations that are prevalent
throughout the paper.

In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.1 by contradiction. We now outline the strategy of the proof. In
Section 2B, under the assumptions of (vi) in Theorem 1.1, Proposition 2.5 makes use of the calculation in
Section 3E to obtain an upper bound for the flow speed of a positive density family of the quasieigenvalues
constructed in Section 4C. On the other hand, the assumption of quantum ergodicity of P (¢) for large
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measure ¢ yields an estimate for the variation of a large density subset of exact eigenvalues in (2B.22).
The results in this section establish a gap (2B.23) between the flow speed of these quasieigenvalues and
exact eigenvalues that ensures that individual eigenvalues cannot spend large measure ¢ € (0, §) within
O (h"*+1) distance of any of the quasieigenvalues. This is formalised in Section 2C, where it is deduced
that there exists #, € (0, §) at which there are very few actual eigenvalues within O (k1) distance of the
union of quasieigenvalue windows. An elementary spectral theory contradiction is arrived at from this
spectral nonconcentration, completing the proof.

In Section 3, we construct a Gevrey class Birkhoff normal form for the family of Hamiltonians
P(x, &;t). The construction is that of [Popov 2004b], with our only additional concern being establishing
the regularity of this Birkhoff normal form construction in the parameter ¢. In Section 3E, we compute
the derivative of the integrable term K (/;¢) of the Birkhoff normal form in the parameter ¢. This is
done by applying two KAM iterations to P (x, &; t) prior to the application of the Birkhoff normal form
construction of Theorem 3.10.

In Section 4, we recall the quantum Birkhoff normal form construction of [Popov 2004a], formulated
in Theorem 4.1. This construction yields a Gevrey family of quasimodes microlocalising on the KAM
Lagrangian tori of the Hamiltonian P (x, §; ¢). For the spectral flow arguments in Section 2C we require
that the associated quasieigenvalues are smooth in ¢, which is a statement entirely about the symbols of
this quantum Birkhoff normal form.

In Appendix A, we introduce the anisotropic classes of Gevrey functions that are used throughout this
paper as well as some of their basic properties.

In Appendix B, we introduce the semiclassical pseudodifferential calculus for Gevrey class symbols.

In Appendix C, we collect two elementary assertions about analytic functions.

In Appendix D, we state and prove a version of the Whitney extension theorem for the anisotropic
class of Gevrey functions.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

2A. Introduction. We begin by assuming that P, (¢) is a family of operators satisfying the assumptions
of Theorem 1.1.

Condition (vi) in Theorem 1.1 implies that there exists a nonresonant frequency wg € 2, with associated
Lagrangian torus A, such that the average of d; Po(x, &§; 0) over the torus A, differs from the average
of 9, Py(x, &; 0) over the associated energy surface

{(x, &) € T*M : Py(x, & 0) = HO(I (w))}. (2A.1)

Moreover, we can ensure that A, lies in an arbitrarily small energy window [a, b] about the regular
energy E from the condition (vi). Without loss of generality, the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1 thus guarantee
the existence of what we shall call a slow forus.

Definition 2.1. A slow forus in the energy band [a, b] for the unperturbed Hamiltonian

H®,1;0)=HI), (2A.2)
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written in action-angle coordinates, is a Lagrangian invariant torus A, with nonresonant frequency
wp € 2, and energy H O(I (wp)) € (a, b) in the notation of Theorem 3.10 that satisfies

1
Qm)™" ooH@, I(wy);0)d0 < inf —— 0 Py(x,&;0)dug (2A.3)
n Ecla.b) up(XE) Jx,

att =0.

We call such a torus a slow torus to draw intuition from the special case where 9,P;(¢) is a positive
operator. In this case, as ¢ evolves, the quasieigenvalues associated to such a torus increase as ¢ evolves at
a slower rate than the typical increase of eigenvalues at the same energy. The intuition behind this stems
from the Hadamard variational formula (2B.8), and the fact that the associated quasimodes microlocalise
onto A,,. This intuition is confirmed in Section 3E, by a more careful analysis of the leading-order
behaviour as t — 0 of the integrable term in the Birkhoff normal form established in Theorem 3.10.
Under the assumption of quantum ergodicity, this analysis implies a discrepancy (2B.23) in the spectral
flow of genuine eigenvalues and quasieigenvalues attached to slow tori. Consequently, we obtain the
spectral nonconcentration statement Proposition 2.10.

We begin by using the slow torus condition and choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small so that

1
(27‘[)_"/ 0H@O, I(wy;0);0)d0 < inf —— 0;Py(x,&;0)dug —3c (2A4)
n Eela,b) ug(ZE) Jx,

is satisfied.

As the quantum ergodicity condition (1B.3) is preserved upon passing to energy subintervals, we can
assume that [a, b] is an arbitrarily small energy window containing H°(I (wp; 0)). In particular, we can
scale our interval [a, b] by a small factor A to ensure that the condition

dPodug — dPodpe =:04(0)—0_(0) <e <c (2A5)

sup inf ——
Eecla,p] ME(ZE) Jx, Eelabl ngp(Zg) Jx,

is satisfied for any particular € < c. From the regularity of Py, one can achieve this by taking
A=0(e). (2A.6)

Through the course of this section, we will track the size of various small quantities in terms of this e,
which we will eventually take small in the proof of Proposition 2.10.
Proposition 3.14 applies to H, and we obtain a family of symplectomorphisms

X € Gp’p/"’/(T” x D x (-1, %) T" x D) (2A.7)

and a family of diffeomorphisms
we G (Dx(-1,1), Q) (2A.8)
such that
H(x(0,1;1);0) =KU;1)+ R0, I 1), (2A.9)
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where 97 R(0, I; t) = 0 for nonresonant actions I € E,(¢). Using the diffeomorphism (2A.8), we can

define an action map I € G***'(Q x (-1, 1)) implicitly by

o=w((@;t);1) (2A.10)

and we can use this map to specify the action coordinates of a nonresonant torus with fixed frequency at
any t € (—%, %) in the Birkhoff normal form furnished by x (-, -; t).

We first obtain a positive-measure family of slow tori near A,.

Proposition 2.2. There exists r > 0 and § > 0 such that for any w € Q := B(wp, r) N Q., the torus
Ay = x(T" x {I(w, t)}) has energy

K (w;1),1) € [a, D] (2A.11)
forallt € (0, §).
In particular, the family of tori
AW = Ao (2A.12)
we2

is a positive-measure family of KAM tori entirely contained within the energy band |a, b].
Moreover, r and § can be chosen small enough to ensure

Qo)™ H@O,I(w;1);1)dd < 2r)™" | 0;H®, I(w;0);1)d0 +¢

T "

< inf Q_(t)—2c (2A.13)
te(0,8)

for each w € Qand each t € (0, 8).
We can also choose 6 > 0 small enough to ensure that

Or—Q_:= sup Q,(t)— inf Q_(r) <2e. (2A.14)
1€(0,5) 1€(0,9)
In particular r, § can be taken to be O (€), with constant independent of t and h.

Proof. From the regularity of x, I, and K established in Theorem 3.10, it follows that we can take
r = O(X) to ensure that (2A.11) is satisfied at ¢t = 0, where L = O(¢) is as in (2A.6). Similarly, we can
ensure that

(271)_”/ 0,H(@,1;0)do < (271)_”/ 0,H (@O, I(wy);1)dO+¢/2 (2A.15)
T T
holds for |I — I (wg)| = O(X). Since (2A.4) is satisfied at r = 0, it follows that
(271)"/ o,HO, I(w;0);0)dd < Q_(0)—3c+¢€/2 (2A.16)
Tn

forall w € Q = B(wy, r) N EZK upon taking r = O(A).

The regularity of x, I and K in the parameter ¢ then allows us to deduce that (2A.11) and (2A.13)
are satisfied for ¢ € (0, §), for sufficiently small § > 0 and for each w € Q. In particular, we can take
8=0() =0(e).
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Finally, the estimate (2A.14) for small § follows from the regularity of

1
0; Pydu (2A.17)
we(Xg) Js, ' £

int and E. 0

We can now apply the quantum Birkhoff normal form construction outlined in Section 4. From
Theorem 4.5, we obtain a family of quasimodes that microlocalise onto the family of KAM tori A(¢)
introduced in (2A.12).

In particular, following Section 4C, we take S(¢) ={l(w; t) : w € Q) and define the index set M, (¢) as
in (4C.2). Then for each m € M, (t) C Z", we have a quasimode v, with corresponding quasieigenvalue (i,
as in (4C.3). We introduce notation for the union of 2" *!-width energy windows about the quasieigenvalue
associated to tori in A():

W=\ s ) =0 s )+ 0, (2A.18)
meM(t)

We also introduce the index set
G(h)={j eN:E;(t) €la, b] for some t € (0, )} (2A.19)

of the eigenvalues that can possibly play a role in the spectral flow considerations in Section 2C.
To conclude this section, we collect asymptotic estimates for the number of eigenvalues and the number
of quasieigenvalues that are in the energy window [a, b] as h — 0.

Proposition 2.3. We have the asymptotic estimate

H#M () ~ Qrh) " w(T x {I(w, 1) :w € Q}) (2A.20)
foreacht € (0, §).
Furthermore, we have
limsupRrh)"#G (h) < n({(x, &) : Po(x,&;0) € [a— MS, b+ MS]}), (2A.21)

h—0
where M is the uniform bound on spectral flow speed in (2B.11) and G (h) is as in (2A.19).
Here 11 denotes the symplectic measure d& dx on T*M.

Proof. The estimate (2A.20) is a consequence from (4C.8), and (2A.21) follows from (2B.11) and an

application of the semiclassical Weyl law [Zworski 2012, Theorem 14.11]. U
From Proposition 2.3, it follows that we can bound
#G(h
_—() (2A.22)
inf #My(t)
1€(0,5)

for t € (0,68(¢)) and h < hg(e). Moreover, this upper bound is uniform in €. By the nature of their
construction in Proposition 2.2, the quasieigenvalues u,, (¢; k) lie in [a, b] for all ¢ € (0, §).
It is convenient to introduce the subset G (h) C G(h) given by

G(h) = {j eN:E;(t) €la,b] forallz € (0,d)}. (2A.23)
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By choosing §(¢) > 0 appropriately small, we can ensure that a large proportion of eigenvalues that lie in
[a, b] for some ¢ € (0, §) lie in [a, b] for all ¢ € (0, 5).

Proposition 2.4. We can choose §(¢) = O (€?) such that

#G(h
L >1—Ce (2A.24)
#G(h)

forall e < eyand h < hy(€), where C > 0 is a constant.

Proof. We have the bound

#G(h) - Np(la+Mé,b— MS$))

— < , (2A.25)
#G(h) ~ Np(la— M3, b+ MS])

where Nj, (1) counts the semiclassical eigenvalues of the operator P, (0) in /. Recalling that the interval
[a, b] is of scale A = O (¢), it follows that for any choice of § = O (€?), the ratio of phase space volumes

w(Po(x,€;0)ela—Mé,a+MS1U[b—Ms, b+ Mé])

(2A.26)
w(Po(x, &:;0) € [a— M8, a+ M)

can be bounded by a constant multiple of € for all sufficiently small €. Application of the semiclassical
Weyl asymptotics to (2A.25) completes the proof. U

2B. Eigenvalue and quasieigenvalue variation. We now turn our attention to the variation of quasieigen-
values and eigenvalues as ¢ € (0, §) varies. The quasieigenvalues can be handled rather explicitly.

Proposition 2.5. For any all sufficiently small 6(¢) > 0 and all t € (0, §), we have

limsup o, (t; h) < Q_ —c¢ (2B.1)
h—0

for allm € U, 5) Mn(t) uniformly in t.
Proof. From Proposition 3.14, we have
Ko(I; 1) = H(I) +1- (27r)_”/ H®,I;0)d6 + 0(°®) (2B.2)
'[I'Yl

for any / € D. Hence we have

3, (Ko(h(m +9/4); 1)) < (271)"/ 3 H (O, h(m +9/4); 0)do + € (2B.3)

for all ¢ € (0, §(¢)), taking § sufficiently small. From the definition of M, (¢), we know that
lh(m +v/4) — [ (w; t)| < Lh

for some w € €, and so from the regularity of I in ¢ it follows that

0 (Koth(m+v/4); 1)) < (271)_”/ H@O, I (w;1);t)d0+€+ O(h) (2B.4)
T
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for some w € Q. This allows us to compute
O pom (5 1) = 3, (K (h(m +9/4); 1, 1))
= 0;(Ko(h(m +19/4); 1)) + O(h)

< (27‘[)_"/ oHO, I(w;1);t)d0 +€+ O(h)

<Q_—2c+e+0(h) (2B.5)
which implies
limsup 0; w,, (t; h) < Q— —2c + €, (2B.6)
h—0
using (2B.4), (2A.13), and (2A.14). O

In particular, we can choose B > 0 and A¢ > 0 such that

Opm(t;h) <B < Q_—c (2B.7)
for all r € (0, §) and all & < hy.

Remark 2.6. We abused notation slightly here by writing w,, (¢; &) even when m ¢ My, (¢). That is, we track
the behaviour of K°(h(m+9 /4),t; h) even for t € (0, &) such that this does not correspond to a quasieigen-
value in our family. This is a necessity due to the rough nature of the set { (w; 1) : @ € R} of nonresonant
actions. Indices m € Z" will typically be elements of M, (¢) for only O (h)-sized t-intervals at a time.

Remark 2.7. This is the last part of the argument that involves placing an additional restriction on the
size of § > 0.

We now consider the variation of eigenvalues. For each fixed & > 0, the operators P}, (f) comprise
an holomorphic family of type A in the sense of [Kato 1966] and so we can choose eigenvalues and
corresponding eigenprojections holomorphic in the parameter ¢. Thus if at each time ¢ we order our
eigenpairs E;(t; h) in order of increasing energy, by holomorphy it follows that E; will be continuous
and piecewise smooth in (0, §). On the cofinite set where E; is differentiable in #, we have

O Ej(t; h) = (8, Pp(t)u;(t; h), uj(t; h)), (2B.8)

since (u;) is an orthonormal basis. We will control (2B.8) using our assumption of quantum ergodicity.
To this end, we now suppose for the sake of contradiction that there exists a positive-measure set
B C (0, §) such that Py (¢) is quantum ergodic in the sense of (1B.3) for every ¢ € 5.

Proposition 2.8. For everyt € B and € > 0, there exists ho(t, €) such that, for all h < hy(t, €), we have

[€0; P ()uj (25 h), uj(t; h)) —/ Podig;uml <€ (2B.9)

2:Ej(r:h)
for a family of indices S(t; h) C{j e N: E;(t; h) € [a, b]} with

#S(t; h)
>
(j €N E;(t: h) € [a, b])
Proof. This is a direct application of (1B.4). O

1—e. (2B.10)
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We also note that we have a global-in-time bound
O Ej(t;h) <M < o0 (2B.11)
from differentiation of the expression
Ei(t; h) = (Pp(t)uj(t; h), uj(t; h)) (2B.12)
and using a routine elliptic parametrix construction that is uniform in ¢ € (0, 1) to bound the quantity
(0, Pr(®)uj(t; h), uj(t; h)) (2B.13)

given that E;(z; h) lies in a fixed energy band [a, b].
Recalling (2A.5), Proposition 2.8 implies that

(B,Ph(t)uj,uj) e[0-—¢€, O+ +€] (2B.14)

for all j € S(¢; h) such that E; is smooth at ¢, and all & < ho(z, €).
Now, from the outer regularity of the Lebesgue measure, we may then choose a subinterval J C (0, §)

such that
mBNJ)

m(J)

We can then apply the monotone convergence theorem to upgrade Proposition 2.8 for ¢ € BB to a statement

>1—e. (2B.15)

that is uniform in a large-measure subset of J.
Proposition 2.9. There exists a subset B C BN J and an hy(e) > 0 such that
B
mbB) e (2B.16)

and, for any h < ho(e) and any t € B, there exists a subset

Z(t.h) C {j €N E;(t, h) € [a, b]} (2B.17)
such that
2@ h) 1—2¢ forall0<h<h (2B.18)
> — or a < < .
#(j eN: E;(t. h) € [a. b]} 0
and

(0Pp(Duj,uj) €[Q- —€, Oy +€] forall j€Z(t, h), (2B.19)
forall Z(t; h) such that E; is smooth at t and all h < ho(€).
Proof. For fixed n, € > 0, we define
By :={teBNJ:hy(t, e)>n}, (2B.20)

where h(t, €) is as in Proposition 2.8. As BNJ =
sufficiently small ny > 0, we have

»=0 By, countable additivity implies that for

m(Byy) > %m(l’ﬁ‘ﬂf) > (1=2e)m(J). (2B.21)
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We now take B = By, and Z(t; h) = S(t; h) in the notation of Proposition 2.8, and (2B.19) follows from
(2B.14). O

In light of Proposition 2.9, we redefine Q_, O to be the endpoints of the enlarged interval in (2B.19).
Hence
(0, Pp(t)uj,uj) € [Q—, Q4] forall j € Z(t, h). (2B.22)

In terms of the redefined Q_, Q ., we have
O_—B>c—€>0, (2B.23)

and so we have established a discrepancy between the typical speed of eigenvalue flow and the upper
bound for the speed of quasieigenvalue flow.

2C. Spectral nonconcentration. We can now complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by proving a spectral
nonconcentration result that follows from the results of Section 2B.

Proposition 2.10. Under the quantum ergodicity assumption m(B) > 0 imposed in Section 2B, for
sufficiently small € > O there exists t, € B C B such that

N(ty; h) 1
2 2C.1
#M(L) 2 eeD
for a sequence hj — 0, where
N(t;h):=#{j eN:E;j; h) e W(t; h)} (2C.2)

is the number of exact eigenvalues lying in the union W (¢t, h) of the quasieigenvalue windows as introduced
in (2A.18).

Proof. The method of proof is by averaging in ¢ and using Proposition 2.9 to show that most individual
eigenfunctions cannot lie in W (¢, k) for a significant proportion of ¢ € J. We begin by defining

Aj(h) ={t € J: E;(t; h) € [a, b]}, (2C.3)
Bithy={teJ:jeZ{ h) (2C.4)
Ci(hy={t € J: Ej(t; h) e W(z; h)}. (2C.5)

From Proposition 2.9, for each ¢ € B we have

D olg = (1-26)) 1y, (2C.6)

jeN jeN
for h < ho(¢). Integrating, we obtain

Z/ng_,, dtz(l—ZG)Z/NlAj dt. (2C.7)
B B

JjeN jeN

1p. dt > (1=2 14 dt — 14.dt
S [1arza-20 Y (fra-[ 1a)

jeN jeGh)

> (1 —2¢) Z (f 1, dt—26m(])>, (2C.83)
J

jeGh)

Hence
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which can be rewritten as
> m(B) = (1-2¢) Y (m(Aj) —2em(J)). (2C.9)
jeN jeG(h)

From the definitions (2A.19) and (2A.23), we know that m(A;) > 0 only if j € G(h) and m(A;) =m(J)
if j e 6(}1). Thus we can estimate

1 #G (h)
G EN: m(B;) > (1 —2¢) <—#G(h) — 26)m(J)

> (1 =26)(1 = O(e))m(J)
= (1—-npm(J), (2C.10)

where lim sup;,_, o n(€; h) = 0c(1). Consequently we have

m(By) = (1—n'"*)m(A)) (2C.11)
for a subfamily F(h) C é(h) with

AF e

G >1—n O (¢) (2C.12)

in the limit 2 — 0, where we have made use of Proposition 2.4.
Taking E(t; h) := E;(t; h) for some j € F, the bound from the Hadamard variational formula (2B.22)
yields

E(ta; h) — E(t1; ) > (1 —n"/*)Q_ — Mn'*m(J), (2C.13)

where M is the uniform bound on eigenvalue flow speed for eigenvalues in [a, b] and J = [t1, 1»].
On the other hand, we now bound E(t;; h) — E(t;; h) above. To do this, we define

E(t;h) =E(@;h) = Bt and  jin (3 h) = (i3 h) — Bt,
where B was the upper bound in (2B.7). Then the transformed quasieigenvalue windows
Wi (8 h) = Ul (15 ) = " i (25 1) + "1

are nonincreasing. From this it follows that if Z (s; h) € [fim (s; B)—h" Y, i (s; B)+h" 1] and m € M, (s)
for some s € J, then E(s’; h) — E(s; h) < 2h™*1 where s’ is the final time 7 € J such that m € M, (¢)
and E (13 h) € [fim(t; h) — k"L, fi,, +h"1]. This implies E(s'; h) — E(s; h) < 2h" T + B(s' — ).

Generalising this idea, we can cover each C;(h) with a finite union of intervals U « T with I = [y, s;{]
defined as follows:

(1) We define so :=inf{t € J : E(t; h) € W(t; h)}, and we choose an m(0) € M},(sg) such that E(¢; h) €
[m©) (t; ) — B, o) (25 h) + h" 1] and m(0) € M, (¢) for all sufficiently small # — 5o > 0.

(ii) We then define s{ :=sup{t € J : E(t; h) € [y (t; h) — K", oy (85 h) + A"}
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(i) If{red:t> s,/(_l and E(t; h) € W(t; h)} is empty, we terminate the inductive process; otherwise
we proceed inductively by defining s :=inf{r € J : 1 > s, _, and E(t; h) € W(z; h)} and choosing a corre-
sponding m (k) € My, (s) such that E(¢; h) € [ (t; h) — h Wmo) (L h) + 1" and m(k) € M, (1)
for all sufficiently small t — s_; > 0.

(iv) We then define s; := sup{t € J : E(t; h) € [mu)(t; h) — A", oo (85 h) + A"}
From the Weyl asymptotics, this procedure must terminate after finitely many iterations.

Remark 2.11. In the case that E(¢; &) is still in a quasieigenvalue window for ¢ arbitrarily close to, but
greater than s;, we will have s = s;. This is the only kind of overlap possible between the intervals 7.
We also remark that the m (k) are necessarily distinct, by the nature of this construction.

For each such interval Iy = [sx, 5], we have that E(s;; h) — E(sg; h) < 2h"H 4 B(s; — sx). As there
can be at most O (h™") intervals I, we obtain

ZE(S]/C;h)—E(Sk;h)EBZ(S]L—S]()-FO(]’!). (2C.14)
k k
For such eigenvalues, we thus obtain the upper bound

E(ty: h) = E(n: h) < 3 (E(sgih) — E(se: h) + (mu)(l —n') = (st —sk>) 0 +m(Ny'*M
k k

<B-0)) (=) +mNU =10 +m(Hn'>M+ 0(h)
k

< (B—Q)m(C;)+ (1 =004 + Mn'?ym(J) + O(h) (2C.15)
in the limit 7 — 0. Rearranging (2C.15) and using (2C.13), we arrive at
<Q+—B>M <2Mn'? + 1 -n"* (04— 0-). (2C.16)
m(J)

Hence by taking € sufficiently small and then passing to sufficiently small 0 < & < ho(¢) we can bound
m(C;)/m(J) by an arbitrarily small positive constant y for all j € 7. Hence we have

/N(t;h)dtf/ZlcjdtS/yZlAj—i—#(G\]-")dt
J I jeN I eF
< (Y#F + "> + 0(e))#G)m(J)
<@y +n'"?+0(@)#HG)m(J), (2C.17)

where we used Proposition 2.4 in the final line. Fixing sufficiently small € > 0, for all & < ho(e) we have
1 N(t; h)
m(J) J; # My (1)

It follows that for each such i < hy, the set

{teJ' AL <l} (2C.19)
CHM (1) T 2 '

dt < le (2C.18)
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has measure at least m(J) /2. Taking a sequence /; — 0 and applying the Borel-Cantelli lemma completes
the proof. (|

Remark 2.12. In fact, the above argument demonstrates the existence of a family of such #, with measure
bounded below by |J|/2; however, we shall only require a single such ¢, in what follows.

We now prove an elementary spectral theory result that will show that the conclusion of Proposition 2.10
is in fact absurd, hence establishing that m(B) = 0 and completing the proof of Theorem 1.1. We
denote by U the h-dependent span of all eigenfunctions with eigenvalues in W (¢; ), and as in (4C.3),
{(Un (t; h), o (t; 1)) }merm, ) denotes the family of quasimodes and associated quasieigenvalues.

Proposition 2.13. For sufficiently small h > 0, the projections

Wiy (L, ) = 7wy (U (25, 1)) (2C.20)
are linearly independent.

Proof. First, we show that the estimate from Definition 4.4 on the error of quasimodes implies that the

projections 7y (v, (ts, h)) are large. In particular, for m € M, (t,), we have
2
H(Pha*) — i (tar 1)) Y (O (tar B), 1 (b )t | = O (R F2)

jeN

= 0 Ei(t h) = o (, DPom (tas B, 1 (1 ) = O (R )
‘E_/'_/'Lm|>h”+l
= wyL(Vn(te, h)) = O Y ™").

Hence for sufficiently small /2, we have
1w |1? = 1170 (v (14, )P = 1+ OB + O RV 72", (2C.21)

From the almost-orthogonality condition that our quasimodes v,, satisfy (see Definition 4.4), together
with (2C.21), it follows that the w,, are almost orthogonal for distinct m € Mj(¢). In particular, for
m # k, we have

{7y (Ui (t4, h)), 7wy (Ui (B, 1)) < [(Om (s, B), Vi (B, R+ (g2 (U (25, 1)), Ty (Ue(2, h)))|

— O(h}/+1) + O(th—Zn)'
Hence

(72 (U (L, 1)), T (Ui (s 1)) — S| = O (WY TH) + O (RPY 2 (2C.22)

for all sufficiently small 4. If we enumerate the quasimodes v,, (¢, i) by positive integers rather than
m € 7", we can then form the Gram matrix M (h) € Mat(#My(¢,), R), with entries given by

M;j(h) = (w;, wj). (2C.23)
Since

IM —Illgs = #Mu(t) (OB + 0P 2) = O 7" + O (h* ), (2C.24)

we can invert M = I 4+ (M — I) as a Neumann series for sufficiently small 4, provided the exponents
of h are positive. This can be ensured by taking y > 3n/2. Since M is nonsingular, we can therefore
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conclude that the functions in the collection

{my (L4, h)) 2 m € Mp(2,)} (2C.25)
are linearly independent. 0
We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Completion of proof of Theorem 1.1. Having fixed € > 0 in Proposition 2.5, we showed in Proposition 2.10
that there exists a #, € (0, §) at which we have the spectral nonconcentration result (2C.1) for a sequence
h; — 0.

On the other hand, we showed in Proposition 2.13 that the projections wy (v,, (¢, h)) are # M, (t,)
linearly independent vectors in a vector space of dimension dim(U) = N(t,, h) < #M,,(t,)/2. This
contradiction completes the proof. O

3. Birkhoff normal form

In this section we construct a family of Birkhoff normal forms corresponding to a family of Gevrey
smooth Hamiltonians H (0, I; t), real-analytic in the parameter ¢t € (—1, 1). The introduction of this
parameter leads to only minor changes in the argument of [Popov 2004b].

We formulate the KAM theorem from [Popov 2004b] in Section 3B and outline the proof in Section 3C.
We then complete the Birkhoff normal form construction following [Popov 2004b] in Section 3D.

In Section 3E, we compute the leading-order behaviour of this Birkhoff normal form as ¢ — 0, which
was used in Proposition 2.5 to obtain an expression for the derivatives of the quasieigenvalues of the
operator Py, (t) constructed in Section 4.

3A. Notation. We begin by introducing some notational conventions that will be used several times in
this section.

Definition 3.1. For s, r > 0 we write
Ds,:={0 €C"/2n7" : |[ImB)| < s} x{I €eC" : |I| <r}, (BA.1)
where | - | denotes the sup-norm on C” induced by the 2-dimensional £*° norm on C.

These domains arise from considering the analytic extension of real-analytic Hamiltonians in action-
angle variables. In this area it is common to bound derivatives of analytic functions using Cauchy
estimates, which requires keeping track of shrinking sequences of domains.

For simplicity of nomenclature, we call an analytic function of several complex variables real-analytic
if its restriction to a function of n real variables is real-valued.

As a final notational convenience, we use | - | to denote the £! norm when applied to elements of Z"
throughout this paper, as well as the matrix norm induced by the sup norm on C".

3B. Formulation of the KAM theorem. Let D C R" be a bounded domain, and consider a completely
integrable Hamiltonian H°(I) = H°(8, I) : T" x D — R in action-angle coordinates. To begin, we shall
assume that this Hamiltonian is real-analytic.
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In addition, we assume the nondegeneracy condition det(d>H /d1%) # 0. This assumption implies that
the map relating the action variable I to the frequency w = VH?(I) is locally invertible. In fact, we
assume that

I VH(I) (3B.1)

is a diffeomorphism from D to Q C R™ The inverse to this map is given by Vg® where g is the
Legendre transform of H°. The phase space T" x D is then foliated by the family of Lagrangian tori
{T" x {I} : I € D} that are invariant under Hamiltonian flow associated to H°.

The KAM theorem asserts that small perturbations of H O(I), written as H@©@, 1) = H'(I)+ H'(6, )
on T" x D still possess a family of Lagrangian tori which fill up phase space up to a set of Liouville
volume o(1) in the size of the perturbation. More precisely, if Q := {w : @ = V;H"} is the set of
frequencies for the quasiperiodic flow of H the frequencies satisfying

(3B.2)

for all nonzero k € Z" and fixed « > 0 and T > n — 1 also correspond to Lagrangian tori for the
perturbed Hamiltonian H, provided |H — H 9| < e(x) in a suitable norm. Such frequencies are said to be
nonresonant, and we denote the set of nonresonant frequencies by 2}, suppressing the dependence on t
from our notation. These sets are obtained by taking the intersection of the sets

{weQ:|(w,k>|z I:I} (3B.3)

over all nonzero k € Z", and hence (), 2} is closed and perfect, with | J, ., 2% of full measure in €,
as can be seen from the observation that

m({weR":l(k,wH < Ilfl}> =0<|k|'++1). (3B.4)

Q= {w e Q : dist(w, Q) > «}, (3B.5)

We work with the sets

which have positive measure for sufficiently small «. It is also convenient to introduce notation for the set
of points of Lebesgue density in €2,, which we denote by

$~2K = {w e Q: m(B(w, ) N k)
m(B(w, 1))

—lasr— 0}. (3B.6)

From the Lebesgue density theorem we have that m(ﬁK) =m(£2,). We also note that a smooth function
vanishing on €2, is necessarily flat on Qe

The construction of the Birkhoff normal form is a consequence of Theorem 3.2, which is a version of
the KAM theorem localised around the frequency w which is taken as an independent parameter. The
idea of treating @ as an independent parameter in this problem was originally due to Moser [1967]. This
version is particularly useful for the Birkhoff normal form construction, as it makes it an easier task to
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check the regularity of the invariant tori with respect to the frequency parameter. To illustrate the setup of
this theorem, we set
Q' ={weQ:dist(w, Q) <«/2}), D =vVg'Q). (3B.7)

Taking zo € D', we let I = z — z¢ lie in a small ball of radius R about 0. That is, R is chosen such that
Bgr(zo) C D. Taylor expanding gives us the expression

1
H'(z) = H(z0) + (V. H(20), I) + / (1—=0)(VZH (zo+tD)I, I) dt. (3B.8)
0

We now take o € Q to be the corresponding frequency V H(zg). The inverse of the frequency map is
Vo) = Vg (@), (3B.9)

where g° is the Legendre transform of H. Hence we can write
H(z) = H'(Yo(w)) + (w, I) + (P°(I; w)1, 1), (3B.10)

where PY is the quadratic remainder term in (3B.8). Expanding about the point zg = Vgo(a)), we can
write our perturbation H! locally as

H'©0,2)=H'©O, Vg (w)+1)=P'®, I, w). (3B.11)

This leads us to consider perturbed real-analytic Hamiltonians in the form

H@®,I;w)=HYo()+ (w, [)+ PO, I;0) = N; w)+ PO, I; w), (3B.12)

where
N(I; ) = H (Yo () + (o, I), (3B.13)
PO, I:»)=(P°(I; )], I)+ P (6, I; w). (3B.14)

The traditional formulations of the KAM theorem assert the existence of a Cantor family of tori that persist
under small perturbations of a single Hamiltonian H° with domain D. In the framework laid out above, we
now have a Cantor family of Hamiltonians parametrised by w € €2,. Note that each of these Hamiltonians
consists of a component N (/; w) that is only linear in /, and a nonlinear perturbation P (0, I; w).

The essence of the frequency-localised KAM theorem in Theorem 3.2 is that for sufficiently small P we
can find a symplectic change of variables that transforms H to a linear normal form in / with remainder
quadratic in I for w € €2,. This establishes the persistence of the Lagrangian torus with frequency w.
From Theorem 3.2, one can obtain Theorem 3.9, which establishes the existence of a Cantor family of
invariant tori for the original Hamiltonian H as with traditional formulations of the KAM theorem.

To work with Gevrey smooth Hamiltonians, we fix L, > Lo > 1 and Ag > 1, and assume that
HO e G‘L’L)I’LZ(DO x (=1,1)) and g° € G‘L’L)I’Lz(QO) with the estimates

IH N 20,25 18° 1 o, 2 < Ao (3B.15)
For L, > L1 > 1 we now consider the analytic family of Gevrey perturbations

H' eGP, (T"x D x (=1,1)),
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with the perturbation norm
en =k H 1, 151, (3B.16)
The estimate (3B.15) implies that there is a constant C(n, p) dependent only on n and p such that taking
C )
R< (n_p2>,< (3B.17)
AoLg

is sufficient to ensure that Bg(z9) C D for any zo € D'.

At this point we introduce the notational convention for this section that C represents an arbitrary
positive constant, dependent only on n, 7, p and Lg. Similarly, ¢ will represent a positive constant strictly
less than 1, also only dependent on n, 7, p and Lo. We will be explicit when we stray from this convention.

The estimates (3B.15) and (3B.16), together with Proposition A.3 in [Popov 2004b] show that our
constructed functions P and P! are in the Gevrey classes

Gy crc,Brx @ X (=1.1) C Gy, o, (Brx @ x (<1 1),
Gﬁ’l?’Lz’,]CLz,Lz(Tn x Bg x Q' x (=1, 1))

respectively, where the C does not depend on Lg or L,. Additionally we have the estimate

IP 2y cracLacL, <K 2e€n. (3B.18)

Dropping the factors in our Gevrey constants dependent only on n, t, p, Lo for brevity of notation, we
are in a position to state the local KAM theorem in terms of the weighted norm

(P)r =P iy, 10 1y + 1P L 10, Lo (3B.19)
forO <r < R.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose 0 < ¢ <1 is fixed and k < L;lf{. Then there exists N(n, p,t) >0ande >0
independent of k, L1, Ly, R, Q such that whenever the Hamiltonian

HO,I;0,t) = H (Wo(w); 1) + (o, I) + (P°(I; 0, )1, )+ P10, I; w, 1) (3B.20)

and 0 < r < R are such that
(P), <exrLy™ (3B.21)
we can find
¢e Gp(r+l)+l,1(9 % (_%’ %)’ Q)
and
®=(U,V)eGrPrUTLIT x @ x (=32, 3), T" x Bg)

such that

(1) Forall w € Q. and all t € (_43_1’ %), the map ®,; = ®(-;w,t): T" — T" x Bg is a G embed-
ding, with image A, ; an invariant Lagrangian torus with respect to the Hamiltonian Hy, 1) (0, 1) =
H@O,I; ¢(w,t),t). The Hamiltonian vector field restricted to this torus is given by

XHywns © Pt = Dy - Loy, (3B.22)
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where

n
d
Ly = — e TT". 3B.23
@ Z wj 36; ( )
Jj=l
(i1) There exist positive constants A and C dependent only on n, T, p, Lo such that

18382 (U85 w, 1) — )| +r 113588V (8; w, )| + 1188 (¢ (w; 1) — w)]
(P),

< A(CLI)W(CLTH/K)WOI!'O IB!p(r+1)+1
Kr

LY (3B.24)
uniformly in T" x Q x (_43'1’ %)

We remark that at the endpoint t = 0, this result is trivial by taking ¢ (w, 0) = w, U0, w,0) =6 and
VO, w,0)=Vg'(w).

Theorem 3.2 can be proved in the same way as [Popov 2004b, Theorem 2.1], based on the rapidly
converging iterative procedure introduced in [Kolmogorov 1954]. Indeed, much of the technicality in
[Popov 2004b] involves the approximation of Gevrey class Hamiltonians by real-analytic Hamiltonians.
Thanks to the assumption of analyticity in ¢ in Theorem 3.2, no such approximation is necessary in the
t-parameter.

In the next section, we sketch the key steps in the proof of Theorem 3.2, highlighting the points at
which the presence of the ¢-parameter requires a modification of the argument in [Popov 2004b].

First, we discuss the result that will comprise the steps of the iterative construction. Given a Hamiltonian
in the form

H@O,I,w,t)=e(w;t)+{w, [)+ PO, I;w,1)

=N, w,1)+ P, I;0,1), (3B.25)

we aim to construct a #-dependent symplectomorphism @ and a t-dependent frequency transformation ¢
such that for F = (®, ¢) we have

(HoF)O,I;w,t) = Ni(l;0,8)+ Py, I; , 1), (3B.26)

where Ny (I, w, t) = ey (w) + (I, ) and with | Py| controlled by | P|" for some r > 1. This construction
is analogous to that in [Pdschel 2001].
Theorem 3.3. Suppose €, h, v, s, r, n, 0, K are positive constants such that

s,r<1, v< %, n<g, O0< és, e <cknro™', e<cvhr, h< K/ZKTH, (3B.27)

where c is a constant dependent only on n and t.
Suppose HO, I; w,t) = N(I; w,t) + P9, I; w,t) is real-analytic on D;, x Oy x (=1, 1), and
|Pls.r.n < €. Here, Dy, is as in Definition 3.1,

Oy = {w e C" : dist(w, Q) < h}, (3B.28)
and | - |s.r.n denotes the sup-norm on Dy, x Oy. Then there exists a real-analytic map

F= ((D, d)) : D575J,nr X 0(1/273v)h X (_17 1) - Ds,r X Oh’ (3B29)
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where the maps
D : Dy 555 X Op x(—1,1) = Dy, (3B.30)
¢ :0q2-30n X (=1,1) = Oy (3B.31)
are such that
HoF=ei(w,t)+{w, 1)+ Pr(0,1;w,1)
=N (l;w,t)+ P06, ]; w,1) (3B.32)

and we have the new remainder estimate
2

| P |s—50.r. (1 /2—200h < c( +(n* + K”e"‘“)e). (3B.33)

krottl

Moreover ® is symplectic for each (w, t) and has second component affine in I. Finally, we have the
uniform estimates on the change of variables

C
W(@—id)|, [W(DO—1)W ™| < ——. (3B.34)
. Ce
|¢ —id|, vh|D¢ —1d| < —, (3B.35)
r

where W = diag(o ~'1d, r~'Id). All estimates are uniform in the analytic parameter t € (—1, 1).

This theorem is identical to [Popov 2004b, Proposition 3.2], with all estimates uniform in the parameter ¢.
The proof is identical, with a detailed exposition in [Poschel 2001]. The application of [Popov 2004b,
Lemma 3.4] to obtain the frequency transformation ¢ is replaced by Proposition C.2 in our setting.

As in [Pdschel 2001; Popov 2000a], Theorem 3.3 can be used to prove the KAM theorem for
real-analytic Hamiltonians H (0, I; w, t). However, in order to treat the more general class of Gevrey
smooth Hamiltonians H € G”**'((T" x D x Q) x (—1, 1)), we require the approximation result
Proposition 3.4.

3C. Proof of the KAM theorem. Following the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [Popov 2004b, Section 3], we
extend the P/ (0, I, w, 1) to Gevrey functions

Ple Gé’fl”ICLZ,CLZ(T” x R x (=1, 1)), (3C.1)

where C depends only on n and p. We do this whilst preserving analyticity in # by making use of an
adapted version of the Whitney extension theorem for anisotropic Gevrey classes, from Proposition 3.8.
We thus obtain the estimate

IP7| < ALY PYY, (3C.2)

where A also only depends on n and p. We then cut off P/ without loss to have (I, w) supported in
By x Bg C R2" where 1 < R is such that Q° ¢ B %_1- From here, we suppress the tilde in our notation, as
well as the factor C in our Gevrey constant. We require the following approximation result for functions
in anisotropic Gevrey classes that plays a key role in the KAM iterative scheme.
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Proposition 3.4. Suppose P € G}” ’le’ L, (T" x R*" x (=1, 1)) satisfies supp; ,,(P) C By x Bg. If
uj, wj, v; are positive real sequences monotonically tending to zero such that

ViLy, w;jLy <ujL; <1, wp, wp=< Lz_l_g, (3C.3)

where 1 < L1 < Ly and 0 < ¢ < 1 are fixed, then we can find a sequence of real-analytic functions
P; : Uj — C such that

|Pis1 — Pjlu,,, < C(R"+ DL} exp(—3(p — D@Lyuj)~ /P~ D)| P, (3C.4)
|Poluy, < C(R" + 1)(1+ LY exp(—3 (o — D(2L1up) /7 D)), (3C.5)
99(P — P))(0,I; 0, 1) < C(1+ RL]Lyexp(—3(p — 1)(2Lyu;)~/*7D) (3C.6)

inT" x By x Bg x (=1, 1) for |a| < 1, where

U ={0,1;0,1)eC"2nZ" xC" xC" x C:
|Re(0)| = 7, [Re(])| =2, |Re(w)| = R+ 1, [Re(®)| <1,
IIm(0)] < 2u;, Im(D)| < 2v;, Im(w)| < 2w;, [Im(1)| < 2Ly) ™'} (3C.7)
and
U;:=U}, (3C.8)

where we have identified [—m, w]" with T" for simplicity of notation.

The proof of Proposition 3.4 can be found in [Popov 2004b, Section 3]. The first step is to extend P to
functions F; : U ].2 — C that are almost analytic in (6, I, w) and are analytic in . The Gevrey estimate
on z-derivatives of P implies that the Taylor expansions in ¢ have radius of convergence L, I and so the
expression

e -t ﬂ .~ y e 6
. s .= .~ ey aaBay ) )G DHP (i)Y (it)
FJ(9—|—10,1+11,a)+1a),t+1t).—;89 WorP@O, I; 1) 21Ty Ts! (3C.9)
J

is convergent on U?, where the index set is as in [Popov 2004b].

The remainder of the proof in [Popov 2004b] can be followed without change. As P is analytic in ¢,
we do not need to consider shrinking domains of analyticity as in the other variables.

The iterative scheme in [Popov 2004b, Section 3.3] can then be carried out, defining decreasing
sequences of our parameters s;, rj, hj, 1;, €;, 0, K; such that the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3 are always
satisfied, as well as decreasing sequences of the parameters u;, v;, w; such that the hypotheses of the
Proposition 3.4 are always satisfied. Due to the modifications made in Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 3.4
from their analogues in [Popov 2004b], all estimates are uniform in the analytic parameter ¢ € (—1, 1).

Writing U; = U jl N{lI| <rj}, where U jl is defined as in Proposition 3.4, and applying Proposition 3.4
to the terms P°, P! from (3B.14), we obtain sequences PJ.O, le of real-analytic functions in U jl that are
good approximations to P and P'.

Setting

PO, 1;w,1):= (PjO(I; w, ), 1)+ le @, I w,1), (3C.10)
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Proposition 3.4, together with the factors picked up during the Whitney extension of P, P! in (3C.2),
implies the estimates

[ Poly, < €o, (3C.11)
|P; — Pi—1lu; <€, (3C.12)

where ¢€; is a positive sequence rapidly converging to zero.
Defining the Hamiltonian

Hj0,I;w,1) = No(I; 0) + P (0, I; 0, 1) = (0, I) + P;(0, I; o, 1), (3C.13)

which is real-analytic in U}, one can now perform the KAM iterative scheme as in [Popov 2004b,
Proposition 3.5], using the key ingredient of Theorem 3.3. For j > 0 we denote by D; the class of
real-analytic diffeomorphisms from D; | X Ojy1 X (=1, 1) = D; x O; of the form

FO, I, t)=(P0, I;w,1),p(w; 1)) =UO; w,1), VO, I; 0, 1), p(w; 1)), (3C.14)

where @ is affine in / and canonical for fixed (w, t). The domains are defined in terms of the parameters
by D; = Dy, ,; and O; = Oy;.
Proposition 3.5. Suppose P; is real-analytic on U; for each j > 0 and that we have the estimates
[ Poly, < €o, (3C.15)
|Pj — Pi—1lu; <€ (3C.16)
foreach j > 1.

Then for each j > 0 we can find a real-analytic normal form N;(I; w,t) = ej(w,t) + (w, I) and a
real-analytic map F/ given by

fj+1 =Fpo-- -O.Fj : Dj+1 X Oj+1 X (=1,1) = (Dg x Op)NU;, (3C.17)

with the convention that the empty composition is the identity and where the F; € D; are such that

Hjo F/™ = Njj1+ Rjp1, (3C.18)
[Rj1lj+1 < €41, (3C.19)
— ) — — Ce;
W (F = id)ljs1, [W;(DF; 1W< =2, (3C.20)
c Finj
— . . E.
(Wo(F/ = F|j41 < j (3C.21)
J"

where the constants C depend only on n and p and Wj = diag(aj_lld, rj_lld, hj_lId).

To show that this iterative scheme converges in the Gevrey class G#° T TD+1Lp+D+L1 reqyires Gevrey
estimates for the §; := F J+1 _ Fi. To this end we introduce the domains

D;:={(,1) € D; : |Im()| <s;/2}, O;:={weC":dist(w, ) < h;/2}. (3C.22)
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For multi-indices o, 8 with |8| < m, we also introduce the following notation for the (m—|g|)-th Taylor
remainder in the frequency variable, centred at w:

REOGOESHO. 1, o 1) := 05008 — Y (0 — )7 953017 SI (0, 1w, 1)/y!. (3C.23)
e

We then have the following Gevrey estimates of [Popov 2004b, Lemma 3.6] uniformly in the #-parameter.

Lemma 3.6. We have
(W0 0587(0,0, w, 1) < eACIITIPIL PR IRl 10 g1o" 112 (3C.24)
orall (0,0; w,t) € 13-+1 X fOVv+1 x (=1, 1), where p' = p(t + 1)+ 1, and
J J

|Wo(R"358PS7)(6,0, ', 1)]

< gACm+\a|+1L|la\+(m+1)(r+1)+1 et
(m—1B]+ 1!

forall® € T", w, @' € Q, and |B| < m, where the constants A, C only depend onn, p, t, ¢.

_ /[m—lBl+1 ,
w=o| ! m+ DY E}? (3C.25)

We can now bound derivatives in ¢; we use the Cauchy estimate from Proposition C.1. This yields the
following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. We have
(Wodgdb9! S0, 0; . 1)] < ACIITIPHIILIHPIETDTL 1Bl 0 g1e"y ) 112 (3C.26)
forall (0,0;w,t) € 5j+1 X 5j+1 X (—%, %), where p' = p(t + 1)+ 1, and

|Wo(R"358P 87 S7)(0,0, 0, 1)]

< EACTHalHY I Ll Ot DD |
B (m —|B]+ D!

1 ym— 1
w—ao'|" Pt 12

al? m+ DV Yl E;>(3C.27)

forall e T", w,w' € Q. t € (—%, %) and |B| < m, where the constants A, C only depend onn, p, t, ¢.

From Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.7, the rapid decay of E; implies that the limit
820, HP (0, w; 1) := lim 37828} (F/(6,0; w,1) — (6,0, w)) (3C.28)
J—>00

exists for each (0; w, 1) € T" x Q, X (_43'1’ %), and each triple of multi-indices «, B, y. Convergence is
uniform, and the limit is smooth in 6 and ¢ and continuous in w, with dj o (HP) = 0y 8/ HP, justifying
the notation in (3C.28).

We now need to use the jet H = (9 82/7-[’3) of continuous functions T" x 2, x (—%, %) —>T"xDxQ
to obtain a Gevrey function on T" x € x (_43'1’ %) by using a Gevrey version of the Whitney extension
theorem. We define

(RO, H)p(0. o 1) := 5] HP (0. /. 1) — > (0 =)0 HPP (010, 1)/y!.  (3C.29)
[8|<m—|B|
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In this notation, the results of Corollary 3.7 yield

|Wodg 9! HP(0; w,1)| <AL (CL) (CLTH /i) /Plcy at? g1e' p1, (3C.30)

_ 1 lw—a/ |~ 1B ,
IWo(R"353) H)p(0, 0, 1)| <AL (CL)*\(CLTH /K)m“cymammﬂ)!p y! (3C.31)
for |B| <m,and (0, w, @', 1) € T" x Q, X Q¢ X (—%, %), where A and C depend only on n, p, t. These

estimates allow us to apply the following consequence of Theorem D.3.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose K C R" is compact, and 1 < p < p'. If the jet (f*P7) of functions f&P7
T" x K x (—%, %) — R is continuous on T" x K x (—%, %) and is smooth in (0,1) € T" x (—%, 43'1) for
each fixed w € K, where

0 0] (fuBy = parel By (3C.32)

and we have the estimates
| f2P7(0; w, 1) < ACI'CP Y ate g1e 1, (3C.33)
|(R 98] [)p(0, &, )] < Acialcgwlclgl |zum__“’|—x:ﬁll;l al? (m+ 117 y! (3C.34)

then there exist positive constants Ag, Co, dependent only on (n, p, T) (in particular, independent of the
set K) such that we can extend f to f € G**"1(T" x R" x (=3, 3)) such that agaﬁa}f = fobPe on

47
T" x K x (—%, %) and

108928) F(0, w)| < AgA max(Cy, YCHPFI et clbicirigie gie' 1 (3C.35)

The proof of Proposition 3.8 is identical to that in [Popov 2004b, Theorem 3.7], making use of
Theorem D.3 involving the parameter ¢. Having established Proposition 3.8, the proof of Theorem 3.2
can be completed as in [Popov 2004b, Section 3.5] without modification.

3D. Birkhoff normal form. We obtain a Birkhoff normal form for near-integrable Hamiltonians using
a version of the KAM theorem that is a consequence of Theorem 3.2. The Gevrey index p(t + 1) +1
frequently appears in these results, and so we introduce p’ := p(t + 1) + 1.

Theorem 3.9. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and let H(I; t) be a real-valued nondegenerate smooth family of Hamilto-
nians in G*1(D° x (=1, 1)) and let D be a subdomain with D C D°. We define Q@ = VH(D) and fix
Ly>Li>1andk < Lz_l_c such that Ly > Lo and 2, = . Then there exists N =N, p,t) ande >0
independent of k, L1, Ly and D C D° such that for any H € G’Z’l’?’le’Lz (T" x D x (—1, 1)) with norm

en =k |H—H1, 1,0, <€L]" (3D.1)
there exists a map
®=(U,V)e G |(T"xQx(-3,3),T" x D) (3D.2)
such that:

(i) For each w € 2, and each t € (_43_1’ 43_1)’ Ay = {®O; w, 1) : 0 € T"} is an embedded invariant
Lagrangian torus of H, and X g o 5( Lw,t) = DCTD( sw, t) - Ly,
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(ii) There exist constants A, C > 0 independent of k, L1, L, and D C D° such that
10282 (U (0; w, 1) —0)| + k13595 (V(0; w, 1) — Vg°(w))|
< ACCL)(CL™ /i)Platr g1 LY ?e}*  (3D.3)
uniformly in T" x Q x (—%, %)
The proof of Theorem 3.9 is identical to [Popov 2004b, Theorem 1.1], making use of Theorem 3.2.
We can now use Theorem 3.9 to obtain the Birkhoff normal form as done in [Popov 2004b].

Theorem 3.10. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 3.9 hold. Then there exist N(n, p, t) > 0and e > 0
independent of k, L, Ly, D such that for any H € G’L)’l’j’le,Lz(T" x D x (—1, 1)) with

ey <eL N, (3D.4)

where ey is as in (3D.1), there is a family of G*-* maps w : D x (—% 1, 2) — Q and a family of maps
x € GPPF (T” x D x (—%, 1, 2), T x D) that are diffeomorphisms and exact symplectomorphisms
respectively for each fixed t € (—%, 1, 2). Moreover, we can choose the maps w and y such that family of
transformed Hamiltonians

H@O,I;t):=(Hox)®,I:1) (3D.5)

is of Gevrey class GPP"-F' (T” x D x (—%, 1, 2)) and can be decomposed as

K(;t)+R®,1:1):=H(©,1;:t)+(H®, ;1) — H(O, I; 1)) (3D.6)
such that:
(1) T" x {1} is an invariant Lagrangian torus ofﬁ( -,+3t) foreach I € E.(t) = wil(ﬁ,{; t) and each
te(-3.1,2).
(i) 8) (VK(I;1) —w(I;1)) =8V RO, I;1) =0 forall (0, 1;1) € T" x Ec(t) x (—1,1,2), BN~
(iii) There exist A, C > 0 independent of x, L1, Ly, and D C DY such that we have the estimates
1050702 (0. I; 1) +10) 9 (w(I: 1) = VHO (I3 )| + |85 8] (H (0, 15 1) — H(I: 1))

< AKcla|+|ﬂ|+|5|L|1“|(L¥+1/K)I/3|a!ﬂ ,3!'0/ s1e’ L?/Zf}f/z (3D.7)

uniformly in T" x D x (—%, 1, 2) for all o, B, where ¢ € Gp’pl’p,(T” x D x (—%, 1, 2)) is such that

0,1)+ ¢, I;1t) generates the symplectomorphism x in the sense of (3E.8).

Remark 3.11. For our purposes, high regularity in the ¢-parameter is not required, so we have dropped
from analyticity to G regularity in # at this point in order to simplify the proceeding arguments. We
expect that analyticity in # could be preserved by using a stronger variant of the Komatsu implicit function
theorem than Corollary A.5.

Proof. We begin by taking €, N as in Theorem 3.9 and noting that ey < eLfN -2 by assumption.
This implies that the factor (AC Ll)LiV/ Zﬁ occurring in the Gevrey estimate (3D.3) can be bounded
above by AC./e. Hence, taking € small enough that both the conclusion to Theorem 3.9 holds as
well as AC /e < %, we can first apply the Cauchy estimate from Proposition C.1 to (3D.3) in ¢, and
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then apply a variant of the Komatsu implicit function theorem, Corollary A.5, to obtain a solution
O(y;w,1): T" x Q2 x (—3, 1,2) — T" to the implicit equation

U@©;w,t)=1y. (3D.8)
Moreover, this solution satisfies the Gevrey estimate
1899592 (0(y: w, 1) — y)| < ACPHIBHRILI (L T4 /) Plre 11" LY fey (3D.9)

uniformly on T" x € x (—%, 1, 2).

Weset F(y; w,t) :=V(O(y;w,t); w,t). Interms of (y; w, t), the Lagrangian torus A, is now given
by (y, F(y;w,t):y € T") for each w € Q, and each t € (—% 1, 2). Moreover, Proposition A.7 on the
composition of Gevrey functions gives us the estimate

182959 (F(y: 0, 1) — Vg ()] < Ak ClHPFBILIEI LT+ i) Blg1e g1e" 517 LY feg. (3D.10)

We next construct functions yr € Gr-r' P (R” X 2 X (%, 1, 2)) and R € G#-*' (Q X (%, 1, 2)) such that the
function

Ox;w,t) =v(x;w,t) — (x, R(w, 1)) (3D.11)
is 2m-periodic in x and satisfies
Vi (x; w,t) = F(p(x), w, t) (3D.12)
in R" x €, x (1, 1,2), where p : R* — T" is the canonical projection, as well as the estimate

18Y950; Q(x; , )] +1859; (R(w, 1) — Vg* (@)
< AicClHBHBI LIl et ey Blg1e gie” 510" LY2 fer (3D.13)

for (x; w, 1) e R" x @ x (3, 1, 2).
We do this by first integrating the canonical 1-form I dx over the chain

¢y ={(sx, F(p(sx); w,1)):0<s <1} CR" x D. (3D.14)

We define |
&(x; w,t) = / o =/ (F(p(sx); w,t),x)ds (3D.15)

Cy 0

in R” x Q x (% 1,2). From the estimate (3D.10) it follows that V(x; o, 1) — (Vg2w), x) is bounded
above by the right-hand side of (3D.13) in [0, 47]" x Q x (3, 1,2). Hence if we define R;(w, ) =
Qm)~! 1}(27‘[61'; w, 1), then R — Vgo satisfies the required estimates in (3D.13).

Since for w € 2, we know that A, is a Lagrangian torus, it follows that the integral of the canonical
1-form over any closed chain in A, is homotopy invariant. This means that such an integral is a
homomorphism from the fundamental group of A, to R. Hence

V(x+2mm; 0, 1) — ¥ (x; 0, 1) = 2rm, R(w, 1)) (3D.16)
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and so the function
é(x;w,t):: 1/~/(x,w)—(x,R(a), 1)) (3D.17)

both satisfies the Gevrey estimate in (3D.13) and is 2w -periodic in x for (w, t) € €2, X (%, 1, 2).
To obtain the sought Q in (3D.11) from Q, we use an averaging trick. Choosing f € GZ(R”) for some
positive constant C such that f is supported in [7/2, 77/2]" and

> fat2mh) =1 (3D.18)
keZ"
for each x € R”, it then follows that
Ox;w,t) = Z f(x+2nk)§(x+2nk; w, 1) (3D.19)
keZ"

is 27 -periodic in x for every w € 2 and coincides with é for w € Q,. Moreover, Q satisfies the same
Gevrey estimate (3D.13) as Q. We define

Yx;w,t):=Q0(x; o, 1)+ (x, R(w, t)). (3D.20)

Note that by multiplying Q and R — Vg° by a cut-off function 4 € GZ//K which is equal to 1 in a
w-neighbourhood of 2, and vanishes for dist(w, R" \ 2) < «/2, where C > 0 is independent of Q2 C Q0
we can assume that ¥ (x; o, 1) = (x, V go(a))) for dist(w, R™\ 2) <« /2. This cutoff preserves the Gevrey
estimates on .

Now since e LY 2" < ¢, we have that k A(CL,)(CLT' /)L /e < AC%/€. By taking
€ sufficiently small we have that w — V, ¥ (x; w, t) is a diffeomorphism for any fixed x € R" from
the Gevrey estimate (3D.13). Hence we have a G” # foliation of T" x D by Lagrangian tori A, =
{(p(x), Vi (x, w)) : x € R"}, where w € 2.

In the sought coordinate change, the action / (w, t) of the Lagrangian torus A, will be given by R(w, t).
Hence from (3D.13) and Proposition A.4, it follows that for € sufficiently small, the map

(0,0~ (I(w,1),1) = (R(w, 1), 1) (3D.21)
is a G*"*'-diffeomorphism and we have the Gevrey estimate
1099 (I, 1) — VHO(I; 1) < AcClHIBI(LTH /iyl g1’ g1o" LV Jey (3D.22)

uniformly for (8, I,t) e T" x D x (%, 1, 2).
We construct the sought symplectomorphism y using the generating function ®(x, I; ), setting

P, ;) =y (x,wo;1);t) (3D.23)

and noting that we have the required 2m-periodicity of ¢ (x, I;t) := ®(x, I,t) — {x,I), and from
Proposition A.7, we also have the estimate

1898, 80 (O (x, I 1 — {x, )| < AcCleFPFRILIN (L T4 1) Blg1e g1e" 510" LY Jer. (3D.24)
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We can then apply Corollary A.5 to solve the implicit equation

Py, 1,t)=0 (3D.25)
for y with the estimate

1089702 (0, 1, 1) —0)] < A CleHIPHBI LI (Tt IBlg10 g1 510" LN Jey. (3D.26)

This completes the construction of a symplectomorphism y satisfying

x(0;PO,1,1),1)=(0,0P0,1,1)). (3D.27)
It follows that
@, FO;,w,t)=x0;D0, [ (w),1), (w) =xO, [(w),1) (3D.28)
for w € @, and so
Ao =1{x0,I(w),1):0 €T"} (3D.29)

for (w, 1) € Qe x (5, 1, 2).

We now set H, K, R as in the theorem statement in terms of the symplectomorphism y. Since H is
constant on A, for each w € Q,, it follows that R(-, I; t) is identically zero for each I = I (w) with
w € Q. Hence R is flat at I € E,(t), since each point in E,(¢) is of positive density in 7 (£2;).

Finally, the Gevrey estimate in (3D.7) for H 0,1,t)— H(l,1) follows from Proposition A.7. O

3E. Calculation of 3;K( (1, 0). A crucial ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the calculation of the
derivative of quasieigenvalues in Proposition 2.5 in the semiclassical limit # — 0. From the truncated
quantum Birkhoff normal form in Theorem 4.1, this can be reduced to the study of the ¢-dependence of
the integrable term K (/; t) in the classical Birkhoff normal form established in Theorem 3.10.

We now consider a 1-parameter family of Hamiltonians H (6, I; t) satisfying the assumptions of
Theorem 1.1. We can write

H@O,I;1)=H(I)+ H' 0, I 1), (3E.1)
with
H(I):=H@®,I;0) (3E.2)
H'O,I;1):=1t3,H®, I 0)+/ (1—$)97H®,1;5)ds =13,H(®, 1;0)+ O (), (3E.3)
0

and we assume that H additionally satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.10 with this choice of H, H',
By applying two KAM stem iterations to H (6, I; t), we obtain a transformed completely integrable com-
ponent and reduce the order of magnitude of the 6-dependent remainder. An application of Theorem 3.10
to this transformed Hamiltonian produces a Birkhoff normal form, and (3D.7) yields an expression for
K (I;t) up to order o(t).

The KAM step iterations required differ from that in Theorem 3.3, in that they are not parametrised by
w € Q and instead take place in the action-angle space T" x D. Such a KAM step appears in the proof of
the KAM theorem found in [Gallavotti 1983]. We first describe the KAM step without the presence of
the parameter ¢ for simplicity. One begins with a perturbation

H®O,I)=H(H+H'©, (3E.4)
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of a completely integrable Hamiltonian H(I), and a fixed perturbation H'(6, I'), both analytic on the
complex domain
0 €2xC"\27R", |Im(9)| <s, (3E.5)

Re(I) € D, [Re(I)| <. (3E.6)

We assume that |H' |s.- = O(€) in the uniform sense.
By consideration of the linearised Hamilton—Jacobi equation, we choose a symplectic transformation
x : T" x D — T" x D with the aim to write

HO,I)=Hox)0,1)=H' )+ H'®, 1), (3E.7)

with H! = O (%) for some « > 1. Then we have transformed a sufficiently small perturbation of an
integrable Hamiltonian to an even smaller perturbation of a new integrable Hamiltonian, in a way we can
hope to iterate.

Obtaining the “new” error bound for H! necessarily requires a shrinking of the domains of analyticity,
through the use of Cauchy estimates to control derivatives. Moreover, there is a more subtle shrinking of
domain required in the /-variable, due to the infamous “small-divisor” problem. Specifically, x is found
using terms of the generating function

Hl I/ ik-6
o, 0)=i Y "(]—fek (3E.8)
keZm:0<|k|<M w(l’)-

where Hk1 denotes the k-th Fourier coefficient of H!, and w = V; H%(I); see [Gallavotti 1983, (2.10)].
The denominators in (3E.8) can generally be zero, and so one must restrict to values of I’ for which
we have a nonresonance condition

o) k> % (3E.9)

for all 0 < |k| < M, where C and M are chosen suitably. We also need to remove those actions I’ with
dist(1’, 92) < p so that the perturbed tori do not escape the coordinate patch; see [Gallavotti 1983, (3.12)]
for the choice of the constant p. This leads to the definition of the set

Dy ={I eD:dist(I,dD) > j and w(I) -k > C/|k|* for all 0 < |k| < M}. (3E.10)

For any I € D the expression (3E.8) is certainly defined, but as the domain might have rather rough
boundary, it is convenient to slightly enlarge D to the open set

Dy =) BU.5/2). (3E.11)
1 eﬁ.
Upon restricting to this action set for suitable C and M, the objective of (3E.7) can indeed be achieved,
and the “integrable part” of the new Hamiltonian can be written as

HUI) = HO(1)+(271)_”/ HY0,1)d6; (3E.12)
see [Gallavotti 1983, (3.38)]. The overall transformed Hamiltonian is then given by

H@O,)=H' (D +H@,1) (3E.13)
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in the domain T" x D;, with
IH'| = 0. (3E.14)

The classical KAM theorem is then proven in [Gallavotti 1983] by iterating this procedure, carefully
choosing the C, M, p and the analyticity parameters r, s so that the estimate (3E.14) is satisfied with
every step, ensuring convergence, and so that the limiting domain [ j Dj of nonresonant actions is of
large measure. A full discussion of this procedure can be found in [Gallavotti 1983].

We now return to our setting of the one-parameter family of Hamiltonians

H®,I;t)=H()+ H' O, I;1).
One iteration of the KAM step outlined above yields a family of symplectomorphisms

x1:T"x Dy —>T"xD (3BE.15)
parametrised by ¢ such that

HO,1;t)=Hox)®,1;t)=HI) +1- (27'[)_"/ &H®O,1;0)d0+H 0,1;1),  (3E.16)

n

where the second term comes from (3E.3) and the error term H Lo, I;1) = 0@13?). Regarding this
transformed Hamiltonian as a small perturbation of the integrable Hamiltonian

Ho(I; 1) = H(I) +¢ - (271)_"/ a,H(®,1;0)do, (3E.17)
'l]'ﬂ

we perform one more KAM iteration to obtain another family of symplectomorphisms

x2:T"x D3 — T" x D, (3E.18)
parametrised by ¢ such that
H@O, 1;0)=(Hox)®, ;1)

=H'()+1-Qm)™ | 8,H®H,1;0)d0+ 2n)™" ﬁl(é,l;t)dO—i—I-zI](@,I;t).
TV[ —W)l

Moreover, by taking our initial choice of nonresonance parameter C sufficiently small, we can ensure
that the action domain D3 contains a collection of nonresonant actions E, (¢), with

Vi (F(Ec(1)) = Q. (3E.19)

where
flo(l;z) :HO(I)+t-(2n)_”/ HY0,1)do+Q2rx)™ | H O,I;t) do. (3E.20)
n T}’l

We now summarise the preceding discussion.

Proposition 3.12. Suppose H (0, I;t) is a family of real-analytic perturbations of the completely inte-
grable nondegenerate Hamiltonian HO(I) in T" x D x (—1, 1) that has an analytic extension to

Ws.-(D):={0,1)eC"/2rZ) x C" : |Im(0)| < s, dist(I, D) < r}. (3E.21)
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Suppose further that the conditions

aH"
-7 <E, (3E.22)
aZHO -1
‘( Y ) <n, (3E.23)
9H! OH!
) < (3E.24)
ol 90

are satisfied.
Then for sufficiently small § > 0, there exists a subdomain D C D and a family of real-analytic
symplectic maps

x:T"x Dx(=8,8) —T"x D (3E.25)
that analytically extend to a new domain of holomorphy
Wi, . (D) (3E.26)
such that
(Hox)®,1:t)=HU; )+ H' 0, I;1), (3E.27)
with
3 H"(I;0) = (271)_”/ 9,H@®,1I;0)do (3E.28)
‘|]'n
and
\H'|,, .. = 0%, (3E.29)

with constant depending only on n and E. Moreover, this domain D contains a collection E.(t) of actions
such that
Vi(H)(Ec() = Q. (3E.30)

We can also generalise this result to the Gevrey setting.

Proposition 3.13. Suppose H (0, I;t) € G*P'(T" x D x (—1, 1) is a family of Hamiltonians satisfying the
assumptions of Theorem 3.10, where H°(I) :== H (9, I; 0) for fixed p > 1, and choose k > 0 small. Then
for sufficiently small |H 6, I;t) — HO(I)IILI,LZ,Lz, there exists a subdomain D C D and a G?P ' family
of symplectic maps

x:T"xDx(=1,1)>T"x D (3E.31)
such that
(Hox)O,I;1)=H(I; )+ H' 0, I; 1), (3E.32)
with
9, H(1;0) = 2n)™" | 8,H®,I;0)do (3E.33)
and ks
IH e, cLocr, = 0G°), (3E.34)

with constant independent of k and with C dependent only on n and p.
Moreover, the domain D contains E,.(t) = o (Qe: 1) = (Vi HO)™1(Q; ).
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Proof. This result is established via the approximation of Gevrey functions by real-analytic functions.
First, we define

H(I)=H(®,1;0), (3E.35)
t
HYO,1;)=H®,I;t)—H(®,1;0) =/ o,H@O,I;s)ds (3E.36)
0
and use Proposition 3.8 to boundedly extend H® and H! to the domain T x R" x (—1, 1), before cutting
off in / to a ball B with D C Bp_;. From the same methods used in the proof of Proposition 3.4, we
may then construct sequences of real-analytic functions P].O and le on shrinking j-dependent complex
domains U; containing T" x R" x (—1, 1) with a corresponding sequence u; — 0 such that
|Pf = Pfly,, < C(D% Ly, Ly) exp(—3(p — DQ2Luj) V)| HY, (3E.37)
08 (Pf — H*)(0. I: 1) < C(D°, Ly, Ly) exp(—3(p — (2L yuj)~ "7 D) (3E.38)
inT" x By x (—1, 1) for || < 1. These sequences ij are convergent in G*#*1(T" x R" x (—1, 1)), as is
shown in [Hou and Popov 2016, Proposition 2.2]. (This fact can be readily obtained by applying Cauchy
estimates to (3E.37).)

Now for each j € N, we can carry out the first KAM step for the real-analytic Hamiltonian P; = Pj0 + le
to obtain a real-analytic symplectic map

xj:T"xD; —T"xD (3E.39)

defined in shrinking holomorphy domains such that
(P)+Pyox)®.I: 1) = P°(I) +1- (271)_”/ %P0, 1;00d0 + P'(0. I; 1), (3E.40)
. Lo

with || le | = O(*?). Note that for an individual KAM step, the symplectic map x ; 1s defined using a
generating function ®; that is a weighted sum of finitely many Fourier components of P!; see (3E.8) and
[Gallavotti 1983, (3.14)]. This implies that as PJ.O + le — H'+ H"in GP»1(T" x D x (-1, 1)), the
generating functions ®; converge to some

@GPPI (T" x Dy x (—1, 1)) (3E.41)

in the G”*#! sense. From Corollary A.5, it follows that the corresponding symplectic maps x j converge
to some

x'e GPPHT" x Dy x (=1, 1)) (3E.42)

in the Gevrey sense.
Similarly, the symplectic maps x; that comprise a single KAM step for the Hamiltonians

(P)+ P)ox; (3E.43)
can also be seen to converge to some

x% e GPP N (T" x Dy, T" x Dy). (3E.44)



GENERIC KAM HAMILTONIANS ARE NOT QUANTUM ERGODIC 153

It follows that the family of symplectic maps x; o x; whose existence is asserted by applying
Proposition 3.12 to PjO + le converge to some x := x ! o x? in the G*-*!-sense. Moreover, if we write

(PP +Phoyjof;=H(U;t)+H .15 1), (3E.45)

in the notation of Proposition 3.12, we have that H jk are convergent sequences in G**!, and so it follows
that their limits H°, H' satisfy

9H(1;0) = (27r)‘”/ aH®,1;0)do (3E.46)

and
1H ey crscn, = 0% (3E.47)
as required. U

Finally, we complete our computation of d; Ko(/; 0) for a given Hamiltonian H (6, I; t) satisfying the
conditions of Theorem 3.10 by applying Proposition 3.13 to H, prior to applying Theorem 4.1 to compute
the Birkhoff normal form of the transformed Hamiltonian H @,1;1).

By applying Proposition 3.13 to H (0, I;¢t) with ||H (9, I;t) — H(9, I; 0)| sufficiently small, we can
then apply Theorem 3.10 to the Hamiltonian

HO,I;t)=HU; )+ H' 6, I: 1), (3E.48)

with an improved error term.
Proposition 3.14. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 3.9 hold for the Hamiltonian
H®,I;1)eG"" (T" x D x (-1, 1)). (3E.49)
Then there exist N (n, p, T) > 0 and € > 0 independent of L1, Ly, D such that for any
HeGy! , (T"x D x (—1,1)),
with
K NHO, 10 = HO, 101 10, =€ < L7 2, (3E.50)

there is a subdomain D C D containing E(0) and a family of Gr-r' maps o : D x (%, 1, 2) — Q
and a family of maps x € GP*-* (T" x D x (%, 1, 2), " x 5) that are diffeomorphisms and exact
symplectomorphisms respectively for each fixed t € (% 1, 2). Moreover, we can choose the maps w and x
such that family of transformed Hamiltonians

H@O,I;1):=(Hox)0,I:;1) (3E.51)
is of Gevrey class G- (TT" x D x (%, 1, 2)) and can be decomposed as

K(I;t)+RO,1:t):=H@O,I;t)+(H®,I;t)— H(O,I;1)) (3E.52)
such that:

(1) T" x {1} is an invariant Lagrangian torus of ﬁ( .,-1t) foreach I € E (1) = o™ (ﬁ,() and each
te(3.1,2).
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Gi) 3P (VK(U; 1) —w(;1) =8P RO, 1:1) =0 forall 0, I;1) € T" x E(t) x (3, 1,2), B e N™.

(iii) There exist A, C > 0 independent of «, L1, Ly, and D C DO such that we have the estimates

050f 9290, I: )] + 105 0 (@ (I 1) = VEO(L; )| + 19 0F 0D (0, 1; 1) — HO(1; 1)
< AClIHBIFBI LI (Tl Bl g1o 51" LY 111°/8 (3E.53)

uniformly in T" X D x (%, 1, 2) for all a, B, where ¢ € G"'/’,’p/(T” x D x (%, 1,2)) is such that
@,1)+ ¢(0, I;t) generates the symplectomorphisms x in the sense of (3E.8) and H°, H' are as
in Proposition 3.13.

(iv) K(;t)=Qn)™" | 9H@®,I;0)40(1) (3E.54)
—I]')l

uniformly in T" x D x (%, 1, 2).

Proof. The only new claim in this proposition is (3E.54), which follows from (3E.53) and the expression
(3E.33) for HC. Note that the exponent % in (3E.53) comes from (3E.34) and the square root in (3D.7). [

4. Quantum Birkhoff normal form

Through the work in Section 3, we have now established that the Birkhoff normal form construction
in [Popov 2004b] preserves smoothness in the ¢-parameter when applied to the Hamiltonian Py(x, &; t)
that is the principal symbol of the operator introduced in (1B.1). This regularity in ¢ propagates through
the quantum Birkhoff normal form construction in [Popov 2004a], which we discuss in this section.
The upshot of this regularity in ¢ is that the quasimodes constructed in [Popov 2004a, Section 2.4] can
be chosen to have associated quasieigenvalues varying smoothly in the parameter . We discuss these
quasimodes in Section 4C.

4A. Quantum Birkhoff normal form. In [Popov 2004a], a quantum Birkhoff normal form is constructed
for semiclassical pseudodifferential operators of the form (1B.1) after first obtaining a classical Birkhoff
normal form for the principal symbol of regularity G”*" as in Theorem 3.10. This normal form uses the
Gevrey symbol classes introduced in Section B and is stated in Theorem 4.1. We remark that the proof is
presented in [Popov 2004a] for differential operators, but can be carried out without change if the Py, is a
pseudodifferential operator.

We denote by x; the symplectomorphism that transforms the completely integrable Hamiltonian
P(x, &; 0) into action-angle coordinates H = P o (x;) and we denote by xo(¢) the symplectomorphism
that transforms the perturbed Hamiltonian H (6, I; ¢) into Birkhoff normal form, as constructed in
Theorem 3.10. For the purpose of stating the quantum Birkhoff normal form for P}, (¢), the Maslov class
of the KAM tori A, : w € .} (as defined in Section 3.4 of [Duistermaat 1996]) can be identified with
elements of © € H'(T"; Z) via the family of symplectomorphisms xo(¢)o x; : T" x D — T*M. Following
[Popov 2000b; Colin de Verdiere 1977], we can then associate a smooth line bundle £ over T" with the
class ¢ such that smooth sections f € C*°(T", £) can be canonically identified with smooth functions
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f € C®(R", C) satisfying the quasiperiodicity condition
i

R p>)f(x> (4A.1)

fx+2mp) = eXp(

for all p € 7".

The quantum Birkhoff normal form in [Popov 2004a] is far sharper than is necessary for the purposes
of this paper, with remainders of order O(e_"h_l/v). We require only the following truncated version,
with error terms of order O (h?*!) for some fixed y > 0.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose Py (t) is as in (1B.1). Then for each fixed t there exists a uniformly bounded family

of semiclassical Fourier integral operators
Up(r) : LX(T"; L) —> L2 (M), 0<h <hy, (4A.2)

that are associated with the canonical relation graph of the Birkhoff normal form transformation x (t)

such that we have

(1) Up(t)*Uy(¢t) —1d is a pseudodifferential operator with symbol in the Gevrey class S¢(T" x D) which
restricts to an element of h? T'S,(T" x Y) for some subdomain Y of D that contains E, (1),

(i) Pp(t) o Up(t) — Uy(t) o P,?(t) =Ry (t) € h? 1S, where the operator P,?(t) has symbol

PO, 1;t,h)=K°U:t,h)+ RO, I;:t,h) = Z K;j(I; Oh' + Z R0, I; )WY, (4A.3)

=y iy
with both K° and R° in the symbol class S¢(T" x D) from Definition B.5 where n > 0 is a constant,
Ko(I; 1), Ry(0, I;t) are the components of the Birkhoff normal form of the Hamiltonian Py o x| as

constructed in Theorem 3.10, and
0 R;j(0,1;1)=0 (4A.4)

for (0, 1;1) e T" X E(t) x (=1, 1). Moreover, the symbols K, R; in (4A.3) are smooth in the parameter t.

Our statement of Theorem 4.1 differs from [Popov 2004a, Theorem 2.1] only in the presence of the
parameter ¢, the smoothness of the symbols K;, R; in ¢, and the truncation to fixed finite order Oh'Th.
We sketch the details of the proof of Theorem 4.1 in this section, following the argument of [Popov 2004a].

The construction of Uy (¢) can be broken into multiple steps. We begin by constructing a family of
semiclassical Fourier integral operators Ty (¢) that conjugate P, (¢) to a family of semiclassical pseudodif-
ferential operators Ph1 (t) : C°°(T"; L) with principal symbol equal to Ko(1; t) + Ro(0, I; t), the Birkhoff
normal form of H, and with vanishing subprincipal symbol. The conjugating semiclassical Fourier integral
operators arise by quantising the G* symplectomorphisms

x1:T"xD—T"M, (4A.5)
x0:T"xD—T"xD (4A.6)
that transform the unperturbed Hamiltonian P (x, &; 0) to action-angle variables and transform the per-

turbed Hamiltonian to Birkhoff normal form respectively, and composing these two operators. Full details
for this construction can be found in [Popov 2000b, Section 2].
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From the regularity of the symplectomorphisms, it follows that there exists a semiclassical expansion
for P} (¢) with symbols smooth in 7.

The symbol of the operator Ph1 (t) satisfies the property (4A.3) to O(h?), and to improve this, we
replace the conjugating Fourier integral operator 7} with 7, A;, for a suitable elliptic pseudodifferential
operator A, whose symbol is determined iteratively on the family of Cantor-like sets

{0, ;1) eT" xR" x (—=1,1): I € E((1)}

by solving equations of the form
(VKo, 99) f(0,151) =80, I 1), (4A.7)

referred to in the literature as homological equations. In this manner the “flatness condition” of (4A.4) is
obtained for j > 0, where the j = 0 statement is established by Theorem 3.10. We outline this procedure
in Section 4B.

The key fact is that the homological equation can be solved smoothly in the parameter ¢, which is the
content of Theorem 4.3. One can then apply Theorem 4.3 as in [Popov 2004a, Section 2.3] to complete
the construction of the quantum Birkhoff normal form, with the additional consequence of smoothness of
symbols K;, R;.

4B. Construction of the quantum Birkhoff normal form. After conjugating P, (¢) by semiclassical
Fourier integral operators as described in the previous section, we obtain a family of self-adjoint semiclas-
sical operators Ph] () with symbol p € S;(T" x D) satisfying the flatness condition (4A.4) to order h?,
where £ = (p, p/, p+p’ — 1). That is to say, the formal summation of 5,

o0
> 6. Ik, (4B.1)
Jj=0
satisfies
po@, I;t) = Ko(I;: 1)+ Ro(6, I; 1), (4B.2)
p10,I;1)=0. (4B.3)

The next step of the proof of Theorem 4.1 is the improvement of the order of the flatness condition by
composition with a suitable elliptic semiclassical pseudodifferential operator

Ap(t)=1d4+ 0h)
with symbol
o0
a0.I;t)=>_a;0. I; t)h’. (4B.4)
j=1
To motivate the method, we suppose that a quantum Birkhoff normal form P;? exists in the sense of
Theorem 4.1. Our current operator Py is equal to P,? up to order 42 by construction. Hence, we have

T, (1) A (1) Py (£) = Ty, (t) B (t) Ap () + Ty (1) [An (1), Py(1)]

| 5 ~ (4B.5)
= P, ()T () Ap(t) + h°T (1) B()A(t) + Th(D)[An(2), Pr(1)]
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for some semiclassical pseudodifferential operator By (¢) in the symbol class S;(T" x D). From composi-
tion formulae, the symbol of the commutator is equal to

— (9§ a10f po)h* = —Loraar, (4B.6)

where L, = (w, dg)ai (0, I; t). Thus to improve the order of the flatness condition, it suffices to choose
ay solving the homological equation
Lo1;nar = by, (4B.7)

where by denotes the principal symbol of B (¢). Indeed, if (4B.7) is solvable, then we have
Th (1) Ap () Py(t) = Py Th (1) Ap (1) + O (). (4B.8)

Extending this idea, it was shown in [Popov 2000b] that we can choose higher-order terms of the symbol a
in an iterative fashion by the solution of such a homological equation for each power of & that we gain.
The consequence is the following result.

Proposition 4.2. There exist a, K 0 r e S(T" x D), where £ = (p, i, v), such that

[e.0]
a@.I;t,h)~ > a;(0. I; t)h/, (4B.9)
j=0
o0
KO t.h) ~ > Kj(I:)h!, (4B.10)
j=0
o0
r@. 1t )~ @, 1 OhY, (4B.11)
j=0
where ag =1, ro = Ry, K1 =0, and
poa—aoK’~r, (4B.12)

where each rj (0, I;t) is flat in I on T" x E,.(1).

The symbol K in the statement of theorem corresponds to the sought symbol K° in Theorem 4.1,
while the symbol R is then constructed by solving a o R = r, which is possible by ellipticity.

The completion of the proof of Theorem 4.1 after establishing Proposition 4.2 is contained in [Popov
2000b, Section 3]. For our additional requirement of smoothness in ¢ in Theorem 4.1, it thus suffices to
verify that the homological equation can be solved smoothly in the parameter 7. In particular, we require
the following.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose f(-,-;t) € GP*(T" x D) satisfies the estimate
19507 £(0, I; D] < doC* ™ PIT (plar| + Bl + ) (4B.13)

uniformly in the smooth parameter t € (—1, 1) for some q > 0 and some C > 1 and that for each I € D,
we have

f©6,1;1)d6 =0. (4B.14)
T
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Then for any smooth family w(-;t) € G’L)/O(D, Q) there is a solution u( -, -;t) € GP*(T" x D) to the
equation
Lou®,1;t)=f©,1;1), (0,1)eT" x Ec(1), (4B.15)

u(,1;t)=0, leD, (4B.16)
where L, = (w(I; t), d/30). Moreover, u is smooth in the parameter t and satisfies the estimate
1090°u(0, I; 1)] < AdoC"™HFHBHID (o] 4+ | Bl + p(n 47 + 1) +q), (4B.17)

where A depends only onn, p, T and |L.

This theorem statement differs from [Popov 2004a, Proposition 2.3] only in the presence of the smooth
parameter ¢, and indeed an identical proof based on taking the Fourier expansion

u®,1;1) = Z ey (I 1) (4B.18)
keZz"

and solving for u; can be pursued. The rapid decay of Fourier coefficients established in [Popov 2004a]
implies that the limit u (0, I; t) is smooth in ¢ as required. The proof is then identical to that in [Popov
2004a], with the uniformity in (4B.17) following from the uniformity in (4B.13).

4C. Quasimode construction. We now briefly outline how the construction of Gevrey class quasimodes
for Py, (¢) follow from the quantum Birkhoff normal form Theorem 4.1. These quasimodes microlocalise
onto a family of nonresonant tori and moreover have quasieigenvalues that are smooth in the parameter
te(—1,1).

Definition 4.4. An O (h?*1) family of G” quasimodes Q(t) for Pj(¢) is a family
{(n (x5, h), (2, h)) :m € My(1)} CC*(M x Dy(m)) x C>(Dp(m)) (“C.D)
parametrised by & € (0, ho], where

e My(t) C Z" is an h-dependent finite index set,

e Dpy(m) ={te(—1,1):me M;()},

e each v, (-;t, h) is uniformly of class G”,

o |Ph(t)Um (-5t h) — o (t; )V (-5 t, )| 2 = O WY T for all m € My, (1),

o [(Vn(-it,h), v(-5t, h)) — 8| = OhYTY) for all m, 1 € My, (2).
Theorem 4.5. Suppose now that t € (—1, 1) is fixed and S C E,(t) is a closed collection of nonresonant
actions. For an arbitrary constant L > 1, we define the index set

My = {m € 7" : dist(S, h(m + 9 /4)) < Lh), (4C.2)

where v € 7" is the Maslov class of any Lagrangian tori {x (T" x {I})} with I € S. Note that this class is
independent of the choice of torus by the local constancy of the Maslov class.
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Then
[ (x5 2, 1), o (5 1)) € My ()} == (Un(t)em, KO(h(m +0/4); t, h) (4C.3)

defines a G” family of quasimodes for Py (t) that has Gevrey microsupport on the family of tori

As=JAwuy=Jx@ xtuh cT*m. (4C.4)
IeS IeS

where {e,}mezn is the orthonormal basis of L>(T"; ) associated to the quasiperiodic functions
em(x) :=exp(i{m+v/4, x)). 4C.5)
Proof. From the definition of the functions e,,, it follows that
Py (1) (en)(6) = 0 (P (1))(6, h(m +9/4))en (6)
= (K(h(m +0/4); t, h) + R0, h(m + 9 /4): 1, h))e,, (9)
= (Am(t; ) + R%0, h(m +9/4))e, (0). (4C.6)

From the definition (4C.2) of the index set M}, (¢) and from A.2, it thus follows that
Pu(@)(Un()en) = Un(t) P (t)em = O (h7 ) (4C.7)

upon an application of Theorem 4.1. The almost-orthogonality of the Uy (¢)e,, then follows from the fact
that Uj, (¢) is almost unitary by Theorem 4.1, and that the ¢,, are exactly orthogonal by construction. [

These quasimodes are as numerous as we could hope for; indeed the index set M, (¢) satisfies the
local Weyl asymptotic

%in})(ZJTh)” #Mp =m(T" x 8S) = u(As), (4C.8)

where m denotes the (2n)-dimensional Lebesgue measure and p denotes the symplectic measure d§ dx.
To see this, we can denote by U the union of n-cubes centred at the lattice points in M, with side length 4.
The containment

ScUc{I:dist(,S) < Lh)} (4C.9)
for a constant L then yields the claim by monotone convergence of measures, noting that since S is closed
we have

S=8={I:dist(l, S) < Lh}. (4C.10)
h>0

In the special case of § = {I}, we have a family of G quasimodes with microsupport on an individual
torus x (T" x {I}).
Appendix A: Anisotropic Gevrey classes

In this appendix, we define the Gevrey function spaces used throughout the paper and collect several of
their properties from the appendix of [Popov 2004b].
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Definition A.1. For p > 1 and X C R" open, the Gevrey class of order p is given by

G7(X):={f €C®(X) :supsup |32 £ (x)| L™l ™" < o0}. (A.1)
a xeX
If f € G (X), the supremum in (A.1) is denoted by || f1.. We will frequently suppress the L in our
notation. Equipped with this norm, Gﬁ (X) is a Banach space. Gevrey regularity is generally weaker the
real-analyticity (they coincide when p = 1 as can be seen by using the Cauchy—Hadamard theorem to
characterise analytic functions by the growth of their Taylor coefficients) and importantly, there exist
bump functions in the Gevrey class for p > 1.
An important property of the Gevrey class that follows from Taylor’s theorem is that if a Gevrey
function has vanishing derivatives, then locally it is superexponentially small.

Proposition A.2. Suppose f € G (X), and p > 1. Then there exist positive constants c, C, n and ry only
dependent on the Gevrey constant L, the norm || f||L, and the set X such that

foo+r =" Y falxo)r®+R(x, 1), (A2)

ol <nlr (/=)
where f, = (0% f)/a! and

1/(p—1)

18P R(xo, )| < C1TIPIg1P g=clrl” for all 0 < |r| < min(rg, d(xg, R" \ X)). (A.3)

We also need to consider anisotropic Gevrey classes, which are classes of Gevrey functions with
differing regularity in individual variables.

Definition A.3. Suppose X and Y are open subsets of Euclidean spaces. Suppose that p;, po > 1 and
L], L2 > 0. Then

GP (X xY)={feC®XxY): sup [9208 FIL, Ly Plat=r1 g1 < oo}, (A4)
’ (x,y)eXXY

If f € G7""}, then we denote the supremum in (A.4) by || f1|z,.z,. Equipped with this norm, G7'/7,
is a Banach space. This definition extends in the natural way to k > 3 variables. Furthermore, some of
these variables might lie in complex domains.

In anisotropic Gevrey classes, one has the following implicit function theorem due to Komatsu.

Proposition A.4. Suppose that F € GZ’I?,LZ(X x QO R™), where X C R", Q° C R™ and
Li|F(x,0) = xllz, L, < 3.
Then there exists a local solution x = g(y, w) to the implicit equation
Fx,w)=1y (A.5)

defined in a domain Y x Q. Moreover, there exist constants A, C dependent only on p, p', n, m such that
g€ GLL 1 (¥ x @, X), with llgllcr, L, < AlF 1.1,

A consequence of this theorem is established in [Popov 2004b].
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Corollary A.5. Suppose F e Gi’ll,iz (T" x Q, T"), where Q¥ C R™ and Ly ||F (0, @) — 01,1, < 3. Then
there exists a local solution x = g(y, w) to the implicit equation

Fx,w)=y (A.6)

defined on T" x Q. Moreover, there exist positive constants A, C dependent only on p, p’, n, m such that
p.p .
g€ GLY o (T x Q) with ligllcr, cr, < AN, 1o

Finally, we have two results on the composition of functions of Gevrey regularity, which can also be
found in [Popov 2004b].

Proposition A.6. Ler X C R", Y C R™, and Q C R¥ be open sets. Suppose g € Gp (2, Y), with
Igllz, = A1, and f € G‘;‘z (X x Y), with || f||p., = Aa. Then the composition F(x, ) := f(x, g(w))
is in G%/I)‘(X X ), where

L =217 max(1, A|L»),
with | = max(k, m, n). Moreover we have the Gevrey norm estimate
|FligL < As.

Proposition A.7. Let X C R", Y € R™, and Q C R* be open sets. Suppose g € G L (X X Q,Y) with
lgllp,.L,=A1and f € G‘;szz(Y X ). Then the composition

Fx,0):= fg, w), w)
is in G’;"’Z (X x ), where
B = 4'(41)? B; max(1 + A By),

L=L,+4'@H"L, max(1, A; By),

with | = max(k, m, n). Moreover we have the Gevrey norm estimate

| Fllp 1L < A>.

Appendix B: Gevrey class symbols

In this appendix, we introduce the class of Gevrey symbols used throughout this paper. We suppose D is
a bounded domain in R”, and take X = T" or a bounded domain in R™. We fix the parameters o, u > 1
and o > o + u — 1, and denote the triple (o, u, 0) by £.

Definition B.1. A formal Gevrey symbol on X x D is a formal sum
o
> pi0. D', (B.1)
j=0

where the p; € C5°(X x D) are all supported in a fixed compact set and there exists a C > 0 such that

sup |95 95 p; (@, 1) < CTHHPIHTg17 gyt e, (B.2)
XxD
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Definition B.2. A realisation of the formal symbol (B.1) is a function p(8, I; h) € C;°(X x D) for
0 < h < hg, with

sup < pNHICNTH B2 g1o gt (N )12, (B.3)

X xDx(0,ho]

N
eh <p(9, I;h)y =Y p;®, I)hf)

j=0

Lemma B.3. Given a formal symbol (B.1), one choice of realisation is

p®O. I;hy:==Y_ pj@ Dh, (B4)
j<eh~l/e

where € depends only on n and C\.

Definition B.4. We define the residual class of symbols S, as the collection of realisations of the zero
formal symbol.

Definition B.5. We write f ~ g if f — g € S, ™. It then follows that any two realisations of the same
formal symbol are ~-equivalent. We denote the set of equivalence classes by S¢(X x D).

We now discuss the class of pseudodifferential operators corresponding to these symbols.

Definition B.6. To each symbol p € S¢(X x D), we associate a semiclassical pseudodifferential operator
defined by

@y [ e g ) d dy (B.5)
X xRr
for u € C3°(X).
The above construction is well-defined modulo exp(—chil/ ¢),asforany pe S, (X x D) we have
IPaull = Op2(exp(—ch™"/9)) (B.6)
for some constant ¢ > 0.

Remark B.7. The exponential decay of residual symbols is a key gain that comes from working in a
Gevrey symbol class.

The operations of symbol composition and conjugation then correspond to composing operators and
taking adjoints respectively. Moreover, if p € S(s,5,26—1), then G?-smooth changes of variable preserve
the symbol class of p. This coordinate invariance allows us to extend the Gevrey pseudodifferential
calculus to compact Gevrey manifolds.

Appendix C: Estimates for analytic functions

In this appendix we prove several elementary but important estimates for analytic functions.

Proposition C.1. Suppose ﬁj C C are open sets and Q2j C ﬁj are such that dist(£2;, C \ ﬁj) > rj. Define

n n
Q=[] ad Q=]]%. (C.1)
j=1 j=1
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If the analytic function f : Q — C satisfies

[flle=A<o0 (C2)
then we have
107 flle < Ar “a! (C.3)

for each multi-index a.

Proof. For z € €2, the Cauchy integral formula implies

1
f(Z) = . ff % .. f f(w) dwidwy -+ dw,, (C4)
Q)" Jopirr JoBeary  JoBn) W2
which yields
a! f(w)
9 f(2) = - yg % % ————dw;dw; - dw (C.5)
’ Qri)" Jaerry Joberrn  Joseyny w—2)F !

upon repeated differentiation, where 1 denotes the multi-index (1, 1, ..., 1). Hence
107 flle < Ar“a! (C.6)
as required. U

We also have an implicit function theorem for real-analytic functions. Defining
Oy ={weC":dist(w, Q) < h}, (C.7
where distances in C" are taken with the sup-norm, we have the following.

Proposition C.2. Suppose f : Oy x (—1, 1) — C" is real-analytic, and we have the estimate

| fln < o0. (C.8)
Then, for any 0 < v < % such that
| f —1d[p < vh, (C.9)

the function has a real-analytic inverse g : O 2—3v)n X (=1, 1) = O —_4v)n that satisfies the estimate
max(|lg —1id|q/2-3vn, 3vh| D —1d|(1/2-30)n) < | f —1id|s (C.10)

uniformly int € (—1, 1). The norm | - |, denotes the sup-norm over Oy, and the matrix norm in (C.10) is
the norm induced by equipping C" with the sup-norm.

Proposition C.2 can be proven in the same way as in Lemma 3.4 of [Popov 2004b]. The only difference
is that we need to work on domains of the form O, x BF, and invert maps of the form

flo, 1) :=(f(w,1),1) (C.11)

for given f satisfying the assumptions of the proposition uniformly in ¢.
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Appendix D: Whitney extension theorem

In this appendix, we prove a version of the Whitney extension theorem for anisotropic Gevrey classes.
The proof is adapted from [Bruna 1980] in the non-anisotropic case.

Definition D.1.

aqbB
( |(8x 8y f)(x’,z)” ) < oo for some Lj >O}, (Dl)

C°°~(XxY)—{f€COO(XXY R)y: sup sup| — g
Ly Ly Mo Mg

(x,y)eXxY a,B

where X, Y are open sets in Euclidean spaces of possibly differing dimension, ¢, 8 are multi-indices of
the appropriate dimension, and M and M are positive sequences satisfying

(1) Mo=1,

(2) M} < My_1 My,

(3) My < AKM;M;._;,

@) Mg, < A'MH,

(5) Mj41/(kMy) is increasing,

(6) Zkzo My /M1 < ApM,/M 4 for p >0,
where A > 0 is a positive constant.

In the Gevrey case of interest to us, My = k!”!, Mk = k!”2. For fixed L; > 0, the supremum in (D.1)
defines a norm which equips a subspace of C°° (X x Y) with a Banach space structure. The space
C°° . (X x Y) is then the inductive limit of these spaces as L = L, = L, — oo, which identifies it a Silva

space
Forf€C°° (X xY),and z=(z1,22) € X x Y, x € X we define
0y f)(x, 22)
(TP @)= Y === =2, (D.2)
la|<m

(RY )(@) = f(@) = (I\" ) (@). (D.3)
To slightly generalise this notation, for a jet f# of continuous functions, we write

(RY fap(2) = f*P (@) = (T f*F) (). (D4)

We can now pose the question:

Given a compact set K C X, under what conditions is it true that an arbitrary continuous jet
(f*B): K xY — Ris the jet of a function f € C;;M(X x Y)?

We assume without loss of generality here that the set X is a full Euclidean space R?, rather than
just an open subset thereof. This question is the anisotropic non-quasianalytic analogue of Whitney’s
extension theorem from classical analysis, which deals with the C* case.

We begin by finding necessary conditions for the existence of such an extension, before proving that
these conditions are indeed sufficient.
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Proposition D.2. Suppose f € Cy oo 7 X xY) with Gevrey constants Ly, Ly. Then there exists a constant A
dependent only on the a’zmenszons of X, Y and on M, M such that the jet f4P = 8( A f satisfies

£4P) < ALYILY Mg Mg, (D.5)
|Z1 _x|n+1

|(RY k()] < AI:'f+1Mn+1L|2”1‘71\1|W (D.6)

for all nonnegative integers m, n and all multi-indices |k| <m, |l| <n, where I:1 = CL with C dependent
only on the dimension of X.

Proof. The first estimate (D.5) follows immediately from the definition of C°° (X xY). We prove the
second claim (D.6) by making use of the estimate (D.5) on the jet f*# = 8“8[3 f and Taylor expansion:

RYf(2)= Z

la|=n+1

+‘1(Z1 —x)“/ (1 —t)”f“’o(x—l-t(zl —Xx),zp)dt
0

a.0 (Zl _x)a
<(sup sup [f*°@) D |+
le|=n+1zeXxY - o!
Cn+1|Zl _xln-i-l
<( sup sup [f*°() : (D.7)
(|a|:n+l 7€XxY ) (n+1)!
Hence 1
(R f) ¢ pn—lkl = ntl Wz —x|'t
ki@ =1(RT )@ < ALY M4 L, M|1|—(n T (D.8)
as required. 0

Subsequently, for simplicity of notation, we omit the tilde in L with the understanding that we are
allowed to absorb constants that are dependent only on the dimensions of X, Y and on the sequences M, M.

Theorem D.3. Suppose (f*F): K x Y — R s a jet of continuous functions smooth in y that satisfies
Y (fFy = frty, (D.9)

as well as the conditions (D.5) and (D.6) on K x Y. Then there exists a function f € C;’/[" M(X x Y) such
that 3% f = £*P on K x Y.

Moreover, there exist constants Cy, Cy dependent only on the dimensions of X and Y and the weight
sequences My, My such that

| fllciL,,L, < CoA. (D.10)

Before proving Theorem D.3, we need to collect some lemmas, the proofs of which can be found in
[Bruna 1980].

Proposition D.4. Suppose K C R is compact. Then there exists a collection of closed cubes {Q i}jeN
with sides parallel to the axes such that:

(i) R\K =J; Q).
(i) int(Q;) are disjoint.
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(iii) §; :=diam(Q;) <d; :=d(Q;, K) < 44;.

@iv) For0 < A < 4—1‘, we have d(z, K) ~ §; forz € Q;‘ =1+1)0;.

(v) Each Qf intersects at most D = (12)%@ cubes Q;-k.

(vi) 6; ~§; ifQ;“ﬂQ;‘ # .

Proposition D.5. For each n > 0, there exists a family of functions ¢; € CZT,IO(Rd) such that:
1) 0=<¢i

(i) supp(¢:) C Q7.

(i) Y, ¢i(z) = 1 for z e RY.

@iv) [0%¢p;(2)| < Ah(Bnd(z, K))n""'Mm forz € QF, where A, B > 0 are constants and

|

lkMk )

h(t) :=sup (D.11)
k

Proposition D.6. Suppose T € L(E, F) is a continuous linear surjection between Silva spaces. Then for

any bounded set B C F, there exists a bounded set C C E with T(C) = B.

We also require an anisotropic version of Carleman’s theorem, which is the special case of Theorem D.3
with K = {0}, and the Gevrey analogue of Borel’s theorem from classical analysis.

Proposition D.7. Let (g4)yene be a multisequence of functions in Cj%lo(Y ) such that

19}80 ()] < KL LY Mig My, (D.12)
for some constant K > 0.
Then there exists a function f € C;IO’M(X x Y) such that g,(y) = 07 (0, y) forall y € Y. Moreover,
| fllce,.., < AK for some constants A, C > 0 independent of f, L1, and L,.

Proof. We adapt the solution of [Petzsche 1988] of the classical Carleman problem to this setting. Key is
that the assumptions on M imply that the hypotheses of [Petzsche 1988] are satisfied. Hence as in the
proof of [Petzsche 1988, Theorem 2.1(ai)], we can construct compactly supported x,(x) € C,?,,Op (R) for
each nonnegative integer p such that

x50 (0) = 8(k, p) (D.13)
and
1 [Ae\’

IxpllLra-1y < E(f) (D.14)

for some dimensional constant A and any L > 0. Hence we can define

d
Ko () = [ | oy () (D.15)
j=1

for & € N? which satisfies
xP0) =8B, o). (D.16)



GENERIC KAM HAMILTONIANS ARE NOT QUANTUM ERGODIC 167

Moreover, we have the estimate

d
<ﬂ)|—1‘[|x¢|s]‘[
j=I

(Aec(d, M)

L (4N Lava—yium
Mo, \ L &

IA

L
By taking L =2CL| =2Aec(d, M)L, we can estimate

e
) ol L2+ AP, (D.17)

|850% (Xa () 8 ()] < K(C/L)™ M| (L2 + A~ M My (LY LY My )
<k-27™M@cLi@+ A" Y)KLY My My, (D.18)

where A, C, and K are constants independent of f, L, and L.
Hence we have that || xo (X)ge (V) ll2cz,244-1),0, < K - 2-lel Tt follows that

FE) =) Xa(X)gal(y) (D.19)
aeNd
converges in the C;; M(X x Y) sense, and satisfies 9y f (0, y) = g« (y) as required. Il

Equipped with these tools, we are ready to prove Theorem D.3.

Proof of Theorem D.3. We begin by estimating the difference in Taylor expansions about different points
in K. Using the identity

(TR — (T) H) = > M(R"f)a 0(x, 22), (D.20)
we can estimate =
T H@— (T HN = Y. k %(R;fm,z(x) (D.21)
using the assumed estimate (D.6) for (R}™" f)i.. 'Il‘h|1; ;ellds
T 1)) — (77 P = ALy L4107y LTSV g )

(n— k| + 1)!
We now invoke Proposition D.7. For x € X consider the map T : C;IO, (X xY) — G, given by
(Te Ha(y) := %%, y), where the space G, consists of all multisequences of analytic functions
fo i Y — R satisfying | f,| < ALH“'L'ZﬂIM|a|A7|ﬂ‘ for some A > 0. From the assumed estimate (D.5)
on %P Proposition D.7 applies, and for each x € K we can find a function f, € C;’;’ (X x Y) such that
02 frx, z2) = f*P(x, 22) (D.23)

for each «, B. Moreover, the conclusion of Proposition D.7 implies that there exist constants B = CpA,
=C|L;, K = Ly > 0 such that the estimate

10%7 £ (2)] < BKI" K M Mg (D.24)

holds uniformly, where the C; depend only on the dimensions of X and Y and the weight sequences My, M.
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Hence we can bound

Z X < Jx X < X k,l < '2
us g C same :le: Ll]atl:ll as i I I :p:SItl:Il [ '2' S :ttzlln

105! (fe2) = (TP @) = I(R" f )i (2]

< ACLLY™ My L3, 2= (D.26)

(n—lk|+1!"
The upshot of this estimate is that we can replace 7\ f and T} f in (D.22) with f, and f respectively.
That is, we have

, (21 = x| + ]z =y K
9@ = S = ACLY™ My LYy == oS (027)

We now fix k, [ and vary n > k in order to optimise the upper bound (D.27). By defining the quantity

|

h(t) = D.28
(1) iggtkﬂlk (D.28)

as in [Bruna 1980] we obtain
195 (f2(2) = fy@)] < AC LYY My Ly Myh((C1L1) (21 = x| + 21 = y) ™ (D.29)

by using property (3) following (D.1).

The next step in the construction is to use Proposition D.5 to piece together the functions f, using
a Cy; partition of unity subordinate to the cover arising from the decomposition of X \ K by cubes in
Proposition D.4. Taking the collection {Q;};en of cubes in X = R? constructed by Proposition D.4, we
choose x; € K such that d(x;, Q;) =d(Q;, K). Note that the conclusion of Proposition D.4 implies that

|z —xj| ~d(z, K) (D.30)
forall z € Q;.k. Now taking ¢; as in Proposition D.5, we define

f @) if z1 € K,

D.31
Y0z fy(x) ifz e X\ K. (D.31)

f&%={

Note that since the partition of unity {¢;} is locally finite, the function f (z) is smooth in (X \ K) x Y.
It remains to check that f is smooth elsewhere, and moreover that f € C;IO 7 (X xY). To this end, for
x € K and z; € X \ K, we estimate

090 (@) = fe@) =2 (5) D@ 0@ 02 (£, 2) = f(@), (D32)

k<a

First we estimate the k = 0 term. If z; € spt(¢;) = O}, we have

d(zi,x;) ~d(z1, K) <d(z1, x) (D.33)
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and hence we have

> iz) 9P (fr, (2) — fx(z»‘ < ACL L) My LY My h(C1 L) |21 — x]) 7 (D.34)

from (D.29).
We now estimate the terms with |k| > 0. For x € X \ K, we choose x € K with d(x, x) =d(x, K).
Since }_; 3*¢; = 0, we have

D @ @) 0T (fr, @) = fe@) =D (@04 di)(21) TP (fo () — f2,(2). (D.35)

Now as before, we exploit the fact that d(zy, x;) ~ d(z1, K) to bound
1097 KB(f,(2) = fo @) < ACCL L) MM g L Mg h (C1 L) (21, K)) 7 (D.36)

Since log(M;) is an increasing convex sequence with first term 0, it is also superadditive, and we have
M M| < M4y Hence for |k| > 1, we can use property (4) in Proposition D.5 to conclude that

h(Bnd(z1, K))
h((C1Ly)d(z1, K))’

(D.37)

> (059 (1) 05T P (£, (2) — 1 (2))| < AMig My (Cy L) =MLYyl

where 7 remains to be chosen. Equation (15) from [Bruna 1980] implies the existence of a constant ¢ > 0
such that

Mo _ A

hen) = m (D.38)

for some A > 0. Hence we choose n = C;L;/(cB) to arrive at the estimate
‘Z(a%)(zl) 08P (f,(2) = fx(@)] < ACLY ™MLY My Mg h(C L)z — )7 (D.39)
i

Combining (D.34) and (D.39), we arrive at
0P (f(2) = fe@)] < ALY Mg Mg (C1L1) + )Y R ((C1 L) 21 — x]) 7! (D.40)

forze (X\K)xY.
The estimate (D.40) is key to proving f € C*(X x Y) (and that the derivatives coincide with the those
given by the jet f*#), as well as the subsequent deduction of C;IO i regularity. We write

3P F(z) ifz e X\K,

feP(z) ifz eK. D41

[P = {

The smoothness of each f @B : X x Y — R readily follows from the fact that each f*#: K xY — Riis
smooth in y, together with the estimate

| 74P (2) — %P T £ ()| = o(lz1 — x| 1. (D.42)
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For z with z; € K, the estimate (D.42) comes immediately from (D.6) on K x Y. Otherwise, it is a
consequence of the estimate (D.40), the defining property (D.23) of the functions f,, and the fact that the
function /() increases faster than any polynomial in r~! as ¢ — 0.

Finally, we need to check C;I", ;7 regularity. That is, we need to verify the Gevrey estimate

Il fllciz,,L, < CoA (D.43)

for some constants Co, C; dependent only on the dimensions of the spaces X and Y and the weight
sequences My, M. In light of (D.5), it only remains to prove (D.43) on (X \ K) x ¥, and by multiplication
by a cutoff function we may assume d(z;, K) is bounded. Then, by applying (D.40) with x = z; we can
further reduce the problem to verifying (D.43) for f,, uniformly in x € K. However this was established
earlier in (D.24). Hence, the proof is complete. U
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We obtain sharp mixed-norm Strichartz estimates associated to mixed homogeneous surfaces in R3. Cases
with and without a damping factor are both considered. In the case when a damping factor is considered
our results yield a wide generalization of a result of Carbery, Kenig, and Ziesler for homogeneous
polynomial surfaces in R3. The approach we use is to first classify all possible singularities locally, after
which one can tackle the problem by appropriately modifying the methods from a paper of Ginibre and
Velo, and by using the recently developed methods by Ikromov and Miiller.
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1. Introduction

Let us fix a pair & = (a1, a2) € (0, 00)?, define |a| := a1 + a2, and introduce its associated a-mixed
homogeneous dilations in R? by

8;(X1,X2)=(l‘alxl,l‘a2)€2), t > 0.

The main goal of this article is to study Strichartz estimates for a fixed mixed homogeneous surface S, i.e.,
a surface given as the graph of a fixed smooth function ¢ : R? \ {0} — R which is a-mixed homogeneous
of degree p:

¢08,(x1,xz)=tp¢(x1,x2), t>0. (1-1)

We may and shall assume without loss of generality that p € {—1,0, 1}. Both « and p shall be fixed
throughout the article. Note that when p = —1 the function ¢ has a singularity at the origin.
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As is well known, Strichartz estimates are directly related to Fourier restriction estimates and we are in
particular interested in the mixed-norm estimate

1/ l2@n < CU Mz feS®Y, (1-2)

where p is the surface measure
(m, f) Z/ S(x1,x2, p(x1,x2)) W(x1, x2) dx (1-3)
R2\{0}

and p = (p1, p3) € (1,2)2% Note that we skip the po-exponent which corresponds to the integration in the
xp-variable — here we consider the case p; = p», i.e., we have one exponent p; = p» in the “tangential”
direction and another, namely ps3, in the “normal” direction to the surface S at (0, 0, ¢ (0, 0)) (this will be
formally true only when ¢ is smooth at the origin).

The weight WW > 0 is added in order to ensure that the measure has a scaling invariance which will enable
us to reduce global estimates to local ones by a Littlewood—Paley argument. We take W to be «-mixed
homogeneous of degree 29 and consider two particular cases. The function W will be either equal to

x[a” = (Vo 4 a2y (1-4)
or equal to the Hessian determinant of ¢ (denoted by #¢) raised to the power |- |%, o € [O, 5), ie.,

02,¢  Ox,0x ¢]
det X1 LoA2
[axlax2¢ 8)262¢

The first weight (1-4) is of interest as a type of mixed homogeneous Sobolev weight, while the second

o

My ()| = (1-5)

one (1-5) was considered originally in [Sj6lin 1974] and turns out to be a natural choice when studying
Fourier restriction estimates for surfaces with vanishing Gaussian curvature. One can easily show that
the Hessian determinant of ¢ is ¢-mixed homogeneous of degree 2(p — |«|), and so in the case when
W equals (1-5) the relation between ¥ and o is ¢ = o (p— ||). We shall later determine ¢ in Section 2A
(and in particular in Proposition 2.1) so that the Fourier restriction estimate for p is invariant under scaling.
This choice depends in general on p = (p1, p3).

Oscillatory integrals, Fourier restriction estimates, and other problems related to homogeneous and
mixed homogeneous surfaces have been previously studied in works such as [Dendrinos and Zimmermann
2019; Schwend 2020; Greenblatt 2018; Ikromov et al. 2005; Ikromov and Miiller 2011; Iosevich and
Sawyer 1996; Ferreyra et al. 2004; Ferreyra and Urciuolo 2009; Carbery et al. 2013].

The case of general L?-L? Fourier restriction in R3 with respect to the Euclidean measure was recently
solved in [Tkromov and Miiller 2016] for a wide class of smooth surfaces in R3, including all the analytic
ones. Mixed-norm estimates were shown in [Palle 2021] for surfaces given as graphs of functions ¢ in
adapted coordinates and also for analytic functions ¢ satisfying iy (¢) < 2 (see below for the definition
of linear height /i, (¢)).

In [Carbery et al. 2013] Carbery, Kenig, and Ziesler considered the case with the weight (1-5) for
“isotropically” homogeneous (i.e., when «; = a3) polynomials ¢. Since the weight (1-5) has roots at the
degenerate points, the estimate (1-2) holds for a wider range of exponents compared to the case when the
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weight (1-4) is used. As already mentioned, the use of this so-called mitigating or damping factor goes
back to [Sjolin 1974] (see also [Cowling et al. 1990; Drury 1990; Kenig et al. 1991]). Its naturalness stems
from the fact that it is equiaffine invariant as is the Fourier transformation. In fact, the mitigating factor
can be expressed in a parametrization-independent way through the use of so-called affine fundamental
forms (see, e.g., [Su 1983; Nomizu and Sasaki 1994]). When one uses the above damping factor (1-5)
one can even obtain estimates for certain classes of flat surfaces [Carbery and Ziesler 2002; Abi-Khuzam
and Shayya 2006; Carbery et al. 2007]. On the other hand, weak-type LA/3.40=D/(n+1) egtimates
were obtained in [Oberlin 2012] for a wide class of surfaces having a bounded generic multiplicity (see
also [Oberlin 2004]). In the three-dimensional case (n = 3) they correspond to precisely the Tomas—Stein
range, but otherwise are a strict subset of it. Let us also mention a recent result of [Gressman 2016] where
he obtained decay estimates for damping oscillatory integrals for a certain class of singularities.

In this article we shall first classify the possible local singularities for mixed homogeneous surfaces (see
Proposition 1.4 below) and then either apply the Fourier restriction estimates obtained in [Ikromov and
Miiller 2016; Palle 2021] or use the techniques from these articles, and also from [Ginibre and Velo 1992]
(see also [Keel and Tao 1998]), to obtain sharp estimates. In particular, we obtain a wide generalization
of the Fourier restriction estimate in [Carbery et al. 2013] with methods which are more elementary and
avoiding any use of results from algebraic topology or algebraic geometry. Namely, in [Carbery et al.
2013] a result of [Milnor 1964] on Betti numbers is used in order to control the number of connected
components of a set given by polynomial inequalities.

In order to state the main results of this paper (namely, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2, Proposition 1.4, and
Corollary 1.5) we first recall certain concepts and introduce a few conditions. Recall that the Taylor support
of a smooth function ¢ : Q € R? — R at P € Q is defined as the set T (¢, P) :={r € N% :0%@(P) # 0}.
We call ¢ a function of finite type at P if its Taylor support at P is nonempty. If ¢ is of finite type
at P, then one defines its Newton polyhedron N (¢, P) at P as the convex hull of the union of sets
{(t1,12) € R? 1 t; > 11, 12 > 12}, where T = (11, T2) goes over the Taylor support of ¢ at P.

We can now recall the definitions of some very important quantities from the theory of oscillatory
integrals which go back to V. I. Arnold and A. N. Varchenko (see, e.g., [Varchenko 1976]). Let us assume
for a function ¢ of finite type at P that ¢(P) = 0 and Vg(P) = 0. If this is not the case we simply
subtract the constant and linear terms of the Taylor series of ¢ at P. The Newton distance d(¢, P) of ¢
at P is then defined as the minimum of the set {t e R: (z,7) € N (¢, P)}. The face (i.e., a vertex or an
edge) where the line {(z, ) : t € R} intersects the Newton polyhedron N (¢, P) is called the principal face
and it is denoted by (¢, P). Note that d(¢, P) > 1. The Newton height h(p, P) of ¢ at P is defined as
the supremum of the set {d(¢ o @, P) : ® is a local diffeomorphism at P}. We define the linear height
hiin (@, P) analogously — the only difference is that one considers linear coordinate changes centered
at P instead of local diffeomorphisms. Note that (¢, P) > hjin(¢, P) > d(¢, P). One says that ¢ is
adapted at P if d(¢, P) = h(p, P) and that it is linearly adapted at P if d(¢, P) = hjin(¢, P). Similarly,
one says that ¢ is adapted in the ® coordinates if d(¢ o ®, P) = h(gp, P) and one defines what it means
to be linearly adapted in the @ coordinates analogously. The existence of a coordinate system in which
an analytic function is adapted was shown in [Varchenko 1976]. This was generalized to smooth functions
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of finite type in [Ikromov and Miiller 2011]. For the existence of a linear coordinate change in which
a function is linearly adapted see [Ikromov and Miiller 2016].

Finally, for a function ¢ of finite type at P satisfying ¢(P) =0 and V¢(P) = 0 we recall the definition
of Varchenko’s exponent, denoted by v(¢, P). It is defined to be 1 if (g, P) > 2 and if there exists a
coordinate change @ in which ¢ is adapted and so that the bisectrix {(¢, ) : ¢ € R} intersects the Newton
polyhedron A (¢ o ®, P) at a vertex. Otherwise one defines v(p, P) := 0.

The relation to oscillatory integrals is as follows. If one is given a smooth amplitude a localized at P,
then the decay rate of the oscillatory integral [ a(x)e! ) dy is A~/ 1@.P)(1og 1)V @ P) for Jarge A.
This also holds when one considers small linear perturbations of ¢.

Let us mention that one often translates P to 0, in which case one uses the notation 7 (¢), d(¢), v(¢),
etc., and it is implicitly understood that everything is considered at the origin.

In this article we shall consider either of the following two conditions on our fixed o-mixed homogeneous
function ¢:

(H1) At any given point (x1, x2) # (0, 0) where the Hessian determinant of ¢ vanishes at least one of
the mappings ¢ +— 8%(]5([, Xp)ort G%qﬁ(xl,t) is of finite type at t = x; (resp. ¢ = x3), i.e., at
least one of them or their derivatives is nonzero when evaluated at the respective points.

(H2) The Hessian determinant # is not flat at any point x # 0.

It actually suffices to check the conditions only at points (x1, x») in, say, a unit circle by homogeneity.
Furthermore, we remark that the condition (H2) is stronger than the condition (H1) (this follows from the
calculations in Section 3B below).

Let us now introduce a further condition and two new quantities. For a point v € R?\ {0} let us define
the function

Pv(x) :==¢(x +v) —¢p(v) —x -V (v).
Then we shall often consider whether the following condition is satisfied at v:

(LA) There is a linear coordinate change which is adapted to ¢, at the origin.

Compare with the negation of this condition in [Ikromov and Miiller 2016, Section 1.2]. Note that the
(LA) condition is not the same as linear adaptedness of ¢, at 0.

As mentioned, the linear height of ¢, and the Newton height of ¢, are respectively denoted by
hin (¢, v) and (¢, v). We define the global linear height hy,(¢) and the global Newton height h(¢) by
the respective expressions

hlin(¢) = Sup hlin(d’v U), h(¢) = Sup h(d’v U)- (1‘6)
veS! veSs!
It will be clear from Section 3 that Ay, (¢, v) and /(¢, v) do not change along the homogeneity curve
through v defined as the curve
t > (% v1,t%v,), t>0,

and therefore in the above definitions of global linear height and global Newton height one could have
taken the supremum over the set R\ {0} too.
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Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ be mixed homogeneous satisfying condition (H2). Let (. be the measure defined as in
(1-3) with W(x) = |Hg(x)|° for some fixed 0 > 0. If 0 € [O, %] then the Fourier restriction estimate

(1-2) holds true for
(7)==
Py’ ps 2

If (LA) is satisfied at all points v # 0, then the estimate holds true even if 0 € [0, %) In particular, if
o1 = ap, then (LA) is automatically satisfied at all points v # 0 and the estimate holds true for any
o€ [O, %)
Several comments are in order. Firstly, precise conditions for when the (LA) condition is satisfied at
v # 0 can be checked by using the normal-form tables in Section 3 (note that in the Proposition 1.4 below,
where the normal forms are listed, only the normal form (vi) is not in adapted coordinates). That one is
restricted to 0 <o < % in the case when (LA) is not satisfied is a consequence of a Knapp-type example,
as we shall show in Section 4F1. That the result in the above theorem is sharp is well known — as soon
as one knows that the Hessian determinant of ¢ does not vanish identically we can apply the classical
Knapp example to a point where the Hessian does not vanish which then yields the necessary condition
1 1 1
PRSI
P1 Ps3 2
Secondly, in the case when p = 1 = ||, one can extend the above estimate to the range where

1 1 1 1

p’1+p’3 2 e
The reason for this is that p = 1 = |«| implies that the weight YW = |H4|? (and the Hessian determinant)
are a-mixed homogeneous of degree 0, and hence bounded on R2, and so the estimate for (p1, p3) = (2, 1)
follows trivially by Plancherel.

Finally, let us mention that the most interesting part of the proof of the above theorem is the proof
of Fourier restriction for the normal form (v) from Proposition 1.4, which is to be found in Section 4E.
There we need to estimate the Fourier transform of a certain measure, and for this we perform a natural
decomposition of this measure. What is remarkable is that at the critical frequencies one initially has
an infinite number of pieces which are not summable absolutely, but, after a delicate analysis, only
O(1) decomposition pieces turn out to have a “bad” estimate. Interestingly, a similar thing happens in the
much easier case of normal form (iv).

In the case of the other weight (which has no roots away from the origin) we have:

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ be mixed homogeneous satisfying condition (H1). Let . be the measure defined as in
(1-3) with W(x) = |x|§[’9. If the exponents (p1, p3) € (1,2)? and ¥ € R satisfy (see Figure 1)

L i) 11 _lel o e

Py Py T2 piT2h(¢) T pp o py 27

then the Fourier restriction estimate (1-2) holds true.
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2 2h(¢) 2 2 e

Figure 1. The Riesz diagram for the range of exponents given in Theorem 1.2. The line
given by ¥ is drawn for the case when p = 1, ¥ > 0, and both || and ¥} are small.

We remark that the quantity ¢ in the above theorem is allowed to be negative. This theorem is sharp
since the corresponding local estimates are sharp — this was shown in [Palle 2021]. We discuss this in
more detail at the beginning of Section 5.

As a special case of Theorem 1.1 we obtain:

Corollary 1.3. Let ¢ be any mixed homogeneous polynomial in R* and let ju be the measure defined as in
(1-3) with W(x) = |He(x)] /4 Then the Fourier restriction estimate (1-2) holds true for py=ps=4

In the case of the above corollary we note that the Hessian determinant can either vanish identically,
or it does not vanish to infinite order anywhere, since it is necessarily a nonzero mixed homogeneous
polynomial. But the case when the Hessian determinant vanishes identically is trivial, so we are indeed
within the scope of Theorem 1.1.

When one considers “isotropically” homogeneous polynomials (i.e., when «; = a), Corollary 1.3
recovers the main result of [Carbery et al. 2013]. The strategy of proof in that work was to first perform
certain decompositions of the surface measure in order to get appropriate control over the size of V¢
and the Hessian determinant Hg, after which one applies an L* argument, as the L*/3(R%) — L2(du)
Fourier restriction estimate is equivalent to the L2(du) — L*(R3) extension estimate.

Our proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are based on the following intermediary result:

Proposition 1.4. Let v € R? \ {0}, let ¢ be as above a-mixed homogeneous of degree p, and let us
assume that it satisfies condition (H1) and that its Hessian determinant vanishes at v. Then after a
linear transformation of coordinates the function ¢, (x) : = ¢(x +v) —dp(v) —x - V¢ (v) and its Hessian
determinant Hgp, assume precisely one of the normal forms in Table 1. In all the cases the appearing
functions are smooth and do not vanish at the origin, i.e., r(0), ro(0), r1(0), 2(0), g(0), ¥ (0) # 0, except
for the function ¢ which is flat at the origin.
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case normal form additional conditions
_ vk
(1) (PU(X)—XZN}’(X)-FQO(X), kZZ, ngO
Hep, (x) = x§+2k_2r0 (x) or Hg, flatat 0
(ii) b (x) = x7q(x1) + x5r(x), k>3
Hep, (x) = x§_2ro(x)
() = x2 + xk ’ . k>3,
(iii) Do) x,lfz(x) 22 3r1(0) = c(¢,v)j 857" r1(0)
Hg, (x) = x5 "ro(x) forc(p,v) #0, j=1,...,k—1
oy | 900 =3Ta0a) + G =y () (), k>3
He, (x) = (x2 — X290 (x1))*2ro (x)
| P =@ o dy@tne, | ’E; 3)’ R
_ r =c,v)J r
H¢v(x) = (x2 _X%w(xl))k 2]‘0()6) f0r20(¢, U) # 0, ] — 1’2 o k—1
i) Pv(x) = (x2 — x29 (x1))*r (x), k=2
He, (x) = (x2 — x79 (x1)) 2 3ro(x)

Table 1. Normal forms for Proposition 1.4.

In the case of normal form (i) one additionally knows that if the Hessian determinant Hg, is not flat at
the origin, then ¢ vanishes identically. In particular, if condition (H2) is satisfied, then the function ¢
in case (1) always vanishes identically and the Hessian determinant is nowhere flat. In the case when
a1 = ay the functions ¢, and He, can only take the forms (i) or (ii). Finally, the root of the function
X Xp — xflﬁ(xl) corresponds to the homogeneity curve through v, though in the coordinate system in

which the normal form is given.

In cases (i) and (ii) one has further subcases (see Section 3A) of a technical nature, so we left them
out of the above proposition. We also note that only in case (vi) the function ¢, is not in adapted
coordinates (and the adapted coordinates can be achieved only through a nonlinear transformation such
as (x1,x2) — (x1,x2 + x%w(xl))), but it is linearly adapted.

The idea to apply Fourier restriction estimates to obtain a priori estimate for PDEs goes back to
[Strichartz 1977]. In our case one can apply the above results to obtain Strichartz estimates for the
nonhomogeneous initial problem

0; —ip(D)u(x,t) = F(x,t), (x,1) € R*>x(0,00),
u(x,0) = G(x), x € R?,
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where F € S(R?), G € S(R?). Namely, by an application of the Christ-Kiselev lemma [2001] one gets
the following result:

Corollary 1.5. Let ¢, W, and (p1., p3) € (1,2)? be either as in Theorem 1.1 or 1.2, and let us furthermore
assume that p € {0, 1}. Then for the above nonhomogeneous PDE one has the a priori estimate

[ < CUIW2FG 2@y + CollF o) gy V™ Fiay ey )3 .21

’
p )
1 (xl.xz))

ull P} =
Lt 3(L(x1,x2))

where F(x, x,) is the partial Fourier transformation in the x = (x1, x2)-direction.

In the case when W is the function | - |§’9 the norms on the right-hand side are a type of homogeneous
anisotropic Sobolev norms [Triebel 2006, Chapter 5] (in particular, note that |W™1/2FG|| L2(R2) =
IF W2 FG| L2 gey).

Since the procedure of how to obtain the corresponding Strichartz estimate from a Fourier restriction
estimate is mostly standard we have deferred the sketch of the proof of Corollary 1.5 to the Appendix.

The article is structured in the following way. In Section 2 we first perform some elementary reductions.
Since the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are essentially based on Proposition 1.4, we first prove
this proposition (and even obtain slightly more precise results) in Section 3. Subsequently we prove
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in Sections 4 and 5 respectively. In the Appendix we then give a sketch of the proof
of Corollary 1.5.

In this paper we use the symbols ~, <, 2, <, > with the following meanings. If two nonnegative
quantities 4 and B are given, then by A < B we mean that there exists a sufficiently small positive
constant ¢ such that A <c¢B, and by 4 < B we mean that there exists a (possibly large) positive constant C
such that A < CB. The relation A ~ B means that there exist positive constants C; < C; such that
C1A < B < (A is satisfied. Relations A > B and A 2 B are defined analogously. Sometimes the
implicit constants ¢, C, C1, and C, depend on certain parameters p, and in order to emphasize this
dependence we shall write for example <p, ~p, and so on.

We also use the symbols yg, x1, ¥, and g generically in the following way. We require y¢ to be
supported in a neighborhood of the origin and identically equal to 1 near the origin. On the other hand,
we require yp to be supported away from the origin and identically equal to 1 on an open neighborhood
of £1 € R. Sometimes, when several yo or y; appear within the same formula, they may designate
different functions. The functions r and g (also used with subscripts and tildes) shall be used generically
as smooth functions which are nonvanishing at the origin, where the function ¢ shall denote a function of
one variable, whereas the function r shall denote a function which may generally depend on two variables.
Occasionally both of them can also be flat at the origin, in which case we state this explicitly.

2. Preliminary reductions

2A. Rescaling and reduction to local estimates. As mentioned, the measure we consider is

(. f) Z/ S, x2, 9 (x1, x2)) W(x1, x2) dx,
R2\{0}
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where )V is nonnegative, continuous on R? \ {0}, and a-mixed homogeneous of degree 2¢. In this
subsection we determine the degree of homogeneity 29 so that the global Fourier restriction estimate
(1-2) becomes equivalent to the local one. By this we mean the following. Let us take a partition of unity

(nj)jez in R?\ {0},
Y nj) =1 x#0. (2-1)
jez
such that n; = nod,—,; for some n =no € C*° (R?) supported away from the origin. Let us consider the
measures

o )= [ 1 g0 1y ()W) d, )

which now satisfy u = }_;c7 i, and let us furthermore assume that we have the local estimate for
some jo € Z:

I 2 ) = C||f||L§§(L”‘ )"

(x1.x2)

We want to determine the degree of homogeneity of W so that the Fourier restriction estimate is invariant
under the dilations §;, i.e., that we have

I A 22wy = C”f”L@(Lfl—ll.xz)) (2-3)

for all j € Z whenever the estimate is true for some jo € Z. In this case, and if (p1, p3) € (1,2]% a
standard Littlewood—Paley argument (presented below) will then yield

1Al < €I Nz
To summarize, we have:

Proposition 2.1. Let W be a-mixed homogeneous of degree 29, not identically zero, and continuous on
R2\ {0}, let ju be defined as in (1-3), and let p1, p3 € (1,2]. Then the Fourier restriction estimate (1-2)
for pu is equivalent to the Fourier restriction estimate (2-3) for the measure (i for any j € Z (as defined
in (2-2)) if and only if

el o ol

+ 45— (2-4)

0
Py Py 2

is satisfied.

Proof. Let us first determine what 20, the degree of homogeneity of 1V, needs to be in order for (2-3) to
hold true for all j € Z whenever it holds true for some jy € Z. Recall that |§;x|q = #]|x|y. Inspecting the
definition (2-2) of u; one gets

(. f) =272 (16 Dil 5 jay p—ser 5oy f)-

where (Dil(3, 1,.45) f)(x1,X2,Xx3) = f()tl_lxl,kz_lxz, /\glx3). Let us assume that we have for some
J € Z the estimate
(i 1 f ) = 1 1 2y < CPI A1
7o L2(dpj) = L3yt )

(x1.x2)
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Since the Fourier transform behaves well with respect to dilations Dil(y, 1,,15), We may rescale the above
estimate and get

”f”LZ(dp,o) < o /lel/2= 115‘+J(0t1/171+062/171+/0/17g)||f|| L

P .

)
(x1.x2)
From this one sees that we need precisely (2-4) in order for the constant in (2-3) to be independent of j. If
(2-4) does not hold, then the constant blows up in one of the cases j — oo or j — —o0, and in particular,
the Fourier restriction estimate (1-2) for p cannot hold (here we use that the restriction operators for i

and the p; are nonzero since W is not identically zero).

Let us now assume that we indeed have (2-4). It is obvious that the Fourier restriction estimate for u
implies the Fourier restriction estimate for u; for any j. Let us therefore assume that the estimate (2-3)
holds true for any j € Z, and thus for all j € Z.

Before proceeding further let us denote by (7;) ez a family of C2°(R? \ {0}) functions such that

Nj =7Noo0by,—; forall jeZ,

and such that 7); is equal to 1 on the support of 7. One can for example take 7, = Z| k—jl<n Nk for
some sufficiently large N. Let us furthermore denote by S; the Fourier multiplier operator in R3 with

multiplier (7j; ® 1)(é1, &2, &3) = 7, (€1, &2).
Now (2-3) implies

1S 2wy = 1 L2y = C“ij||L5§’(foll,x2>)'

Therefore . —~
1A 1Z 2 = e LS PY =D g LAY =3y 1S5 1 1)
jez jez
2 2 2 . 2
SC NS M psn = CoMS iz, )l

jez

where [ ]2 denotes the norm of the Hilbert space of /? sequences on Z. Since both p; <2 and p3 <2, we may

use Minkowski’s inequality to interchange the [ j2 norm with the L% (L ) norm, and subsequently

(x1,x2)
apply Littlewood—Paley theory in the (x1, xp)-variable (in particular, we do not need to use mixed-norm

Littlewood—Paley theory) to get

. 2
||||ij||L§§(Lf;11,X2))”12 = ””Sff”lZ” nan " xz))
1/22
= S 2 N .
‘ (Z' /] ) nan sz
1:X2)

Remark 2.2 (scaling in the case of Hessian determinant). Using the homogeneity condition of ¢ one
easily obtains that the Hessian determinant is also «¢-mixed homogeneous of degree 2p — 2|«|. Thus,
when we take W = |H4|?, W is homogeneous of degree 219 = 20 (p — |«|). Recall that in this case (i.e.,
as in the assumptions of Theorem 1.1) we assume that
1 1 1
— =0 —

=0,
r; 2 P
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and so by (2-4) the equality 29} = 20 (p — |«]) is indeed satisfied, i.e., the desired relation between the
exponents if one wants scaling invariance.

Remark 2.3 (a general sufficient condition for local integrability of W). Since W is mixed homogeneous
of degree 21, V\/|x|;2’9 is mixed homogeneous of degree 0, and in particular a bounded function. Thus
IW| < |x|2?, and so it is sufficient to check when |x|2?
sufficient to integrate over {(x1, x2) : x1, x2 > 0}. We have

1 1
/ |x|§f9 dx = / (xl/a‘1 + xz/az)zﬂ dx
x1,x2>0,|x|<1 x1,x2>0,|x|<1

N/ (y12+y%)219y20l1—1y2a2—1 dy
y1,¥2>0,|y|<1 ! 2

is locally integrable in R% By symmetry it is

/2
~ / / rA0+2lel=1 (005 9) 22171 (5in 9)2%271 49 dr.
0<rs1Jo

Therefore, we must have 49 + 2|a|—1 > —1, i.e,,
29 + || > 0.

Note that this holds if p > 0, p; > 1, and 9 is given by (2-4).

Remark 2.4. When ¢ is smooth at the origin and a nonconstant function, then p = 1, and the necessary
condition obtained by a Knapp-type example associated to the principal face of A (¢) in the initial
coordinate system (see [Palle 2021, Proposition 2.1]) tells us that

lof 1 o
PR
P P3 2
is necessary for (1-2) if W = 1 (i.e., ® = 0). On the other hand, if we define I, = {(t1,13) € R? :
||ty 4 t3 = |a|/2}, then the expression (2-4) for ¥ implies that

1 1
9] = 1+|(x|2dist((—/,—,),la).
P1 P3

2B. Some further reductions. According to Proposition 2.1, under the conditions of Theorem 1.1 or
Theorem 1.2, we have to prove the Fourier restriction estimate for a measure defined by the mapping

£ [ g ne W

where n € C2° (R?\ {0}) is supported in a compact annulus centered at the origin. Note that in the case of
the weight W = |Hg|? (the case of Theorem 1.1) the degree of homogeneity 2¢ = 20 (p — |«|) satisfies
the relation (2-4) by Remark 2.2.

Reductions for the amplitude y. One can easily show that in the context of the Fourier restriction problem
we may make the following reductions. First, by reordering coordinates and/or changing their sign, and by
splitting the amplitude 7 into functions with smaller support, we may restrict ourselves to amplitudes n with
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support contained in the half-plane {(x1,x2) € R? : x; = 1}. Then, by compactness, we may localize to
small neighborhoods of points v # 0 having vy 2 1. Thus, one may assume that the support of 7 is contained
in a small neighborhood of some generic point v satisfying v; ~ 1 and |v| < 1. In fact, compactness and
changing signs if necessary implies that we may further assume that either v, = 0 or v ~ 1.

Changing the affine terms of the phase. By the previous discussion it suffices to consider the measure

f»/’ﬂmwmmumwwwm 2-5)
RZ

where 7, is a smooth function supported in a small neighborhood of a point v # 0. We now recall the
fact that we can freely add or remove linear and constant terms in the expression for ¢ in the context
of the Fourier restriction problem. For the constant term this is obvious. For the linear terms this can
be achieved by using a linear transformation of the form (x1, x2, x3) — (x1, X2, b1xX1 + bax2 + x3) (for
more details see [Palle 2021, Section 3.1] and note that here the situation is slightly simpler since no
Jacobian factor appears). In particular, instead of considering the measure (2-5), we may consider the
measure

£ [ ot =) ma W
where we recall that

Pv(x) = (x +v) = (V) —x-V§(v).

The strategy for the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 should now be clear. The above discussion reduces
the problem to proving a local Fourier restriction estimate in the vicinity of a point v, and so one needs to
determine the local normal form of ¢ at v, and in the case W(x) = |H¢(x)|? one needs to additionally
determine the order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant at v in the x-direction (after which the
normal form of W will be clear by homogeneity).

3. Local normal forms

In this section we derive the local normal forms for ¢ and for the Hessian determinant H at a fixed point
v # 0 (as a consequence we prove Proposition 1.4). The discussion in Section 2B implies that we may
assume that v; ~ 1, and either v, = 0 or v, ~ 1.

The structure of this section is as follows. In Section 3A we fix the notation for this section, introduce
relevant quantities, and define the coordinate systems y, z, and w (the coordinate systems z and w will
not be described precisely until Section 3E though). In Subsections 3B, 3C, and 3D tables with normal
forms of ¢, are given. It turns out that in most cases y-coordinates suffice and when we use them one
obtains the normal forms easily. We deal with the case when y-coordinates do not suffice in Section 3E.
In Section 3F we sketch how to calculate what is the order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant for
the respective normal forms.

We assume that the (H1) condition is satisfied throughout this section. In fact, in Section 3B we shall
explicitly determine the local normal form of ¢ when ¢ — 8§¢(v1, t) is flat at v,. In this case it turns out



STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR MIXED HOMOGENEOUS SURFACES IN THREE DIMENSIONS 185

that the Hessian determinant either does not vanish at v, or that it is flat at v. In all the other subsections
we shall assume that ¢ — 8%(;5 (v1,t) is of finite type at vs.

3A. Notation and some general considerations. Let us begin by introducing the notation. It will be

useful to define
(%)
y i =—2>0,
o1

and for the point v = (v1, v2) (recall vy ~ 1) we define
to : = Uzvl_y
Let us denote the d-derivatives of ¢ at (1,1y) by

bj = 0]¢(1,10) = ¢V (t0), j €No,
where
gt):=¢(1,1).
We furthermore define
k:=inf{j >2:b; # 0}, (3-1)

where we take k = oo if b; = 0 for all j > 2. The equality k = oo is equivalent to ¢® being flat at 0.
What precisely happens when g@ is flat at 0 shall be explained in Section 3B, and in the rest of the
section (including this subsection) we assume that k < oo, unless explicitly stated otherwise.

General form of mixed homogeneous ¢. Recall that we denote by p € {—1,0, 1} the degree of homo-
geneity of ¢. Then we have for any x satisfying x1 > 0:

$(x1.x2) = XM (1 x2 7). (3-2)
Let us consider the Taylor expansion of ¢ — ¢ (1,¢) at to:
1
(1) =¢(1.1) =bo + (1 = 10)b1 + 77t —10) i (0).

where gy is a smooth function such that by = g (0). Thus, we get

_ 1 _ _
d(x) = xf/al ( 0+ (xax, ¥ —10)b1 + F(xle Y —10)* gr (x2x; y))

(3-3)
_xl/ l(bo—fob1)+x2)€(p w)fey, +k' x(pkea)e () —tox])¥ g (x2x77).
More generally, we have the formal series expansion:
p)~ Y (g —tox]) X/
J!
j=0
= box{/*" + by (x2 — tox] )}/ V+Zj—(x2—zoxy)f ey, (3-4)

j=k
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If y =1 (i.e., a1 = arp) it will usually be better to write

- 1 —k —
d(x) = xf/albo + (x2 —toxl)xf/al Y + F(xz — toxl)k x’lo/al g (x2 X7 . (3-5)
Since v; ~ 1, we may assume
A S N P I S

The second condition is equivalent to |xp — loxi/ | < 1. Note that the points on the homogeneity curve
through v satisfy the equation xp = toxi/.

In order to determine the normal forms it will suffice to introduce three additional coordinate systems,
which we shall denote by y, z, and w respectively, each having the point v as their origin. The original
coordinate system is denoted by x. The function ¢ in the coordinate system y (resp. z, w) shall be
denoted by ¢ (resp. ¢#, ¢''). For the original coordinate system x we simply use ¢, or ¢* for emphasis.

The function ¢ in the coordinate system y (resp. z, w) but without the affine terms at v shall be denoted
by ¢ (resp. ¢Z, ¥). This means

by (v) =97 (y) =97 (0) — y - Vg (0),

and similarly for ¢Z and ¢,’.

The coordinate system y. Itis defined through the following affine coordinate change having v = (vy, v2)
as the origin:
Y1 =Xx1—Vyp,
Y2 = x2— vz — yvupvy (X1 — 1)
=x2 — (1= y)vz — yvavy 'x1.

The reverse transformation is
X1 =Yy1+ 1,

L (3-6)
X2 =Yy2 + U2+ Yvavy y1.
One can easily check that in these coordinates we can write
X2 —1ox] = y2 +v2 + yv2vy y1 —v2(1 4+ v7 ' yy)?
=2+ v+ yverty— v (LT + (5o +00))
= y2 — yiw(y):
i.e., the points on the homogeneity curve through v satisfy the equation y, = yfa)(yl) in y-coordinates.
Above (and in the following) we use the notation

c c—m+1
(m)zc(c—l)--- m!
for ¢ € R and m a nonnegative integer. Furthermore, we obviously have:
Remark 3.1. Tt holds that w(0) # 0 if and only if w is not identically 0 if and only if v, # 0 (i.e., fp 7 0)
and y # 1.
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The coordinate system y will be used in most of the normal forms below which shall follow directly
from the expression

¢ (y) = (v1 + y1)P/¥ (b — t0b1)
+ (V2 + 2+ Y2yt yn) (01 4+ )P by 4 (v — yEw(n))Er(y),  (3-7)

which one obtains from (3-3) and (3-6). When y = 1, one uses (3-5) instead and gets
¢ (y) = (v1 + y1)P/*Tbo + y2(v1 + y1)P/* by + yEr(v). (3-8)

In both (3-7) and (3-8) the function r is smooth and nonvanishing at the origin. Let us also note that the
expansion (3-4) can be rewritten in y coordinates as

¢” (y) & bo(v1 + y1)P/*

o0
_ bj . i
+b1(y2 = yio(y) (v1 + y1)?/™ V+Zj—f,(yz—y%w(y1))f (v1+yD)P/ =7 (3-9)
j=k "

The following simple lemma shall be useful later:
Lemma 3.2. From (3-7) and (3-8) we get the following information on the second-order derivatives of ¢? -

(1) It always holds
k=2 < b#0 << 05¢7(0)#0.

Q.a) Ifp#1loraz #1 (i.e., p—ap #0), then
b1 #0 <= 0910297 (0) #0.
(2.b) If p=az = 1orif by =0, then 3;02¢” (0) = 0.
B.a) Ifp=0and ay # oy (i.e.,y # 1), orif p=o1 =1and ar # 1 (and in particular y # 1), then
b1 #0, tg#0 < 03¢7(0) #0,

and recall that vy # 0 if and only if to # 0.
(B.b) If p=0ay =1 and a1 # 1 (and in particular y # 1), then

bo—toh1 0 << 32¢?(0) #0.
(B.o) Ify =1(.e,a; =az)orif by =0, then
bo#0. TR0 = #e0) £0
Note that p/ay =0 ifand only if p =0, and p/ay = 1 ifand only if p =a1 = 1.

Proof. The only not completely trivial case is (3.a). Since in this case p/ay € {0, 1}, the first term in (3-7)
is an affine term, and so we can ignore it. Since k > 2, the third term also does not contribute to the
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yf—term in the Taylor series of ¢?, and so we can ignore it too. We therefore only need to consider the
term

(v2 + y2 + yvavi 'y1) (ug + y) P @Dy,
and in fact, we may even reduce ourselves to
(v2 +yv207 y1) (V1 + yD) T2 by = byvy (1 + yuityr) (v + y) @7/,

Now if to = 0 (i.e., v = 0) or if by = 0, then 8%(;53’(0) = 0 follows. Let us now assume v, # 0 and
b1 # 0. We note that in our case we may rewrite (p —az)/; = p— ¥, and so it suffices to show that

85, b=o((1+ i yn) (1+ 07 y1)P ™) #0.
Calculating the second derivative one gets
2yv1 2 (p—y) + (e =)o~y —1).
This is not zero since in this case we have p € {0, 1} and y ¢ {0, 1}. O

The coordinate systems z and w. These are defined through affine coordinate changes of the form

1
X1 =v1+ 21, w1—Z1+Bzz, (3-10)
X2 =v2+ 22+ Az1, wy =122,

having (vg, v2) as their origin, where we shall have B := A — yvzvl_l # 0 so that the coordinate system y
never coincides with the coordinate system z, and the coordinate system z never coincides with the
coordinate system w. The constant A shall depend on v and the first few derivatives of ¢ at v (note that
A = B #0if vy =ty = 0). These coordinate systems will be described more precisely in Section 3E.
There we shall also introduce a smooth function @ such that

X2 —1ox] = y2 — yio(y1) = (w1 — w3d(w2))ro(w)

for some smooth function rq satisfying r¢(0) # 0. Note that we have

1
Y1 =21 = w1 — 5 W2,
B (3-11)
y2 =z2+ Bzy = Bwj.
As we shall see in Section 3E below the z-coordinates are only used in the intermediate steps and the
normal forms are expressed exclusively in y- or w-coordinates.

Some general considerations regarding the Hessian determinant Hg. Recall that
(j)(lalxl , laz)Q) = tp¢(x1, XQ).
Taking derivatives in x; and x, we get

(O 02 @)1 x1, 1% x2) = PTG I2) (x1, x2).
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Thus, we have for the Hessian determinant of ¢:
H¢(l‘alxl, laz)Cz) = lz(p_lal)H¢(X1, X2).

From this it follows that if Hy vanishes at the point v, then it also vanishes along the homogeneity curve
through v, which we recall is parametrized by ¢ — (t%'v1, 1%2v,).

We are interested in the order of vanishing of Hy in directions transversal to this curve. In particular, if
we have 8;2’}-[¢ (v) =0for 5 < N and 897 Hg(v) # 0, then by using homogeneity and a Taylor expansion
(as we did for ¢) we get
)N

He(x) = (x2 —tox7)" ro(x)

for some smooth function rg satisfying ro(v) # 0. Calculating N shall be done in Section 3F by using
the normal forms of ¢. Recall that the Hessian determinant is equivariant under affine coordinate changes,
and so we can freely change to y-, z-, or w-coordinates.

Preliminary comments on the normal forms. Let us introduce the following notation for the nondegen-
erate case (i.e., the case when the Hessian determinant of ¢p does not vanish at v):

(ND) The function ¢, is nondegenerate at the origin.

When ¢, does not satisfy (ND), we note that Proposition 1.4 implies in particular that after a linear
change of coordinates the function ¢, takes one of the following three forms:

O (u) = ukOr (u) + p(u),
O (u) = ulry (u) + usora (),
P (u) = (uz —udy (u))*or (),

where r(0), 1 (0), r1(0), r2(0) # 0, ¢ is flat at 0, and k¢ > 2 in the first and third cases, while kg > 3 in
the second. Note that the first case corresponds to the normal form (i) of Proposition 1.4, the second case
is a reduced version of normal forms (ii), (iii), (iv), (v), and the third corresponds to the normal form (vi).

However, the above three forms do not contain sufficient information to obtain restriction estimates. In
this section we shall obtain the much more detailed classification given in Table 2.

All the appearing functions are smooth and do not vanish at the origin, except the function ¢, which is
always flat at the origin. The number k is as defined in (3-1) and it is always finite in the above normal
forms (when it is infinite it turns out that one is necessarily in the case of normal form (i.y2)). On the
other hand, the definition of the number k changes from case to case, and we allow k to be infinite only
in normal form (i.y1), in which case we consider the Hessian determinant to be flat at the origin. The
quantities v1, y, A, B appearing in the conditions column and the functions @ and @ are the same ones
as previously defined in this subsection. Let us furthermore remark that normal forms (i.w1) and (i.w2)
stem from normal forms (ii.w), (iii), and (v), in the sense that they correspond to k = oo.

Two remarks before we continue. First, note that the normal forms listed in Proposition 1.4 are a
compressed version of Table 2—in the proposition we ignored the subcases, e.g., the normal forms
(.yl), (i.y2), .wl), (i.w2) were all compressed in Proposition 1.4 to a single normal form (i). Second,
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case normal form additional conditions
, or (v) = yEr(y), k>2,
Gyl Fiok F>00rk=
Hov (¥) = y5 T2 2ro(y) = Vork =00
y _ .k -
(iy2) ¢y (¥) = y1a(y1) +o(y), i=2
Hey is flat at 0
w )
Hew is flat at 0
w2y | OF @) = w3r(w) +p(w), viBY{r(0) = jA(y = 1d] "' r(0)
Hew is flat at 0 forall j > 1
Yy 1,2 k
(iiy) ¢y (y) = quk(yl) +y,7r(y), k>3
Her (¥) = y5 2ro(y)
w _ l; 2
(i) ¢y (w) = wj ”N(w) + w3q(w2), i3
Hew (w) = wk=2ro(w)
i k>3
oY (w) = wkri(w) + wiry(w), - - .
(iii) v ! i 2 lea{ r2(0) = jA(y — })8{ 11’2(0)
Hew(w) = wi™"ro(w) forall1<j<k—1
o | PO =300+ 02— yien) (), P
Hov (¥) = (2 — y20(r1)) " 2ro(y) B
B () = (w1 — w3 W)Y r (w) + wira(w), S k=S
v) )~ io v1Bayr2(0) = jA(y - 1)o7 "r2(0)
How (W) = (w1 —wi0(w2))* “ro(w) for1<j<k—1
Yiv) — _ 2 k
i) ¢y (¥) = (12 )’15‘2)()’1)) rziy), k=2
Heor (¥) = (12— y30(31))** 3ro(y)

Table 2. Detailed classification of normal forms (an uncompressed version of Table 1).

note that the above “uncompressed” table of normal forms is not mutually exclusive in the sense that the
forms themselves differ from each other — for example in this sense the normal form (i.y2) obviously
contains the case of the normal form (i.w1), the main difference being only the coordinate system which
one needs to use in order to obtain them. On the other hand, the normal forms in the compressed table in

Proposition 1.4 are in this sense indeed mutually exclusive.
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The first step in deriving the above normal forms is to switch to y-coordinates. In most cases (see the
tables of cases below for the precise list) this will suffice and the normal form will be obvious, and so in
the following subsections we shall leave out most of the details for them. In particular, as a consequence
of considerations in Subsections 3C and 3D, we shall obtain:

Lemma 3.3. If k > 3 and if we are not in the (ND) case, then the function ¢y is always in one of the
normal forms (i.yl), (i.y2), (ii.y), (iv), or (vi).

If k =2, by #0, p # oy, and we are not in the (ND) case, then we shall either need to

(FP) flip coordinates (i.e., exchange x; and x5) and use the y-coordinates associated to the flipped
coordinates,

or we shall need w- (and the intermediary z-) coordinates. Details can be found in Section 3E below.

Note that flipping coordinates makes sense only when v, # 0 (and indeed, we shall flip coordinates
only when A = 0, which, as it turns out, never happens when v, = 0). After flipping coordinates it
will always suffice to use the y-coordinates (associated to the flipped x, v, and &), and in particular,
we shall be able to apply Lemma 3.3. Note that these y coordinates are not in general equal to flipped
y-coordinates associated to the original x, v, and «.

3B. Normal form when t — 3§¢(1, t)is flat at ty (i.e., k = 00). Let us assume that
ep(1,10)=0 forall j >2, (3-12)

and so we have 8£¢(v) = 0 for all v (with vy > 0) satisfying vzvl_y = t9 by (3-2). By the Euler
homogeneous function theorem ¢ satisfies the equation

pP(x) = a1x1019(x) + 02x202¢(x).
Taking the derivative 9% = 37' 95> we get at (v, v2) that
(p—a171 —a212)0"p(v) = a1 v19" T 0P (V) + 20200V (v).

From this, the fact that «j v # 0, and the flatness assumption (3-12) it follows by induction in t; that
d*¢(v) =0 for all 7y >0 and 7, > 2.

If now 0102¢ (v) # 0, then the Hessian determinant does not vanish and we are in the (ND) case (this
always happens for example when ¢ (x1, x2) = x1x2). On the other hand, if d;02¢(v) = 0, then we get
in the same way as above that 0%¢(v) = 0 for all t; > 1 and t, = 1. Thus, by using a Taylor expansion
at v and by switching to y-coordinates (recall x; = y; + v1) we may write

¢ (») = ry7a(y1) +e(y),

where ¢ is a smooth function and ¢ is a smooth function flat at the origin. In particular, in this case the
Hessian determinant vanishes of infinite order at x = v and therefore the condition (H2) cannot hold.
This also shows that (H2) is a stronger condition than (H1). Since we assume that at least (H1) holds, we
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necessarily have that ¢ — 8%¢(t, v2) is not flat at vy, and so ¢ cannot be flat at the origin either, i.e., we
can write

$7(7) = y* G () + ()

for some smooth function g satisfying ¢(0) # 0 and k > 2. This is precisely the normal form (i.y2).

3C. Normal form tables for ¢ mixed homogeneous of degree p = 0. Recall that we assume k < o0 in
this and the following subsections. In this case (3-7) becomes

¢” (v) = (bo — tob1) = (v2 + y2 + yvavi ' y1) (W1 + y1) Vb1 + (y2 — YT (1)) r ()
if y # 1, and in the case y = 1 we have by (3-8) that
¢7 (y) —bo = y2(v1 + y1) 11 + yEr(y). (3-13)

We have put the constant terms on the left-hand side since we may freely ignore them. Note that in the
case y = 1 we have 8%¢y(0) = 0 by Lemma 3.2 (3.c).

Case y = 1.

conditions case

b1 =0 | normal form (i.y1)
b1 #0 (ND)

Here we actually have in the case when b1 = 0 a precise order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant:
it is always 2k — 2. This follows from Section 3F (see in particular (3-31)).

If b1 # 0, then from (3-13) we obviously have d102¢”(0) # 0, and it follows that the Hessian
determinant at 0 is nonzero.

Case y # 1.
conditions case
to=0,b1 =0 normal form (i.y1)
to=0,b1#0 (ND)
to#0,b1=0 normal form (vi)
to#0,b1#0, k>3 (ND)
to #0, by #0, k =2 | (ND), or (FP), or normal form (v), or normal form (i.w2)

In the case t9g = 0, by # 0 we apply Lemma 3.2 (2.a) and (3.a), and get respectively that d;d2¢” (0) # 0
and 92¢” (0) = 0, from which it indeed follows that we are in the (ND) case. Similarly, in the case 79 # 0,
b1 #0, k>3 we use Lemma 3.2 (1) and (2.a), and obtain that 8%¢y(0) =0 and 0102¢” (0) # 0, from
which we again get that the Hessian determinant of ¢ does not vanish.

As the case 79 # 0, by # 0, k =2 shall be treated in the same way as certain other cases which appear
later and where w-coordinates may be needed, we have postponed its discussion to Section 3E.
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3D. Normal form tables for ¢ mixed homogeneous of degree p = £1. Recall that by (3-3) here we
have

B () = 37/ (bo — toby) +x2 3PP/ by LR (v — 1037 gy (13 177
and according to (3-7) in y-coordinates this is
¢” () = (V1+y1)?/* (bo—tob1) + (V2 y2+yv2vy ' y1) Wi+yD DN b1 4 (r2 =T (r) r ().

In this subsection (where p = 1) we need to consider five possible subcases. The cases we first consider
are when p = a1, or p = «p, or both. Since «; and «; are strictly positive, these cases are only possible
for p = 1. The penultimate case is when o1 = ap # p, and the last case is when all of o1, a3, and p are
different from each other.

Case p =1, 1 =1, a3 = 1. In this case the first two terms in (3-7) become affine, and by Remark 3.1
we have w = 0. As a consequence we have only one case.

conditions case

- normal form (i.y1)

Furthermore, we note that initially we know that the order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant is
at least 2k — 2, which is always greater than or equal to 2. Since this is true at every point, the Hessian
determinant vanishes identically in this case.

Case p =1, a1 # 1, oy = 1. Here we first note that by Lemma 3.2 (2.b), we always have d10d2¢” (0) = 0.
This is a simple consequence of the fact that in this case the second term in (3-7) is linear.

conditions case
bo—toh1 =0, t=0 normal form (i.y1l)
bo—tob1 =0, 10 #0 normal form (vi)
bo—tob1 0,k =2 (ND)

bo—tob1 #0, k >3, tp =0 | normal form (ii.y)
bo—tob1 #0, k>3, 19 #0 | normal form (iv)

The first two cases in the table are now clear since the first two terms in (3-7) can be ignored. The
(ND) case follows from Lemma 3.2 (1) and (3.b) (and as previously mentioned (2.b)). The last two cases
follow simply by developing the first term in (3-7) in a Taylor series in y; and ignoring the constant and
the linear term.

Case p =1, a1 =1, ¢y # 1. Here we note that the first term in (3-7) becomes linear, and therefore does
not influence the normal form of ¢; .
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conditions case
to=0,b1=0 normal form (i.y1)
to=0,b1#0 (ND)
to#0,b1=0 normal form (vi)
t0¢0,b1¢0,k23 (ND)
10#0,by#0, k=2 | (ND)or (FP)

The cases to =0, by # 0 and 19 # 0, by # 0,k > 3 are (ND) by the same argumentation as in the
table above for p = 0, y # 1 (namely, by applying Lemma 3.2 (2.a) and (3.a), in the case to = 0, by # 0,
and by applying Lemma 3.2 (1) and (2.a), in the case ty # 0, by # 0, k > 3).

Let us note the following for the last case where tg # 0, by # 0, and k = 2. The expression in (3-3)
can be rewritten as (after ignoring the first term, which is linear in this case):

1— 1-2
blxle Y+ %ble y(x2 —l‘()Xi/)2 4+ O((x5 — l‘()xi/)z').

We want to calculate what the Hessian determinant of ¢;; = ¢, at v is (or equivalently, the Hessian
determinant of ¢ at v). For this we only need the second derivatives of ¢ at v, and so we can freely ignore
the last term of size (xp — toxi’)3. After expanding the second term in the above expression and ignoring
the linear terms and the term O((x2 — toxi')3) we get

(b1 — l‘obz)x:_yxZ + %bzx;_zyx%.
From this it follows by a direct calculation that
U2

p(v) = vy, 1929 (V).

and so
v
Ho) = ~n2 (1) (12 0) + 7 20390).
1

which we note can be rewritten as

Hg(v) = —01029 (v) 919297 (0),

by (3-6). This implies in particular that Hg(v) = 0 if and only if d1d2¢ (v) = 0 if and only if 33¢(v) =0
since by Lemma 3.2 (2.a), we know that d1d2¢” (0) # 0.

Thus, in the last case where t9 # 0, by # 0, and k = 2, we are either in the (ND) case, and otherwise
we have 8%(]5(1)) = 0. This means precisely that the “k” associated to the flipped coordinates (and we can
flip coordinates since ¢y # 0, i.e., v2 7 0) is necessarily > 3. For the flipped coordinates we may now use
the previous table where we have p =1, a1 # 1, ap =1 (or apply Lemma 3.3).

Case p = £1, a1 = a3 # p. Here one uses (3-8):

¢7 (¥) = (1 + y1)P/¥ b 4 ya(v1 + y1)P/¥1 7 by + yEr(y).
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conditions case
bp=0,b1=0 normal form (i.yl)
bo=0,b1 #0 (ND)
bo#0,b; =0, k>3 normal form (ii.y)
bo#0,b1=0,k=2 (ND)
bo#0,b1#0, k>3 (ND)
bo #0, by #0, k =2 | (ND), or (FP), or normal form (ii.w), or normal form (i.w1)

The first (ND) case bg = 0, b1 # 0 follows from Lemma 3.2 (2.a) and (3.c), the second (ND) case
bo #0, by =0, k = 2 follows from Lemma 3.2 (2.a), (3.c), and (1), and the third (ND) case bg # O,
b1 # 0, k > 3 follows from Lemma 3.2 (1) and (2.a). For the last case by # 0, by # 0, k =2 we again
refer the reader to Section 3E.

We give two further remarks. Firstly, one can show that in the case bg = 0, by = 0 the order of
vanishing of the Hessian determinant is precisely equal to 2k — 2 if and only if we additionally have

L ¢k,
o

as is shown in Section 3F. Note that here we cannot have p/«; = 1, and when p/oy = k from Section 3F
we see that the Hessian determinant vanishes of order 2k + k — 2, where & is the smallest positive integer
such that bk i = 0 (it is also possible k = oo with the obvious interpretation).

Secondly, here we can calculate explicitly from the derivatives b, = g™ (19) the number k in the
normal form (ii.w) (see (3-26) in Section 3E). This is already known for homogeneous polynomials
[Ferreyra et al. 2004].

Case p = 1, a1 # p, a2 # p, a1 F# a3.

conditions case
b1 =0,bp=0,1=0 normal form (i.y1)
b1 =0,by=0,12#0 normal form (vi)
b1=0,bp#0, k=2 (ND)
b1=0,bog#0,k>3,1=0 normal form (ii.y)
b1 =0,byg#0,k>3,1#0 normal form (iv)
b1#0,k>3 (ND)
b1#0,k=2,1t=0 (ND), or normal form (iii), or normal form (i.w2)
b1 #0,k=2,1t#0 (ND), or (FP), or normal form (v), or normal form (i.w2)

The first (ND) case by = 0, by # 0, k = 2 follows from Lemma 3.2 (1), (2.a), and (3.c), and the
second (ND) case by # 0, k > 3 from Lemma 3.2 (1) and (2.a). For the very last two cases (namely,
b1 #0, k=2, to=0and by #0, k =2, t9 # 0) we refer the reader, as usual, to Section 3E.

Note that at this point our considerations have proven Lemma 3.3, except for the Hessian part.
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3E. The case when p # oy, b1 # 0, k = 2. In this subsection we shall discuss the remaining cases
where y-coordinates did not suffice and all of which (as one easily sees from the tables in the previous
two subsections) satisfy p # a2, by # 0, k = 2. Here it will turn out that we are either in the (ND) case,
or the (FP) case, or that we need to use the w-coordinates. In this case the form of the function ¢ in
y-coordinates is according to (3-7) equal to

¢7 (¥) = (01 + 1)/ (bo—tob1) + (V2 + Y2+ yv2v7 ' y1) (U1 + 1) P24 by 4 (yy—y2w(31))r (y),

where r(0) # 0, and, as noted in Remark 3.1, w = 0 if and only if y = 1 or #p = 0, and otherwise w(0) # 0.
By Lemma 3.2 (1) and (2.a), we have

9367 (0) #0 and 910297 (0) #0,

i.e., the y%—term and the yj y»-term in Taylor expansion of ¢ do not vanish. Therefore, depending on
what the coefficient of the ylz—term is, it can happen that the Hessian determinant vanishes or not.

Case (ND) and the definition of z-coordinates. If the Hessian determinant does not vanish, we are in the
nondegenerate case. Otherwise, if the Hessian determinant does vanish, then since 8%45(1)) # 0 (which is
by definition equivalent to k = 2), there is a coordinate system of the form

X1 =v1 + 21,

X2 =v3+ 22+ Azq,

with A unique, such that ¢*(x) = ¢*(z), and such that the zf— and zyz,-terms in Taylor expansion of ¢?
at the origin vanish, i.e.,

32¢?(0) =0 and 919247(0) = 0.

In particular, the coordinate systems y and z cannot coincide since the term y; y, does not vanish. This
implies B := A — )/vzvl_l = 0 (compare (3-6) and (3-10)).

Case (FP) and the reduction to A # 0. Let us now prove that we may reduce ourselves to the case
A#D0.

If to = 0 (i.e., v = 0), then we always have A = B # 0. The second possibility is g 7 0, and if in this
case we would have A = 0, then z- and x-coordinates would coincide (up to a translation) which implies
Bilqﬁx w) = 8§1¢z (0) = 0. Thus, by flipping coordinates, we would have that the k associated to the
flipped coordinates is > 3, and so we would be in the case where the y-coordinates associated to the
flipped coordinates would suffice; i.e., we could apply Lemma 3.3.

This is also the reason why in the case when p = 1, o7 = 1, and ap # 1, it always sufficed to flip
coordinates. The calculation below the corresponding table in Section 3D shows that Hg(v) = 0 implies
32¢(v) = 0192¢(v) = 0, which in turn implies that one always has A = 0.
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The normal form in z-coordinates. Now that we may assume A # 0, our first step is to write down the
Euler equation for homogeneous functions in z-coordinates. The Euler equation is

pP(x) = a1x1019(x) + 02x202¢(x).
By the definition of z-coordinates we have
0x, =0z, —AJz;, and 0x, = 0z,.
Thus, the Euler equation in z-coordinates is
p¢®(z) = a1 (v1 +21)0197 () —a1 A(v1 + 21)0207 (2) + a2 (v2 + 22 + Az1) 0207 (2)
= a1(v1 +21)019%(2) + (—a1v1 B + A(—a1 + a2)z1 +@222)020°(2). (3-14)

We now claim that if 7' !¢ (0) = 87'92¢7(0) = 0 for all 1 < 7; < N for some N > 2, then
811V+1¢Z(0) = 0 if and only if B{V d2¢%(0) = 0. But this is almost obvious. Namely, we just take the
derivative B{V at 0 in the above Euler equation and get

Py ¢7(0) = a1v13Y 197 (0) + N OY ¢7(0) — ry v1 BAY 32997 (0) + AN (=1 +2)87 ' 9207 (0).
Using the assumption on vanishing derivatives we get
N H1p2(0) = BaY 9297 (0). (3-15)

As we noted above B # 0 and our claim follows.

Now recall that 8%4{)2(0) = 0 and 0102¢%(0) = 0. Thus, the previously proved claim implies in
particular by an inductive argument in N that either there is a k € N such that 3 < k < oo, satisfying

k =min{j >2:8{$%(0) # 0} = min{j >2:9] " 9247(0) # 0},
and ) )
Pi(z) = Z]frl (z) + Z]f_lzzrz(z) + Z§r3(z), (3-16)

where r;(0) # 0, i =1,2,3, or that
$Z(2) =21 rN1(2) + 2 T zarna(2) + 2313 (2)
for any N € N, which we shall consider as the case when k = 0o. Here the TN« are zero at the origin.

The ngrmal form in w-coordinates. 1t will be advantageous to use w-coordinates where, unlike in (3-16),
the w’f ~lw,-term is no longer present; i.e., we may write

oL (w) = wllgrl(w) + w%rz(w). (3-17)

This fact follows directly from (3-15) and from

1
Ow, =0z, and 0y, =0z, — Eaz"
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which we get from the definition of w coordinates (3-10). Actually, we can gain more information, espe-
cially in the case when y = 1. To see this let us rewrite the Euler equation in w-coordinates by using (3-14):

%fﬁw(w) = (vl+w1—%w2)81¢w(w)+(—v1B+A(y—1)(w1—%w2)+yw2) (32+%31)¢w(w)

B+A(y—1 B—A)(y—1
= ( ;y )w1+( B)g)/ )w2)31¢w(w)
By—A(y—1
+(—v1B+A(y—1)w1+—y B()/ )w2)32¢w(w)-
Case y = 1. Here the Euler equation reduces to
o9 ) = i i” () + (1 B+ w2)ig (). (3-18)

Taking the 9% = 3" 95*-derivative and evaluating at 0 one gets
0%8%"’(0) = 107" (0) — vy BIT 2T 9% (0) + 1,07 ¢% (0),
which can be rewritten as
(£ 1e1)o9" 0 = —01 5373547 0

From this and the fact from (3-17) that 9*¢" (0) = 0 for all 7 satisfying || =11 + 172 >2, 0<71; < k—1,
and 0 < 1 <1, one easily gets by induction on 75 that

PP (0) =0, when|t|=114+12>2, 1<1<k—1. (3-19)
We now prove a stronger claim, namely that

3P (0,wp) =0 for2<rt <k—1,

(3-20)
019" (0, w2) = 019" (0).

In order to obtain this we take the 8;1 -derivative in (3-18) and evaluate it at (0, w;) to get

(0% - rl) 31'9™ (0, w2) = (—v1 B+ w2)3207' ¢ (0, w2).

We note that this is a simple ordinary differential equation in w, of first order. It has a unique solution for
2<71 < k — 1 since —v1 B + wy # 0 for small w,, and since we can take (3-19) as initial conditions.
The claim for 2 < 71 < k — 1 follows since 8;' ¢ (0, wp) = 0 is obviously a solution. For t; = 1 we note
that the case p/a; — 71 = 0 is trivial, and the solution is a unique constant function (necessarily equal to
d196¥ (0)). When t; = 1 and p/a; — 11 # 0, the differential equation evaluated at w, = 0 gives us that
0102¢¥ (0) = 0 implies d1¢¥ (0) = 0, which again means that d;¢" (0, wy) = 0 is the unique solution
of the given differential equation. We have thus proven (3-20).
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Now by using Taylor approximation in w; for a fixed w,, and the just-proven fact for the mapping
Wy > 8? ¢¥ (0, wy) for 1 < 11 <k — 1, we obtain that the normal form of ¢* (3-17) in the case y = 1
can be rewritten as

¢y (w) = w’frl(w) + w3ra(w2).

where r1(0), r2(0) # 0. Note that now r, depends only on w,. This corresponds to normal form (ii.w)
when k is finite and to normal form (i.w1) otherwise.

Case y # 1. In this case we use our assumption that A # 0 in a critical way. Here it will be important to
know what happens with 97'35¢% (0) for 0 < 7; <k — 1, and also how one can rewrite the normal form
of the Hessian determinant Hgw (and in particular its root).

Let us begin by taking the 8;‘ do-derivative of the Euler equation in w-coordinates and evaluating it at
w = 0. One gets

B+ A(y—-1)
—

B

—v1 BT 930™ (0) + 11 A(y — 1T 8247 (0) +

B—-A)(y—1
( B)gy )87i'1+1¢w (O)

By —A(y—1)
B

o 926(0) = 071020 (0) +
37" 929" (0).
Now recall again from (3-17) that ¥ ¢" (0) = 0 holds for any 7 satisfying |t| =11+ 12 >2, 0< 71 < k—

and 0 <15 <1. Thus,if 1 <19 512—2then we get

v1 BT 930Y (0) = 11 A(y — DT 1 929™ (0), (3-21)
and if 71 = k— 1, then

— Ay —
o B39 0) = LTk g 0) 4 (& — 1) AGy — 103229 o)
i.e., since B— A = —yvzvl_l, we can rewrite this as
2)’()’ 1)

v BIK—12% (0) + k¥ (0) = (k — ) A(y — )IK2824¥ (0). (3-22)

Now since A4, B, v1 #0, and y # 1, from (3-21) we may conclude by induction on t; that for 0 <7; < k—
one has

97 836" (0) # 0.

In order to unravel what is happening with 8’1‘_1 8%(]5”’ (0) we need to investigate the root of Hgw. For
this we want to solve the equation

Xz —loX] = yo — ()2/>v1_2v2yf +0(y7) =0,

in the w-coordinates, representing the homogeneity curve through v. Recall that by (3-11) we have
y1 = w; —wy/B, y» = Bwi, and so we want to solve

Bwi — (g)vl_zvz(wl — %wz)z + (’)((wl — %w2)3) =0
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for the wq-variable in terms of the wy-variable when |wi|, |wz| are small numbers. Using the above
equation one gets by a simple calculation that

v2y(y —1) -
= Ww% +Ow3) = wid(wy), (3-23)

and @ = 0 if and only if vy = 0 = #y. Note that we have the precise value of @(0). Using this we can
now write down the normal form of w as
¢y () = wir(w) + wira(w)

k—1 UZV(V - 1)

= (w1 —w3d(w)Fri(w) + w3 (rz(w) T = n(w)) +Ows)  (3-24)
1

= (w1 — w3 (w2))*F1 (W) + w3 (w),
where one can easily check by using (3-21), (3-22), (3-23), and (3-24) that 8{1 F2(0)#Oforall0<71; < k—1,
and that in fact one has the relations

v1 BT F2(0) = 11 A(y — 1)3T ' 72(0)

forl <11 < k—1.Ifk = oo, then the above normal form in (3-24) corresponds to normal form (i.w2).
Otherwise we have 3 < k < 0o and two subcases. Namely, if ¢ty # 0 (i.e., ®(0) # 0), then the above
normal form corresponds to normal form (v), and if 79 = 0 (and therefore & = 0), then it corresponds to
normal form (iii).

Determining k in the special case when p==xland a1 = ay # p. According to the last line of the
corresponding table for this case in Section 3D here we may assume bg, b1 # 0, and note that here y = 1.
We prove that the Hessian determinant of ¢ vanishes at v if and only if

b2 b?
by = (1=pan) - = (1 - “—1)—1. (3-25)
0 p /) bo

In this case we furthermore have that if k < oo (corresponding to the case (ii.w)), then

. b] ,
b; :(pal)fj!(p/f)“) L forj=2,....k—1,

I pt
_ (3-26)
b- /EI€| p/on blf
¢ # (pan)fk (77 )bg—l’

and if k = oo (corresponding to the case (i.w1)), then

- plary b .
bj:(pal)j]!(p/jl)bj_l_l for j €{2,3,...}.
0

These formulae have already been shown for homogeneous polynomials in [Ferreyra et al. 2004,
Lemma 2.2]. Therefore, we only sketch how one can prove them in our slightly more general case.
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Recall from (3-9) that we have the formal series for ¢p at y = O:
y p/ay plar—1 1 play—2 .2
7 (y) = (vi +y1)”*' Do + y2(v1 + y1) b1+5(vl+y1) y3ba +---
b o '
=3 Yoy by,
j=0/"
From this one gets
97 (0) = bo%(& - 1)vf/““2, 91020 (0) = by (& - 1)vf/““2, 937 (0) = bavf/*1 72,

and (3-25) follows by a direct computation (recall that Hg» (0) = 0 if and only if H¢(v) = 0). More
generally, we have

37¢” (0) = '51!(p/afll_fz)vf/al_hlbrz. (3-27)

Let us now determine the relation between y and z when the Hessian determinant vanishes. We may

write
Z1 =1, aZl :aY1+BaY2’

z2=y2—By1, 0z, =0),.
Then by (3-25) one gets that 932¢?(0) = 31027 (0) = 0 if and only if

From this we can determine the constant A since it is equal to 7o + B, i.e., A = v2/v1 — (pbo)/(a1b1).
One can now directly prove (3-26) by induction in j by using (3-27), and the fact that 31 ¢Z(0) =0
for2 < j <k and 3’1‘ ¢%(0) # 0 is equivalent to

b j .
(31__"&32) $?0)=0, j=2,....k—1,
b10l1

b k

(1= 2 L0a) 9700 20
101

We have already checked the induction base j = 2.

3F. Order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant. In this subsection we determine the normal forms
of the Hessian determinant of ¢ (or more precisely, the order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant
of ¢), as listed in Section 3A. We recall from Section 3A that if v; > 0, then one can write

Hyp(x) = (xa —t0x]) N ro(x),

where either rg is flat in v (which we consider as the case N = 00), or ro(v) #0and 0 < N < oo. It
remains to determine N from the information provided by the normal forms of ¢. We note that

N =min{j >0: (3H)(v) # 0}.
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Normal form (i.yl). First we note by the normal form tables above that this normal form appears only in
cases when either y = 1 or fo = v, = 0, and so we have w = 0. Thus, by (3-9) the function ¢; has the
formal expansion

P2 (y) = y2<y1+v1)p/“1 Y g1 (321 +v1) "t +10)

h: .
~ Z ]_J'Yé (y1+v)?/ 1777, (3-28)
j=k "’

and the Hessian determinant vanishes along y, = 0, which means we need to determine what is the
least N such that (8%V Hpv)(0) # 0. From the above expansion one obtains

07'02¢7(0) =0, |tl=t11+12>2,0<1,<k-—1,
3°p? (0) = ("’/“11 sz) pln—ti=ymy - r, >k (3-29)

By applying the general Leibniz rule to the definition of the Hessian determinant we get

0N Hgy = BN (397 9397 — (91020”)%)
N ; _ _
= Z( ) ) @0507 0 F2gY g, gy 90 g, (3-30)
n=0

and one can easily check by using (3-29) that 8§VH¢y (0) =0for N <2k —2. For N =2k —2 we get

B2 ) = (27 ) k0 0 © - (3 ) @01056)200)

| 2k=2\( P Jo 2k=2\( p > 2. 2p/a;—2ky—2
() (1) -GN o)

. k—1 1% 2k —2 2 2p/aj—2ky— 2
[ o) () JGED G o

Thus, 92572%4x(0) # 0 if and only if

aﬁ ¢ tky, ky +1—kb. (3-31)
1

Let us now denote by k the smallest positive integer such that b # 0; i.e., we have

k+k
bry; =0, 0<j <k,
byt 70

Case when p/a1 = ky. By examining the term j = k in (3-28) we note that in this case we additionally
have
957 (0) # 0
3 0Ep?(0) =0, 7 >1.
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Now by using the information in (3-29), the above additional assumption that by 4 ; =0 for 0 < j < k,

b, > # 0, and the Leibniz formula (3-30) a straightforward calculation yields that BN Hepy (0) = 0 for
N <2k +k—2and 82k k- 2’H y(0) # 05 i.e., we have the precise order of vanishing of the Hessian
determinant.

Case when pfoy = ky + 1 —k. Again, by a straightforward calculation using the Leibniz formula one
gets that 8§VH¢y(O) =0for N <2k +k—2 and we have for N =2k +k —2

8%k+]€_27-[¢,y 0) = (Zk +kk—2)a%812c¢y(0)312€+l€¢J7(0)

(K2 Yok ook 0 — 22 )it 00t g2 0)
Thus
2k +k—2\\" 2k +k—2 _ (k+k)(k+k=1) ., k+k
(C557%) a3 ag 0 = CERE Dk 00k o0 0

(k k)

+ 920k E g3 (0)3k 97 (0) - 910547 (0) 9,05 T* 4 (0).

This is equal to zero when the expression

(k +B)(k + & — 1330597 (0005 ¢ (0) N
+ (k — DkB2OET 92 (0)95 97 (0) — 2Kk (k + k)31 9547 (0) 9195 9? (0)

equals zero. Plugging in the values of the derivatives from (3-29) one obtains that the above expression is
equal to

(k +k)(k +k—1)(1—k)(=k) + (k = Dk(1 —k —ky)(—=k —ky) —2k(k + k) (1 —k)(1 —k —ky),
up to the nonzero constant factor v1_2k_]€ybkbk i Factoring out (1—k)(=k) we get
k+k)k+k—1)+Gk+ky—Dk+ky) -2k +k)(k +ky—1)

and this equals zero if and only if y € {1, (lg + 1)/15}.

The condition p/a; = ky + 1 —k tells us that if y = 1 then p = o} = ap = 1, and from the normal
form tables we see that this is precisely when the Hessian determinant vanishes to infinite order.

In the case y = (k + 1)/k we get that p =1, oy = IG/(k + k) and ap = (k + 1)/ (k + k). Here the
order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant depends explicitly on the values b;, and so, in contrast to
the previous cases, one cannot relate in an easy way the order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant and
the form of ¢ in (3-28). As we shall not need the precise order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant
in this case, we do not pursue this question further.

Other normal forms. First we recall that normal form (i.y2) was dealt with in Section 3B, and there it
was already determined that the Hessian vanishes of infinite order (i.e., it is flat).
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In all the remaining normal forms we use either y- or w-coordinates, and so (as already noted in
Section 3A) the Hessian determinant in these coordinates has the normal form

Heou () = (uz —uiy (u1)V rou),

where u can represent either y- or w-coordinates, and where either N is finite and r(0) # 0, or the
Hessian determinant is flat (in which case we consider N to be infinite). The function v is equal to either
w or @. Our goal is to determine N = min{j > 0: (8£H¢u)(0) # 0}.

We first note that we can rewrite all the remaining normal forms as either

P¥ (u) = (uz —udyr (ur))*or ) (3-32)
or
O (u) = udr1 (u) +ur0ra (u), (3-33)

where r(0), ¥ (0), r1(0), r2(0) # 0, and k¢ > 2 in the first case and k¢ > 3 in the second. In the second
case ko = oo is allowed with an obvious interpretation. Note that the second case (3-33) includes normal
forms (ii), (iii), (iv), (v), and also subcases of (i) where the w-coordinates are used. Also note that this is
slightly different compared to the three forms mentioned before the detailed table of normal forms in
Section 3A.

For both cases (3-32) and (3-33) one can use the Leibniz rule (3-30) and the information on the Taylor
series of ¢, gained from these normal forms to obtain the order of vanishing of the Hessian determinant
(in the 0,,,-direction) by a direct calculation. In the first case (3-32) one gets that the order of vanishing
is N = 2k — 3 and in the second case (3-33) one gets that N = ko — 2 (or that the Hessian determinant
is flat if kg = 00).

4. Fourier restriction when a mitigating factor is present
In this section we prove Theorem 1.1, i.e., the Fourier restriction estimate
s 2 <C P3P ,
I/ 22 < ||f||LX33(L(;1’x2))

where p is the surface measure

(. f) = / £ () [Hp ()7 dx
R2\{0}

11y (1
p/l,pg = 5 0,0 ).

The gothic letters are used in order to distinguish the endpoint exponents from the dummy ones. We

and the exponents are

assume 0 <o < % when only adapted normal forms appear, and 0 <o < % if a nonadapted normal form
appears. Since the case 0 = 0 follows directly by Plancherel, we may assume o > 0.

Our assumptions in this case are that the Hessian determinant g does not vanish of infinite order
anywhere (i.e., condition (H2) is satisfied). According to Section 2B we may restrict our attention to the
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localized measure

(o.. f) = / £ o6 — ) (1) Hg (O dx.
R2\{0}

where v = (v1, v2) satisfies vy ~ 1, and either v, = 0 or vo ~ 1, and where 7, is a smooth nonnegative
function with support in a small neighborhood of v.
After changing to y- or w-coordinates from Section 3 we get that (o , can be rewritten as

(v, f) = f 6. o)) a(x) [ (0)[° dx.

where now a is smooth, nonnegative, and supported in a small neighborhood of the origin, and where we
have for ¢yo. the normal form cases (i)—(vi) from Proposition 1.4. Recall that since we assume (H2), in
case (i) of Proposition 1.4 the function ¢ vanishes identically.

The strategy will be to appropriately localize and rescale the problem, and then to use the associated
“R* R” operator. Let us begin by proving modifications of two essentially known results.

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ : Q — R be a smooth function on an open set Q € R? contained in a ball of radius < 1,
and let Hy = 8%(]58%(]5— (0102¢)? denote the Hessian determinant of ¢. We consider the measure defined by

(. f) = / P, x2, () a(x) dx.,

where a € C°(R2) satisfies ||0%al|Loo(@) S 1 for all multiindices t. If we assume that on Q we have
|8%¢| ~ 1, |0°¢| S¢ 1 for all multiindices t, and that |Hg| ~ & for a bounded, strictly positive (but
possibly small) constant &, then

)] < e 2+ g

The claim also holds if ¢ and a depend on ¢, assuming that the implicit constants appearing in the lemma
can be taken to be independent of ¢.

Proof. By compactness and translating we may assume that a is supported on a small neighborhood of
the origin. We also assume for simplicity that |01¢| ~ 1, which can be achieved by applying a linear
transformation to . The Fourier transform of u is by definition

O = [ e acoar,
where the phase function is of the form

P(x.§) = x181 + x262 + P ()83,

from which one easily sees that unless |&1| ~ |€3] = |&2]|, we have very fast decay independent of ¢. Let

—2 n=P asa,

R
D(x, &) = A(s1x1 + 5202 + P (x)),

us define
S1

and rewrite the phase as

where now |s1]| ~ 1 and |s2| < 1.
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Now either the x1-derivative of ® has no zeros on the domain of integration (e.g., when s1 and d1¢(0)
are of the same sign), in which case we get a fast decay by integrating by parts, or there is a unique
zero x§ = x{(x2:s1,s2) of the equation d; ®(x, &) = 0 in x1, depending smoothly on (x2:s1,s2) by the
implicit function theorem, i.e., we have the relation

51+ (919)(x7, x2) =0. (4-1)
In this case we apply the stationary phase method and get that
() = /\_I/Z/e_ikw(xz;sl’”) a(xz,s1,52; 4) dxz,
where a is a smooth function in (x3, 51, 52) and a classical symbol of order 0 in A, and where
W(x2;81,82) = 81X] + s2X2 + ¢ (x{,x2) = /\_1<I>(xf, x2,§).

Taking the x-derivative of (4-1) we get that

01029 (x7, x2)

Ox, X{ (X2581,82) =
’ 8%¢(xf,x2) ’

and the x,-derivative of the new phase is by (4-1):
Ay, W(x2; 81, 52) = A(510x, %] + 52 + 0x, X7 014 (xT, X2) + 029 (x7, X2))
= A(s2 + 020 (x7, x2)).
From this and the expression for (x{)’ it follows that

M (x],x2) N
2P (x5, x2)

Thus, we may apply the van der Corput lemma, which then delivers the claim of the lemma. O

AB§2W(x2; S1, Sz) =A

The following lemma for obtaining mixed-norm Fourier restriction estimates goes back essentially to
[Ginibre and Velo 1992] (see also [Keel and Tao 1998]).

Lemma 4.2. Assume that we are given a bounded open set Q € R? and functions ® € C®(Q;R?),
¢ € C®(2;R), a € L°°(R2). Let us consider the measure

(. f) = / F@(). ¢ () alx) dx

and the operator T . f +— [ x 1. If © is injective and its Jacobian is of size |Jo| ~ A1, then the
L}B (R; L? ) (R?)) — LY (R; L? )([Rz)) operator norm of T' is bounded (up to a universal constant)

(x1,x (x1,x2
by Al_1 llal|Loo. If one has furthermore the estimate

(&) < A2(1 + &) 7,

1 1 1
o) =\53799
P1 P3 2

then for any o € [(), %) and
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the Lfc’; (R; Lf’x'l,xz)([RRz)) — L£;3 (R; Lf’xil’xz)([Rz)) operator norm of T is bounded (up to a constant

depending on o) by (A7 |la||Le0)' 727 A2°.

Proof. Let us first introduce the operator Tg, g := g * [i( -, 3) defined for functions g on R? and a fixed
£3 € R. Note that then if one writes a function f on R® as f(£1,&2,63) = f(§',£3) = f¢,(§'), then

THE . £3) = / ooty # A1) €)) ds = f Ty fonoe) (&) d. 42)

Now note that the L2(R?) — L2(R?) norm of the convolution operator Ty, is bounded by the L% norm
of the function (x1, x3) — (f(;ll,xz)ﬂ(- ,13))(x1.x2), where for functions on R3 we denote by ‘F(;ll,xz)
the inverse Fourier transform in the first two variables. Afterwards we can estimate the L' — L norm
of the remaining convolution operator in 13 by the L° norm in n3 of the kernel. Thus, for the first
claim it suffices to prove that the L°° norm of (F, (;E,xz)ﬂ) (x1, x2,n3) in all three variables is bounded

by Al_1 |la]|zoe. In order to obtain this estimate note that ]-'(;11 ) [ is equal by Fourier inversion to the

Fourier transform of w in the third coordinate only, i.e., the distribution given by
(Fastts f) = (1t Fxz f)

_ [ (Fes ) (@) () aly) dy
- // eTM0) F(@(y). 13) a(y) dns dy

= [[[ im0 fixmac o0 ool dnsd
Thus (Fx;u)(x1, x2, n3) coincides a.e. with the function
(x, n3) > €7 MPPTD g0 07 (x) [ o) 7,

which is now obviously bounded by Al_l la|| oo up to a constant.

For the second claim note that the L' (R?) — L°°(R?) norm of T, is bounded by A, (1 + |£3])~", and
as just shown the L?(R?) — L?(R?) norm is bounded up to a constant by Al_l |la||zeo. Interpolating one
gets that the L?! (R?) — L7 (R?) norm is bounded by

(A7 lall o) 727 A3 (1 + [E3) 7

for p| = (% — O') and o € [O, %] Foro < % the claim now follows by first applying this bound to the
expression (4-2) and subsequently using the (weak) Young inequality in the n3-variable. O

4A. Normal form (i). In this case the local form of the phase is

Proc (x) = x5 (x),

where r(0) # 0 and the Hessian determinant vanishes of order 2k + k¢ — 2 for some k¢ > 0, i.e., it has
the normal form
Hepoo () = 53021 ()

for some smooth function rg satisfying ro(0) # 0.
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We begin by a dyadic decomposition v = ) i1 Vj in x2 followed by scaling x2 — 27/ x5. Namely,
fora j > 1 we define

(v, f) = / £ broe () a(x) 1127 x2) [H, () dix.

where y1(x2) is supported where |x3| ~ 1 and is such that ) | jez X1(x2) = 1. Thus, by a Littlewood—Paley
argument it suffices to prove

171200y S 0 Wy mn o (4-3)

(x1.x2)

with the implicit constant independent of j. We rescale this as follows. First we note that by substituting
X2 > 277 x5 we have

11220y = / I P froe () @) 11(27 x2) [x2] 7 CK 4072 g ()7 dx

=g/ Gktko2) / Ff P G127 2, 2% K e (1,27 x2)
x a(x1,277 x2) y1(x2) |x2| 7 CETRO=2) 1 (x1, 277 x,)|% dix

= 2~/ =jo@k+ko=2) / \F 21,27 x2, 277 %G (x, 277))) a(x,277) dx.
The last expression can be rewritten as

277 =0 @k+k0=D) (5. Dl 5 50 (F )P,
where

5. f) =/f(x,q3<x,2—f)>a(x,2—f>dx.

The amplitude a(x,27/) is now supported so that |x;| < 1 and |x2| ~ 1, and it is C* having derivatives
uniformly bounded. The phase is

o(x, 277y = 2jk¢1oc(x1, 277 x,) = xlzcr(xl,z_sz).
Now the inequality (4-3) can be rewritten as

(/. IDil 2 o0 (FAOP) S 27H7CEEDY £, (0
X X1.X2

Interchanging the dilation and the Fourier transform we get

222K (5 | F(Dily 57 500 FIP) S 2]+N(2k+k0_2)”f”i”3 Ly )
s s ,’C3( (XI’XZ))

and this is equivalent to

2j4+2jk i~ N i+ jo (2k+ko—2 : 2
22T | N)IP) < 2 HOCKHRTIIDIN G 5 000 flTey i1
A3V (xq,x2)

— 2J+jo@2k+ko—=2)>2j/p1+2jk/p3 Wa ”2

p3 P1 .
Lx3 (L(xl .Xz))
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Plugging in the values of p; and p3 we finally obtain
; 2 < (Tjk() 2 . _

”f”Lz(df)j) ~ 2 ”f”l’ig(l‘?;l,xz))’ (4 4)

i.e., this is the rescaled form of the (4-3) inequality.
Now note that from the expression for ¢(x,27/) we have |d2¢| ~ 1 ~ |8%<;~5| and one easily gets by

using the definition of the Hessian determinant that

Hg(x,277) = 270Dy (x1,277 xp)

= 2‘jk0x§k+k°_2r0(x1 277 x2).

Thus |H F (x,277)| ~ 277%0, from which the estimate (4-4) follows by an application of Lemma 4.1 and
subsequently Lemma 4.2.

4B. Preliminary rescaling for cases (ii)-(vi). In normal form cases (ii)—(vi) the principal face of N (¢ioc)
is compact and so we use the scaling associated to it:

85 (x) = (t“ x1,1?x2),

_(11
“\2x

where in cases (i1)-(v) we have
and in case (vi) we have

In particular, for j > 1 we define

vy, f) = / S roe)) @) 155, x) [ ()] dov,

where 7 is supported on an annulus and is such that ) ez n(Sg_,x) = 1. By using Littlewood—Paley
theory we get that it is sufficient to prove
) < 2
1 2 S0 g

Rescaling similarly as in the case of normal form (i), the above estimate is equivalent to

1Az S Wz (4-5)

(x1.x2)
where

(3. 1) = [ 1. 300.8) g (e, DI7 a8 e, (4-6)
Here the amplitude a(x, §) is supported on a fixed annulus around the origin,

§ = (80.81.85) := (27 /*= DIk 72 p=ilk) (4-7)
in cases (ii)—(v), and
§=(81,82) := (z—j/(Zk)’ 2—j/k)



210 LJUDEVIT PALLE

in case (vi). The phase which one obtains in (4-6) is
$(x,8) 1= 2/ Proc(81x1,82%2).

The quantity §o will be appear only later when we use the explicit normal forms. From the above phase
form it follows that

Hy(x,8) =276k (8131, 82x2)
in cases (i1)—(v), and
Hg(x,8) =2/ Ky (8131, 62x2)

in case (Vi).
4C. Normal forms (ii) and (iii). Using the normal forms for ¢, one gets in these cases

G (x,8) = x3r1(81x1.82x2) + xEra (811, 82x2),

Hg(x,8) = x572ro(81x1, 62%2),

where ro(0), r1(0),72(0) # 0, and k > 3. Hence, for the part where |x,| = 1 in (4-6) the Hessian is
nondegenerate, and so we may localize to |x;| ~ 1 and |x,| < 1, and subsequently perform a dyadic
decomposition in the x,-coordinate; i.e., we define

(1. f) = / £, 8) 12" ® D 41 (2 x2) ax. 8) dx
=2"""‘"‘2)[f(xl,2"x2,q3(x1,2—1x2,5))a(x,8,2—1)dx,

where now the amplitude is supported in a domain where |x| ~ 1 ~ |x2| and has uniformly bounded
C™ norm for any N. Applying the Littlewood—Paley theorem again and rescaling, it is sufficient for us
to prove

1 12,0 S 2N I s (4-8)

(x1,x2)

where the rescaled measure is
(30 1) = [ e dn. 2 2.8 ae. 5,271 a,
The phase has now the form
2 —kl k -l
x7r1(81x1, 82x2) + 27 x5 r2(81x1, 27" 82x2) (4-9)
on the domain |x1| ~ 1 and |x2| ~ 1, and its Hessian determinant is of size 2. By Lemma 4.1 we have
@ <22 +15)7"

And so the estimate (4-8) follows by Lemma 4.2.
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4D. Normal form (iv). In this case we get

G (x,8) = x7q(81x1) + (x2 — SoxFY (81x1))¥r(81x1, 82x2),
Hq;(x, 5) = (X2 —50)(%1[/(81)(1))](_2}’0(81)(1,82)62),

where ¢(0), 7(0), r0(0), ¥ (0) # 0, and k > 3. Therefore again, if |x2| Z 1 the Hessian is nondegenerate
and therefore we may concentrate on |x1| ~ 1 and |x2| < 1 in (4-6). We perform a dyadic decomposition,
though this time depending on how close we are to the root of the Hessian determinant, i.e., we define

(v, f) = / F @ (x.8) [x2 = SoxTy ($1x1)1°* 2 x1(2) (x2 — SoxTY (81x1))) a(x. §) dx.

Next, after changing coordinates from x5 to x» + 8oxf1p(5 1X1) We may write

(v, f) = / F (1, X2 + 80x3Y (81x1), ¢1(x, 8)) [x2|7% 72 412" x2) a1 (x, 8) dx, (4-10)

where .
¢1(x,8) = x7q(81x1) + x5 7(81x1, 82X2 + 8082xTY (§1X1, 82x2))

= x2q(81x1) + x5 r(81x1, 82x2 + (51x1)2W ($1x1. 82x2))
= x2q(81x1) + X5F(81x1,82x2).

The function 7 is a smooth and nonzero at the origin. Finally, we rescale in x, as xp 27 x, and may
write

(vi. f)
= 27171002 [ 1, 27 B0 ). b0 (58,27 )1 () 1 () (. 8.2 v, 1)
where the amplitude is a smooth function and the phase is
$7,1(x,8) = xiq(81x1) + 27057 (S1x1. 27 82x2).

In order to obtain the estimate (4-5) we shall need essentially a variant of Lemma 4.2. Namely, we
shall consider the analytic family of operators T defined by convolution against the Fourier transform of
the measure

e = Z plok=2)y~1E(k=2),, (4-12)
2/>>1

where ¢ has real part between 0 and 1, and in particular, for a fixed &3 € R3, we shall consider the operator
T§3 i f > fxie(-,&3). Note that we are interested in i, since this is precisely the sum of measures v;.

When the real part of ¢ is 0 (i.e., { = it, t € R) one considers the L?(R?) — L?(R?) estimate for
which we use (4-10). In (4-10) we see that the amplitude is of size 2-lo(k=2) which is precisely what we
need in (4-12). Since the supports are disjoint when varying /, we get by an argument similar to that in
Lemma 4.2 that the operator L?(R?) — L?(R?) norm of Tlsf is < 1 (uniform in &3 and ¢).

When the real part of ¢ is % we need to prove

|A1j24iE) S A+ &) 7! (4-13)
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with implicit constant independent of ¢ and &3, since this would give us that the operator norm of Tf;z iy
for mapping L1 (R?) — L*°(R?) is bounded by (1 + |&3])~L

Thus, under the assumption that we have the estimate (4-13) we may apply complex interpolation for
each fixed &3 to the analytic family of operators T§3 and obtain that the operator norm of T§3 between
spaces L1 (R?) — L* (R?) is < (14 |£3])729, and so in the same way as in the proof of Lemma 4.2 the
(weak) Young inequality in the x3-direction implies (4-5).

In proving (4-13) it suffices to show that

Z 2710/2=0)k=2) |5, (£)] < (1 + |£5]) 7!
201

for all £ € R3. By (4-11) the Fourier transform of a summand is
_ o) (k—2) ~ _ i -1 _
2122y () = 27HI2 / eTTEERTT yy (x1) 1 (x2) a(x. 8,27 d,
where the phase function is

D(x,£,8,277) 1= Erxr + E280x 7Y (S1x1) + E3x2q(S1x1) + 27 6 + 27 E3xKF (8131, 277 82x2).

We see that when either |§1] > max{|&|, |€3]} or |E3] > max{|&1], |€2|} we can use integration by
parts in the xj-variable and get a very fast decay. This is also the case when |£;| ~ |&;| are much
greater than |£3|, or when |&3| ~ |€3] are much greater than |1 ]. If we have |&;| = |€3], then we may use
integration by parts in x, and get

271272, ) < 27421+ 27 g )T < 27K 2+ 27 s
from which (4-13) follows since k > 3. We are thus left with the case when |&1| ~ |E3] > |&2].
Case 1: 27%/|&3] < 1. Here we use the van der Corput lemma in x; only and get

2712 E20 (6)] < 27K 2] 712,

Summation in / then gives precisely (4-13).

Case 2: 274|&;| = 27%|g3] and 27! |£3] > 1. We may use in this case integration by parts in x, and
then the van der Corput lemma in x; and get

27102 E20 (6)] < 27K 215 712 @M s T < 29218512,

We may now sum in /.

Case 3: 27 |&y| ~ 27%!|£3] > 1. Here we have by iterative stationary phase (first in x, and then in x;)
that

27172 &2 ()] < 27M 215 712 @7 ) T2 = sl

Here we note that 2/6—1) ~ |£3]]&,|7), and so we sum only over finitely many (i.e., O(1))  for each
fixed &. Thus, here we also have the estimate (4-13).
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4E. Normal form (v). Recall that here
— 2 2 k
Proc(x) = x7r1(x) + (x2 —x7¥ (x1)) " ra(x),
2 k—2
Heproe (¥) = (x2 = X179 (x1))" " “ro(x),

where we know that k > 3, r¢(0), r1(0), r2(0), ¥ (0) # 0. Furthermore, recall that this corresponded to the
w-coordinates when deriving the normal forms, and we have shown that we additionally have in this case

072r1(0) #0 forall 7, €{0,1,...,.k —1}.
In fact, one has the relationship
ct202 7 r1(0) = 9271 (0) forall e {l,... . k—1},
where ¢ is some fixed nonzero constant (see Section 3E). This implies for example the relation
r1(0) 33r1(0) —2(32r1)*(0) = 0. (4-14)
From the above normal form we have

¢ (x,8) = x2r1(81x1. 82x2) + (x2 — 80x2¥ (81x1))* ra(81x1. 82x2).
Hg(x, 8) = (x2 = Box7¥ (51x1))* 2ro(1x1, 82x2).

We may as usual localize to |x1| ~ 1 and |x2| < 1. We shall abuse the notation a bit and denote this
localized measure again by v;. After changing coordinates from x5 to x + 80x%w(8 1X1) we may write

(V). f) = [ F(x1, x2 +80x29 (81x1), d1(x, 8)) [x2]7* 72 @y (x, 8) x1(x1) yo(x2) dx,
with the phase being
$1(x.8) = X271 (81x1.82x2) + XK Fp(§1x1. 82x2),

where 71, 7, are smooth functions, nonzero at the origin, and satisfy the same properties and relations
as r1 and r» mentioned at the beginning of this subsection. As in the case (iv), we also decompose the
measure V; as V; = » ; v, where

(v, f) = f F(e1.x2 + 80x7Y ($1x1). d1(x. 8)) [x2/"® 2 a1 (x. 8) y1(x1) x1(2'x2) dx.
Next, we shall be interested in the rescaled phase
¢1(x.8.271) = ¢1(x1.27 x2.8) = $(x1. 27 xp + SoxT Y (81x1). 6).

Now we need a relation between the Hessian determinant of ¢; and the Hessian determinant of ¢. For
this let us define for simplicity

o(x1,61) ;= Sfxfw(&xl).
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The reason why we have not included the factor §5 1 will be clear later (recall from (4-7) that §¢ = 8%52_ b,
A direct calculation shows then

Hey =221 H g+ 8,121 0300200, 03¢, (4-15)

and due to our localization we have |H q;| ~ 2 Hk=2),
We use the same complex interpolation idea as in (iv) according to which it suffices to prove
> a7t 2mE=D 5, 6) < (1+ &)
21

where after rescaling x, — 2_1x2 we have
2 101/2-0) (k=) (5) = 21/ / e 0GE8.270 (1 5 01 dy.

where the phase function for the Fourier transform of v; is

Do(x,£.8,27")
= 5;‘1)(1 + %‘250)6%1#(81)61) + 53)6171 (81)(1, 2_182)62) + 522_1)62 + 532_k1x’2°;72(81x1, 2_182)62)
= E1x1 + E287 1 0(x1,81) + £227 xa 4+ E3¢y (x,8,270).

The amplitude localizes the integration to |x1| ~ 1 ~ |x3].

Using the same argumentation as in the case (iv) we can reduce ourselves to the case when |&1| ~ |£3],
|E2] < |3, and |£3]27%F > 1 are satisfied.

Now let us make some further reductions using the fact that d,71(0), 8%7‘1 (0) # 0. The xp-derivative
of the phase ®( contains three terms of respective sizes ~ [27/8,£3], ~ [271&5|, and ~ |27k £5]. If we
may integrate by parts in x, (i.e., if one of the above terms is much larger than the other two), we can get
an admissible estimate and sum in /. If 2%/ £;] is comparable to the larger of the other two terms, then
one easily sees that the second derivative in x5 is necessarily of size |2_k1 &3], and so in this case we get
by iterative stationary phase the estimate

27 11/2=0) k=25, (£)] < (1 + |E5]) L.

Note that we do not need to sum in / since there are only finitely many / satisfying one of the relations
1275 &3] ~ 12716583 or [27K E3] ~ 27,

We are thus now reduced to the case when
2708 ~ 27160830 > 127 g3, JE1| ~ gl and [&327F > 1.

At this point we introduce some further notation,

_& _ &

Ai=E&, s1: , Sy = ,
f. 51 g 7T 526
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and so we have |s1| ~ 1 ~ |s2|, A27% > 1, and & > 27%!. The phase ®( can now be rewritten as A®,
where @ is

D(x,s1,52,01,¢, 27Ky = 5131 + 525%x12¢(51x1) + s28x2 + ¢ (x, 6, 2_1),

since we note from the form of ¢; that ¢; can also be taken to depend on (x1, x2, 81, €, 2kl ).

Let us now apply the stationary phase method in x;. We may rewrite the phase as
D(x,51.52.81.8.27F) = 5101 + 520 + 52630 + ¢y

where we recall that ¢(x1,8) = (Sfx%W(S 1x1). We may assume that there is a stationary point for the
x1-derivative since |8%¢1| ~ 1 and |s1]| ~ 1, and as otherwise we may use integration by parts.
We denote by x{ = x{(x2,51,52,01,¢, 2_“) the function such that

(01D)(x], x2, 51,852,681, ¢, 2_kl) =51+ 520190 +01¢; =0. (4-16)
Taking the x»-derivative we get
52(x§) 93 + (x§) 03¢y + 01026 = 0. (4-17)

After applying the stationary phase method in x; we gain a decay factor of A~1/2; je., we have
—l(l/2 o) (k— 2)'\ (%-) 1/22—kl/2 / e—i/\&;(xz,sl,S2,81,8,2_k1)a(x2’sl’ 52,8, 2_1;)0 d)CZ,

where the new phase is
D(x2. 51.52.81,8,27F) = s51x§ + 520(x§, 81) + 52832 + ¢y (x5, x2,8,270),

and the amplitude a is a classical symbol in A of order 0.
Taking the x;-derivative of the expression for the new phase ® and using (4-16) we get

D' = sp6 + 0oy (4-18)
Therefore, the second derivative of the new phase is
= (9201)" = 95001 + (x§) 910241 (4-19)
Now using in order (4-17), the definition of Hy, (4-15), (4-18), and (4-19), we obtain
(03¢1)®" = 03¢y 03¢ + 0102001 (—01 0261 — 52(x5) 93 0)
=Hg, —52(x$) 979 01024y
=272+ 6512/ 30020 031 — s2(x5) 03 D102
= 2_217'143 +& 1070 9501 (D — £52) —52(x5) 8790 0192y
=27 Mg — 52070 3¢ — 52(x() 919 810290 + ¢~ 9T B30y
=2 217—l¢ —520%¢ " + e 1020 03¢y P’
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Thus, we get
(52070 + 03D =272 Hy + & 070 05 @', (4-20)

Note that we have ¢~ 1979 05¢;| < 87 < 1 and [5202¢ + 03¢ | ~ 1, and recall that |2~ 209y | ~ 27k Wwe
claim that either |®'| <2~ kl on the whole domain of integration (i.e., for |x2| ~ 1), or that |®'| > 27K
on the whole domain of integration. This can be shown by using the formula for the solution of a linear
first-order ODE (considering @’ as the unknown), or by arguing by contradiction.

Let us argue by contradiction in the following way. Let us assume that there exists a point |x2| ~1
such that | @’ (x| <2” —kI_Furthermore, let us assume that there exists a point |x2| ~ 1 where one has
|&>/ | = C127¥! for some sufficiently large Cy, and let us assume that x2 is the closest point to x2 satisfying
this condition in the sense that |<T>’ | <C 127% between xg and x%. Then the mean value theorem implies
that there is a point between xg and x21 where we have |CT>/ "> C,27*! where C, can be taken to tend
to 0o as Cy tends to co. On the other hand, (4-20) implies that on the interval between xJ and x! we have
|§>” | < C327 %! where we can take C3 to be a fixed constant if §; is taken to be sufficiently small when
C1 and C; are large (we can always take say C; of size 81_1). This is a contradiction, i.e., the point x%
where one has |CT>/ |>C 127k for a too-large C1 cannot exist within the integration domain.

Now in the case that |<f>’ | = 27kl we may apply integration by parts and get an estimate summable in /.
Let us therefore assume |®'| < 27! in which case we have |®”| ~ 2%/ by (4-20). Then the van der
Corput lemma implies that

2711/2=0) k=25, (£)| < (1 + |&5]) L.

The problem is now that a priori we may not sum this estimate in /. Luckily, it turns out that one can
pin down the size of 27!, which in turn will pin down the number / to a finite set of size O(1). In order to
prove this we use the expression (4-18) and the normal form of ¢y,

$1(x.8,27) = x{F1 (B1x1, ex2) + 27K x5 T2 (8101, ex2),

from which one has
(D2¢)(x.8,277) = ex?(0271) ($1x1. ex2) + 27K k7173 (81x1. ex2), (4-21)

where 73(0) # 0 is a smooth function.
The idea is as follows. First, by compactness we may assume that we integrate in x, over a sufficiently
small neighborhood of a point x2 satisfying |x2| ~ 1. In particular, we may write
@' (x2. 51,52, 81,8, 27F) = &' (29, 51,5281, 8.27%) + 0(|@”))
= &' (x9, 51,5281, 627F) + 027
Thus, it suffices to prove that
D' (x9. 51,52, 81,8, 27%))| = [sze + Doy (x5, x5, 51,52, 81, 8. 27F) | < 27

can happen only for finitely many /. If the above inequality does not hold, then we may simply integrate
by parts and are able to simply sum in / afterwards.
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If we now develop both terms in d,¢; in the & and 2%/ variables (recall that x{ depends on both &
and 27K1), then one gets that the expression for @' is of the form

k—1
s26+ )& fi(x9,51,52,81) + 27 g0 (33, 51,52, 81) + 027,

i=1
where we used the fact that e¥ = (8,27%)F « 27!, Note that we have |go| ~ 1 by (4-21) (and also
| f1| ~ 1, but this is not important). We have to find out how many [’s satisfy

k—1
f1GS 515280+ ) & fi(xDs1.52.81) + 6712  go (. 51,52, 81) + o(eT127H) | < e 7127
i=2

where fl(xg,sl,sz,él) =85+ f (x‘z),sl,sz, 81). But now one easily shows that this inequality is
possible only if at least two of the terms are comparable in size (precisely because |go| ~ 1). This implies
in particular that we can determine / in terms of (xg, S1,82,01), which finishes the proof.

We mention that, interestingly, one can prove f» (xg ,81,52,0) =0, a consequence of the relation (4-14).

4F. Normal form (vi). Here we obtain
P(x.8) = (x2 — x7Y (51x1))Fr (81x1.82x2).
Hg(x.8) = (x2 — xFy (81x1))* ro(81x1. 82x2),

where (0), r9(0), ¥ (0) # 0. Thus, we may localize to the part where |x; — x?1(81x1)| < 1; i.e., it is
sufficient to consider the measure

f'—>/f(x,$(x,5))I(X2—XfW(51X1))2k_3ro(51X1,SzXz)IU X0(®(x,8)) a(x, 8) dx

since [P (x, 8)| ~ |x2 —X%W(51X1)|k. Note that here we have |x1| ~ 1 ~ |x2].

Now, the next idea is to use, as in [Ikromov and Miiller 2016], a Littlewood—Paley decomposition in
the x3-direction (for the mixed-norm Littlewood—Paley theory see [Lizorkin 1970]) and reduce ourselves
to proving the Fourier restriction estimate for the measure piece

(v, f) = / S, d(x,8)) |(xa — x29 (81x1)) 2% 3ro(81x1, 82x2)|% 112X ((x, 8))) a(x, §) dx.

Using the coordinate transformation x5 — x5 + x%xﬂ(&xl) we may write

(1. f) = / P61 x2 4 29 (S1351), XEF (811, 62%2))

x |x2K 370 (811, 82x2) (% 1 (2K xK7 (81x1, 62x2)) @(x, ) dx,

where |#| ~ 1 is a smooth function. Finally, we use the coordinate transformation x5 — 2~/ x, and rescale
f in the third coordinate. Then we are reduced to proving the Fourier restriction estimate

) 1(1=30) 2
I W2, = CPO M W (4-22)
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for the measure
(V0. f) = / FO. 27 + 239 Gix), X7 (101,27 Sax0)) ax, 8,27 A, (4-23)

where a is supported so that |x1| ~ 1 and |x,| ~ 1. Now we note that the estimate for o = 0 follows by
Plancherel, while the estimate for o = % is going to be shown in Section 5 since the form of the measure v; ;
coincides with the form in (5-11) below. Interpolating, we obtain the estimate for all 0 <o < %

Note that when
1 1 1

pPyopy 4
one can simplify the proof by a modification of Lemma 4.2, i.e., by using the Fourier decay of v; ;, which
is easily seen to be

19.0(6)] <2120+ )Y,

and by using the Plancherel theorem, but this time in the (x;, x3)-plane (which is why it works only for
1/p} =1/ p}) since the mapping (x1,x2) — (xl,xlch(&xl, 2718,x,)) has Jacobian of size ~ 1. In fact,
in Section 5 we shall combine this idea of using Lemma 4.2 with the methods used in [Ikromov and
Miiller 2016] (and [Palle 2021]).

4F1. A Knapp-type example. Let us now show by using a Knapp-type example that one cannot get the

estimate
<
1A 2@y = ClIA s err

(Xl sXD

for o > % where v is the surface measure

. f) = / 5 froc () @) [Hp ()7 dx
R2\{0}

and ¢y is given by the normal form (vi). Let us consider the function f = ¢, defined by

n _ X1 X2 X3
@e(x) = xo =5 )% 5 Jro|

for some small ¢ and §. Its mixed L? norm is

 38/p1+1/p5
”(PsllLfcg (folyxw € .

Now, in the integral
[ 19200 = [ 1205 g CoDao) e 1
we integrate over the set
DY:={xeR%:|xi| S8, [xal Se¥. o) ~ vz —xFy (x) K <€}
by the definition of ¢,. If § is sufficiently small, Dg contains the set

Dei={xeR%:|x1| S &% |proc(x)| ~ |x2 —x39 (x1)| S eV},
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and so if the Fourier restriction estimate holds, one has

eI Nl oy 2 [ 1@P vz [ xa = xdy ()73 d
L3 ) D,

(x1.x2)

% / 9|7k dy  SHEk=I Dk
ly|<el/k

Letting ¢ and then ¢ tend to O we obtain the condition

1 oRk-3)+1 1-30
— <——"—=0+ :
D3 2k 2k
Since we are interested in | . .
— =z o, — = o,
Py 2 P3

the above inequality implies precisely o < %
5. Fourier restriction without a mitigating factor

Here we prove Theorem 1.2, i.e., the estimate

1/ lz2@ap) < C“f”ijg(L"' )

(x1.x2)

for u the surface measure of the form

(. f) = / £ p () 127 dx,
R2\{0}

where

Py py 2

s_lol o ol

Recall that this @ is chosen (depending on (p1, p3) € (1,2]?) precisely so that the above restriction
estimate is equivalent to the local estimate

1 l2@pue) = €IS Loy

(x1,x2)

where p¢ is the surface measure
(o £ = [ P pC o) 2 51
R2\{0}

for n € C°(R? \ {0}) identically equal to 1 in an annulus.

Note that |x|§0 is not smooth near the axes. Luckily, we shall be able to circumvent this problem by
using the Littlewood—Paley theorem to localize away from the axes, as was done in the case with the
mitigating factor.

Now we recall the necessary conditions from [Palle 2021, Proposition 2.1] obtained through the
Knapp-type examples. Let us fix a point v such that n(v) # 0 and let 1, be a smooth cutoff function
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identically equal to 7 on a small neighborhood of v. It suffices to consider the measure

o )= [ SO =) ma6) 7 . (5:2)
R2\{0}
where we recall from the Introduction that

Pv(x) = P(x +v) —¢(v) —x-V(v).

We recall also that Ay, (¢, v) is the linear height of ¢, at its origin, and that /(¢, v) is its Newton height.
Proposition 2.1 of [Palle 2021] tells us what the necessary conditions on the exponents p; and p3
are if the L3 (Lf(”xl1 ) ™ L?(dpo,») Fourier restriction estimate were to hold true. The input data one
needs is the Newton polyhedron of the phase function ¢, at the origin in both its linearly adapted and
adapted coordinates. When the linearly adapted and adapted coordinates do not coincide, one constructs
from the two Newton polyhedra the so-called augmented Newton polyhedron. When the linearly adapted
and adapted coordinates do coincide, then one obtains a single condition, namely,
i + hlin (¢v l))

/

Pi P

A

N =

: (5-3)

Otherwise, in the proposition it is shown that to each edge of the augmented Newton polyhedron, say
contained in the line {(¢1, ) € R? : 1¢1 + K2t> = 1}, one can associate the necessary condition
1 +m)i 1 K1+K
Armi 1 ftk
P1 P3 2
where m is the negative reciprocal of the slope of the principal face of the Newton polyhedron of ¢, in

its linearly adapted coordinates. As shown in [Palle 2021, Proposition 2.1], this set of conditions always
contains the condition (5-3) and the condition

o
p3 ~ 2h(¢.v)

Thus, if ¢ satisfies (LA) at v, then hjin (¢, v) = h(¢p, v), and the only necessary condition is given by

(5-4)

(5-3). If ¢ does not satisfy (LLA) at v, then from Proposition 1.4 we deduce that out of all the normal
forms this is only possible for the normal form

bo.y (1) i= (2 — YV 1)) r (),

where r(0) # 0, ¥(0) # 0, and 2 < k < o0, since all the normal forms are linearly adapted and this is the
only nonadapted normal form (see [Ikromov and Miiller 2011], or the Introduction of [Ikromov and Miiller
2016] to find precise conditions for whether a function is in linearly adapted or adapted coordinates).
Using this normal form one can now determine its augmented Newton polyhedron, which turns out to have
only two edges. Its two associated conditions turn out to be precisely the conditions (5-3) and (5-4), i.e.,

1, (@) hg.v) _

1
12 P5 Py T2

and (5-5)

| =
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One also easily shows h(¢, v) = k and hj (P, v) = 2k /3. Note that in the case Ay, (¢, v) = h(g, v) the
second condition in (5-5) would be redundant. Thus, if we now vary v over the points where 7(v) # 0,
then we obtain the conditions

L hin(d) _ 1

h 1
7 / —= and (?) =5
P1 P3 2 P3 2
where we remind that /,(¢) and /(¢) are respectively global linear height and global Newton height
defined as in (1-6).

At all points v where (LA) is satisfied and where |x

| éﬂ is smooth (i.e., v is not on an axis) we get the

local Fourier restriction estimate in the range (5-3) directly from [Palle 2021, Proposition 4.2]. We shall
briefly touch upon what happens in the case when v is situated on the axis in Section 5A. In this case one
has to only slightly adjust the proofs in Section 4.

In the case when (LLA) is not satisfied at v let us call the pair (p1, p3) = (p1(v), p3(v)) given by

(L i)_(l_hnn(q’),v) 1 )
pips) T \2 0 2h(¢.v)  2h(g.v)

the critical exponent of ¢ at v. It is obtained as the intersection of the lines

1 in (@, 1 1 1
L @) Ly L

I Pl 2 Py 2h($,v)

in the (1/p}, 1/ p%) plane. Thus, for the local estimate in this case it suffices to prove the inequality

I/ 2@y = CUA Lz rr
where

(how, )= [ S(x1, x2, Py(x1, X2)) Ny (x1, x2) dxq dx2

(G <4 Cam0) (5%) G o
P 200 )\ )\ Py ) )]

since then we get the full range from the necessary conditions by interpolation. We shall only give a

and

sketch of the proof in this case too in Subsections 5B and 5C, since it is almost identical to a type of
singularity considered in [Palle 2021, Section 5.5].

5A. Fourier restriction for the adapted case. As mentioned, in the adapted case one needs to prove the
Fourier restriction estimate for (p1, p3) € (1,2)? satisfying

L/ N hlin(‘]?’v) _ l
P1 P3 2
and the part of the measure where the amplitude in (5-1) is smooth the restriction estimate is already
proven in [Palle 2021].
Now the amplitude in (5-1) (in particular the function x — |x|§19) is in general not smooth along the

axes x; = 0 and xp, = 0. Namely, on the x; = 0 axis one can take only the derivatives (of the amplitude)
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in the x»-direction, and analogously on the x, = 0 axis one can take only derivatives in the x1-direction.
Note that the only possible nonadapted normal form appears only away from the axes.

Let us consider without loss of generality what happens for the point v = (v, 0) on the axis x, =0
and its associated measure jig,, defined in (5-2). We shall only briefly sketch what one needs to do in
order to prove the Fourier restriction estimate when the amplitude is not smooth in the x;-direction at v.
Since we are dealing only with adapted normal forms, it suffices to obtain an appropriate estimate on
the Fourier transform, after which one can apply Lemma 4.2 or its modification such as [Palle 2021,
Lemma 3.8]. For the reader’s convenience we state explicitly the result we need (the proof is essentially
the same as for Lemma 4.2 — in fact it is even simpler since one can use the usual Young’s inequality
instead of the weak one).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that we are given a bounded open set Q € R? and functions ® € C®(Q;R?),
¢ € C®(Q2;R), a € L°°(R2). Let us consider the measure

(. f) = / F@C). ¢ () alx) dx

and the operator T : f +— f x [i. If ® is injective, its Jacobian is of size |Jo| ~ A1, and if one has
furthermore the estimate

[(E)] < Az (1 + |g3]) "1/ "

for some h € (0, 1), then for any 6 € [0, 1] and

11\ _(1-6 6
A - 2 2h

the L3 (R; LP! 2)([F\RZ)) —>L§§ (R;L”1 )(RZ)) operator norm of T is bounded by (A7 ||a|| L)'~ AS.

(x1 3 X (-xl »X2
Often we shall also need to use the Littlewood—Paley theorem in order to localize away from the axis.

According to the normal forms listed at the end of Section 3A, and under the condition (H1), we have
the following cases.

Case 1: If (under the notation of Section 3) we have k = oo, then by the considerations from Section 3B
the phase at v is

o (x — ) = (x1 —v1)Fq(x1 —v1) + (x1. X2),

where 2 < k < oo, ¢(0) # 0, and ¢ is a flat function at v. This corresponds to normal form (i.y2) and
we have hyi, (¢, v) = k. Since |x|§’9 is still smooth in the x1-direction, one can use the van der Corput
lemma in the x;-direction and get that the decay of the Fourier transform of 119,y is (1 + |€ )~1/k. This

now implies the desired estimate by Lemma 5.1.
If 2 < k < 0o, then we have three further cases.

Case 2: Let us consider the phase
$o(x) = X57(x),
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where r(v) # 0 and k > 2. In this case the linear height is 4y, (¢, v) = k. Here the idea is to apply the
Littlewood—Paley theorem in order to localize away from the axis x, = 0, and rescale afterwards. Since
essentially the same thing was done in Section 4 for this type of singularity (see the proof for normal
form (i) in Section 4A), let us just briefly mention the main differences compared to there. Obviously,
one scales differently the measure pieces away from the axis obtained by applying the Littlewood—Paley
theorem since here we consider different exponents (p1, p3). The main difference is that we do not use
the Hessian determinant to obtain a decay on the Fourier transformation of the rescaled measure piece
(since the Hessian determinant may vanish of infinite order as only (H1) is assumed and not the stronger
condition (H2)), but rather determine it directly from the form of the phase above. This we may now do
since the new amplitude for the rescaled measure pieces is now smooth.

Case 3: Let us now consider the case when the phase is nondegenerate, i.e., the Hessian determinant does
not vanish at v (and in particular Ay, (¢, v) = 1). Here we use the Littlewood—Paley theorem as in Case 2,
but after rescaling we use the size of the Hessian determinant of the new phase to get a decay on the
Fourier transform of the measure (as was done in Section 4 for normal forms (i), (ii), and (iii)).

Case 4: The final case is when (after an affine change to y- or w-coordinates from Section 3) we have
Pua) = u3r1 () +u5"ra ),

where 3 <k <00, r1(0) #0, and in the case when ko < oo we have r,(0) Z 0 and hjj, (¢, v) =2ko/ (2+ko).
If ko = oo then Ay, (¢, v) = 2, and the above equality holds in the sense that we can take any kg > 0
and r; flat at the origin. Inspecting the y- and w-coordinates from Section 3 we see that the x, = 0 axis
corresponds to the u, = 0 axis.

If ko = oo, we can argue in the same way as in the case k = oo above (here it is critical that 9,,, = cdx,,
¢ # 0, in order to be able to apply the van der Corput lemma in the smooth direction).

Otherwise, if k¢ is finite, we proceed again with a Littlewood-Paley decomposition in the u5-direction
(as was done in Section 4C for normal forms (ii) and (iii)) in order to get a smooth amplitude. At this
point one gets that the estimate on the decay of the Fourier transform is 2kol/2(1 4|1 by using the
size of the Hessian determinant. Since the new rescaled phase is (compare with (4-9))

U%h(ul, 2_lu2) + 2_k°lu§0"2(u1, 2_1M2),

by applying the van der Corput lemma in u; we also have the decay estimate (1 + |€])~'/2 Interpolating
these two estimates gives the decay 2/ (1 + |£|)~2+k0)/(Zko) which turns out to be precisely what one
needs when applying Lemma 5.1.

5B. Fourier restriction for the nonadapted case: preliminaries. Let us fix a phase function ¢, of the
form

Broc(x) = (x2 = X7Y (1)) r (),
where 1 (0), 7 (0) #0 and k €N, k >2. The adapted coordinates are obtained by the smooth transformation
Y1 =2x1, y2 = X2 —x7Y(x1):
P(v) = y5ri(y),
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where r?(0) # 0. Thus, the Newton height of ¢ is k and the Newton distance is d := 2k /3 (which
coincides with the linear height 4j;,). The Varchenko exponent is O since in adapted coordinates the
principal face is noncompact. Then from, e.g., [Palle 2021, Section 3.3] we know that we automatically
have the Fourier restriction estimate

IF 2@y Uz e feSRY, (5-6)
X3V (x1.x2)

Gra)= ) = (i) =(3)
VR = [ an T T = ~ )
P1 P3 2k p1 D5 2

and where the measure v is defined through

for the exponents

(v, f) = / f(x1, X2, Proc(x1, x2)) axy, x2) dxq dxa, (5-7)

where a € C2°(R?) is a nonnegative function supported in a small neighborhood of the origin. It remains
to obtain the Fourier restriction estimate for the critical exponent, which in this case is

(L= (L) .
pyps)  \6 2k)

The case k = 2 has been solved in [Palle 2021]. In the case k = 3 the critical exponent lies on the diagonal
and so this case has already been solved in [Ikromov and Miiller 2016].

In the case k > 4 we have 1/p} > 1/p’ and so one would need to slightly modify the methods used in
[Palle 2021] (i.e., the methods for the case A, (¢p) < 2) since there one interpolated between two points

1 1 s 1 1 11
VA = O,— and VR =\ =, =
P1 P3 2 P1 Pz 2°2

forsome 0 <s <1/k. Inthe case 1/p} > 1/p’ in general one would need to interpolate between three points

1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1
7 = (0,0), —Fs 1=\ 35) and 7= =.0).
P1 P3 Py P3 22 Pr P3 2

of the form

In particular, if one has an operator T : L3 (Lf(”x'l o) ™ LY (foll +y)) satistying the estimates
IT] i for () = 00)
/ ! ~ 1 or\ —, — = ) )
LB )2 L3 A, ) Py’ Pl
I7) sty o (o) = (53) 59
Ly SAy for (== )=(5.2). -
L“I;g(Llel,Xz))_)L“I;g(L(lel,Xz)) p/l p/3 22 ( )
1 1 1
T o < Az for (—, —) = (—,0),
Minan -all Py py) \2
then by interpolation one has the estimate
1 1 1 1
T o < 4213 AUk J=3)/GR) (__) _ (__)
R e T N T M py'py)  \6 2%
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In our special case we shall not use the above general approach since we recall that when we considered
the case when the mitigating factor was present (to be more precise, the case of normal form (vi) considered
in Section 4F), after performing some decompositions and rescalings one got measure pieces for which
one needed to prove the Fourier restriction estimate for the exponent

(L L) = (1 1) (5-10)
Py Ph 6'3)

In the current case without the mitigating factor it turns out that we shall get the same measure pieces,
but for which we need to prove the Fourier restriction estimate for the exponent (5-8). Thus, if we have
the Fourier restriction estimate for the exponent (5-10), then the Fourier restriction for (5-8) is obtained

1 1 1
VAR = _’O )
P1 P3 6

which one can obtain by applying the 2-dimensional Fourier restriction result for curves with nonvanishing

by interpolating with the result for

curvature.

These stronger estimates for the rescaled measure pieces do not contradict the necessary conditions
obtained by Knapp-type examples in [Palle 2021] since the information on the exponents and the Newton
height of ¢ is consumed in the rescaling procedure (which is different in this section and in Section 4F).

Let us begin with some preliminary reductions. By the results from [Palle 2021, Section 4.2], instead of
considering the whole measure (5-7), we may reduce ourselves to considering the part near the principal
root jet in the half-plane {(x1, x3) € R?: x; > 0}:

(WP f) = . S (x, droc(x)) a(x) p1(x) dx,

X1=
where
X2 — w(0>x%)
X7

pr(x) = xO(

for an ¢ which we can take to be as small as we want.
The next step is to use a Littlewood—Paley argument in the (xp, x2)-plane and the scaling by « dilations

85 (x) = (1" xq1, 1% x2),

where « := (1/(2k), 1/ k) is the weight associated to the principal face of ¢j,.. Then one is reduced to
proving (5-6) for the measures

. ) = [ £ g8t Hax
uniformly in j, where the function ¢ (x, §) has the form

¢ (x,8) 1= (x2 — xFY ($1x1))*r(81x1. 62x2),
where
s = (51,82) = (2_’(1]" 2—K2j).
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Note that we can take |§| < 1. The amplitude a(x, §) > 0 is a smooth function of (x, §) supported where
X1~ 1~ |X2|.

We may additionally assume |x, — x%1ﬁ(0)| <« 1 due to p1, and by compactness we may in fact reduce
ourselves to assuming |(x1, x2) — (v(l), vg)l <« 1 for some (v?, vg) € R? with v(l’ ~ 1.

The following step is to again apply the Littlewood—Paley theorem, but this time in the x3-direction
(again, for the mixed-norm Littlewood—Paley theory see [Lizorkin 1970]), and reduce the Fourier restriction
problem for v; to the Fourier restriction for the measures

(vs.0. f) = / £ $(.8) 112 (x.8)) a(x.8) dx:

i.e., we need to prove
VF 2y S0 s e S € SE@),
’ X33 (x1.x2)

uniformly in / and §, where / > 1 and |§| < 1.
Finally, we perform a change of coordinates and a rescaling. Namely, after substituting (x1, x3) >
(x1.27 x5 + X2y (81x1)) we get

(vs,1. f) =2‘l/f(xl,z—’xz+x%w(81x1),2—“¢“(x,8,1))a(x,8,z)dx,

where
a(x,8,1):= y1(¢%(x, 6, l))a(x1,2_lxz —I—x%xﬂ(&lxl), 3),

¢ (x,8,1) := xEr(81x1, 82,27 x2 + X2y (81x1))).

Note that a(x, §,1) is again supported in a domain where x; ~ 1 ~ |x2|. Rescaling we obtain that the
Fourier restriction estimate for vs ; is equivalent to the estimate

||‘Ff||L2(dl~)5 ]) 5 ||f||Lp3 (Lpl )’ f ES(R3)’
’ X3V (x1.x2)

for the measure
(350, /) = / Fr. 27+ x2Y 11, 64 (x. 8. 1)) alx. 8.1 dx. (5-11)

As mentioned, since this measure is of the same form as (4-23), we are interested in proving the
stronger estimate

I 2@ < 17053 feS®@).

’
(xq ,xz))

1 1) (11
PRy \6T3)

Note that we automatically have the estimate for

(r)=(69)
Py Ph 6’

where
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by a classical result of Fefferman and Stein [Fefferman 1970] (or [Zygmund 1974]), since x; +—
(1,27 x0 + x%x/f(S 1x1)) is a curve with curvature bounded from below uniformly in |x»| ~ 1, 27/ « 1,
and 61 < 1.

5C. Fourier restriction for the nonadapted case: spectral decomposition. We begin by performing a
spectral decomposition of the measure Vs ;. For (A1, A2, A3) dyadic numbers with A; > 1, i =1,2,3,
we consider localized measures le defined through

0HE) =0 (%)Xl (%)Xl (i—i) /e_iq)(x’a’l’g)a(x,&l) x1(x1) x1(x2)dx, (5-12)

where the phase function is
D(x.8,1,8) 1= £3¢% (x.8.1) + 2 6200 + E2xF Y (S1x1) + E1x1. (5-13)

By an abuse of notation, above whenever A; = 1, we consider the cutoff function y1(&;/A;) to be actually
xo(1/A1); i.e., it localizes so that |&;| < 1.
Let us introduce the convolution operators T ; f := f *Vs ; and Tl'l f=f *GIA. Then we need to show

1751l

-~ -~ =/ =/
P3 7P P3P ~
LX3 (L(x1 .xz))_>Lx3 (L(x1 .xz))

since Tg’l is the “R* R” operator, i.e., one has Tgl = (Eg,l)*ﬁg’l if ﬁ(g,l denotes the Fourier restriction
operator with respect to the surface measure vs ;. Therefore, the boundedness of Tg’l is equivalent to
the boundedness of ﬁg,l by Holder’s inequality.

Our first step shall be to reduce the problem to the case when A, < 2!, In order to achieve this we
split the Fourier transform of vs ; as

s =(1— o7 )51 + 1027 E2) V51, (5-14)

where we assume that yo is supported in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin, and we denote
the respective operators for the respective terms by 77 and Tj;.

For the first term in (5-14) and its operator 77 one uses Lemma 4.2 above, though with a slight
modification. First, since on the support of (1 — yo(2~* 52))135,1 we have |€,| > 2!, one can easily show
by using (5-13) that now

(1= o2 E2))0s.1| S 271/2(1 + &)Y,

as the “worst case” is when |§1] ~ |&| and |&3] ~ |27'&5|, in which case we use stationary phase in
both x; and x, (and in other cases we get a better decay by integrating by parts). In order to obtain the
Plancherel estimate L!(R; L?(R?)) — L% (R; L?(R?)) in Lemma 4.2 for T} it suffices to prove it for
Ty and Ts; (formally, one needs to actually consider the L2(R?) — L2(R?) estimate for a fixed £3).
For the operator Tg’] we get the bound 2/ in the same way as in Lemma 4.2. The main fact to notice
is that in (5-11) the Jacobian of (x1, x2) — (x1,2 x5 + x%tﬂ((slxl)) is of size 2. One now gets the
same estimate automatically for 77 since the L' norm of the Fourier transform of the cutoff function
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x0(27LE,) is of size ~ 1. The L?% (L%}Cl,xz)) — Li% (L?;lcl,xz)) estimate for 77 follows with constant of
size ~ 1 = (271/2)2/3(2H)1/3,

For the operator 77; we shall use the spectral decomposition (5-12) where we may now assume A, << 2L
Recall that for an operator of the form 7f = f * g the A1-constant from (5-9) is bounded by the L °° norm
of g, and the A,-constant is bounded by the L° norm of g. If we now furthermore have that g has its
support in the £3-coordinate localized at |£3] < A3, then by [Palle 2021, Lemma 3.9] we have the estimate

11 1
T ’ / s Alll/z for (—, _) = (O, _)’
| ”Li?i(Lf;l1 ) LB ) 3 A 4

and so by interpolation we get

I <ABAYP. (5-15)

"

~ ~ =/
P3 7 P P3
Lx3(L( 1.X2))_)Lx3(L(x1,x2))

X

The inverse Fourier transform of (5-12) is

vH(x) =11/\213/71(11(X1—yl))71()\2(x2—2_IY2—Y12¢(51)’1)))
X 1(A3(xz3 =@ (. 8. 1)) a(y.8.1) x1(y1) x1(y2)dy. (5-16)

One can consider either the substitution (z1,z3) = (klyl,)LZZ_l ¥2), or the substitution (z1,z2) =
(A1y1,A39%(y,6,1)) (in order to carry this out one needs to consider the cases y» ~ 1 and y, ~ —1
separately), and get

Az < min{2'A3, A2}

But now since 1, <K 2! we may take Ap := A;.

It remains to calculate the L°° bound for the ¥ IA function. This we can do by estimating the oscillatory
integral in (5-12). As the calculations for the oscillatory integral in this case are almost identical to the
ones in [Palle 2021, Section 5.5], we shall only briefly explain the case when A1 ~ A5, 2! Ay K A3 K Ag,
corresponding to Case 6 in [Palle 2021, Section 5.5]. In all the other cases one gets that one can sum
absolutely in the operator norm the operator pieces Tl)‘.

Let us remark that since A, < 2/, the case when A1 ~ A5, 27/ 15 ~ A3, corresponding to Case 4 in
[Palle 2021, Section 5.5], does not appear anymore. This is critical since in this case one would not have
absolute summability, nor would the complex interpolation method developed in [Ikromov and Miiller
2016] work. This is the reason why we needed to consider 77 and 777 separately.

Case A1~ Azand 271, « A3 < A,2. As was obtained in [Palle 2021, Section 5.5], we have
1571z A7 205Y (5-17)
for any N > 0, that is, we have A1 = )tl_l/z)th, and recall that Ay = A,, Therefore (5-15) gives

ITH 5 5 wow o SAFY
l F3 yP1 P3P ~ 73 -
Lx3(L(x1,xz))_)Lx3(L(x1,x2))
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In order to be able to sum in A; ~ A, we need to use the complex interpolation method from [Ikromov
and Miiller 2016]. For a fixed A3 and ¢ a complex number we define the measure u? 3 by

3. y(é—) Z A(l 3;)/2 A

A1,A2

where the sum is over A3 < A, < 2! and A; ~ A2, and where y(¢) = 273¢~1/2 _ 1. We denote the
associated convolution operator by T; 3 and we recover with ¢ = % the operator we want to estimate.
By a complex interpolation argument it suffices to show that

11 1
1723 L2 <A7N  for (—,, —,) — (0, —),
(L(xl xz)) L (L(’Cl X2)) pl p3 4

173 st ()= (55)
~ or VR = N A
I—Ht ps(L(xl x2)) L (L(x1 xz)) pll pg 22

for some N > 0, with constants uniform in ¢ € R. The first estimate follows directly from the fact
that ﬁf have essentially disjoint supports with respect to A and the estimate (5-17) (see [Palle 2021,
Lemma 3.8(i)]), and for the other bound we need to estimate the L.°° norm of the corresponding sum
of the expressions (5-16). The proof is the same as in [Palle 2021, Section 5.5, Case 6], up to the
formal difference in the function ¢¢, which here behaves like y]2‘ , and there like y%. Since the domain of
integration in (5-16) is | y2| ~ 1, this is not essential. This finishes (the sketch of) the proof of the Fourier
restriction for the nonadapted case, and also the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Appendix: Application of the Christ—Kiselev lemma

Recall that we consider the nonhomogeneous initial problem
0, —ip(D)u(x,t) = F(x,t), (x,t) € R*>x(0,00),
u(x,0) = G(x), x € R?,
for F € S([R{3), G e S([RRZ), where ¢, W, and (p1, p3) € (1, 2)2 are either as in Theorem 1.1 or 1.2, and
where we additionally assume p € {0, 1}. Note that ¢ is locally bounded and has polynomial growth at

infinity, and note that according to Remark 2.3 the weight WV is locally integrable in R2. The formula for
a solution of the above equation is obtained through the Duhamel principle:

u(x,t) = (?PNG)(x) + / t(ei‘p(D)(t_s)F(-,s))(x,s) ds. (A-1)
0

Note that u € C®(R? x R) N L((Co)(x,, xz)([RRz)), where Cy denotes the space of continuous functions
which tend to 0 at infinity.
We consider the following two surface measures (the second defined as in (1-3)):

(Mqﬁaf):/ S(x1, x2, ¢(x1,x2)) dx,
R2\{0}

(w, f) = / S(x1,x2, 9 (x1, x2)) W(x1, x2) dx,
R2\{0}
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and we assume that the Fourier restriction estimate (1-2) for u holds true for (py, p3) € (1,2)% One can
easily check that

€?P1G)(x) = FTH(FG) dug) (x, 1) = F 1OV N (FG) dp)(x, 1),

and so this is precisely the Fourier extension operator of u applied to the function W~ FG. We can

therefore bound the L? 3 (L{)él x)) norm of this expression by the L?(dp) norm of W1 FG.

P
(x1,x2

operator associated to this second term is closely related to the operator f + f % F ! (which we know

It remains to estimate the LP3(L y) norm of the second term in (A-1). It turns out that the

is bounded from L{*(L{}, ,,)) to LY 3 (Lf’xi1 xp)) since this is the corresponding R* R operator). Namely,

one can check that
w .
/ (ez¢(D)(t—S)F(, ,8))(x,8)ds = ((F )(0.00)(5)) * (f_lu¢))(x, 1),
0

and therefore it remains to pass from pg to o and to pass from integrating over (0, co) in s to integrating
over (0,7) in s.

In order to do this, our first step is to use the Littlewood—Paley theorem in the x-direction so that our
problem is reduced to proving the boundedness of the operator

t
| @ 0y (D) P sy b, (A2)

where (7;)jez, nj = nod,—;, constitutes a partition of unity in R2\ {0} (as in (2-1) in Section 2A)
respecting the «-mixed homogeneous dilation §,—, defined in (1-1). By unwinding the definition of the
operator in (A-2) and inserting the JV-factor, one obtains the expression (up to a universal constant)

t
[ ([ a0, 6w ) Fas 9y avas, (A%

where F),-1 = f(}},xz)(w_lf(xl,xz)F ). The expression within the brackets defines a convolution
kernel K (t —s; x —y) whose associated operator 7 (# — s) in the x-variable is a bounded mapping from
LPo(R?) to LPo (R?) for any po € [1,2] (since the integrand in the brackets is an LS°(R?) function).
Using the dominated convergence theorem one can get strong continuity of the operator-valued function
T; : R — L£(LP°(R?); LPo(R?)) (which in turn, by the uniform boundedness principle, implies joint
continuity 7 : R x L?°(R?) — LPo (R?)).

We may now apply the Christ—Kiselev lemma (for a proof of this variant see, e.g., [Sogge 1995,
Chapter 1V, Lemma 2.1]):

Lemma A.1. Let Y and Z be separable Banach spaces and let K : R — L(Y, Z) be a continuous function
from the real numbers to the space of bounded linear mappings Y — Z equipped with the strong operator
topology. If the operator defined by

(TF)(0) = fR K(t —5) f(s)ds
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is a bounded mapping from LP°(R,Y) to LPo (R, Z) for some pg € (1,2), then the operator defined by
W= [ Ke-s56)0

is also a bounded mapping from LP°(R,Y) to LPo (R, Z), and in particular

<
||W||LPO(R,Y)—>L”6(R,Z) ~Po ”T”LPO(R,Y)—>L1’6(R,Z)'

Then we get that the L73 (L) )— L? 3 (L? i ) boundedness of the operator in (A-3) (acting

(x1,x2) S (x1,x2)
on Fy,-1) is implied by the L7*(L{}, ,))— L3 (L{}, ,)) boundedness of the operator

[ (e, e de) s (305) 0y 85 =0 D= )

with essentially the same operator constant bound (up to a multiplicative factor which depends only on
p3 € (1,2)). Here pu; is the localized measure defined in the same way as in (2-2), and recall that this
convolution operator is bounded (uniformly in j). This finishes the proof of Corollary 1.5.
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We prove that any null-homotopic holomorphic map from a Stein space X to the symplectic group Sp,(C)
can be written as a finite product of elementary symplectic matrices with holomorphic entries.
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1. Introduction

The continuous or holomorphic parameter dependence of classical linear algebra results over the fields R
or C form a circle of very natural questions of general mathematical interest. For example the factorization
of continuous matrices as a product of continuous elementary matrices has been studied and solved by
Vaserstein [1988]. The corresponding holomorphic problem for the special linear group SL, was posed
by Gromov [1989] and was finally solved by the first two authors in [Ivarsson and Kutzschebauch 2012].
The study of algebraic dependence is connected with famous work by Suslin [1977], Cohn [1966], Bass,
Milnor, and Serre [Bass et al. 1967] and many others.
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These parameter dependence questions are a part of algebraic K-theory and the study of linear algebra
over general rings. Factorization of Chevalley groups over R and C into elementary matrices is classically
well known. For Chevalley groups over general rings this is much more difficult and studied a lot. For an
overview, see, for example, [Vavilov and Stepanov 2011].

We are mainly interested in the rings of holomorphic functions on Stein spaces. The only known
holomorphic result is the existence for the special linear groups in [Ivarsson and Kutzschebauch 2012],
where Gromov’s problem is solved in full generality. In the special case of an open Riemann surface the
problem was solved earlier (absolutely unnoticed) by Klein and Ramspott [1987]. The authors [Ivarsson
et al. 2020] also proved the main result of this paper for any size of symplectic matrices in the special
case of an open Riemann surface.

In the present paper we consider the symplectic groups over rings of holomorphic functions on Stein
spaces. The main result is (see Section 2 for notation)

Main Theorem (Theorem 3.1). Let X be a finite-dimensional reduced Stein space and f : X — Sp,(C)
be a holomorphic mapping that is null-homotopic. Then there exist a natural number K, depending only
on the dimension of X, and holomorphic mappings

Gl,...,GK:X—><E3
such that
fx)=Mi(G1(x)) - Mg(Gg(x)).

We remind the reader that a mapping is null-homotopic if it is homotopic to a constant map. By the
Oka—Grauert principle it is equivalent for a holomorphic map from a Stein space into a complex Lie
group to be null-homotopic via holomorphic maps or via continuous maps (see Theorem 5.3.2 in the
standard reference [Forstneri¢ 2017]).

Our main tool is the Oka principle for stratified elliptic submersions, the most elaborate result in
modern Oka theory. In order to apply an Oka principle one needs a topological solution which we take
from our previous work on symplectic groups over rings of continuous functions on topological spaces.
The Oka principle lets us homotope the topological solution to a holomorphic one. The technical details
needed to prove that certain fibrations are stratified elliptic are considerable and we have so far only been
able to complete these details for Sp,. We expect that a similar result holds for Sp,,,.

Factorization of symplectic groups over other rings (of mainly algebraic nature) has been considered
before for example by Kopeiko [1978], and Grunewald, Mennicke and Vaserstein [Grunewald et al. 1991].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall our results on factorization of continuous matri-
ces and prove a slight extension about the number of factors. In Section 3 we state our main results and give
an overview over the proof. In Section 4 we explain how our results can be reformulated in the language
used in algebraic K-theory. In Section 5 we recall the theorems from Oka theory which we use in our proof.

In Section 6 we give the proofs of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, where we prove that the most important
fibrations in this paper, the projections of products of elementary symplectic matrices onto their last row,
are surjective and we determine where they are submersive. This is done for symplectic matrices of all
sizes, since we hope to be able to prove in the future that these fibrations are stratified elliptic for all sizes.
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The rest of the paper is devoted to proving that our fibration (for (4 x 4)-matrices) is stratified elliptic
in order to be able to apply Oka theory. In Section 7 we describe the stratification with respect to which
we want to prove that the important fibration is stratified elliptic. This has to do with how the set of
2n algebraic equations defining a fiber in the fibration can be reduced to n equations. In the case of
the special linear group in [Ivarsson and Kutzschebauch 2012] we were able to reduce to one single
equation independent of the size of the matrices. This was the crucial trick to prove ellipticity by finding
complete vector fields, which corresponds to Gromov’s example of a spray. This inability to reduce to
fewer equations is the main difference between the situation of the symplectic group and the special linear
group. It leads to all the difficult technical work in the rest of the paper. In Section 8 we introduce our
method to find complete vector fields tangent to the fibration. However not all of them are complete and
we deduce that the Gromov-spray produced by them is not dominating. We determine which of them
are complete. In Section 9 we explain our strategy to enlarge the set of complete vector fields so that
this enlarged collection now spans the tangent space at all points and thus gives a fiber-dominating spray.
The realization of this strategy takes Section 10, where we introduce useful quantities, Sections 11, 12,
and 13, where we prove the result for three, four, and five (elementary symplectic) factors, and finally we
can give an inductive (over the number of factors) proof in Section 14. The reason for dealing with the
low numbers of factors separately is that some of the fibers of our fibration are reducible when there are a
small number of factors, and from five factors on all fibers are irreducible. In Section 15 we end the paper
with an application to the problem of a product of exponentials and formulate some open questions.

2. Continuous factorization

Let

n
= dzj AdZjin
j=1

be the symplectic form in C*". With respect to w, symplectic matrices are those that can be written in

()

where A, B, C and D are complex n x n matrices satisfying

block form as

ATc=cCTA, (2.0.1)
B"D=D"B, (2.0.2)
ATD-CcT"B=1,, (2.0.3)

where I, is the n x n identity matrix. In the case B = C = 0 this means D = (AT)~1, and in the case
A = D = I, this means B and C are symmetric and C” B = 0. Let U, denote an n xn matrix satisfying
U, = UnT and 0,, the n xn zero matrix. We call those matrices that are written in block form as

I, 0, or I, U,
U, I, 0, In
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elementary symplectic matrices. Let

X1 X2 e Xn

X2 Xppl ... Xopi
Ui(x1, ..o X)) = | . A 5

Xn X2n—1 -+ Xn(n+1)/2

Given amap G : X — C""tD/2 Jet

U,(G(x)) =Un(G1(x), ..., Gn(n+1)/2(x)),

where the G;’s are components of the map G. For odd k let

In n
MG () = (U o ; ) ,

and for even k

MGy — (1,, Un(G(x») |

On In
The following result is a refinement of [Ivarsson et al. 2020, Theorem 1.3].

Theorem 2.1 (continuous Vaserstein problem for symplectic matrices). There exists a natural number
K (n, d) such that given any finite-dimensional normal topological space X of (covering) dimension d

and any null-homotopic continuous mapping M : X — Sp,, (C) there exist K continuous mappings

Gi,...,Gg: X — Chntb/2
such that
M(x) =M (G1(x)) -+ Mg (G (x)).

Proof. Theorem 1.3 in [Ivarsson et al. 2020] does not give a uniform bound on the number of factors
depending on n and d. Suppose such a bound does not exist; i.e., for all natural numbers i there are normal
topological spaces X; of dimension d and null-homotopic continuous maps f; : X; — Sp,,,(C) such that f;
does not factor over a product of less than i elementary symplectic matrices. Let X equal [ ;2 X;, the dis-
joint union of the spaces X;, and F : X — Sp,, (C) be the map that is equal to f; on X;. By Theorem 1.3 in
[Ivarsson et al. 2020] F factors over a finite number of elementary symplectic matrices. Consequently all f;
factor over the same number of elementary symplectic matrices, which contradicts the assumption on f;. [

3. Statement of the main result and overview of proof

We state the main result of this paper which is a holomorphic version of Theorem 2.1 for Sp,(C).

Theorem 3.1. There exists a natural number N (d) such that given any finite-dimensional reduced Stein
space X of dimension d and any null-homotopic holomorphic mapping f : X — Sp4(C) there exist
N holomorphic mappings
Gl,...,GN:X—MIZ3
such that
Fx)=Mi(Gi(x)) - Mn(Gn(x)).
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We have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Let X be a finite-dimensional reduced Stein space that is topologically contractible and f :
X — Sp4(C) be a holomorphic mapping. Then there exist a natural number N and holomorphic mappings

Gl,...,GN:X—>(D3
such that
fxX) =M (G1(x))--- Mn(Gn(x)).

The strategy for proving Theorem 3.1 is as follows. Define

W : (€)X — Sp,(©)
as
W (xy,...,x35) = Mi(x1, X2, x3) - - - Mg (X3x -2, X3k -1, X3K)- (3.0.1)

We want to show the existence of a holomorphic map

G=(Gi,...,Gg): X —> (CHX
such that
(C3)K
ax
X T) Sp4(C)

is commutative. Theorem 2.1 shows the existence of a continuous map such that the diagram above is
commutative.

We will prove Theorem 3.1 using the Oka—Grauert—Gromov principle for sections of holomorphic
submersions over X. One candidate submersion would be to use the pull-back of W : (CHX — Sp4(C).
It turns out that W is not a submersion at all points in (C*)X. It is a surjective holomorphic submersion
if one removes a certain subset from (C3)X. Unfortunately the fibers of this submersion are quite difficult

to analyze and we therefore elect to study

(C3)K
=
a0V
X —=C*\ {0}

a0 f
where we define the projection 74 : Sp,(C) — C*\ {0} to be the projection of a matrix to its last row:

2 ... 214
| s e =24, zae).
41 ... 244

However, even the map &g = w40 Vg : (CHX - ¢ \ {0} is not submersive everywhere. We have the
three results below (Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 and Proposition 3.6) about that map which will be proved in
later sections.
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We introduce some notation. Projecting to the last row introduces an asymmetry between upper and
lower triangular elementary matrices and therefore we will denote by z’s the variables in the lower
triangular matrices and by w’s the variables in the upper triangular matrices. For example, the right-hand
side of (3.0.1) becomes

000 10 w; wy 1 0 wik—y w3k—1
0100 01 wy ws 01 wsk—1 ws
z1 2210 001 O 00 1 0
72 z3 0 1 00 0 1 00 O 1
for even K = 2k.
Let
Fp = {(Zl, 22, 23, W1, W2, W3, ..., W3k—2, W3k—1, w3) 1f K =2k,
(21, 225 23, W1, W2, W3, -« -y T3k+15 T3k+2> 23k+3)  1f K =2k + 1
and
(wl Wy W4 W5 ... W3k-5 w3k—4) it K = 2k,
W2 W3 W5 We ... W3ik—4 W3k-3
Wy =
(w1 Wy W4 W5 ... W3k—2 w3k—1> K2kl
Wy W3 W5 We ... W3k—1 W3k

Also, when K =2k or K =2k + 1, let

Ak = [ {Zk € @)K 1251 =23, =0},

1<j<k

Bx = {Zk € (CHX : Rank Wi < 2}

and
Sk = Ax N Bg. (3.0.2)
We have Lemma 3.3, which follows from a simple calculation.
Lemma 3.3. The mapping
Gy =40 Wk : (CHX\ S — C*\ {0}

is surjective when K > 3.

Lemma 3.4. For K > 3 the mapping
Qg =40 Wk : (CHK = CH\ {0}

is a holomorphic submersion exactly at points Z x € (C)X\ Sk, where Sk is defined by (3.0.2) above.
That is, Sk is the set of points where the entries in the last row of each lower triangular matrix are zero,
except for the K -th matrix where no conditions are imposed, and the rank of the matrix Wg, which does
not involve entries from the K -th matrix, is strictly less than 2.

Remark 3.5. Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 both generalize to 2n x2n matrices and the proofs are identical. In
Section 6 we therefore consider the general case.
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Proposition 3.6. For n =1 and n = 2 the map

(Cn(n+1)/2)K \SK
anno\llk (3.0.3)
C*\ {0}
is a stratified elliptic submersion.

Corollary 3.7. Letn=1o0rn=2. Let X be a finite-dimensional reduced Stein space and f : X — Sp,, (C)

be a holomorphic map. Assume that there exists a natural number K and a continuous map F :
X — (C"0H+DI2EN Sp such that

(Cn(n-‘rl)/Z)K \ SK

F
oWk

X C>\ {0}

ﬂ2nof

is commutative. Then there exists a holomorphic map G : X — (C*""tD/2)K\ §¢.homotopic to F via
continuous maps F; : X — (Crr /2 K \ Sk, such that the diagram above is commutative for all F;.

Proof. The pull-back of (3.0.3) by 7y, o f is a stratified elliptic submersion over the Stein base X. Thus by
Theorem 5.6 there is a homotopy from the given continuous section to a holomorphic section. This is equiv-
alent to the desired homotopy F;. An even better way to perform this proof is to say that the map (3.0.3)
is an Oka map, see [Forstneri¢ 2017, Corollary 7.4.5(i)], which yields the desired conclusion. (|

Remark 3.8. The fact that the map (3.0.3) is an Oka map yields a parametric version of Corollary 3.7.
This means that the holomorphic map can be replaced by a continuous map fp : X x P — Sp,, (C),
which is holomorphic for each fixed parameter p € P, where P is a compact Hausdorff topological space.

We need the following version of the Whitehead lemma:

100 O 1 000\ /100 O 1000 1000
alOO= 0 10011010 —-a]]0100]]1010a (3.0.4)
001 —a —a—-110J{001 0)J]{0110)]0010 o
000 1 -1 001/ \000 1 1001/ \00O01

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We will prove the theorem for a single map. The existence of a uniform bound
N (d) follows as in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Since a finite-dimensional Stein space is finite-dimensional
as a topological space there are K — 2 continuous mappings
G],...,GK_QZX—>(C3
such that
Fx)=Mi(Gi(x)) - Mg —2(Gg-2(x)).
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Let H : X — C3 be a constant map such that U,(H) has nonzero second row, let @ : X — C3 be the
zero map, and replace the above factorization by

f @) =M(H)M(O)M3(G 1 (x) — H)M4(G2(x)) - - - Mg (G g—2(x))

(suppressing the variables in the constant maps H and Q). Notice that the second factor is the identity
matrix.
This factorization by K continuous elementary symplectic matrices avoids the singularity set Sx and
thus we find F : X — (C*)X \ S with U (F) = f.
Using Corollary 3.7 we know that F := F is homotopic to a holomorphic map G = Fj, via continuous
maps F;, such that
ma(f(x)) =mao Wk (Fi(x)), O0=<r=l,

that is, the last row of the matrices Wg (F;(x)) is constant. Therefore

fia@) fr2,(0) fi30(0) fia, ()

e A @) Fsa() foae)

KNI Fora@) s () Fras() faar(x)
0 0 0 1

Since these matrices are symplectic, it automatically follows that f]z,,(x) = 0, let(x) =1, and
]732,,()6) = 0 so that
J11.:(x) 0 fi3,(x) fia (x)

Ui (F, [ A 1 fsa@) fraix) 305
x(F ()1 () f31,:(0) 0 f33:(x) f34,(x) ( )
0 0 0 1
and in addition _ _
x fi,(x) f13,:(x)
’ =("'" 7 Sp,(C) = SL,(0C). 3.0.6
Ji(x) (f31,;(X) f33,z(X)) € Sp,(C) 2(0) ( )

Since Wk (Fo(x)) = f(x), we see that ﬂ) = Id, and thus the holomorphic map f = f] : X — SL,(0) is
null-homotopic. Let ¢ be the standard inclusion of Sp, in Sp,; see for example [Grunewald et al. 1991].
By the main result from [Ivarsson and Kutzschebauch 2012] the matrix

f3(0) 0 —fi3(x) 0
0 1 0 0

Y(fx)™h = _A® 0 Futd) 0 (3.0.7)
0 0 0 1
is a product of holomorphic elementary symplectic matrices. Therefore it suffices to show that
10 0 fuw
Wi (GO F) (o)™ = —f34(x) 1 fia(x) faa(x) (3.0.8)

0 0 1 fu®
0 0O O 1
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is a product of elementary symplectic matrices. In order to deduce that the right-hand side of (3.0.8) has
the claimed form one has to use the fact that (3.0.5) is symplectic. Since

1 0 0 fuax) 1 00 O 10 0 Fra(x)
—f34(0) 1 fra(x) foaa(x) | _ | =fa(x) 100 01 fia(x) fia(x) f34(0)+ faa(x)
0 0 1 f34(x) 0 01 fix) 00 1 0 ’
0 0 O 1 0 00 1 00 O 1
the result follows by the Whitehead lemma, (3.0.4). O

Analyzing this proof and using Remark 3.8 one sees that we can actually prove a parametric version of
our main theorem.

Theorem 3.9. Let X be a finite-dimensional reduced Stein space, P be a compact Hausdorff topological
(parameter) space, and f : P x X — Sp,(C) be a continuous mapping, holomorphic for each fixed p € P,
that is null-homotopic. Then there exist a natural number K and continuous mappings, holomorphic for
each fixed parameter p € P,

G1,...,GK:PxX—>C3

such that
fp,x) =M (Gi(p,x))---Mg(Gk(p, x)).

To complete the proof of the theorem we need to establish Proposition 3.6 and Lemmas 3.4 and 3.3.

Remark 3.10. Proposition 3.6 is the crucial ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Its proof is by far
the most difficult part of the paper. As pointed out in Remark 3.5, Lemma 3.4 holds for general n. Also if
Proposition 3.6 holds for some n then Corollary 3.7 also holds for that n. Moreover the reduction of the
size of the symplectic matrix from Sp, to Sp, done in the proof of Theorem 3.1 generalizes easily to a
reduction from Sp,, to Sp,,_, if Corollary 3.7 holds for n (see for example the proof of Lemma 4.4 in
[Grunewald et al. 1991]). Therefore if Proposition 3.6 can be proven for n =1, ..., m then the following
holds true.

Conjecture 3.11. Let X be a finite-dimensional reduced Stein space and f : X — Sp,,,(C) be a holomor-
phic mapping that is null-homotopic. Then there exist a natural number K and holomorphic mappings

Gi,...,Gg: X — C"mtD/2
such that
fx)=Mi(G1(x))--- Mg (Gg(x)).

In the case of a 1-dimensional Stein space, i.e., an open Riemann surface, this conjecture was established
in [Ivarsson et al. 2020]. The condition of null-homotopy is automatically satisfied in this case, since an
open Riemann surface is homotopy equivalent to a 1-dimensional CW-complex and the group Sp,,, (C) is
simply connected. The proof uses the analytic ingredient that the Bass stable rank of O(X) is 1 for an
open Riemann surface and proceeds then by linear algebra arguments.
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4. Formulation in algebraic terms

We relate our results to algebraic K-theory and reformulate them in those terms. The following is a
standard notion:

Definition 4.1. For a commutative ring R the set U, (R) of unimodular rows of length m is defined as
{(ri,r2, ..., rm) € R™ :ry,ra, ... 1y generate R as an ideal}.

In our main example, if O(X) is the ring of holomorphic functions on a Stein space X, a row
(f1, fo, -+ fm) € O™(X) is unimodular if and only if the functions fi, f2, ..., fi, have no common
zeros, a well-known application of Cartan’s Theorem B.

Since null-homotopy is an important assumption in our studies we denote the set of null-homotopic
unimodular rows in U, (O(X)) by U,% (O(X)). This set can be seen as the path-connected component of
the space of holomorphic maps from X to C™ \ {0} containing the constant map (0,0, ,...,0, 1) =e¢,.
By the Oka—Grauert principle C" \ {0} = GL,,(C)/ GL,,—1(C) is an Oka manifold; therefore the path-
connected components of continuous and holomorphic maps X — C™ \ {0} are in bijection. This says
that unimodular rows in U,,(O(X)) are null-homotopic in the holomorphic sense if and only if they are
null-homotopic in the continuous sense.

Algebraic K-theorists consider Chevalley groups over rings; in our example we consider the null-
homotopic elements of them.

Definition 4.2. Spgn (O(X)) denotes the group of null-homotopic holomorphic maps from a Stein space X
to the symplectic group Sp,, (C), which in other words is the path-connected component of the group
Sp,, (O(X)) containing the identity.

Again by the Oka—Grauert principle holomorphic maps X — Sp,, (C) are homotopic via holomorphic
maps if and only if they are homotopic via continuous maps.

Clearly the last row of a matrix in Sp,, (O(X)) is unimodular, i.e., an element of U, (O(X)). Whether
a unimodular row in U, (O(X)) is the last row of a matrix in Sp,,(O(X)) is by Oka theory a purely
topological problem. Let us illustrate this by an example.

Extending a unimodular row to an invertible matrix can be reformulated as follows: given a trivial line
subbundle of the trivial bundle X x C" of rank n over X, can it be complemented by a trivial bundle?

This of course is not always the case: The (nontrivial) tangent bundle 7" of the sphere S 2+l (> 4) is
the complement of the trivial normal bundle N to the sphere S?"*! in R*"*2. To make this a holomorphic
example consider X to be a Grauert tube around S?"*1, i.e., a Stein manifold which has a strong deformation
retraction p onto its totally real maximal-dimensional submanifold $>**!. The bundle T is replaced by
the complexified tangent bundle to the sphere pulled back onto X by the retraction p and equipped with
its unique structure of holomorphic vector bundle (which is still not a trivial bundle). The pull-back of the
complexified trivial bundle N is still a trivial line subbundle of X x C". Thus we have found an example
of a holomorphic row which cannot be completed to an invertible matrix in GL,, (O(X)) and thus not to
a matrix in Sp,, (O(X)) either.

For null-homotopic rows the situation is better.
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Lemma 4.3. Every element Ugn (O(X)) extends to a null-homotopic matrix A € Spgn (O(X)).

Proof Let F=(fi, ..., fo): X — C>*\ {0} be a null-homotopic holomorphic map, and the homotopy to
the constant map F(x) = e, be denoted by F;, t € [0, 1]. The map my, : Sp,,(C) — C2"\ {0} is a locally
trivial holomorphic fiber bundle with typical fiber F = Sp,, ,(C) x C**~! which is an Oka manifold.
Our problem is to find a global section of the pull-back of this fibration by the map F = Fy. Since a
locally trivial bundle is a Serre fibration and the constant last row can be extended to a constant (thus
null-homotopic) symplectic matrix, we find a continuous section of this pull-back bundle over the whole
homotopy. Thus the restriction to X x {0} is a null-homotopic continuous symplectic matrix. Since the
fiber F is Oka, we find a homotopy to a holomorphic symplectic matrix, which is still null-homotopic. [

The notion of elementary symplectic matrices over a ring R is the same as explained in Section 2.
Let W, denote an nxn matrix with entries in the ring R satisfying W,, = W! and 0, the nxn zero
matrix. We call those matrices that are written in block form as

I, 0, I, W,
() o o)

elementary symplectic matrices over R. The group generated by them, the elementary symplectic group,
is denoted by Ep,,(R). We consider the group Ep,, (O(X)) which is easily seen to be a subgroup of
Spgn (O(X)) (multiply the symmetric matrices W, by a real number ¢ € [0, 1]).

The meaning of Corollary 3.7 in K-theoretic terms is now the following:

Proposition 4.4. Let n =1 or n =2. For a Stein space X the group Ep,,(O(X)) acts transitively on the
set of null-homotopic unimodular rows Ugn (O(X)).

Proof. Letu € Ugn (O(X)) be a null-homotopic unimodular row. By the above lemma we can extend
it to a null-homotopic symplectic matrix A € Spgn (O(X)). Now we just follow the beginning of the
proof of Theorem 3.1. By Theorem 2.1 we can factorize A(x) as a product of elementary symplectic
matrices with continuous entries. Adding two more elementary symplectic matrices we can achieve
that the factorization avoids the singularity set Sx. Applying Corollary 3.7 we know that Ay := A is
homotopic to a holomorphic map G = A1, via continuous maps A;, such that

m4(A(x)) =ma0 Vg (A (x)), 0=<1r<1,
that is, the last row of the matrices Wk (A;(x)) is constant. Therefore

a,:(x) arp,(x) a3 (x) as,(x)

az1,:(x) G (x) a3, (x) a4 (x)

as1,:(x) az,(x) azs (x) aza;(x)
0 0 0 1

W (A ()AX) ™ =

This shows that the element Wx (G (x)) of Ep,, (O(X)) has the last row equal to u or equivalently moves
the constant row e, to u. O
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Let v : SL, — Sp, be the standard embedding given by

a0bo0

ab 0100

(C d)l—) codol 4.0.1)
0001

Continuing like in the proof of Theorem 3.1 we see that it gives the following “inductive step”.

Proposition 4.5. For a Stein space X we have

SPY(O(X)) = Ep,(O(X)) - ¥ (SpI(O(X))).

In a similar way one can deduce from our earlier results (Proposition 2.8 and the proof of Theorem 2.3
in [Ivarsson and Kutzschebauch 2012]) the corresponding statements for the special linear groups. The
definition of the elementary group E, and the inclusion ¢ of SL,_; into SL,, are the usual ones.

Proposition 4.6. For a Stein space X and any n > 2 the group E,(O(X)) acts transitively on the set of
null-homotopic unimodular rows U,?((’)(X )).

Proposition 4.7. For a Stein space X and any n > 2 we have

SLY(O(X)) = E,(O(X)) - ¥ (SLY_, (O(X))).

5. Stratified sprays

We will introduce the concept of a spray associated with a holomorphic submersion following [Gromov
1989; Forstneri¢ and Prezelj 2002]. First we introduce some notation and terminology. Let & : Z — X be
a holomorphic submersion of a complex manifold Z onto a complex manifold X. For any x € X the fiber
over x of this submersion will be denoted by Z,. At each point z € Z the tangent space T, Z contains the
vertical tangent space VT,Z = ker Dh. For holomorphic vector bundles p : E — Z we denote the zero
element in the fiber E; by 0O,.

Definition 5.1. Let 4 : Z — X be a holomorphic submersion of a complex manifold Z onto a complex
manifold X. A spray on Z associated with £ is a triple (E, p, s), where p : E — Z is a holomorphic
vector bundle and s : E — Z is a holomorphic map such that for each z € Z we have
(1) s(E;) C Z/’I(Z)a
(i) s(0;) =z, and
(iii) the derivative Ds(0,) : To, E — T,Z maps the subspace E, C Ty E surjectively onto the vertical
tangent space VT,Z.

Remark 5.2. We will also say that the submersion admits a spray. A spray associated with a holomorphic
submersion is sometimes called a (fiber-)dominating spray.

One way of constructing dominating sprays, as pointed out by Gromov, is to find finitely many
C-complete vector fields that are tangent to the fibers and span the tangent space of the fibers at all



HOLOMORPHIC FACTORIZATION OF MAPPINGS INTO Spy4(C) 245

points in Z. One can then use the flows (p]t. of these vector fields V; to define s : Z x CN — Z via
5(z, 11, ..., ty) = @} 00 @y (z), which gives a spray.

Definition 5.3. Let X and Z be complex spaces. A holomorphic map / : Z — X is said to be a submersion
if for each point zp € Z it is locally equivalent via a fiber-preserving biholomorphic map to a projection
p:UxV — U, where U C X is an open set containing /(z) and V is an open set in some C%.

We will need to use stratified sprays, which are defined as follows.

Definition 5.4. We say that a submersion 4 : Z — X admits stratified sprays if there is a descending chain
of closed complex subspaces X = X,,, D - - - D Xg such that each stratum Y; = X \ X;_ is regular and
the restricted submersion % : Z|y, — Y} admits a spray over a small neighborhood of any point x € Y;.

Remark 5.5. We say that the stratification X = X, D - -- D X is associated with the stratified spray.
In [Forstneri¢ and Prezelj 2001], see also [Forstneri¢ 2010, Theorem 8.3], the following is proved.

Theorem 5.6. Let X be a Stein space with a descending chain of closed complex subspaces X = X, D
-+ D Xo such that each stratum Y, = X \ Xy—1 is regular. Assume that h : Z — X is a holomorphic
submersion which admits stratified sprays. Then any continuous section fy: X — Z such that folx, is
holomorphic can be deformed to a holomorphic section f|: X — Z by a homotopy that is fixed on X.

6. Proofs of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4

Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 hold for square matrices of any size. In this section we therefore look at
2nx2n matrices. Given two vectors @ and b in C" (i.e., n x 1 matrices), we denote by

a
b
We shall consider products of 2n x2n matrices

L O\ (L, Wi\ (I, O\ (I, W,
zin)\o 1,)\z, 1,)\o 1, ’

where Z;, Z>, ... and W, W,, ... are n X n matrices of variables

the obvious vector in C2".

Zi = (Zk,ij)s  Wi=(wrj), 1=1i,j=<n.

They are symmetric, i.e., zx,;j = 2k, ji and wy ;; = wy, j;. We call the variables zj ,1, ..., 2k nn last row
variables (this term does not apply to the w-variables). If we have K factors, there are Kn(n + 1)/2
variables. We will also think of the K -tuple (Z;, Wy, Z», W», ...) as a point in CK?*+1/2 We will study
the last row of this product, which is a map ®g : CK?*+D/2 . €27\ {0}. We prefer to work with the
transpose of this row, which we denote by PX, a vector in C?". It follows that

Pl = :
e_;, ’

where 7 = (101, - - - » zl,,m)T and ¢, is the last standard basis vector of C".



246 BJORN IVARSSON, FRANK KUTZSCHEBAUCH AND ERIK LGW

The set Sx for K > 2 is now defined as the set of K-tuples of symmetric matrices (Z, Wy, ...) such
that in the first K — 1 matrices all the last row variables (of the Z’s) are 0 and the set of all columns of
the W’s does not span C". (This means that the augmented matrix W1|W| - - - has rank less than n.)

Lemma 6.1. PX : CKrn+D/2\ §p — C2"\ {0} is surjective for K > 3.

Proof. We prove the result for K = 3. For K > 3, simply put W, = Z3 = W3 = ... =0. The proof uses an
easy fact from linear algebra; given two vectors ¢ and d in C" with ¢ # 0 there is a symmetric matrix M

such that MZ = d. Now let
2n
- 0}.
(b) € C"\ {0}

Pick any symmetric matrix Z, such that 7 =a — Zzl; # 0 and let Z 1 be any symmetric matrix whose last

-

row is Z and W, a symmetric matrix such that W,z = b—¢,. Then (Zy, Wy, Z) ¢ S5 and for this choice

s (L Z2\ (I, 0\ (Z\_ (L %)\ (Z\_(a
P"(oLl wi L) \&) —\o 1,)\6) \p) -

Slightly abusing notation, we denote the Jacobian matrix of ®x by JPX. Thisisa (2n x Kn(n+1)/2)-
matrix whose columns are the derivatives of PX with respect to one particular variable. We denote the
components of PX by PX, 1 <i <2n. It follows that

we have

pUH = (i) Z;“) P, 6.0.1)
n
L 0
2k+2 __ n 2k+1
P _<WH1&>P . (6.0.2)

We shall look at the final part of JP?1 the part where we differentiate with respect to the new
variables Zx+1.11, - - - » Zk+1.n15 Tk+1,225 - -+ » Tkt 1.n2s - - - » k+1.un- This is a (2n x n(n + 1)/2)-matrix. The
column where we differentiate with respect to zx41,;; will consist of Pnzf‘rl. in row number j and Pnzi j
in row number i. Hence the bottom half of this matrix is zero and we only look at the upper half, an
(n x n(n 4+ 1)/2)-matrix which we denote by Axy. If we consider just the columns which contain one

e, Pzzlf), has P2 along the

. 2k . . . 2k
particular P, we get a square nxn-matrix whose i-th row is (P o

ntl
diagonal and is otherwise zero. The determinant of this submatrix is (J;’nzil.)”.
The situation is similar for the final part of JP**2 except now the top half is zero and the bottom half
Bi+1 contains P12k+1, R PnZk“ in the same pattern as for Az .
In the proof of the next lemma it will be convenient to use the following notation: if A and B are two
matrices with the same column length, we let A | B denote the matrix obtained by augmenting A with B

to the right. By e, we denote the last vector in the standard basis of C".

Lemma 6.2. PX is a submersion exactly on the set CK""+D/2\ §p. If K = 2k and all the last row
variables are zero, then P** = e, and the span of the bottom half of the JP** columns equals the span of
the columns of Wi, Wy, ..., Wp.
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Proof. For N =1 the theorem is empty. Pl = Z1ats--+»21.0n,0,...,0,1) and

1_ (I
JP _<o ,

where we have removed all zero columns. For N = 2 we have

I, 0
pPr=(" Pl
(Wl 1n>

= ) ()] )= ()1 (),

which has full rank if and only if B; has full rank. Since Pl.1 = Z1.ni, by the discussion preceding the

This implies

lemma, B; has full rank if and only if at least one z; ,; is nonzero.
If all z; ,; are zero, then P! =e,, and B; = 0. Hence the statement about the span is trivially true.
We now assume that the theorem is true for N = 2k. We have

0 I,
If at least one of the previous last row variables is nonzero, then JP2 has full rank by the induction

hypothesis and so does J P2+ If not, then P2 = ey, and Ay = I, after removing zero columns. If

JP* = (2), then
A+ Zy B 1,
B 0/’

which has full rank if and only if B has full rank. But the column span of B equals the column span of
Wi, ..., Wi. This proves the first part of the lemma for N =2k + 1.
If all the previous last row variables are zero, it also follows that

2k+1 t
P = (zks1mts s Zhttans 0, ., 0, D

0
, 6.04
<3k+1) ©04
which has full rank if JP%**! does.

If not, then by the above all the previous last row variables are zero and
JpUH2 _ < A+ZiB I, >JP2k+1 ( 0 )
Byt

B+ Wit1(A+Zip1B) Wig
which has full rank if and only if at least one zx41 ,; is nonzero by the discussion preceding the lemma.
This proves the first part of the lemma for N = 2k + 2.
If all the zx41 ,; also are zero, then P*+1 = g5 and so P12 = ¢,,. Also Bi+1 = 0 and since the

Finally

I 0
JpA+2 ( n ) Jpk+
Wi I

columns of Wi (A + Ziy1 B) are linear combinations of the columns of W1, the span of the bottom
half of JP?*?2 equals the span of the columns of Wy, ..., Wy, by the induction hypothesis. O
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7. The stratification

The goal in this section is to describe the stratification needed to understand that the submersion 74 0 Wk :
(CHX\ Sk — C*\ {0} is a stratified elliptic submersion. Let

5 {(21,22,23,w1,w2,w3,...,wak—z,w3k—1,w3k) if K =2k,
K= .

(21,22, 23, W1, W2, W3, ..., Z3k+1, T3k+25 23k+3) If K =2k +1
and

my0 Wk (Zg) = (PK(Zk), PX(Zx), PK(Zk), PK(Zk)).

Remark 7.1. We will abuse notation in the following way in the paper. A polynomial not containing
a variable can be interpreted as a polynomial of that variable. More precisely, let L < K. We have
the projection w : CK — CL, w(xy,...,x1,...,xx) = (x1,...,xz) and 7* : C[CL] — C[CX]. For
p € C[CL] we still write p instead of 7*(p).

We want to study the fibers

FE araran = a0 Wx) (a1, az, a3, as).
Assume first that K =2k + 1 > 3 is odd. We see that

1 0 060
0 1 00
WBk+1 k2 10
Z3k4+2 23k+3 0 1

oWk (Zg) =msoVg_1(Zk-1)

and we get
PE(Zk) =P N (Zk-) + ZSk+1P3K_] (Zx-1) + 2342 PF N (Zk-1),

PzK(ZK) = PzK_l(ZK—l) +Z3k+2P3K_1(ZK—1) +Z3k+3P4K_l(2K—l)’
PX(Zy) = P3K_1(ZK71)a
P (Zk) = Pf ™ (Zk ).
We are led to the equations
ay = PlK(iK) = PlKil(ZK—l) +Z3k+1P3K71(2K—1) +Z3k+2P4K71(ZK—1),
a = PgK(ZK) = pf! (Zk-1) -i-Z3k+2P3,K_1 (Zg_1)+ 2343 Pf ! (Zk-1),
ay = Pf(Zx) = P{ N (Zk ),
ay=Pf(Zx) = Pf " (Zx ).

(7.0.1)

Notice that these equations simplify to
K—1,5
ay = P;" " (Zk-1) +a3z3k+1 + 42342,
K—1,5
ar = Py~ (Zk-1) + a3z3+2 + a423k+3,
K—1,5
az =Py~ (Zx-1),

as = PN (Zg_1).
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If (a3, a4) # (0, 0) then we can solve the two first equations for two of the three variables z3xy1, Z3k+2,
z3x+3 and we see that the fiber is a graph over g(a ) % €, where

Gay =1Zxk 1 €CF P ias = PN (Zk 1), as = P} (Zk 1))

If (a3, aq) = (0, 0), we get f(fl,az,o,o) = ]-'{2:;2’0’0) x C3. We see that we get two main cases, namely
(a3, aq) = (0, 0) and (as, ag) # (0, 0). The last case will break into the two subcases, namely (a3, as) #
(0, 1) and (a3, aq) = (0, 1). We need these subcases because Q(o I is not smooth. We list the strata below:

o The strata of generic fibers: When (as, as) # (0, 0), the fibers are graphs over g(a a) X C. This set is
divided into two strata as follows:

— Smooth generic fibers: When (a3, a4) # (0, 1), the fibers are smooth.

— Singular generic fibers: When (a3, as) = (0, 1), the fibers are nonsmooth.

o The stratum of nongeneric fibers: When (as, a4) = (0, 0), the fibers are ]: (a1.a2.0.0) = .F(al alz 0.0) X C3.
Moreover the fibers are smooth.

We now analyze the case when K = 2k > 3 is even. Now we have

I 0 w32 wak—1

7 > 01 wa_ w
maoWg(Zyg) =maoWg_(Zx_1) 00 311c I Sk ’
00 0 1

and FX

(a1.a0.a3.a5) 15 the solution set of the equations
= PK(Zg)=PE"N(Zk 1),
ay = PX(Zg) = PX~1(Zg 1),
= PK(Zx) = P’“(ZK D4+ w2 PE N Zk ) +wy PEN(Zk ),
as = PE(Zg) = PENZk_1) + w1 PEN(Zk 1) + wse XV (Zk ).

As in the previous case these equations simplify:

(7.0.2)

= PlK_l(ZK—l),
ay=Pf " (Zk ),
az = P3K_1(ZK—1) +ajwik—2 + aw3k—1,

as = P4K_1(ZK71) + ajwsg—1 + arwzk.
Let
H(al ay =1Zk-1€ CK 7 ray =P (Zk 1), aa= PN (Zk ).

An analysis similar to that above gives us the following strata:

o The stratum of generic fibers: When (ay, a») # (0, 0), the fibers are graphs over ’Hg:;z) x C. Moreover
the fibers are smooth.
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o The strata of nongeneric fibers: When (a;, a2) = (0, 0), the fibers are ]-"([5,07 anan) = ]-"(15,6’23, an X Cc3.
This set is divided into two strata as follows:

— Smooth nongeneric fibers: When (a3, a4) # (0, 1), the fibers are smooth.

— Singular nongeneric fibers: When (as, a4) = (0, 1), the fibers are nonsmooth.

8. Determination of complete vector fields

The description of the fibers in Section 7 leads us to study vector fields simultaneously tangent to the level
sets {P=c1}, {Q=c»} of two functions P, Q : C¥ — C. Such fields can be constructed in the following
way. Pick three variables x, y, z from the variables xi, ..., xy on CV and consider the vector fields

3/dx  8/dy 9/dz
Dyy-(P, Q) =det | 9P/ox dP/dy aP/dz |, (8.0.1)
30/dx 3Q/dy 8Q/dz

which are simultaneously tangent to the level sets. As mentioned in Section 5 we want to use a finite
collection of complete vector fields spanning tangent space at every point to prove (stratified) ellipticity.
It is an easy exercise to show that the collection of these vector fields over all possible triples spans the
tangent space at smooth points of the variety {P =c;} N {Q=c;}. It turns out that many of the vector
fields we get by this method are complete but unfortunately not all of them. The complete vector fields
from this collection will not span the tangent space at all points for all level sets. To overcome this
difficulty and still producing dominating sprays from this collection of available complete fields is the
main technical part of our paper explained in Section 9.

Now we will begin to describe the complete vector fields tangent to the fibers of w4 o Vg =
(PK, PZK , P3K , P4K ) that we get using (8.0.1). It will be convenient to group the variables as in Section 6,

Zl, W], Zz, WQ, ey where
T3k—2 Z3k—
Zk= 3k—2 <3k—1
Z3k—1 <3k

and similarly for Wy. Since the variable z; never enters in PX, we omit it from the first group Z;. Note
that P! = (22, z3, 0, 1)7. We are going to study the vector fields

‘/if(xv yv Z) - nyZ(Pij PIK)
The 2x2 minors occurring as coefficients are denoted by Cl.lj (-,-), ie.,
VEG v, =CE 0 0 — K 02+ K
ij X,y,2)= ij y,Zax ij X,Zay ij X,y 9z

The description of the complete vector fields will be done inductively. We start with K = 2. We have
to study 9(203’04), or equivalently, the equations
a3 = P§(z1, ..., w3) = 22wy + 23wz,

. (8.0.2)
aq = P4 (z1, ..., w3) =14+ 20wy + z3wW3.



HOLOMORPHIC FACTORIZATION OF MAPPINGS INTO Spy4(C) 251

We are interested in which triples (x, y, z) of variables from the list 75, z3, w1, w, w3 give complete
vector fields V324 (x, y, z) and we denote the set of these triples by 7;. By definition 7] = @.
An easy computation gives that

To = {(wy, wa, w3), (22, w2, w3), (23, wi, W2),
(22, wi, w3), (23, wi, w3), (22, 23, w1), (22, 23, w3)}. (8.0.3)

For all the remaining noncomplete triples there is a variable such that the equation is quadratic for that
variable. We are now interested in determining at every stage the triples of variables (x, y, z) such that
V122k+1(x, v, 2), for K =2k + 1 odd, and V32f+2(x, v, 2), for K =2k 4 2 even, are complete. We shall
denote the set of such triples by 7x. The terms occurring in PX are of degree 1 in the occurring variables;
hence the coefficients C 5 are either of degree 1 or 2 in the occurring variables. A triple giving a coefficient
which is quadratic in the integration variable (for instance if C i’j. (v, z) is quadratic in the x-variable) will
not be complete, and we shall refer to such a triple as a quadratic triple and the corresponding vector field
as a quadratic vector field. The content of the next lemma is that all the remaining triples give complete
vector fields. The variables that do not occur in a triple will have constant solutions and are therefore
treated as such in the proof.

Lemma 8.1. For k > 1, we have Tox C Tok+1 C Tox+2. Moreover

Tak+1\ Tk = {(23k+1, 23k+25 23k+3) }
U {(W3k—2, Z3k+1, 23k+3), (W3k—2. Z3k+2, 23k+3)}
U {(w3k, Z3k+15 23k+2)5 (W3ks Z3k+1, 23k+3)
U{(a, b, z3k+1), (a, b, z3x+3) : a and b are from the same group}
U{(a, b, z3k+1) : a the last variable of one group and b the first of the next}
U{(a, b, z3k+3) : a the last variable of one group and b the first of the next}
U{(a, b, z3k+1) : a the first variable of one group and b the last of the next}
U{(a, b, z3k+3) : a the first variable of one group and b the last of the next} (8.0.4)
and
Tak+2 \ Tok+1 = {(W3k41, W3kt2, W3k+3)}
U{(Z3k+1> W3k+1, W3k+3), (Z3k+15 W3k+2, W3k+3)}
U{(Z3k+35 W3k+1> W3k+2), (23k+35 W3k+1, W3k+3)}
U{(a, b, w3k+1), (a, b, wars3) : a and b are from the same group)
U{(a, b, w3k+1) : a the last variable of one group and b the first of the next}
U{(a, b, w3ky3) : a the last variable of one group and b the first of the next}
U{(a, b, w3r+1) : a the first variable of one group and b the last of the next}

U{(a, b, w3r+3) : a the first variable of one group and b the last of the next}. (8.0.5)

In combination with (8.0.3) this gives us a complete description of the sets Ty, L > 2.
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Proof. The result is true for 7,. The first group is interpreted as {z, z3} and z341 must be replaced by z».
The missing triplets are precisely the quadratic triples.

We shall prove (8.0.4), the proof of (8.0.5) being identical. There is a lot of symmetry in the proof
and we will not repeat arguments already given in a situation symmetric to a proven statement. We first
consider triples (x, y, z) not containing any variables from the new group Z;.1, i.e., Z3k+1, Z3k+2 and
z3k+3. It then follows from (6.0.1) (omitting variables for shorter notation) that

%41 % % % % 2% 2 2%
Vo =V 21 Vyy — z3k2Vay — 23k2Vay + 23k43Via + (@3k123%43 — 23542) V3 - (8.0.6)

A quadratic triple will still be quadratic since fo is. For a triple in 7y, notice that in all of the first
five terms the ij is obtained by replacing one or two of the functions P32k and Pfk by P12k and/or
P22k. By (6.0.2) all of the terms occurring in P12k or P22k divide a term occurring in P32k and also a term
occurring in P42". This means that all terms occurring in the first five vector fields above are already
present in Vﬁf and completeness is not destroyed. We also notice that for any pair x, y of previous
variables, the coefficient C 12§+1 (x, y) will also satisfy (8.0.6).

We next consider triples containing some of the new variables z3xt1, Z3x+2 and z3¢+3. The Jacobian
matrix is now given by (6.0.3), where

P2k PZk 0
AR =< 34 Zk). (8.0.7)
0 P" P
If the triple contains all three variables, then
0 0 0
VI iz — (P22 — (P2 (p2* + (P22 ’
12 (k+1 k+2 k+3) ( 4 ) 8Z3k+1 ( 3 )( 4 )aZ3k+2 ( 3 ) 3Z3k+3

and the coefficients do not contain any of the Z;-variables; hence this is complete. (The solutions are
just affine functions.)

We now consider the case of two new variables. The first possibility is (x, z3g+1, z3k+2)- The coefficient
of 9/0x is (P32k )2. Since P32k contains all previous variables except w3y, this is quadratic in all those vari-
ables and x = w3 is the only possibility. The solution for wsy is affine. The coefficient of 9/0z3x4> is now

_(apgk s ap}k>

w3k dwsg )’

which is just a constant and the solution is again affine. Finally the coefficient of d/0z3x; is given by
P - I Pt
dw3g dwsy’

which is an affine function and the solution is entire. Hence this field is complete.

Precisely the same logic applies to the triple (x, z3g+2, Z3k+3) €xcept now wszk—_s is the only missing
variable (now in P42k).

The final possibility of two new variables is the triple (x, z3x+1, z3k+3). The coefficient of d/dx is
now P32k P42k which is of degree 1 in w3;—, and w3, and quadratic in all other previous variables. We
consider the case of x = ws;_», the case x = w3 being identical. The coefficient is an affine function
of ws,_o; hence the solution is entire. The coefficient of d/0z3x4 is —zngPle_lPZk, which is just a
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linear function of z3;4; and the solution is entire. The coefficient of 9/0z3¢+3 1S —2Z3x+2 P22k_1 P2, which
is just a constant and the solution is affine.

We finally consider the case of one new variable and two previous variables x, y. It follows that
C 12]2‘+1 (x, y) satisfies (8.0.6), and hence is quadratic in z3x7, so this cannot be the new variable. In order
to investigate z3x4+ and z3;4+3 we need to understand which variables are involved in the coefficients. To
do this we look at each previous group of variables Z; and W; for 1 < j < k and see which variables
are involved in the first two rows of the Jacobian with respect to these variables at level 2k 4+ 1. For a

Z;-group we need to consider the matrix
APH*H 32350 aPHT /023, AP /023
APFH o235 0 aPHFT /023, APFT /023
and the same for a W;-group. The Z;-group only consists of z, and z3. The Z;-variables do not occur in

the above matrix. There is a simple formula for the above matrix which follows from (6.0.3) and (6.0.4).
The matrix is the first two rows of the matrix (I = I») :

I Zigt (1 0\ (4
0 I W I 0
and this formula makes it easy to track which variables are missing at each step, in addition to the
Z;-variables. We arrive at the following matrix of missing variables:
(w3j—3, W3j, Z3k+3  23k+3  W3j-5, W3;-2, Z3k+3)
W33, W3j, Z3k+1  Z3k+1  W3j-5, W32, Z3k+1
In the case j = 1 the missing-variable matrix is
W3, Z3k+3 W1, Z3k+3
W3, Z3k+1 W1, Z3k+1

We now consider a W;-group. Again the W;-variables do not enter. We now have to consider the first

I Zipr\ (1 Zj11) (O
0 1 o 1 J\5)

and this leads to the following missing-variable matrix for j < k:

two rows of the matrix

<Z3j, 23j43, 23k+3  Z3k+3  23j-2,Z3j+1, Z3k+3)
23j> 23j43> L3k+1  Z3k+1  Z3j—25 Z3j+15 L3k+1

For j =1 we replace z3;_» by z5. For j = k the middle entries in the upper-left and the lower-right
corners are replaced by z3x7.

We first investigate triples (x, y, zZ3x+1), where x and y are not from Z;;. If x and y are from the
same group, then since z3x4+] occurs in every entry in the second row of the missing-variable matrix,
C12]2‘+1(x, Z3k+1) and C12]2‘+1(y, Z3x+1) do not depend on any of the variables x, y, z3;+1; hence x and y
are both affine functions. C 12]2‘+1 (x, y) does not depend on x, y and is of degree 1 in z3¢1; hence the
solution is entire.
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Now assume that x and y are from different groups. If x is not a missing variable in 8P22k+1 /0y, then

y is not a missing variable in BPZZI‘Jrl /0x. The variables x and y are not both wsy; let’s say x is. Then
g p2k+1
CHH (. zaap1) = —(;—y) P

is quadratic in x and the field is not complete. Hence x and y must both appear in the second row of the
missing-variable matrix of each other.

We now look at possibilities for x and y. Assume first that x is in Z; group with 1 < j < k. There are
now four possibilities:

e X =z3;_2 in which case y = w3;_3 or y = w3, or
e x =z3; in which case y = w3j_5 or y = w3; 2.
We consider the first case. Then

8P12k+1 8P22k+1 8P22k+1 8P12k+1

dwsj—3 0z3j—2  Odw3;—3 0232

2%k+1
Chy " (w3j-3,23j-2) =

and from the missing-variable matrix we see that this does not depend on z3; > and w3;_3 and is of
degree 1 in z3;41; hence we have an entire solution for z3;4;. We also have

g p2k+
2%k+1 2 2%
Chy (w33, 23k41) = ——— P57,
dwsj_3
2%k+1
0P
2%k+1 2 2%
Chr" (z3j-2, k+1) =—F7——P
92352

The partial derivatives on the right-hand sides do not depend on any of the variables in the triple, and
hence are just constants. It also follows from the missing-variable matrix that P32" does not contain the
product of z3;_» and w3;_3; hence the equations for these two variables form a linear system with constant
coefficients. This has an entire solution. The three other cases all have similar structure and have entire
solutions. In the case j = 1, we either have x = z, and y = w3, or x = z3 and y = w; and the discussion
is the same. It also follows from the missing-variable matrix that x and y cannot come from different
W-groups. This proves the result in the case of picking z3¢+; from the last group. The proof in the case of
picking z3;+3 from the last group is completely symmetric. This provides the final detail in the proof. [

In order to produce complete fields that are also tangential to fibers of the submersion, we introduce
the following notation and terminology.

Definition 8.2. Let E3 = 7. For K > 4 let
Ex =Tk-1\Tk-2-
We say that the triples in Eg are introduced on level K.
We will now use these complete fields to produce complete fields which are tangential to the

fibers FX

(a1.a2.a3.a5)- Fere we will use triples introduced on level K to produce complete tangential fields.
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First consider the case K =2k + 1 > 3 odd.
If a3 # 0, we use (7.0.1) to get

1 2%k (5
3k+2 = a(az — P (Zo) — asz3r3)
and

1 e
L3kl = a(al — PH(Zy) — aszzis2)
1 > a > -
=~ (a1 — P (Zy) — ﬁ(az — PH(Zo) — 23043 Pfk(zzk)))

1 - -
= a—z(alas — a3 P (Zop) — azas + as P3*(Zoy) + atzais3).
3
Using this we define a biholomorphism

K
o g(a3 as) X CZ3k+3 g ‘F(a|,a2,a3,a4)‘
On
g(a3 as) X CZSk+3

82k

we have the complete fields 9,7, .,

for x1, x2, x3 in Ep4+1 and also the complete field 9/0z3¢43. Using

the biholomorphism « we get complete fields on F X for a3 # 0 of the form

(ay,az,a3,a4)
1

1

2%k+1, 2% 2%k 2% 2% %5 2% 5 ad
0x1x2x3* 8)61)62)63 + _axlxzxz (P2 (Z2 )) 323112 + _8x1x2x3 (a3P1 (Zok) — a4P2 (Z2)) 0Z3e1 (8.0.8)
and )
2k+1,% ad ay 0 a4 0
o a4 8.0.9
4 0Z3k+3 a3 0Z3k+1 a3 0Z3k+42 ( )
Since P32k = a3 and P2k = a4 on the fiber, we get meromorphic fields on (CHX
g2k+1x _ g2k a)%lkxzn(PZZk(ZZk)) 0
T PH}(Zy)  03k+2
(aifx2x3(Pﬁk(ZZk)) P2’<<Zz;<)axlx2x3(P§k<22k>>) " (50.10)
P32k(22k) P32k(sz)2 0Z3k+1 o
and 2k 7 N2 2k (7
Yeils 0 P (Zay)” 9 P (Zu) 9 8.0.11)

0z PH(Zy)? 02341 P (Zy) 023142

(abusing notation), with poles on PZk 0. Since P2k is in the kernel of these fields, we can multiply the
fields by (P32")2 and get the following complete fields that are globally defined on (C*)X and preserve
the fibers of 714 0 Wk :

2k+1 2k ;> 2 n2k+1,%
exlxz)q P3 (Z )lexz)g

= P{H(Zo) 03

X1X2X3

+ P (Za) o (PP (Za) 7

+[PH(Za)d*

X1X2X3

(PP (Z) = P o) (PP 2| o (80.12)

X1X2X3
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for X1, X2, X3 € Ezk+1, and

,)/Zk-‘r] — P32k(ZZk)2y2k+1,*
0
0Z3k+3

If a4 # 0 we can define a biholomorphism

0

_ p2k(7. 2
3 (Za) 023k42

(8.0.13)

- 8 - >
+ Pfk(sz)zm — PH(Zy) PP (Z)

. 2k K
B g(a3,a4) X CZMH - ‘F(al,az,as,m)

using (7.0.1) and

1 2% 5
LBk42 = a(al — P (Zo) — a3zziy1)

and
— LX)~
23k43 = a—4(az 5 (Zok) — a3z3k42)
1 > a >
= —(az — P (Zy) — S (a1 — P (Zop) — a3Z3k+1))
aq ag
1 > >
= ?(azm —ag P (Zoy) — araz + a3 PP (Zap) + a2 zaksn).
4
On
2%
g(a3,a4) X CZ3k+l

2k

we have the complete fields axl a3

for x1, xp, x3 in Epky1 and 9/0z3x+1. Proceeding as above we get the
complete fields

3 3 = d
Grines = PP (2o 00, + PR (220003 (P (Z220))
: : 23k+2
+ [P (Za) 0, (PF(Za)) — PP (Za) 0%, (PP (Z21))] T G014

for x1, x2, x3 € Wyr41. The field y2k+1 is the same as in the case a3 # 0.
For the case K = 2k > 3 even, an analogous procedure leads to the following complete fields on (C*)X

tangent to the fibers of w4 0 Wg:

2k 2k—1, 202k—1 2k—1,5 2k—1 2k—1,5
O =P (Zok—1)"0; s H i (Zok—1) 05 epxs (P (ZZk—l))8w3k_1

F[ PN Za )82 L (PE N Zop1) = PPN Zo )02 (PPN (Zop1))]

X1X2X3 X1X2X3

(8.0.15)
owsk—2

for x1, x2, x3 € Ex,

Garney = P (o) 0+ P (2o, (P (Zai ) - —

1,5 - —1,5 -1,5 - -1, 0
H[ P Zae 005, (P (Zae )= PET (2o (P Za ) [ = (8.0.16)

X1X2X3 X1X2X3

for X1, X2, X3 € Ezk, and

0 1,3 1,3 0
— PN Zy ) PN (Z)

2% %—1,5 2 0 %=1, 2
=P Zok—1)"—— + P, Zok—
14 T (Zak-1) 8w3k+ " (Zok—1) P P

. (8.0.17)
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Remark 8.3. It follows from the inductive formulas (7.0.1) and (7.0.2) that 9§x2x3, fl Xoxs and y¥X,
considered as vector fields on (C*)%, are tangent to the fibers ‘F(21,az,a3a4) for L > K. In other words, the

fields associated with triples introduced on level K are tangential to all fibers 7 for L > K.

9. Strategy of proof of stratified ellipticity

We outline the strategy for proving that the submersion is a stratified elliptic submersion. We have seen
that the fibers are given by four polynomial equations. We have also seen that these four equations can be
reduced to two equations. We then use the exact form of these two equations to find Ex so that Bﬁxm
are complete vector fields exactly when x;, x2, x3 € Ek. This leads us to the globally defined complete
vector fields 95 X%x3? fl v, and y X described in Section 8. Find a big (a complement of an analytic
subset) “good” set on the fibers where the collection of these vector fields spans the tangent space of the
fiber. For points outside the good set find a complete field V whose orbit through the point intersects the
good set. At points along the orbit that are also in the good set, the collection of complete vector fields
above spans. Now pull back the collection of vector fields by suitable flow automorphisms of V and
add these fields to the collection (see Definition 10.7). This enlarged collection of complete vector fields
spans in a bigger set, thus enlarging the good set. Continue this enlarging of the collection of vector fields
until it spans the tangent space at every point of every fiber in the stratum. To accomplish this strategy we

need the following technical results.

Lemma 9.1. Let M be a Stein manifold and Ny C N C M analytic subvarieties. Given a finite collec-
tion 0y, ..., 6 of complete holomorphic vector fields on M which span the tangent space Ty M at all
points x € M\ N and given another complete holomorphic vector field ¢ on M (whose flow we denote by
oy € Autyo (M), t € C) with the property that the orbit through points of N \ Ny is leaving N i.e., for
all x € N\ Ny we have {a;(x) : t € C} ¢ N. Then there are finitely many times t; € C, i =1, ...,1, such
that for all x € N \ No we have {a;, (x)}f.:1 ¢ N. In particular the finite collection {oe,*i (em)}iimn:l of
complete holomorphic vector fields on M spans the tangent space T, M at all points x € M \ Ny.

Proof. The analytic subset N has at most countably many components. Denote by B; those components
which are not entirely contained in Ng. Define ag to be the maximal dimension of them. Choose a point x;
from each of those B;. For every i the set A; := {t € C: a;(x;) € N} is discrete. Since a countable union
of discrete sets is meager in C, we can find #; such that ¢; ¢ A; for all i. Denote by §,~ those components
of the analytic subset Nj :={y € N : &, (y) € N} which are not entirely contained in Ny and define a; to
be the maximal dimension of them. By construction a; < ag. Choose a point X; from each of those E,-.
For every i the set A; = {t € C:a,(x;) € N} is discrete. Since a countable union of discrete sets is
meager in C, we can find #, such that t, ¢ A,- for all i.

Let a; be the maximal dimension of those components of the analytic subset Ny := {y € N :
oy (y) € N and o4, (y) € N} which are not entirely contained in Ny. By construction a; < a; and
continuing the construction after finitely steps we reach our conclusion. U

The next lemma is a generalized and parametrized version of the previous one. It is adapted to the
stratified spray situation. Namely, we have to produce sprays not on a single fiber but in a neighborhood
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of the fiber in each stratum (see Definition 5.4). In our case it will be on the whole stratum. The
following definitions are straightforward. The first one was introduced in [Andrist and Kutzschebauch
2018, page 918].

Definition 9.2. Let 7 : X — Y be a holomorphic map between complex manifolds and denote by
dm :TX — TY the tangent map. We call a holomorphic vector field 6 on X fiber-preserving if dm(6) =0.

Definition 9.3. A subset N of a complex manifold M is called invariant with respect to a collection of
vector fields on M if for each of the vector fields we have: for each starting point x € N the local flow of
the field (which is defined in a neighborhood of time 0) remains contained in N.

Lemma 9.4. Consider a submersion w : M — Y with connected fibers M, := 7~ Y(y) and a finite
collection of complete fiber-preserving holomorphic vector fields on M such that in each fiber M, there
is a point x € My where they span the tangent space Ty M. Suppose there is no analytic subset N of M

contained in a fiber My which is invariant under the flows of 0, ..., Ok. Then a finite subset of the set
(01, ..., 6k) is spanning Ty My (x) for all x € M.
Proof. Let N C M be the set of points x where span{(0y, ..., 6x)} # Tx My (x). By assumption N U M,

is a proper analytic subset of M, for each y € Y. Since there is no invariant analytic subset different
from the fibers for each xy € N, there is a field §; whose flow starting in x¢ will leave N, i.e., go through
points where (01, ..., 6;) span Ty M (.,. Now choose (at most countably many) points, one from each
component of N. As in the proof of the proceeding lemma find finitely many times #; and enlarge the
collection 61, . .., 6 by the pullbacks (¢; (#;))*(6,,)i, m =1, ..., k. We then get a new finite collection
of complete fields where the set of points where this new collection does not span the tangent space of
the m-fiber has smaller dimension. By finite induction on the dimension we get the desired result. [

10. Auxiliary quantities and results

Define
aPKjox; aPK/ox, aPK/dx;
aPf/ox, aPK/ox, 9PF/0x;

. (10.0.1)
X1 X2X3 8P3K/8X1 8P3K/8x2 8P3K/3x3

aPKjox; aPK/ox, APK/dxs

K

for any triple x1, x, x3 from Z k- Removing the j-th row from M X1xaxs

denote by MA. .. Let

gives us 3x3 matrices which we

REJ = det MK

X1X2X3 X1X2X3°

The significance of the functions R)If]x'z x; 1s understood if one notices, because of (8.0.1), that

2k+1,1 2k 2k

/R’Xl)—c’;)fs =aX1sz3P2 ) (10.0.2)
2k+1,2 _ o2k 2k

RXI;;)Q - 8X|X2X3P1 (1003)
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and that
2k,3 2k— 2k—1
Riton = o i s (10.0.4)
2k, 4 _ q2k—1 p2k—1
Rx1x2x3 - ax1x2X3 P3 . (1005)

From (7.0.1) and (7.0.2) we get the relations

2k+1,1 2%, 1
Rxlxzxs 1 0 00 Rxlxzxs
Rl | o 1 oof|RrRE, (10.06)
2%k+13 | 7 | — 10 2k,3 e
R Z3k4+1  Z3k+2 Ry
k42 —23k43 01
R o Riiaxs
and
R2K1 2%—1,1
sa | LY T e\
Rxl)"2x3 — O 1 w3k—1 _w3k 7?’/VIXZ)C; (10 0 7)
o T I R A
Rk, Rty
Consider the vector fields QXLI o3 and ¢fl Xoxs> where (x, x,x3) € 7p and 3 < L < K. Rewriting
(8.0.12), (8.0.14), (8.0.15) and (8.0.16) using these functions we get
2k+1 2k (5 292k 2% (5 2%+1,1,5
9X1)C+2X3 = 3 (ZQ,/C) 8X1X2X3 + P3 (sz)RXI;C;X_T, (sz) 8Z3k+2
= = = = )
+ (PSM(Za) R (Zo) — PPN Za) R (zm)@, (10.0.8)
= = = d
i = P (200, + PE(Z0REE (Za) 5
3k+2
= = > > 0
+ (P (Za) R (Zop) — P%"(ZZk)Ri’f;Lf(zm)m, (10.0.9)
~1,5 - 1,3 = a
Orty =PI (Zam )P0+ PP (Zae DRI, (Zak) g —
+(Pf“(Z%_l)ni’f;;x}(z%_n—Pf“(zz;c_l)?z,%’f;;xg(ZZk_l))aw3k - (10.0.10)
~1,5 - 1,5 = d
Dot = P2 (Lo 050 + P Zac DRI (P g —

1z g 15 - 9
+ (P T )R] (Zog) — P 1(22k_1)R§’f;‘2‘x3(22k_1))—8w%k. (10.0.11)

We see that half of the functions Rfl’xjm occur in the coefficients of the last three directions. As already
observed the fields 6"

1 oL for L < K have zero components along the last three directions.

X1X2X3

We have to make sure that the projection onto the last three variables of the collection of fields lef Yoxs

and fl xox; SPans a 3-dimensional space. If this is true for a point, we will say that the fields span all new

directions in the point. In order to determine if our fields span all new directions in a point Zx € FE e Jas
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we will use the following. Let Nx = |7k | be the number of complete triples. Define the (2 x Ng_1)-

matrices .

(R)ﬁ%zl(zm -
RE-1.2(7,) ...

X1X2X3

) when K odd,

Qf . (Zx)= ﬂ
Rﬁ;;)gf(ZK) .
RK—1,4(ZK) .

X1X2X3

where (x1, x2, x3) run over all triples in 7x_;. Using the formulas (10.0.8), (10.0.9), (10.0.10), (10.0.11),

: K
and remembering that a fiber F, . .. .

(as, asg) # (0,0) when K is odd, it is an exercise in linear algebra to prove the lemma below.

) when K even,

is called generic if (aj, a2) # (0, 0) when K is even and if

Lemma 10.1. Ifin a point ZK € ‘Falfazawz; in a generic fiber

Rank QX (Zx) =2

X1X2X3

then
0F ot (1, x2,x3) € Tk }U{BK 1 (1 x2, x3) € T} Uy X}

span all three new directions. If
Rank QX (Zx) =1

X1X2X3

then
{05 ey 0 (41, X2, X3) € TR} UL ) 1 (51, X2, x3) € Tk} U (v ¥}

span two out of three new directions.

Because of the formulas (10.0.6) and (10.0.7) we have the lemma below.

Lemma 10.2. Let K < L and put

REL (Zp) ...

RL2 (Z1) ...

RE3 (Zp) ...

RLA (Z,) ...

X1X2X3

M(Z) =

where (x1, x2, x3) run over all triples in Tg. Forall L > K
Rank Mg(ZL) = RankM%(zL).
The importance of Lemmas 10.1 and 10.2 is seen in the following corollary.

Corollary 10.3. Let L > K and Z x be a point where Rank M,lg(i k) = 4. Then for all points Z L

contained in a generic fiber FE such that n(Z L) = Z K, the complete fields

(ar,a2,a3,a4)
{0F s (X1, X2, X3) € TL_ }U{DL )y, 1 (X1, X2, x3) € T} U {vF)
span all new directions (the directions along the last three variables in (C?)%).

Proof. Two rows of the rank-4 matrix M (Z 1) are linearly independent. O
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Bnns | R Rion Riion R
2 s | O 0 0 0
a?zwzu& 0 Z% O 0
8Z23U)]U)2 Z% 0 0 0
s | O 2223 0 0
0wy 2223 0 0 0
822223w1 LWy —2Ws 0 22
2wy | —Z3WI W2 23 0

Table 1. The expressions for R

X1X2X3°

Corollary 104. Let L >3 and Z L be a point that is contained in a generic fiber .7-"(1‘ and such that

ai,az,as,as)
2223 # 0. Then
{0F ny s (X1, X2, X3) € TL_1}U{BE 1 1 (k1. X2, x3) € L1} U {yh)
span all new directions in Z L-

Proof. The corresponding matrix for L = 3 is contained in Table 1. From this table the claim is an easy
exercise in linear algebra. O

In order to use this corollary we need the following lemma.
Lemma 10.5. We have the following cases for the function P = z2z3 and the fibers FX:

(1) P isnot identically zero on f(’[fl’az’a}m) for K > 5. For these K the fibers ‘F([;l,az,as,m) are irreducible.
(2) The fibers F,

a1.a0.a3.a4) A€ irreducible except when

(a1, az, a3, as4) =(0,0,0, 1).
The function P is not identically zero on fibers except for one component of f(?),o,o, 1y

(3) The fibers F,

a1.a.az.aq) A€ irreducible except when

(a1, az, a3, as) = (ay, a2, 0, 1).

The function P is not identically zero on fibers except on .7-'(%7 .0.0) OF .7-'(*3“’0’0’0) or on one component
of the reducible fiber .7-'(?“’ 1.0.1) where it is identically zero.

Proof. We first prove (3). The fibers ]-'(21
to ay, ap. This shows that they are irreducible and that the assertion about P is true. The fibers ]:(?u .0.1)

are isomorphic to the variety g(% 1) given by two equations which can be written in matrix form as

w1 wy V) . 0
(wz w3) <Z3) - <o> : (10.0.12)

From this it can be seen that g(zo 1y has two irreducible components. One is

.a2.0,0) are just biholomorphic to C3 and 75, z3 are constantly equal

Al =1{2,23: 220=23=0} = C} (10.0.13)

wiwaw3
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and the other is

Ay = {(wl wz) : <““ “’2) (ZZ) — (0) and det (wl w2> — 0}. (10.0.14)
wy w3 wy w3 23 0 wy w3

The singularity set of Q(ZO’I) is A; N A;. Clearly P is identically zero on A; and not identically zero
on A;. Observe that }—(21 .
A\ Az and A\ A;.

The smooth generic fibers .7-"(?11 \ras.da) for (as, as) ¢ {(0, 0), (0, 1)} are isomorphic to the variety Q(zas’m)
given by the two equations

0.1) are connected, their smooth part consists of the two connected components

22wy + 23wy = as, (10.0.15)
2w+ z3w3+ 1 =ay. (10.0.16)

In the case zo # 0 these equations can be used to express w, and ws by the other variables and we
get a chart isomorphic to C}, x C;; x Cy,. In the case z3 # 0 we can express wy and w3 by other
variables, which gives us a similar chart. Thus 9(2% a4 18 covered by two connected charts with nonempty
intersection which shows that it is connected. Thus the smooth generic fibers .7-"&1’02’03’“4) are irreducible.
The function P is not identically zero on both charts. The assertion (3) is completely proven.

Next we prove assertion (2). The nongeneric fibers ]-"(‘(‘)’07 3. 4T€ isomorphic to ]-'(%’O,%m) x C3, where
c? corresponds to the new variables w4, ws, wg. All assumptions about these fibers follow therefore from
the corresponding assumptions about .7-"(%’0’03’04).

In the case of generic fibers which are known to be smooth (see Section 7) we just have to prove that
they are connected. For this consider

4 _ 3
‘F(al,az,a3,a4) - U ]:(al,az,b3,b4)’ (10.0.17)

(w4, ws,we)eC?

where b3 = a3 — wia; — wsap and by = a4 — wsa; — weay. In other words we consider the surjective

projection p : F* — C3, mapping a point to its last three coordinates (wy, ws, wg), Where the

(a1,az,a3,a4)

p-fibers are just fibers F >

(a1,a2,b3,
of }'(il w.a3.a) 1as 1O be p-saturated. Since p is a submersion in generic points of the fiber (it is not a

. . . . 3 4
submersion only in singular points of an /°-fiber), any connected component of 7, .
p~'(U), where U is some open subset of the base C3. Since the base is connected and p is surjective,

4
conm:ctedness of F o an.as.an) !
N F, 4 as.a,> a0d thus not identically zero on Flay.ar.as.az)

: K
Last we prove assertion (1). The connectedness of the fibers F, . .. ..

induction in a way similar to the connectedness of the generic F*-fibers is deduced from the properties

by~ Connectedness of the p-fibers implies that a connected component
is equal to

follows. The function P is not identically zero on any F 3-fiber contained
itself. This concludes the proof of (2).
for K > 5 can be proven by

of F3-fibers. As above we consider the surjective projection p : FX — C3 onto the last three

(ar,a2,a3,a4)
variables whose fibers are FX~!-fibers. Since again 7 ~!-fibers are connected and p is a submersion

in smooth points of the F X ~!-fibers, any connected component of FX is of the form p~'(U),

(a1,a2,a3,a4)
where U is some open subset of the base C°.
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In addition we will prove by induction that the smooth part of the singular fibers

K : K
]:(al ,112,(13,04)\ Sing ]:(al ,a2,a3,a4)

is connected for K > 5. Together with connectedness of the fibers this implies the irreducibility of the fibers.

For even K, the singular fibers are the singular 7% ~!-fibers times C* and therefore the connectedness
of the smooth part follows by the induction hypothesis.

For odd K =2k + 1, we are faced with the following situation: The singular fiber is ]-'(Icfh w.0.1) and
it is fibered by FX~!-fibers all of which are smooth except for the fibers ]-"('5,6’1071). The union of those
fibers forms a codimension-2 subvariety of ]—"(51’ 0.0.1) (given by the equations z3; 12> = z3k+3 = 0). By the
argument above, the complement, call it W, of this union in f(lai,az,o,l) is connected. The singular points
of ]-'(I;h 1.0.1) Are contained in that union and are contained in (but not equal to) the union of the singular
points of the fibers .7-'([5’5’10’1). We want to prove that any smooth point p of ]-'(Iu(h .0.1) Which is contained
in a fiber ]—'(15’5’10’1) is contained in the connected component containing W. Since the complement of

K

W has codimension 2 in .F(Kl an open neighborhood of p in

ar,az,0,1)°
gives the desired conclusion.

.0.1) has to intersect W, which

As in the proof of (2), the function P cannot be identically zero on any fiber ]-'([;’ w.a3.a) SiDCE this
fiber contains FX~!-fibers on which, by the induction hypothesis, P is not identically zero. U

Remark 10.6. The fact that after a certain number of factors the fibers of the fibration all become
irreducible is very general. It was proven by J. Draisma as an outcome of an interesting discussion
with the second author. The irreducibility statement in our lemma is just an example of a much more
general property. We refer the interested reader to [Draisma 2022]. The exact number at and past which
irreducibility of the fibers holds (in our case 5) is not known in general, although Draisma gives a bound.

Definition 10.7. Let M be a manifold and A be a set of complete vector fields on M. The flows of
elements of A give one-parameter subgroups of Aut(M). Denote by S the group generated by elements
of those one-parameter subgroups (finite compositions of time maps of vector fields of elements from A).
Define

M'A)={a*X:a e Sand X € A}.

Obviously I'(A) consists of complete vector fields and we call it the collection generated by A.

Definition 10.8. Let L > 3. We define

L
Q= F(U{{%m D (x1, X2, 63) € ByYUAQY 0 0 (61, X2, x3) € EJJU {y’}}>.
J=3
At each step of the induction we will prove the following proposition, which plays a crucial role in the
inductive proof of Proposition 3.6.

Proposition 10.9. For each L > 4 we have: There are finitely many (complete) fields from Qp which
span the tangent space T, F* at each smooth point of any generic fiber F-. For L = 3 there are finitely

many (complete) fields from Q3 which span the tangent space TF > at each point of any smooth generic
fiber F3.
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Remark 10.10. For L = 3 singular generic fibers ]—"(21 .0.1) Nave two irreducible components and we
can prove the statement about smooth points on generic fibers only for one of those components. It is
false for the other component.

11. Proof of Proposition 3.6: three matrix factors

In Table 2 we list the coefficients of the fields 92 for all x1, x, x3 € 7.

X1X2X3
We first consider the stratum of smooth generic fibers, where we have

(a3, as) ¢ {(0,0), (0, 1}

Notice that zo = z3 = 0 is contained in }'é 26.0.1) and therefore z, and z3 are never simultaneously zero
on any fiber in this stratum. It is enough to show that g(a ay 18 elliptic. We see from the table that
the fields a;wlwz, 8222w1w%, ailwzwx span the tangent space T Q(a .y Tor all points 7, where 2223 # 0.
The complement of this good set is the disjoint union of the analytlc subsets A = {22 72 = 0} and

= {Z2 : z3 = 0}. From the table we see that 8Z2w2w3 (z2) = z3, which is nowhere-zero on A. Also

8Z2w)| w, (23) = z%, which is nowhere-zero on 5. By Lemma 9.1 there exist finitely many complete fields from
T ({05 1), (X1, %2, X3) € T2})

that span the tangent space 17 G (203’04) for all points in the stratum. Therefore géw) is elliptic. It follows
that there are finitely many complete fields from

T ({65 1y, (1, X2, X3) € TRIUASS L, 2 (31, X2, X3) € TR} U {y7))

that span the tangent space T ]-"

(a1,az,a3,a4)
Now we consider the stratum of nonsmooth generic fibers (az, as) = (0, 1). The two equations defining

9(20’1) can be written in matrix form as
(“” w2> (Zz) - (O) . (11.0.1)
wy w3 Z3 0

for all points in the stratum.

0/0z2  0/0z3 9/0w; 3/0ws 3/0ws
ai%lwzwz 0 0 Z% —2273 Z%
azzzwzw_% Z% 0 0 —wWi1Z3 Wi2—W2z3
8z23w1w2 0 Z% 3W3—w222 —Z2W3 0
a22271)171)3 2223 0 —w123 0 —Z2W»
a223w|w3 0 2223 —wa 23 0 —Zw3
azzzzzwl —22W3  Z22W2 wlwg—w% 0 0
822223103 w223 WiZ3 0 0 w w3_w§

Table 2. Coefficients of complete vector fields. For example, awlwm = 13(3 Jdw)—
2223(3/0w2)+23(3/dw3).
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Recall that 9(20,1) has two irreducible components. The components are given by (see (10.0.13) and
(10.0.14))
Al={n,:0=53=0=C (11.0.2)

wiwrws3

Ay = {(““ wz) : (““ “’2) (Zz) = (O) and det (““ “’2> :o}. (11.0.3)

wy W3 wy w3 23 0 wy w3
The singularity set of 9(20’1) is A; N A;. We have to show that the smooth part of g(zo’l), that is, the
disjoint union of A\ Az and A; \ Ay, is elliptic. In the proof for the smooth generic case it is shown

and

that on the set where z, and z3 are not both zero, there exists a collection of complete spanning vector
fields. Since A, \ A; is contained in that set, we need only consider A; \ A>. The set A; \ Aj is
biholomorphic to C*\ {w;ws — w3 = 0}. The vector fields (wjw3 — w3)(3/dwy), (wiws — w3)(3/Iws),
2wr(3/dw1) 4+ w3(3/0w2), 2w2(d/dws3) + w1 (d/dwy) are complete on C* \ {w;w3 — w3 = 0} and span
the tangent space in all points outside the analytic set A’ = {w; =w3=0}N(A\ A2). Since w, is nowhere-
zero on A’ any of the four complete fields points out of A”. By Lemma 9.1 the proof is complete. Observe
that we also have proved Proposition 10.9 for L = 3. Notice that the fields 2w, (d/90w;) + w3 (d/dw>),
2wy (0/dws) + w1 (3/dwy) are not in Q3 and this explains the difference between L = 3 and L > 4 in
Proposition 10.9. See Remark 10.10.

The stratum of nongeneric fibers is a locally trivial bundle with fibers C(= Flar.a0.0. 0)) which is an
elliptic submersion.

12. Proof of Proposition 3.6: four matrix factors

We begin the proof by studying the stratum of generic fibers, (a, az) # (0, 0). We write

4 _ 3
]:(al,az,as,azt) - U f(al,az,bs,bzt)’ (12.0.1)

(wg,ws,wg)eC3?
where b3 = a3 — waa1 — wsay and by = a4 — Wsar — weda. We need to find finitely many complete

vector fields spanning 77, F for pomts Z4 in the stratum of generic fibers. Because of (12.0.1)

~ (ar.a2, a3 as)
there are b3 and b4 so that Z3 € ]—“( a1.a2.b3.ba) and Z4 = (Z3, w4, Ws, We). We first consider the set of points
in these fibers having the property that (b3, by) # (0, 0) or (0, 1). Under these assumptions, Z4 lies in a

generic smooth fiber F, b,y @nd we know from Section 11 that there is a finite collection of fields

(al az,bs,
from Q3 which spans

R 3 . 4
TZ4‘7:(01 ,a2,b3,by) - TZ4‘7:(01 ,a2,a3,04) "

Corollary 10.4 together with Lemma 10.5(3) shows that for the set defined by z>z3 7% 0 (which is a Zariski
open and dense set of points of the generic fiber ]-' (a1.ay.a3.a,)) the fields

(05 1prs (X1, X2, %3) € TIIUAQY ., (X1, X2, x3) € T3IU ()

span the new directions wy, ws, we. Since these new directions are complementary to

R 3 . 4
Tz4]:(a1,a2,b3,b4) C TZ4‘7:(6!1»612,03,04)’
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we have found finitely many complete fields spanning 77 F, (‘[‘” .a3.a4)

in all smooth generic fibers .7-"(21’02’ bs.by)- Using Lemma 9.1 we get finitely many complete fields spanning
15 f for all points in all generic fibers F* with the property that (b3, by) # (0, 0)

(a1,az,a3,a4) (a1,az,a3,a4)

or (O 1). Next we consider points Z4 where (b3, by) = (0, 1), i.e,

for points in a Zariski open dense set

= 3 4
Zs€ }—(01,02,0,1) - ‘F(al,az,a3,a4)'

Remember that
Fonaon =A1UAr=A1U(Az\ A)) (12.0.2)

(see (10.0.13) and (10.0.14)), where A| and A; are irreducible components. In the proof for K = 3 we
saw that there is a finite collection from Q3 which spans all tangent spaces

. 3 . 4
TZ4]:(a1 ,a2,0,1) C TZ4]:(611 ,a2,a3,a4)

for all points in A, \ A;. Lemma 10.5(3) gives that z,z3 is not identically zero on A, \ A| and as above,
appealing to Lemma 9.1, we get spanning fields for the fiber F*

(a1,a2,a3,a4)
aim is to exclude the existence of a subset of the fiber invariant under the flows of fields from Q4. By the

in all points of Ay \ Aj. Our

reasoning above, such a subset must be contained in A; or the set of points 24 where (b3, by) = (0, 0).
Next we show that such a subset is disjoint from A;. A calculation shows that

32 ... = (zawn Jrz,swg)aiz2 — (1 + z4wy +Z5w2)a% .
Therefore the complete fields
9242Z326 =4a 8232@26 SR
‘P?sz, =a; 82322%

move points out of A; (into the big orbit) unless, in addition to zp = z3 = 0, also
14+ z4wq + 25w = z4wy + z5w3 = 0. (12.0.3)

Points in an invariant subset must also satisfy these equations. A calculation gives that 9> =0/0z4

242526
when z; = z3 = 0. Therefore the complete fields

4 _ 3 .
914ZS26 a; aZ4Z526 ’

ot =a3d’

242526 242526
move points out of this set since

2
02 ... (L + zaw) + zswp) = ajwy,
2
07,1526 (zaw2 + 25W3) = ajwy,
4 2
?.,2520 (1 + 24w + 25w2) = aqwy,
2
B2 2oz (a2 + 25W3) = a3 wy

cannot all be zero, because this would contradict (12.0.3). We now turn to points 24 where (b3, by) = (0, 0)
and again show that these points are not contained in an invariant subset and hence no such invariant subset
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exists. We will find fields 6% or ¢x1 v, Such that R33 #£0or R>* 0. We begin by noticing

X1 X2X3 X1X2X3 X1 X2X3

that at points Z4 with zpz3 7 0 we can leave the invariant set. Also zp =0 = z3 cannot occur in ]—" (@1.42.0.0)"

Two cases, 72 # 0 = z3 and z, = 0 # z3, remain. Assume first that z; #0 = z; (and b3 = by = 0). Here

we begin by choosing the triple (z3, wy, wy). Since R3:3 —zzz4 and R34 = z%z5, we move out

Z3W w2 3wiw?2

of ]—'(al 0.0.0) unless z4 = z5 = 0. Assuming in addltlon that z4 = z5 = 0 we choose the triple (z2, z3, wi).
For such points, Rzmwl =zo+22wsz6 (and R332 =0)soif 1 +wsz6 # (0 we move out of }'al 1.0.0)°
Choose (z2, 23, 26). Notice that

22Z3W]

o2 = iand(/b

322326 8 22Z3Z6

22 d
a 3_
at these points and GZZZ3Z6(1 +w3z6) = a’ TWw3, qum(l + w3zg) = a§w3 which both cannot be zero since
14 w3z6 = 0 implies ws # 0 and we assume that (a;, az) # (0, 0).

Now assume that zp = 0 # z3 (and also b3 = by = 0) and choose the triple (z3, wa, w3). Since
R?z?vzu@ = Z%ZS and Rzzw2w3
addition that z5 = z¢ = 0 we choose the triple (z2, z3, w3). For such points R33

= —Z§Z6 we move out of F Z .0.0) unless z5 = z¢ = 0. Assuming in
3W3 =23+ z23W124 (and
Rg’z‘;w} =0) soif 1+ w;z4 # 0 we move out of ]-“a a,.0.0) Therefore assume also that 1 +w;z4 =0
Choose (z2, 73, z4). Notice that

4=iand<,z§

322324 a 222324

@29
“2%524
at these points and Qmm(l +wiz4) = “1 wi, qum(l +wiz4) = azwl, which both cannot be zero since
1+ w;z4 =0 implies w; # 0 and we assumed that (a;, a;) 7# (0, 0). This lets us conclude that there is
no invariant subset with respect to Q4 and we have handled the stratum of generic fibers. Note that this
proves Proposition 10.9 for K =4.

We need to study the stratum of nongeneric fibers. This stratum consists of those fibers where
a; = ap = 0. We notice that these fibers satisfy

4 _ 3 3
F0.0.a5.a5 = F0.0.a3.a) X C

and since .7-"(%’0’%04) is elliptic we have proven Proposition 3.6 for K = 4.

13. Proof of Proposition 3.6: five matrix factors

We assume that K = 5 and we have seen that the submersions ®; = w4 o Wy are stratified elliptic
submersions when 3 < L < 4 and that Proposition 10.9 is true when 3 < L < 4.
We study
5 _ 4
‘F(al,az,a3,a4) - U ]:(blvbzﬂ.%azt)’ (13.0.1)

(27,28,29)€C3

where by =a; — z7a3 — 2844 and by = ap — 2843 —29d4. Let 25 € f(al . Because of (13.0.1) there
are by and by so that Z, € }'bl by.as.ap) @04 Zs = (Z4, 27, 28, 29).
First we study the stratum of smooth generic fibers. Fibers in this stratum are those satisfying

(a3, aq) € {(0, 0), (0, 1)}. First notice that if (b1, by) # (0, 0) then ]-"(‘l‘71

as)’

by.as.ay) 1S @ generic smooth fiber
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d/0z2 0/0z3 0/0z5s 0/0z¢
P14 14w z4 w3274 1 0
p} 0 1 0 1
P34 witwatwiwaza wrtws+worwszg Wy ws
P} | wotws+wiwsza w3twetwowsza  ws We

Table 3. The nonzero partial derivatives of P4, P24, P34 , and Pf .

for @4 and as above, Proposition 10.9 for L =4, Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5(2) show that for these
points we have spanning fields. If (b, ;) = (0, 0) then ]-'(‘6’0’ a3.04) is a nongeneric smooth fiber for &4 and

4 _ 3 3
F0.0.a5.a) = F0.0.a3.a5 X C -

Since we assume that (asz, as) # (0, 1) (in this case (a3, as) # (0,0) is automatic), we know by
Corollary 10.4, Lemma 10.5(3) and Proposition 10.9 that we have spanning fields. This also shows that
Proposition 10.9 holds for these fibers when L = 5.

We now study the stratum of singular generic fibers. Here (a3, as) = (0, 1). Again notice that if
(b1, by) # (0, 0) then

4
Fb1.52.0.1)

is a generic smooth fiber for @4, and Proposition 10.9 (for L = 4), Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5 show
that for these points we have spanning fields as above. Next we study the case (b1, by) = (0, 0). In this
case we see that

4 ~ 3 3

F0,00,0 = F,001 X C.
We write, as in Section 11,
3
f(0,0,0,l) == Al UA2

In A, \ A; we can use the argument as in the smooth generic case in Section 11: zz3 # 0 and

92 (zp) = z% make it possible to leave the set where zo, = 0, and 92 (z3) = z% makes it possible to

W W3 3wiw?
leave the set where z3 = 0.
Now we need to deal with points in A x Cc ]-'(‘(‘) 0.0.1)" Because of the inclusion we find z5 = z¢ = 0.

Define C ={zp =23 =25 =26 = 0} C .7-"(‘(‘)’0’0,1) C ]-"(%’0’0’1), which contains the set of singularities

: 5 wp W2 W4 Ws
= C N {Rank 2¢.
Slng(]-"(o’oyo’l)) C { an (wz ws ws w6> < }
In order to prove Propositions 10.9 and 3.6 we need to show that fields from Qs move out from
C\ Sing(F(?),o,o,l))' Calculating the partial derivatives of P, ..., Pf in points of C we find that the ones
that are nonzero are those listed in Table 3. We examine the complete field ¢§zz3z .- This field has some
complicated components which on C take the form

5 0 0 0
—p, 2L 11, yp
B2z lazz + 23Z3 +Ds 326 + ’
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where

Dy = det (w2+w5+w2w424 w5>’

W3+We+wWrwWs24 We

D, = det (w1+w4+w1w4z4 w5> ,

wr2tWs+w w524 We

w1t wst+w w424 w2+w5+w2w4Z4>

D3 = det
Wr+Ws5+W|W524 W3+We+WrW527Z4

Whenever at least one of Dy, D, or D3 is nonzero we can move out of C. Suppose we are in a point of
C\ Sing(]—'(% 0.0 1)) where D = D, = D3 = 0. Observe that

W] w2 W4 Ws WFW4+wWiW4Z4 Wr+Ws+WoW424 We W5
Rank = Rank
w2 w3 w5 We wrtws+wiws24 W3+wWet+wWrWs24 Ws We

(in this case it is 2) since
W1+ wa+wWiwWs24 _ (™ (14w z4) W4 ’
wr+ws+wiws 24 w2 ws

W+ ws+wWrw4 24 wy ws w4
= + + w24 .
w3+we+worwsz4 w3 We ws
The fact that D; = D, = D3 = 0 means that the rank drops when we remove the third column from
these matrices. This implies that the third column is nonzero and the other columns are multiples of a

nonzero vector v which moreover is linearly independent of the third column. Now we use the field 3
(see (8.0.13)) to show that the set

I =C\Sing(F 0,0.1) N{D1=D,=D3=0}

does not contain an invariant subset under fields from Qs. In the points of I we have that y3 = 3/9z4.
We consider two cases.

Case 1: (ws, we) # (0, 0). In this case

ws We

det (w4 '”5) £0.
We have

y3(D)) = w) det <“’4 “’5).
w5 We

Thus y3 moves points out of / unless w, = 0. Looking at

y3(D2) = wy det (“’4 “’5>
w5 We

we see that w; = 0 for [ to be invariant. Assuming in addition w; = wy = 0 we find that

w w
D2=det( 4 5)
Wws We,

which is a contradiction since D, = 0 on 1.
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Case 2: (ws, we) = (0, 0). This implies w4 7% 0. On these assumptions

D3 = (wiw3 — w3) (1 + z4ws) + w3wy
and
y3(D3) = (wiws — wiwy.

Now y3(D3) = 0 implies that wjws3 — w% = 0, which in combination with D3 = 0 implies that w3 = 0.

wp wy wg ws\ _ (w; 0wy O
w2w3w5w6_0000’
which contradicts the assumption that

Rank (wl W2 W4 ws) =2.

This in turn gives wy = 0 and

w2 w3 Wws We

Finally we study the stratum of nongeneric fibers, that is, (as, a4) = (0, 0). Here all fibers are smooth.
Also
5 4 3
Far,2,00 = Fiar.a,00 X €

. 4 . . .
and since F; g is elliptic we are done.

14. Proof of Proposition 3.6: induction steps

Recall the description of the stratification for the submersion ®,; = w4 o Wy, given in Section 7. When
M is odd we have the following strata:

M—1
(a3,aq)

o The strata of generic fibers: When (as, as) # (0, 0), the fibers are graphs over G x C. This set is

divided into two strata as follows:
— Smooth generic fibers: When (a3, a4) # (0, 1), the fibers are smooth.
— Singular generic fibers: When (a3, as) = (0, 1), the fibers are nonsmooth.

o The stratum of nongeneric fibers: When (a3, as) = (0, 0) the fibers are f(%,az,0,0) = ]-'(1;/[1;1270,0) x C3.
Moreover the fibers are smooth.

When M is even we have the following strata:

o The stratum of generic fibers: When (ay, az) # (0, 0), the fibers are graphs over H?ﬁ;;z) x C. Moreover
the fibers are smooth.

o The strata of nongeneric fibers: When (a;, az) = (0, 0), the fibers are .7-'(1(‘)’{0’“3’04) = f(]g&}l}’a“ x C3,
This set is divided into two strata as follows:

— Smooth nongeneric fibers: When (a3, a4) # (0, 1), the fibers are smooth.
— Singular nongeneric fibers: When (a3, a4) = (0, 1), the fibers are nonsmooth.

We will now complete the proof by doing the induction steps necessary.
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14.1. Even number of factors. We begin by showing that the stratified submersion is elliptic when
the number of matrix factors is even. This case is easier than the case when the number of factors is
odd, which we will deal with in Section 14.2. Assume that K = 2k — 1 > 5 and that the submersions
@& =m0 Wy are stratified elliptic submersions when 3 < L < K and that Proposition 10.9 is true when
3<L<K.
We study
FK+ ) U F2k-l (14.1.1)

(ar.ar.a3.a3) = 7 (ar,a2,a3,a4) = (a1,a2,b3,b4)°
(w3k—2, w3k—1,w3x) €C?
where b3 = a3 — W3k-2a1] — W3k—-142 and b4 = da4 — W3k—-1041 — W3rAy. That iS, we use the new group of
variables w3x_7, w3r—1 and w3, to present ]-'(Z’f sy 352 fibration over C> with fibers F2¢~1.

Let us describe the strategy similar to the cases of four and five matrix factors. We want to use
Proposition 10.9 for K = 2k — 1, which gives us complete fields that span along that fibration. Next we
want to find complete fields among those that are tangential to ]-'é’f, a.a3.04) that also are transversal to the
fibers in the fibration. We will appeal to Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5(1) to find these fields. Taken
together this will show that a subset A in the fiber ]:(3111(, 2.03.04)

fields from Qy; must be contained in the union of nongeneric fibers 7~! and singular points of generic
fibers F2¥~1, Call this union /¥

(a1,a2,a3,a4)"

that is invariant with respect to vector

Our aim will then be to show that there cannot exist such an

. . . . . 2k . 2k 2k
invariant set A by showing that every pointin Ug, .. .. .., canbe movedinto Fi' o A\UG 40 404
by vector fields in Qy.

We now take care of the details. By (14.1.1) there are b3 and b4 so that Zy;_ € f(i]f;i ba.ba) and

Zog = (Zog—1, W3k—2, W3k—1, W3k).

We begin by studying the stratum of generic fibers, that is, (aj, az) # (0,0). For points where
(b3, by) ¢ {(0,0), (0, 1)} we have that J-"é’f;i bs.b) is a smooth generic fiber for the submersion ®o;_1,
and Proposition 10.9 (for L = 2k — 1) together with Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5(1) let us conclude
that we have complete vector fields spanning the tangent space of ]—'(ill" w.a3.a) At these points. For points
where (b3, by) = (0, 0) we have

%—1  _ p2k-2 3
Flar.a2.0.0 = Flar.ar0.0 X C

and Proposition 10.9 (for L = 2k — 2 applied to the first factor) together with Corollary 10.4 and
Lemma 10.5(1) (Lemma 10.5(2) when 2k — 2 = 4) show that we have spanning fields in these points. If
(b3, bg) = (0, 1) then ]-'(i]f;;o’ 1 is a singular generic fiber for ®,;_1 and at smooth points of the fiber we
have complete spanning fields by Proposition 10.9 (for L =2k — 1), Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5. It
remains to study
ZZk—l € Sing(f(i]f,_al,o,l))’

which is given by

D=3 =25=2 =" =23%k-4=23%3=0 (14.1.2)
and

Rank (wl W2 -ee W3k=5 w3"‘4> <2. (14.1.3)
w2 w3 ... W3k—4 W33
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A calculation assuming (14.1.2) shows that

azzijjm_}z}k = (Z3k2W3k—4 + Z3k—1 W3k—3) Seva (1 + z3k—2W3k—5 + 23k -1 W3k—4) PR
Therefore the complete fields
1231;74&1(73231( = a% 123]§ci4123k—323k +e
¢223]§<—4Z3k—313k = agailjc;tlak—ﬂﬁ +oo

move points out of Sing(.?’-'(i’f;l;o’])) (into the big orbit) unless in addition to (14.1.2) and (14.1.3) also

Z3k—2W3k—4 + Z3k—1W3k—3 = 1 + Z3k—2W3k—5 + Z3k—1W3k—4 = 0. (14.1.4)

Points in an invariant subset must satisfy also these equations. A calculation assuming (14.1.2) gives that
2%—1
23k—223k—123k

= d/0z3,—2. Therefore the complete fields

2k _ ,292k—1
923k-2z3k—1z3k =4 823k—2Z3k—|Z3k + ’

2k _ . 292k—1 o
923k7223k—123k - az 8231(—223/(—1131( +
move points out of this set since

2% _ 2
072z (1 T+ 23k—2W3k—5 + Z3k— 1 W3k—4) = AjW3k—s,

2%k 2
O ose 1o (23k—2W3k—4 + Z3k— 1 W3k—3) = A]W3k—4,
2 2
B rzser oy (I 23k—2W3k—5 + Z3k—1W3k—4) = Ay W3k—5,
2% 2
By rza 12y (Z3k—2W3k—4 + Z3k— 1 W3k—3) = A3 W3k—4
cannot all be zero, because this would contradict (14.1.4). Notice that this proves Proposition 10.9 for
L =2k.
Now we study the stratum of nongeneric fibers, that is, a; = a, = 0. In this case we know that

2k _ 2k—1 3
]:(0,0,!43444) = 70,0,a3,a5) < C

and by the induction assumption we are done. This finishes the induction step for an even number of
factors.

14.2. Odd number of factors. We assume that K = 2k > 6 and that the submersions ®; = w4 0 ¥ are
stratified elliptic submersions when 3 < L < K and that Proposition 10.9 is true when 3 < L < K.
We study

K+1 _ 2k+1 _ U 2k
‘7:(“1’“2:”3"14) - ]:(alxaz’fl&m) - ‘F(bl,bz,a3,a4)’ (14-2-1)
(23k41,23k+2,23k+3) €C3
5 2k+1
where by = ay — z23x+1a3 — Z3k4+2a4 and by = ay — Z3x+2a3 — Z3k4+3a4. Let Zop4 € ]-"(alfaz’am“. Because
> 2k
of (14.2.1) there are b; and b, so that Z»; € ]:(bl,bz,as,m) and

Zok1 = (Zok, Z3k+1> T3k+25 T3k+3)-
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Begin with the stratum of smooth generic fibers, that is,

(a3, as) £1{(0,0), (0, D}.

First notice that if (b1, by) # (0, 0) then F b1 by .as.aa)
Proposition 10.9 (for L = 2k), Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5 show that for these points we have
spanning fields. If (b1, b2) = (0, 0) then

is a generic smooth fiber for ®,; and as above,

3 2k—1
‘7:(00 as,as) — =C"x ’7:(0 0,a3,a4)

is a nongeneric smooth fiber for ®,; and, since ]-'(%ko 51“ ) is a generic smooth fiber, Proposition 10.9 (for
L =2k — 1), Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5 show that for these points we have spanning fields.

We now study the stratum of singular generic fibers. Here (a3, as) = (0, 1). Again notice that if
(b1, by) # (0, 0) then }"(%’:, b2.0.1) is a generic smooth fiber for ®,;, and Proposition 10.9 (for L = 2k),
Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5 show that for these points we have spanning fields as above. Next we
study the case (b1, by) = (0, 0). In this case we see that ]-"(%{‘07071) is a singular nongeneric fiber of ®; and

2%k ~ 12%-—1 3

F0.0.0.0 = F0,00.1) % Cogswsews-

The smooth points of 73 0 0. 0 1y (Which is generic) are handled using Proposition 10.9 (for L =2k — 1),
Corollary 10.4 and Lemma 10.5. We have the chain of inclusions

2h— 2%—1 3 2% 3 2%k+1
Flar.a, 0 - ]:(00 0.1 = F.0.0.1) X C DSing(Fg0.1)) x C D Sing(F¢, 4, 0.1)-

(a

By the arguments above any possible invariant subset must be contained in

= (Sing(Fy0.1)) X C)\ Sing(FEHL ).

(a1,a2,
Points in J are characterized by zo =23 =+ - = Z3x—4 = 23k—3 = Z3k—1 = 23k =0,
W) Wy ... W3k_5 W3k_
Rank( 1 w2 3k—5 W3k 4><2
w2 W3 ... W3k—4 W3k-3
and
Wy W ... W35 Wik_4 W32 W3k_
Rank( 1 w2 3k—5 W3k—4 W3k—2 W3k 1):2'
w2 W3 ... W3k—4 W3k—3 W31 W3k

Take the largest [ < k such that

W3—2 W3/—
Rank( =2 W 1) =1.
w3j—1 w3

2k+1

o zyzy - Lhis field has some complicated

Let Z = Z];:, +123j—2- We examine the complete field ¢
components which on J take the form

2k+1 d d 9
¢Z31,1131Z3k 1 0z31—1 + 28Z31 +hs 073k + ’
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where ~
w311+ W3- 1+ W3 -1 Wik—2Z w3k—1>

Dy =det (
w3+ W3k +wW3— 1 W3k—12Z W3k

Dy = det (w31—2+w3k—2+w31—2w3k—2§ w3k—1>
W31t W3k—1+W32W3k—1Z w3
w32+ W3k—2+wW3_2W3k_27Z w3l—l+w3k—l+w31—]w3k—22>

W31t W3k 1FW3y2W3k—1Z  wyt+wik+ws_1w3k_1Z

Whenever at least one of Dy, D, or Dj is nonzero we can move out of J. Now suppose we are in a
point of J where D; =D, =D3 =0.
Let

_ (W32t Wak—2F W3 2W3k—2Z W31+ W3- 1F W31 W3k—2Z W32 W3]
W31+ W31 TW3y2W3k—1Z  Wy+W3;+W3—w3k—1Z W3- W3k

and observe that

w3j—2 W3/j—1 W3k—2 W3k—
Z:Rank( 31-2 W3l-1 3k—2 W3k 1)=RankC
Ww3j—1 W3] W3k-1 W3k

by column operations.

The fact that D = D, = D3 = 0 means that the rank drops when we remove the third column from
these matrices. This implies that the third column is nonzero and the other columns are multiples of a
nonzero vector v which, moreover, is linearly independent of the third column. Now we use the field y ¥
(see (8.0.13) or (8.0.17)) to show that the set

I =JN{D1=D,=D;=0}
does not contain an invariant subset under fields from Q4. In the points that we are considering,
y3 =9/3z3141. We consider two cases.
Case 1: (w3r—1, w3g) #£ (0, 0). In this case

W3k—-2 W3k—
det < 3k—2 W3k 1) # 0.
W3k—1 W3k

We have

3 W3k—2 W3k—1
Yy (D1) = w3—1 det( ) .
W31 W3k

Thus y3’ moves points out of / unless ws;—; = 0. Looking at
W3k—2 W3k—1
Y3 (D2) = wy_p det ( ) ,
W3k—1 W3k

we see that w3;_» = 0 for [ to be invariant. Assuming in addition w3;_» = w3;—; = 0 we find that

W3k—2 W3k—
D, = det 3k—2 W3k—1 =0,
W3k—1 W3k

which is a contradiction.
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Case 2: (w3k—1, w3g) = (0, 0). This implies wzz_» # 0. By these assumptions

D3 = (wy—_2wy — wi_ (1 + w3—2Z) + wywsr_a
and

3 2
7 (D3) = (W3j—2W3; — W3;_ 1) W3k—2.

Now D3 = y3l (D3) = 0 implies that (ws_pw3 — w%lil) = 0 and wy; = 0. The first equality gives
ws;—1 = 0, which altogether contradicts the assumption that

w3;j—2 W3j—1 W3k—2 W3k—
Rank ( 31-2 W3l-1 3k—2 W3k 1) -2
w3j—1 W3} W31 W3k

Finally we study the stratum of nongeneric fibers, that is, (as, a4) = (0, 0). Here all fibers are smooth.
Also
2k+1 _ 2k 3
F 1,000 = F(ar.a,00 X €

and since f(ilf,az,o,()) is elliptic, by the induction hypothesis we are done.

15. Product of exponentials and open questions

For a Stein space X, a complex Lie group G and its exponential map exp: g — G, we say that a holomorphic
map f : X — G is a product of k exponentials if there are holomorphic maps fi, ..., fr : X — g such
that

f=exp(f1)---exp(fi).

It is easy to see that any map f which is a product of exponentials (for some sufficiently large k) is
null-homotopic. In the case where G is the special linear group SL,(C) the converse follows from
[Ivarsson and Kutzschebauch 2012] as explained in [Doubtsov and Kutzschebauch 2019]. In the same
way we prove:

Theorem 15.1. For a Stein space X there is a number N depending on the dimension of X such that any
null-homotopic holomorphic map f : X — Sp,(C) can be factorized as

f(x) =exp(Gi(x)) - - - exp(Gk (x)).
where G; : X — sp,(C) are holomorphic maps.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 we find K elementary symplectic matrices A;(x) € Sp,(O(X)), i =1,2,...K,
such that

Fx)=A1(x) - Ag (x).
Now remark that the logarithmic series
1
Indd+ B) = ~B"
d+m =3
is finite for the nilpotent matrices B; = A; — Id. Il

Open Problem 15.2. Determine the optimal number K in Theorem 15.1.
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Open Problem 15.3. Determine the optimal numbers of factors in Theorem 3.1.

The smooth fibers

]:(51, = (140 Vg) a1, a2, a3, ay)

az,a3,as)

of the fibration projecting the product of K elementary symplectic matrices to its last row are smooth
affine algebraic varieties. They are new examples of Oka manifolds, since we prove as a by-product
of Proposition 3.6 that they are holomorphically flexible (for a definition see the work of Arzhantsev,
Flenner, Kaliman, Kutzschebauch and Zaidenberg [Arzhantsev et al. 2013]). Our proof does not give the
algebraic flexibility of them, even if our initial complete fields obtained in Section 8 are algebraic. The
problem is that their flows are not always algebraic (not all of them are locally nilpotent). Therefore the
pull-backs by their flows are merely holomorphic vector fields.

Open Problem 15.4. Which other (stronger) flexibility properties like algebraic flexibility, algebraic
(volume) density property, or (volume) density property do the fibers .7-"(1(

a1.a.az.a) AAMIL?

For the definition of these flexibility properties we refer to the overview article [Kutzschebauch 2014].

Let us remark that the fibers of the fibration for five elementary factors in [Ivarsson and Kutzschebauch
2012] have been thoroughly studied in [Kaliman and Kutzschebauch 2011; 2016, Section 7]. They
were the starting point for the introduction of the class of generalized Gizatullin surfaces whose final
classification was achieved by Kaliman, Kutzschebauch and Leuenberger [Kaliman et al. 2020]. The
topology of these fibers for any number of elementary factors has been studied in [De Vito 2020], where
it was also proven that they admit the algebraic volume density property. Such studies are interesting
since the possible topological types of Oka manifolds or manifolds with the density property are not
understood at the moment.

Open Problem 15.5. Determine the homology groups of the fibers ]-"(I‘fl, W.a3.08)"
And finally:

Open Problem 15.6. Prove Conjecture 3.11.
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TRANSVERSAL FAMILIES OF NONLINEAR PROJECTIONS
AND GENERALIZATIONS OF FAVARD LENGTH

ROSEMARIE BONGERS AND KRYSTAL TAYLOR

Projections detect information about the size, geometric arrangement, and dimension of sets. To approach
this, one can study the energies of measures supported on a set and the energies for the corresponding
pushforward measures on the projection side. For orthogonal projections, quantitative estimates rely
on a separation condition: most points are well-differentiated by most projections. It turns out that
this idea also applies to a broad class of nonlinear projection-type operators satisfying a transversality
condition. We establish that several important classes of nonlinear projections are transversal. This leads
to quantitative lower bounds for decay rates for nonlinear variants of Favard length, including Favard
curve length (as well as a new generalization to higher dimensions, called Favard surface length) and
visibility measurements associated to radial projections. As one application, we provide a simplified proof
for the decay rate of the Favard curve length of generations of the four-corner Cantor set, first established
by Cladek, Davey, and Taylor.

1. Introduction and main results

The Favard length of a planar set E is the average length of its orthogonal projections. It is defined by

Fav(E) =%/” | Py(E)| db,
0

where P, is orthogonal projection into a line Ly through the origin at angle 6 from the positive x-axis and
| - | denotes the 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure. Favard length gives a 1-dimensional notion of the size
of a set which takes into account the geometry, arrangement, and rectifiability of the underlying set. As a
consequence, there are deep relationships between Favard length and analytic capacity, the understanding
of which is related to important open problems in geometric measure theory. As we will see, variants of
the Favard length can also be formulated for more general families of mappings, beyond the orthogonal
projections, and in higher dimensions.

As the Hausdorff dimension of a set cannot increase under a projection, sets of dimension s < 1 have
Favard length equal to zero. A refinement due to Marstrand [1954] actually shows that the dimension
of such a set will be preserved in almost every direction. On the other hand, sets with dimension s > 1
will have positive-length projections in almost every direction, and therefore have positive Favard length.
Therefore, the critical dimension is s = 1.
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In dimension 1, the key geometric property that Favard length can detect is rectifiability: it is a
consequence of the Besicovitch projection theorem [1939] that purely unrectifiable sets in the plane
with finite 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure have Favard length equal to zero. (For an exposition of the
full Besicovitch—Federer projection theorem in all dimensions, see [Mattila 1995, Chapter 18].) While
Besicovitch’s theorem gives a qualitative result, we can find related quantitative theorems. If E(r) is the
r-neighborhood of a set E with Favard length zero, the dominated convergence theorem shows that

lim Fav(E(r)) =0
r—0t

More precise asymptotic information for Fav(E(r)) as r decreases to zero can give quantitative
measurements of the dimension, size, and geometric arrangement of E£. A number of authors have
investigated quantitative versions of the Besicovitch projection theorem for general sets. The best known
results in terms of upper and lower bounds are due to Tao [2009] and Mattila [1990] respectively.

Tao introduced a quantitative version of rectifiability for sets in the plane of finite 7! measure and
used multiscale analysis to show that an upper bound on the so-called rectifiability constant yields an
upper bound on the Favard length. A nonlinear version of Tao’s theorem is studied in a work of Davey
and the second author [Davey and Taylor 2022].

Mattila [1990] established a fundamental relationship between the Favard length of a set and its
Hausdorff dimension. In two dimensions, it states:

Theorem 1.1 (Favard lengths for neighborhoods [Mattila 1990]). Fixs € (0, 1]. If F C R2 is the support
of a Borel probability measure with w(B(x, r)) < br® for all x € R? and 0 < r < oo, then

Fav(F(r)) > r'=*
ifs <1 and
Fav(F(r)) 2 (logr=")™"
ifs=1.
Throughout the paper, we will use the notation A < B to mean that there is a constant C so that

A < CB and will write A~ B if A< B and B < A.
The proof of Mattila’s result follows from studying energies: if u is a measure, its s-energy is
L )_// dpx)dp(y) (1-1)
lx —yl®

This quantity is closely tied to Hausdorff dimension; see, e.g., [Mattila 1995, Chapter 8] for a formulation
of the definition of Hausdorff dimension in terms of s-energies. In order to relate a measure to the
projections, we need the notion of a pushforward: if f : X — Y is a function and p is a measure supported
on X we will define the pushforward measure f;u by

(fi)(A) = u(f1(A), ACY. (1-2)

In general it can be difficult to study the pushforward of a particular mapping, yet it turns out that the
average energy of a projection can be well controlled. That is, if {r, : « € A} is an indexed family of
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orthogonal projections, it frequently is possible to precisely estimate

/ I (azit) d ¥ (0),

where v is a measure on the index set A. By studying the average energy of the pushforwards of
specialized measures supported on F(r) with particular density properties, Mattila was able to establish
the stated lower bounds. Further details are given in Section 3.

In the special setting that the underlying set is a fractal generated by an iterated function system, Mattila’s
techniques with energies are also applicable. A standard example of this is to consider the generations K,
of the four-corner Cantor set, which is defined by dividing the unit square into 16 axis-parallel squares
of side length 1, keeping the four-corner squares, and iterating the process within each corner. The limit
of this process gives a prototypical example of a purely unrectifiable set with positive and finite length.
As such, an important open problem is to estimate upper and lower bounds on the rate of decay in n of
Fav(IC,) (see [Laba 2015] for a survey of results and techniques related to this problem). A variety of
techniques can be used to show Fav(K,) 2 n~!; see, for example, [Bongers 2019; Mattila 1990]. The

tightest known results are

logn 1
S Fav(K,) < Py

(1-3)

for any § > 0, with the bounds due to Bateman and Volberg [2010] and Nazarov, Peres, and Volberg
[Nazarov et al. 2010] respectively. Further, it is still a deep open question whether the Favard length
Fav(IC,) is larger or smaller than the analytic capacity y (K,), which is known to be of order n—1/2
[Tolsa 2002].

The primary aim of this paper is to formulate Theorem 1.1 in a nonlinear setting for families of
projections which are not orthogonal projections. In particular, we will consider families of maps
satisfying the so-called transversality condition. After we establish a correspondence between the energy
of a measure and its pushforwards under transversal families, we will apply these relationships to study
the asymptotic decay rates of nonlinear variants of Favard length. In the process, we generalize the
lower bounds on visibility established by Bond, f.aba, and Zahl [Bond et al. 2016], as well as provide a
simplified proof of the lower bound for the Favard curve length of I, derived by Cladek, Davey, and
Taylor [Cladek et al. 2022]; both of these results are explored in Section 1A. Before stating our main
results in Section 1C, we give several examples of families of nonlinear projection operators in Section 1A

and we formalize the definition of transversality in Section 1B.

1A. Nonlinear projections. When orthogonal projections are replaced by more general families of
nonlinear projection-type maps, one may ask if Besicovitch’s theorem and its quantitative counterparts
still hold. In many settings, these theorems still apply. Examples of such families include radial projections
associated with visibility, curve-based projections associated with the Favard curve length and the surface
projections we will introduce in this paper. Due to the special geometry exhibited by these projection
families, the energy techniques of Mattila can be applied with appropriate modifications, leading to
analogous lower bound on nonlinear Favard lengths.
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1A1. Visibility. For apoint a € R", the radial projection based at a maps R\ {a} to the (n—1)-dimensional

unit sphere via
xX—a

P,(x):= . (1-4)
|x —al
The visibility of a measurable set E C R" from a vantage point a is
vis(a, E) = [Pa(E), (1-5)

where | - | denotes the (n—1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure on the unit sphere. In applications, we will
restrict the vantage points a to a vantage set A. Informally, the visibility of a set £ measures how much
of the sky is filled up by the constellation E from an observer at vantage point a. As such, the set E is
referred to as the visible set.

Bond, Laba, and Zahl obtained upper and lower bounds on the visibility of §-neighborhoods of unrecti-
fiable self-similar 1-sets in the plane. In particular, their lower bound [Bond et al. 2016, Theorem 2.4]
for visibility states that if y is a positive, Borel, probability measure supported on a visible set E C R?
paired with an L-shaped vantage set A C R? (with an extra separation condition), then

Il(u)lgf vis(a, E) da.
A

Their work provides quantitative versions of the results in [Marstrand 1954; Simon and Solomyak 2006/07].

We will generalize this result by proving it for a wider range of vantage sets and extending it to higher
dimensions. In particular, we provide a much weaker constraint on the geometric relationship between
the vantage set and the visible set. As a particular application, we will demonstrate how such results can
be used to obtain a lower bound on the rate of decay of the visibility of generations of the four-corner
Cantor set from a wide variety of curves.

1A2. Favard curve length. As a second example of a context in which energy techniques can be applied,
we define the family of maps which induce the Favard curve length. Let T' denote a curve in R Given
a€Rand (x,y) € R2 let ®, (x, y) denote the set of y-coordinates of the intersection of (x, y) + I with
the line {x = «}. That is,

Oy (x, ) ={BeR:(a,p) € ((x,y) +T)N{x =a}}. (1-6)

Given B € R, the inverse set CID(;I(,B) ={peR?:Becd,(p)is given by («, f) — I'. In the case that I
can be expressed as the graph of a function and &, (x, y) # &, the set ®,(x, y) is a singleton and we
identify @, (x, y) with that point.

If E C R? then the Favard curve length of E is defined by

Favr(E) := [{(a, B) e R*: @, (B)NE # 2}| = /R |®, (E)| da. (1-7)

Our basic assumption on I" is that it is a piecewise C' curve with piecewise bi-Lipschitz continuous unit
tangent vectors; these conditions will be discussed in the transversality analysis that appears in Section 2C,
as well as in Section 4C, where we consider what goes wrong for nontransversal families.
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The maps under consideration were originally introduced by Simon and the second author of this
paper to study sum sets of the form E + I', where I denotes a sufficiently smooth curve and E denotes a
compact set in R% To see the connection, we write

Favr(E) = |{(a, B) e R*: @, (B) N E # 2}
= {(a, B) eR*: {(er, ) —TINE # 2}|
= {(a, B) eR?: (&, BYN(E+T) # 2} = |E+T.

The measure and dimension of sets of the form E 4+ I" was established in [Simon and Taylor 2022] and the
interior of such sum sets was subsequently studied in [Simon and Taylor 2020]. Connections to the study
of pinned distance sets and the Falconer distance conjecture are also explored there. In both [Simon and
Taylor 2020; 2022], the results rely on relating the set E to the dimension, measure, and interior of the
images of E under the maps {®,}. A unifying ingredient in each of these works is the observation that
the maps introduced in (1-6) are similar to orthogonal projection maps from the perspectives of measure,
dimension, and interior.

As a further interpretation of the Favard curve length, there is a probabilistic interpretation. The
Favard length of a set is comparable to its Buffon needle probability (that is, the probability that a long,
thin needle dropped near the set intersects the set). In the nonlinear setting, the Favard curve length is
comparable to the probability that a dropped curve meets the set — that is, the probability that TN E # @&
after conditioning to the event that " lies near E. We denote this probability by Pr(E). In summary,

Favp(E) ~|E+T'| ~Pr(E), (1-8)

and our Theorem 1.5 gives a lower bound on these equivalent quantities.
Cladek, Davey, and Taylor [Cladek et al. 2022] obtained upper and lower bounds on the Favard curve
length of KC,;, the n-th generation in the construction of the four-corner Cantor set:

%SFaVr(/Cn) S/, (1-9)
which by (1-8) implies upper and lower bounds on | K, +I'| ~ Pr(K,). The lower bound relied on
self-similarity and a square-counting argument adapted to the nonlinear setting. We will use energy
methods to provide a simple alternative proof of the lower bound in (1-9) which holds in a more general
setting and does not require self-similarity. See Corollary 1.9 for the details. Further, we obtain a
higher-dimensional analogue of the lower bound in (1-9); this is the topic of the next section. We return
to our discussion of Favard curve length in Section 2C after stating our main results.

It is worth remarking that other authors have studied related Buffon-type probability problems. In
particular, Bond and Volberg [2011] considered lower bounds in the context of the intersection of C,
with large circles of radius n. In that context, the curves were adapted to the generation n, instead of
having a fixed underlying curve.

1A3. Favard surface length in R%. The Favard curve length can also be formulated in a higher-dimensional
setting, and we refer to the resulting quantity as the Favard surface length. Note that we still use the term
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“length” as we will consider a family of maps ®, : R? — R and take the average of the 1-dimensional
measures of the images of E under such maps. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first
article to define such a general notion of Favard length in higher dimensions.

Let I' = I'; denote a surface in R% Given o« € R and X =: (x, ..., xg) € RY, let ®,(x) denote the
set of xz-coordinates of the intersection of X 4+ I' with the line ¥ =: (x1, ..., x4—1) = «. That is,
O, (X)={BeR: (o, p) e X+D)N{x=a}}. (1-10)

Given B € R, the inverse set @;1(,3) ={pe R?: B e d, (p)}is given by (a, B) —C. If I" can be expressed
as the graph of a function and ®, (X) # &, then ®,(X) is a singleton and we identify &, (X) with that point.
If E C RY, then the Favard surface length of E is defined by

Favr 4(E) := [{(a, B) e R : D (BYNE # 2} = /R | @, (E)| da. (1-11)

As was the case for the Favard curve length defined in the previous section, the Favard surface length of a
set E is equivalent to the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure of the Minkowski sum:

Favr 4(e) ~ |[E+T|4.
The quantity Favr 4(E) has a probabilistic interpretation in terms of a Buffon surface problem.

1B. Overview of transversality. 1t is known that nonlinear analogues of Besicovitch’s and Marstrand’s
projection theorems hold for families of maps satisfying a transversality condition. A version of the
Besicovitch projection theorem for transversal families can be found in [Hovila et al. 2012], and a quantita-
tive version is developed in [Davey and Taylor 2022]. Marstrand’s theorem is developed in the transversal
setting in [Solomyak 1998, Theorem 5.1] and [Mattila 2015, Chapter 18]; see also Proposition 1.4.

The concept of transversality originated in [Pollicott and Simon 1995], where it was used to study the
Hausdorff dimension of the attractors of a one-parameter family of iterated function systems. Solomyak
[1995] then developed the transversality condition for the absolute continuity of invariant measures for
a one-parameter family of iterated function systems. Moreover, in [Solomyak 1998] he combined the
methods from [Pollicott and Simon 1995; Solomyak 1995] to establish a much more general transversality
method for generalized projections. The next step was made by Peres and Schlag [2000], who further
developed the method of transversality and gave a number of far-reaching applications. Such results have
been utilized and further developed by a number of authors with extensive geometric applications. See,
for instance, [Bourgain 2010; Cladek et al. 2022; Peres and Schlag 2000; Shmerkin 2020; Simon and
Taylor 2020; 2022].

The transversality condition naturally arises when studying projection-type operators that do not overlap
too much with each other, and this paper will explore the role transversality plays in developing energy
estimates. The transversality condition addresses how, for distinct points x and y in the plane, the graphs
{(0, my(x))} and {(@, o (y))} should behave at points of intersection. Roughly speaking, it says that if
1y (x) and g (y) are close for some value of 6, then they cannot remain close as 6 changes. That is, the
graphs cannot intersect tangentially, but must do so at a positive angle.
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An alternative perspective on transversality will frequently come up in our techniques. If x and y are
two fixed points, then the set of projections which cannot distinguish x and y must be rather small; placing
this on the appropriate scale, this means that for each § > 0 there is an upper bound on the size of the set

{0 : |7 (x) — 70 ()| < 5}‘
|x =yl

Informally, this means that if my is a randomly chosen projection then it will, with high probability,

separate x and y on the projection side.

We now make precise our notion of transversality. The main objects are an indexed family of maps, a
common domain and codomain equipped with measures, and a probability measure on the index set. In
Section 2, we will place each of the families mentioned previously in the context of this definition and
establish transversality with the appropriate parameters.

Definition 1.2 (nonlinear projections). For 1 <m < n, a family of projection-type operators will have the
following objects associated to it:

¢ a domain 2 contained in R",

» a codomain X contained in a Euclidean space, a nonnegative integer m, and a Borel measure 4 on X
such that

h(B(x,8)) = 8"
forallx € X and 6 € (0, 1),

» an indexing set A contained in an Euclidean space equipped with a compactly supported probability
measure 1,

« and a family of maps 7, : 2 — X indexed by « € A such that the function (p, a) — 7, (p) is continuous.

In order to be transversal, we will require that the family of projections satisfies a compatibility
condition for different parameters:

Definition 1.3 (transversality). For a given s > 0, a family of maps {7, : « € A} satisfying Definition 1.2
is called s-transversal if there exist constants ¢ > 0 and §y > 0 so that, for all distinct x, y € 2 and
0 <8 <6y, we have

Yo 7o () =T <8lx =y} <c- 8" fx —y" ™, (1-12)

or equivalently that
m

Yo T (x) =T (V)| <8} <c- (1-13)

lx—yl*

Although this definition is written with a tunable parameter s, our most important case will be when the
parameter s for transversality matches the dimension m of the target space; in this case, the transversality
condition reduces to

Yo 7o (x) — Ta (V)] < 8lx — y[} S 8™,

We note that our definition has some points in common with [Mattila 2015, Definition 18.1], but that we
do not require smoothness of the projections nor derivative bounds of nonzero order.
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1C. Main results. The uniting theme of our results is that for families of maps satisfying the transversality
condition introduced in Definition 1.3, the energies associated to a measure p will be closely related to
the energies of the pushforward measures 7o /4. As a demonstration of the techniques, we will begin
by giving a brief formulation of part of the Marstrand projection theorem in the transversal setting: the
dimension of a typical projection of a set with dimension s < 1 does not decrease. The proof of this fact,
found in Section 3, demonstrates the utility of examining the energy of pushforward measures and is
similar to the presentation in [Mattila 2015, Chapter 18]. (For the statement of the Marstrand projection
theorem in the classic setting for orthogonal projections, as well as a formulation in higher dimensions,
see [Mattila 2015, Section 5.3].)

Proposition 1.4 (nonlinear Marstrand theorem). Suppose that {7, : o € A} is a family of maps into
an m-dimensional space supporting a measure h, as in Definition 1.2. If E is a set with Hausdorff
dimension t < m and the family of projections is m-transversal, then for \r-almost every a € A we have

dimy T E =1. (1-14)
Developing the energy techniques further, we give more general asymptotic lower bounds on the average
size of a projection. The next theorem serves as a direct generalization of Mattila’s result, Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.5 (average nonlinear projection length for neighborhoods). With the notation of Definition 1.2,
assume that {7, : a € A} is an m-transversal family of projections into an m-dimensional space. Fix a
positive Borel probability measure . supported on a compact set F C €, so that

w(Bx,r) Sr'!
forallx e Qand 0 <r < oo.
o If t <m, then
/h(%F(F))dW(W) 2z
o If t =m, then !
| W@ i) 2 dogr
As a first application, we can phrase Theorem 1.5 in the setting of radial projections and visibility

defined in (1-4) and (1-5) respectively.

Theorem 1.6 (visibility for surfaces in R"). Fix a set E CR" of positive and finite s-dimensional Hausdorff
measure, and consider a vantage set A which is a piecewise smooth (n—1)-dimensional surface equipped
with Hausdorff measure; assume that for all a € A and e € E we have |a — e| < 1. Finally, assume that
there exists a positive p such that for almost every a € A the tangent plane based at a does not pass within
distance p of E. The following statements hold.:

o The family of radial projections {P, : a € A} is (n—1)-transversal.
o If s <n—1, we have
/ vis(a, E(r)) dH" " (a) = r"7175.
A
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o If s=n—1, we have

/ vis(a, E(r)) dH" " (a) > (logr=")~1
A

The first claim of Theorem 1.6 is established in Section 2B and the latter two claims are established in
Section 4.

In a similar manner, we can put this result in the context of Favard curve length defined in (1-7). For
curves in the plane, our techniques yield the following:

Theorem 1.7 (Favard curve length of neighborhoods). Let E be a compact set in the plane and I a
piecewise C' curve with piecewise bi-Lipschitz continuous unit tangent vectors. Assume further that E
supports a Borel probability measure |1 with the t-dimensional growth condition w(B(x,r)) < r! for all
x € E, 0 <r < oo. The following statements hold:

o The family of curve projections ®, is 1-transversal.

o If t < 1, then for all sufficiently small r we have
Favr(E(r)) > ri.
o If t =1, then for all sufficiently small r we have
Favr(E(r)) 2 (logr™) ™",

Next, we consider applications of Theorem 1.5 to study self-similar sets such as K,;, the n-th generation
in the construction of the four-corner Cantor set. Although they are not precisely the same as neighborhoods
of 1-sets, the sets KC,, still support measures with easily computable density and Mattila’s energy techniques
can be adapted to estimate their visibilities (1-5) and Favard curve lengths (1-7) from below. Our techniques
are similarly amenable to such sets, and we will have the following corollaries:

Corollary 1.8 (visibility of K,,). Suppose that T is a smooth curve such that for any point x € [0, 11* and
any y € I' we have |x — y| ~ 1, and that no tangent line to T passes through [0, 1% Then

/Vis(a,lCn)d’Hl(a) >1
F n

Corollary 1.9 (Favard curve length of K,). If T is a piecewise C' curve with piecewise bi-Lipschitz
continuous unit tangent vectors, then

Favr(K,) 2 &
n
Although these results are stated for the generations /C,, specifically, there are substantial generalizations
of the results. The core fact used in the proof is that K, supports a measure with a specific density
property; this behavior can be observed in a very broad family of 1-dimensional fractal sets generated by
iterated function systems.
Finally, we consider an application of Theorem 1.5 for the Favard surface length, defined in (1-11),
when d = 3. Although we do not state them here, there are natural generalizations of this result to arbitrary
dimension.
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Theorem 1.10 (Favard surface length of neighborhoods). Let E be a compact set in the plane and
[" denote a surface in R3 defined by I' = {(t, y(t)) : t € 1}, where y : R? > R, y(s) = f(s|), and
f:R— Ris a C? function on a nonempty compact interval I satisfying f(x) = f(—x), with f” >0on L.
Assume further that E supports a Borel probability measure |1 with the t-dimensional growth condition
w(B(x,r)) Sr' forallx € E, 0 <r < oo. The following statements hold.:

o The family of curve projections ®, is 1-transversal.

o If t <1, then for all sufficiently small r we have
Favr(E(r)) > r'™".
o If t =1, then for all sufficiently small r we have
Favr(E(r)) 2 (logr~")~ L.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we will show how each of the aforementioned
families of maps exhibit the required transversality properties. Geometrically motivated proofs are given
for each family. Section 3 develops the energy techniques necessary to study pushforward measures,
beginning with an illustration of how a transversal family of maps can be used to prove a classical result
of Marstrand. The proof of Theorem 1.5 appears in Section 3. In Section 4, we prove Theorems 1.6
and 1.7 as applications of Theorem 1.5 paired with the transversality established in Section 2, and we
explore applications and sharpness examples.

2. Establishing transversality

The aim of this section is to illustrate several families of projections that meet the transversality condition
described in Definition 1.3. This includes orthogonal, radial, curve, and surface projections.

2A. Orthogonal projections. Our first example of a transversal family is the collection of orthogonal pro-
jections from R” to R™ for some m < n. To be explicit about the setup, we will consider a domain Q2 = R",
a codomain X = R™, and equip the codomain with the appropriate Lebesgue measure. We then have the
family

{tyoPy :V eGn,m)}

of projections indexed by the Grassmanian, where Py is the orthogonal projection into the m-plane V,
and with the natural inclusion ty : V — R™; equip this set with the Haar measure y,, ,,. The full details
of the construction of the Grassmanian manifold and the measure y, ,, can be found, for example, in
[Mattila 1995, Chapter 3].

To establish transversality, the core estimate in this context is contained in [Mattila 1995, Lemma 2.7]:
for any distinct points x, y € R”,

m

Yam({V € G(n,m) : |Py(x —y)| < 8}) ~ (2-1)

=y

Using the linearity of Py, one can quickly establish:
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Lemma 2.1 (orthogonal projections are transversal). The family of orthogonal projections from R" to R™
equipped with the Haar measure y, ,, is m-transversal.

As in [Mattila 1995], this can be done geometrically, by reducing to an estimate of the m-dimensional
measure of a patch on a sphere. There is also an important probabilistic interpretation, which will turn out
to be the main ingredient when studying other transversal families. If x and y are fixed points in R", then
a randomly chosen m-dimensional plane is likely to preserve some, if not most, of the distance between x
and y; that is, on average we have that | Py (x) — Py (y)| > &|x — y|. However, there is still an exceptional
set of m-planes which do not respect this inequality at scale § — for example, any m-plane which is
sufficiently close to lying in the orthogonal complement to the line between x and y. Transversality
comes from controlling the y, ,-measure of the exceptional set for scale §.

2B. Visibility. We now turn to establishing the transversality condition for families of radial maps. We
begin by first recalling the notation defined in Section 1A1. For a point a in R", the radial projection

based at @ maps R" \ {a} — S"~! via
X—a

P,(x) = .
|x —al

For a fixed vantage set A C R" equipped with a measure v, our family of projections will be {P, :a € A}.
The common domain will be a visible set £, which will be assumed to be disjoint from A. Our codomain
is S"~! equipped with the surface measure and som =n — 1 and P, : E — S"~!. The aim of this section
is to establish some minimal geometric relations between the vantage set A with the measure i and the
visible set E so that the family {P, : a € A} is (n—1)-transversal. A natural condition on the probability
measure i will arise after we analyze the geometry of the radial projections.

To this end, we will make use of the following geometric lemma. A 2-dimensional variant appeared in
[Bond et al. 2016, Lemma 2.3]; we will provide a somewhat different proof and generalize the result to
higher dimensions.

Lemma 2.2 (visibility and tubes). Fix a scale R > 0 and two points x, y not contained in the vantage
set Awith |x —y| < R. Let L, , denote the line connecting them. Then there exists a constant C < 00
depending only on R such that

lac A:|Py(x) — Pa(y)I <élx—y[}NB(x, R) C Lx,y(C5)7

where L, (C8) denotes the C§-neighborhood of the line L .

Proof. We proceed by contrapositive. Suppose that a is within the ball B(x, R) but outside the tube
L, y(p) of radius p around L, ,. Draw a triangle with vertices x, y, and a; let 6 denote the internal angle
at vertex a and y denote the internal angle at vertex y. Since | P,(x) — P,(y)| is comparable to the internal
angle 9 of the triangle, it is sufficient to give a lower bound on the angle 6. By the law of sines, we have

sinf  siny
lx =yl la—x|
so that .
. sin y
0 >sinf = lx —yl.

la — x|
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If A,y denotes the altitude of the triangle (as viewed with base side xy) then
-Ax,y,a

siny =
ly —al

and A
> x,y,a'|x_y|'
la —x[-la—yl

Since a, x, y € B(x, R), we have |[a — x| <2R and |a — y| < 2R. Since a lies outside the tube L, ,(p),
the altitude must be at least p. Therefore, there exists a constant ¢ ~ 1 for which
v
4R?
Choosing p = Cé for C > 4R?/c establishes that | P,(x) — P,(y)| > 8|x — y|, as desired. O

|Pa(x) = Pa(y)| = ¢t = c- lx = yI.

We now have a natural condition to impose on the probability measure ¥ : as we wish to verify (1-12)
with s =m =n — 1, Lemma 2.2 implies that the measure of a tube should be bounded by the radius of the
tube to an appropriate power. To be precise, we will say that i satisfies the tube condition with respect
to E if for any tube T; with sufficiently small radius § that passes through the visible set, E, we have

Y (Ts) S8 (2-2)

In this case, provided the distance from A to E is at most R, we have established that {P, :a € A}is a
family of maps from an n-dimensional space to an (n—1)-dimensional space with

YlaeA:|Py(x) — Py(y)| < 8lx —y|} <"1

Comparing this to the definition of transversality, we have established the following:

Lemma 2.3 (radial maps are transversal). Fix a scale R > 0. Fix a vantage set A and a visible set E
with the condition that for alla € A and e € E we have |a —e| < 1. If A is equipped with a measure
satisfying the tube condition with respect to E (2-2), then the family { P, : a € A} is (n—1)-transversal as
in (1-13).

This gives a substantial degree of flexibility in structuring the vantage set. One application of this
technique is to a vantage set which is made up of a smooth curve I' whose tangent lines do not come
too close to the visible set. When 1/ is taken to be the restriction of 7"~ to the vantage set A, this will
imply that ¥ satisfies the tube condition with respect to E. We discuss this idea more in Section 4A.

2C. Favard curve length. 1In this section, we verify that the maps ®; : R* — R introduced in (1-6) satisfy
the transversality condition of Definition 1.3. This will proceed through a couple of reductions. First,
we will set up some basic assumptions on the smoothness of the curve, as well as some notation. Next,
by breaking the curve into simpler pieces, we reduce to the case of a curve that is a graph satisfying a
simpler curvature condition. We establish transversality in this simpler setting and note this is sufficient
to establish lower bounds on the Favard length for the general setting.

Definition 2.4. We say that I satisfies our standard curvature condition if T is a piecewise C! curve with
piecewise bi-Lipschitz continuous unit tangent vectors.
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Under the assumptions of Definition 2.4, I can be expressed as a disjoint union of continuous
subcurves I' = Ufil I';, where each T is C! of finite length with a bi-Lipschitz continuous unit tangent
vector. By further decomposition of the curve, each I can be expressed either as a graph with respect
to the first coordinate, I; = {(¢, y;(¢)) : t € I;}, or as a graph with respect to the second coordinate,
T ={(vi(t), 1) : t € I}, so that sup,;. |/ ()| < 1, and y; is A;-bi-Lipschitz.

In order to obtain lower bounds on Favp(E), where E will denote a compact subset of R2 since
Favr(E) > Favr, (E) for each i, it suffices to obtain lower bounds on Favr, (E). Fixing i and observing
that rotating the curve and the set E by the same amount has no affect on Favr, (E) = |E 4 |, we may
simply assume that I'; is a graph with respect to the first coordinate. Finally, for ease of notation, we drop
the subscript i and assume that I" has all the properties of I7.

Definition 2.5. We say that I" is a curve satisfying the simple curvature condition if I' = {(¢t, y (t)) :t € I},
where y : R — R,

sup [y'(0| < 1, (2-3)
tel
and y’ is A-bi-Lipschitz satisfying
A s =t <Y (9) =y (D] < Als — 1] (2-4)

for some 0 < A < oo and for each s, ¢ in a nontrivial closed interval 1.

Let ' ={(z, y(t)) : t € I} be a curve satisfying the simple curvature condition of Definition 2.5. Note
that condition (2-4) guarantees that y’ is monotonic; without loss of generality, we will assume that I" is
concave down so that if ¢ < s, then

y'(s)—y' @)
<
s—1
Write / =[Ly, Ly] for some L; < L, and set h = 3(Ly—L1). Set =[0, h]> CR? and A=[L; +h, Lo].
With this set up, foreach A € A and a € 2,

0. (2-5)

LHuN@+T) =0, a+y (A —ap))

is a singleton, as in Figure 1, and we can define the one-parameter family of mappings {®, (- )}ica,
D, : Q2 — ¢, by
D, (a) =ar+y(A—ay). (2-6)

We are now ready to show that the simple curvature assumption implies 1-transversality. In line with
Definition 1.2, our codomain is R equipped with the 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure and so m = 1.

Lemma 2.6 (curve maps are transversal). Let I' be a curve satisfying the simple curvature assumption
of Definition 2.5. Equip the parameter space A with the 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Then the
associated family of projections {®; : 2 — R : A € A} is 1-transversal as in (1-13).

Proof. Fix a choice of a = (a1, az), b = (b1, by) € Q, with a # b. The proof comes in two parts: the
translated graphs (a +I') and (b 4 I") will either intersect at a point, or they will be disjoint. We first



292 ROSEMARIE BONGERS AND KRYSTAL TAYLOR

y
4L a+l’

- (&, Dy(a))

Figure 1. 9, (a).

handle the intersecting case when
a+T)NB+T) #0. (2-7)
That is, suppose there exist sg, fp € I and a = (a1, a) € R? such that
x 1= (a1, az) + (50, ¥ (s0)) = (b1, ba) + (0, v (10))-

Comparing coordinates, we have

X1 =a+so=>bi+1, (2-8)

x2 =ay+y(so) =by+y(t). (2-9)
For A € A, set

dy =dist(x, £,) = |» — x|, (2-10)

as depicted in Figure 2. We verify that
|P;.(a) — @, (b)| ~dy - |la—bl, (2-11)

where the implied constant is independent of X, a, and b. Strictly speaking, we only need that the left-hand
side dominates the right-hand side. Upon establishing (2-11), it will follow that if § > 0 and A € A satisfy
|®;.(a) — @;.(b)| <3, then

d,-la—b| <9,

a+(so, v (s0)) = b+(1o, y (t0))
a+T '

Figure 2
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and so
A e A:|D)(a) —Dy(b)| <68} S

P (2-12)

which is the desired transversality condition.
We have two further reductions. First, as depicted in Figure 2, we consider the case when A > x; so that

dy=r—x1>0. (2-13)

Note that the case when A — x; < 0 can be handled by reflecting £ and I" about the y-axis. Secondly,
by relabeling @ and b if necessary, we may assume that when A > x|, we have

D, (b) — P, (a) >0 (2-14)

as in Figure 2. Finally, we will also have
(b1 —ap) > 0. (2-15)

This follows from the geometry of the curves: in order for (2-14) to hold in the intersecting case, the
convexity of I" shows that b must lie below and to the right of a.
Using the convexity condition (2-5), we will show that

©,.(b) — @y(a) ~ (b —ai) - d,. (2-16)
Observe that by the bound on y’ and the relationships established in (2-8) and (2-9),
|b2 —az| = [y (s0) — y (t0)| =< |so — to| = |b1 — aul. (2-17)

As such, proving (2-16) will be sufficient to establish (2-11). We now carry out the verification of (2-16)
in three cases based on the relative sizes of d, and |b; — a;|. We will handle the nonintersecting case
(where (2-7) does not hold) separately.

Case 1: (b1 —ay) < %d,\. We begin by examining the simplest case, which motivates the finer analysis
to come. This is depicted in Figure 3.
Using the relationships established in (2-6)—(2-9) and the mean value theorem, we have

©,.(b) — Py(a) = (b2 +y (A — b)) — (a2 +y (A —ai))
=br—a)+(y(A—b1) —y(A—a))
= (y(s0) =y (o)) + (y (A —b1) —y (A —a1))
=y'(E) (b1 —a) —y' (N (b1 —ar)
=[y'&) —y' b1 —ar)
for some n € (A — by, A —ay) and & € (19, o). It follows by (2-4) and (2-5) that
,.(b) — Py(a) ~ (n—§) - (b1 —a).

Since (b; —ay) < %d,\, we see that (2-16) is verified following the observation that

(n—8§) ~d.
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by—ay bi—a
/_/H /_/H
fo £ 50 A—by T A—ay
N — _
dy,

Figure 3. Case 1.

To see this, recall from (2-13) and (2-8) that d), = A —a; — so = A — by — ty. Following Figure 3,

n—&>A—b))—so=(A—by—19) —(so—1t) =d), — (b1 —ay),
and similarly
n—§& <@Ai—ap)—ty=A—a—so) + (so—1to) =dy + (b1 —ay).

Before moving to the general argument, we observe that the separation of d) and (b —a;) was crucial in
guaranteeing that the variables arising from the application of the mean value theorem, £ and n, were prop-
erly separated. More generally, a finer analysis using telescoping sums is used to guarantee such separation.

Case 2: 1d, < (b1 —ay) < dj. Set
p= %(bl —ay;) and g =sp. (2-18)

First, we take a moment to compare the variables under examination. Note p > 0 by (2-15). Using
(2-13) and (2-8), we can write d), = A — b} — ty and by — a; = sg — ty. Therefore, when by — a; < d,, we
have so —t9 < A — by — 1ty and so so < A — by. This implies

o <so<A—by <A—a,

and so, for p and ¢ as in (2-18),
lh=q—2p<q—p<qg=so<i—byj=r—a1—2p<i—a —p<Xi—a.

Appealing to (2-6) and (2-9), we can write

@, (a) —Pr(b)=y(h—a1)) —y(A—b1) — (b —a2)

=y@A—a) —y@A—>by)—(y(so) —y(t))
1 1

=Y (vO—ai—jp)—yO—ar—G+Dp) =Y (vi@a—ip)—v(a—G+1Dp)).
j=0 Jj=0
Applying the mean value theorem, there exist kg, i1, hf), h’1 € (0, 1) so that
1 1
@, (a) - ©2(B) =Y (¥’ O—ar—jp—h;p)-p)— Y _(¥'(g—jp—H;p)- p).
j=0 j=0
and it follows that

1
D (a) — Py(b) ~ (Z(V/(?» —a1—jp—hjp)—y'(q—jp— h;P))) P (2-19)
j=0
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b|—a] d/\
N N
/s N R
q—2p=t q=A—by S0 A—a;—p A—ay
— _/
N
bl—a1

Figure 4. Case 3.

The purpose for adding and subtracting terms, is that the terms A —a; — jp—h;p and g — jp —h';p are
now appropriately separated for j =0, 1. Indeed, when d,, > (b; — ay), recalling that g = s, it holds that

(A —ar1— jp—h;p) = (o= jp—h;p) =dy.—h;p+hp = }d;,
and
(A—ay— jp—hjp)—(so— jp—hp)=dp—hjp+1;p <3d;.
The key point is that in (2-19), the arguments of y’ within each summand are separated by a positive

quantity comparable to dj. Using the bi-Lipschitz condition on y’ (in which case ' is strictly monotonic
on I), we conclude that

@, (b) — Pi(a) ~d,. - p.
Since p ~ (b; —ay), this case is completed.
Case 3: d), < (by —ay). Set
p=13d, and gq=(—Db). (2-20)

With this choice of p and ¢, the proof proceeds as in the previous case. This situation is depicted in
Figure 4.

Using (2-8) and (2-13), we can write dy, = A — b1 —tgy=A —a; —so > 0and by —a; =sg—typ > 0.
Therefore, when d; < b; —a;, we have A — b; —t9 < 5o — tp and so A — by < s59. Combining these
observations, if d; < (b; —ay), then

fo<A—by <s0<A—ay,

and so, for p and ¢ as in (2-20),
th=q—-2p<q—p=<q=r—-bi<so=A—a1—2p=<i—-aj—p=Ai—a.

Using an identical telescoping argument to that used in the previous case to obtain (2-19), except now
with p and ¢ as in (2-20), we conclude that there exist hq, k1, hg, b’ € (0, 1) so that

1
D (a) — Py (b) ~ (Z(V/(?» —a1—jp—hjp)—y'(q—jp— h;P))) P (2-21)
j=0
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We now observe that A —a; — jp—hjp and g — jp —h’j p are sufficiently separated for j =0, 1 when
dy <b;—ay:
(A—ar—jp—hjp)—(qg—jp—h;p)=bi—ai—hjp+h;p=5(b1—a)
and
(A—ar—jp—hjp)—(q—jp—h;p)=bi—ai—hjp+hp < 3bi—a).

As in Case 2 above, we have now established the necessary separation between the arguments of y’
in each summand; it follows that

;. (b) — @;(b) ~ (b1 —a1) - p.
Since p ~ d,, this case is finished.

Nonintersection case: It remains to verify (1-13) when (2-7) does not hold. Assume that a and b are such
that

(a+TH)NB+T) =02. (2-22)
Let § > 0. For each A € A, set
h(X) := @, (b) — P, (@) =y (A —b1) —y(A—a1) + (b —a2).

Relabeling if necessary, we may assume that the graph (b + I') is above (a + I') in the sense that, for
each A € A, it holds that
h(Ax) > 0.

Observe that in the case a; = by, we have k(L) = by — a» is constant, and so the left-hand-side of
(1-13) is nonzero identically when |a — b| = |a; — by| < §, in which case the right-hand-side of (1-13) is
bounded below by the constant ¢, and the inequality is satisfied provided that c is chosen so that ¢ > |A|.

Assume then that a; # b;. We will apply a vertical shift to the curve (b 4 I') to reduce to the
intersection case considered in (2-7) and handled above. It is a consequence of the curvature assumption
of Definition 2.5 that there exists a unique A € A where h(A) is minimized. Set

d:=hQ).
(Indeed, when a; # by, note that A is strictly monotonic as A’ # 0 by (2-4)). Now

T+ @1, b —d)N(T +a) # 2,
and we see that

Q) =br+y(A—b))=by—d+y(—b))+d=Pu((b1,by—d)) +d. (2-23)
Set b(d) = (b1, bp — d). Now, if X is such that h(A) = @, (b) — ®, (a) < §, then
P5(b(d) — Pr(a) =6 —d <é.
Note we may assume that § > d since h(A) > d for each A € A. Therefore

(LeA: D, (b)—DPy(a) <8} C{recA:Dy((b1,br—d))—Dy(a) <6}, (2-24)
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and it follows from the previous Cases 1-3 that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 that depends only on the
constant A in (2-4) so that

{A € A: ®;((br, b2 —d)) — Py(a) =8} < (2-25)

c
b(d) —al’

Combining (2-24) and (2-25), we see that if |b(d) —a| were bounded below by |b—a|, then the argument
would be complete. Since this may not always be the case, we need a slightly more delicate analysis.

We will now proceed in two cases, based on the relative sizes of |b; — ay| and |by — az|. When the
first difference is dominant, the shift between b and a is mostly horizontal and this horizontal translation
is detected by the first coordinate of b(d). The more challenging case is when the translation is nearly
vertical; this will follow the same lines as when b, = a;. To be precise, we now consider the cases when
by —ai| = $|by — ay| and |by —ay| < §|by — az| separately.

In the former case,

b1 —ai| 2 |b—al
and so
b(d) —a|* = by —a1|* + |by —d — az|* > |by — a1 |* 2 |b —al”.

In this case, we see that |b(d) — a| is bounded below by a constant multiple of |b — a|, and the argument
is complete upon combining (2-24) and (2-25).

Now consider the latter case that |b; —a| < %|b2 — as|. Suppose that A is such that #(A) < §. By the
mean value theorem, there exists an 1 so that

y(—b1) —y(h—a)) ==y ()b —ay).
Recall from (2-3) that sup,.; |y’ (¢)| < 1. It follows from the reverse triangle inequality that
h(x) = by —as| = |y' () (b1 — ay)]
> by —az| — |by — ai
> |by = az| = 51b2 — |
= by —az| ~ b —al,
where the implicit constants are independent of b, a and X. It follows that there exists a ¢’ > 0 so that
if A is such that #(A) < 8, then |b—a| <c'§or 1 <c'8/|b — a|. Now,
'8

{reA:h(d) =8} <|Al=c=c .
b —al

provided c is chosen so that ¢ > |A|. Il

2D. Surface projections. Here, we show that the maps corresponding to the Favard surface length and
introduced in Section 1A3 satisfy the transversality condition of (1-13). We will consider the case when I
is a surface of revolution generated by an even, C2 concave-up function f defined on a neighborhood of
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the origin. That is, I" will be the graph of y : R — R given by

y(s) = f(sl)

defined on a closed ball B := B(0, L) for some L > 0.

Note that f” > 0on [—L, L]. It is straightforward to check that f'(x) >0 on [0, L] with equality only
at x = 0; computing the second partial derivative of ¢ in x at |(x, y)| = 0 and |(x, y)| # O separately
shows that there exists ¢ > 0 so that for each (x, y) € B

82
a—xz(x, y) >ec. (2-26)

Now, we choose a parameter set A and a domain 2 as in Definition 1.2: set A = B(O, %L) C R? and

Q= B(O, %L) C R3. For « € A, define the vertical line

by :={(x,y,2): (x, y) =a}.
If o = (a1, ap) € A and a = (a;, az, a3) € 2, note (1 —aj, op —ay) € B and
taN(@a+T) = (a1, a2, az+y (a1 —ai, 00 —a2))
is a singleton. Thus, we can define the two-parameter family of mappings {®y (- )}geca, Po : 2 — R by
Py (a) =az+y (o1 —ai, 02 —az). (2-27)

The following lemma states that this family of maps satisfy the transversality condition of (1-13)
when I is a surface of revolution of this form.

Lemma 2.7 (surface maps are transversal). Let I' = {(¢, y(¢)) : t € B} ={(¢, f(|t])) : t € B} be a surface
of revolution with f :R — R, y : R — R as defined above so that (2-26) holds on B = B(0, L). With the
notation above, the associated family of projections {®, : Q@ — R : o € A} is 1-transversal in the sense of
Definition 1.3.

While the proof of Lemma 2.7 is similar to its 2-dimensional analogue, Lemma 2.6, there is a new
layer of complexity that arises. In the 2-dimensional case, in which I" was a curve and the graph of a
real-valued function, the intersection set (@ + ') N (b + I') consisted of at most one point. Denoting this
point by x = (x1, x2) (when it exists) and setting H () := |, (a) — ®,(b)|, with ®,, as in (2-6), we saw
that H(x;) = 0 and observed that H grows at a linear rate in a neighborhood of x;. In the 3-dimensional
case, in which I is a surface, the set (@ +I") N (b + ') may consists of many points. Here, we show that
the function H (1), now with ®, as in (2-27), obeys a similar linear growth condition along horizontal
lines. We now prove Lemma 2.7 using the set-up above, and we begin with a few simplifying reductions.

Proof. By rescaling in the z-axis, we may assume that all the first partial derivatives of ¢ are bounded
by 1. For distinct a, b € 2, our aim is to verify that

A€ A:|du(a) — @u(B) <68} S :
la — b
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Translating, it is enough to consider the situation when a = (0, 0, 0). Further, since I" is symmetric about
the origin, it suffices to consider the case when b = (b1, 0, b3) for by, b3 > 0.
After this reduction, our goal is to show that

- 1)
I{KGAIICDA(O)—%(b)ISS}ISW (2-28)
for a universal constant independent of b and §. To this end, fix the coordinate A, and form a slice parallel
to the xz-plane; we will show that

[{A1 14 = (A1, A2) € A and | &, (0) — ;(B)| < 8}| < % (2-29)
for a universal constant independent of A,. Once this is completed, we may integrate the estimate with
respect to A, over the interval [—%L, %L] and apply Fubini’s theorem to recover (2-28). Note that | - | in
(2-28) denotes the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure and |- | in (2-29) denotes the 1-dimensional Lebesgue
measure.

We are now working within a 2-dimensional slice of the surface and will be able to apply the results of
Section 2C. Note that the slice

Vo =T N{y=2x}={(t1, X2, ¥(t1, X2)) : (t1, A2) € B}

forms a curve in the plane {y = A;}. Since b = (b1, 0, b3), the translated surface (I" + b) also intersects
this plane in a curve

(' +b) N {y =22} = {(s1 + b1, A2, ¥ (51, 22) + b3) : (51, A2) € B}.
The key point is that this curve is merely a translate of y;,:
TC+b)N{y=21}=y,+b.

Recalling the curvature condition (2-26), we see that the curve y,, satisfies the simple curvature
condition of Definition 2.5. Applying Lemma 2.6 (in particular, the result of (2-12)) then establishes
(2-29) as desired. Il

3. Energy techniques for pushforwards

We now turn to measure estimates using the energy and potential based approach of [Mattila 1990]. The
key idea here will be that the energies associated to a measure p and its pushforwards 7414 are closely
related. This will allow us to prove strong asymptotic lower bounds for the Favard curve lengths of
neighborhoods of sets. First, we begin by proving Proposition 1.4, illustrating how transversality plays a
role in the study of pushforward measures. This proposition provides a generalization of Marstrand’s
result on the typical dimension of projections to a nonlinear setting, and the proof provided here is similar
to that which appeared in [Solomyak 1998] in the context of general metric spaces.
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Recall that we have a family {7, : « € A} of maps into an m-dimensional space, dimy E =t < m, and
the family of projections is m-transversal. Our goal is to show that for ir-almost every o € A,

dlm'Hﬁ;E =1.

The primary tool will be to use that if x and y are two fixed points, then the projection operators 7, will usu-
ally be able to distinguish between x and y on scale |x — y|. This is quantified with the distribution function.

Proof of Proposition 1.4. Suppose that E supports a Borel probability measure p with finite t-energy.
Recall the energy of the measure w, I (1), is defined in (1-1) and the pushforward, 7g s, is defined in (1-2).
Averaging over the set of parameters and computing the energies of the pushforward measures, we have

_ 1 —_ —_
/ I (o) dr (o) 2/ /f — dTg s () diwg s p(v) dy ()
A A lu —v|

1
/:4// |75 (x) — T ()T p(x) du(y) dy (o)

1
///A |7%(x)—7’ﬁ¥(y)|r ¥(@) du(x) duly)

x =y dpu(x)dp(y)
d _
//U |na<x) O ‘”(“)] X —yI°

We can study the innermost integral using the transversality condition together with the distribution

lx —yI* /OO ({ _ |x — yI* })
=~ e~ d = d
/A |7Ta(x)—7fa(Y)|T w(a) 0 w . |7Ta(x)_7[a(y)|T o !

_ / e 17 () — a0 < r V¥ =yl dr

function:

- r/ Ve 17 () — Ta)] < 8lx — yI)) o

51—',—1

For a fixed §p > 0O, the integral on [§y, 00) converges: our parameter set has finite measure, and
f;}o( 1/8 147 d$ is finite. Therefore, we only need to consider the case of § € [0, §p); this corresponds
to the set of parameters which are not able to distinguish x and y, and will have small measure due to
transversality. In particular, the m-transversality of (1-12) with s = m yields

Y (o s 7 (x) = 7o () < 8lx — y[}) S 8"
for all § < gy, implying

" as [ ds
le s |To(x) — Ta ()] < 8lx — y1) f U
0 0

S+t ~
This converges provided that T < m. We have now shown that, for T < m,
du(x)du(y)
/ I (Tgzp) da S // P = I (1) < 0o,
and therefore the energy I; (75 ) is finite for w—almos‘[ every o.
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To finish the proof, recall that if E has positive H' measure, then for any t < ¢ there exists a measure
supported on E with finite T-energy (see Frostman’s lemma in [Mattila 2015]). It follows that if T < ¢ <m,
then the pushforward 7, u will also have finite T-energy, implying that 7, (E) has Hausdorff dimension
at least 7. Passing to a countable sequence t, converging upwards to ¢ gives the desired result. U

For the remainder of the section, we will employ the notation of Definition 1.2. Recall that the lower
derivative of the measure 7,14 With respect to / at the point u is defined by

Tasit(Bu, 8
D(Footts by ) = liminf 22 B0 )
5—0  h(B(u,9))

The upper derivative is similarly defined, taking the limit supremum. In the case that the lower and upper
derivatives coincide, they will agree with the Radon—Nikodym derivative denoted by D(7q:ut, h, u).

Lemma 3.1 (absolute continuity of pushforwards). Suppose that {7, : a € A} is an s-transversal family
of maps and that \ is a Borel measure on A. If  is a Borel measure with compact support contained
in Q and I;(i) < 00, then for y-almost every o we have that Ty, < h and

f / D(Tqsit, by )* dh(w) dr(@) S 15 (1)
AJx
Proof. Consider the integral

f/ D(Teazn, by u) dTtgyn(u) dy (o).

Due to the joint continuity assumption for the functions (x, &) > 7, (x), the integrands will be measurable
with respect to the appropriate measures (each of which are Borel measures). We now follow the definition
of the lower derivative along with Mattila’s approach:

// D(Fyzpu. h, u)dnauﬂ(u)dl/f(a)—//hm of Tt (B 9) g () dyr (@)
0 h(B(u,?d))
Sli?liglfg—m// Tz (B(u, 8)) dg ;i (u) dy ()
| ~_1 ~
=timint - [ [ (@ B 5) a0 dv @)
1 ~ ~
=1i(§gi51f8—m// wly : oy € B(u, 8)} dmgypu(u) dyr ().  (3-1)
Pushforward measures obey the identity
[earv=[worrar
for nonnegative Borel functions f and g and a Borel measure v. Applying this to the function

gu) :==ply: mqy € B(u, 8)},
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we find that
f/ uly : oy € Bu, 8)} dmgspu(u) dyr(a) = // iy : oy € B(7ex, 8)} du(x) di (o)
=/ Vo : Ty € B(Tax, 8)}du(x) du(y)

= / ¥ ({a s dist(Tax, Tey) <8} dp(x)du(y). (3-2)
Combining (3-1) and (3-2), we get

CE lnafo; TV =0 4 oduy).  (3)

[[ pGossec o) dFosutw de < timine [

We are now ready to apply the s-transversality condition. Since

m

Y({a: T (x) —Ta( <8D < ;

lx — ylI*

we find that A duy)
/ / D(Toagt, h, ) AT pu(u) d i (@) < / / o ” “ Y = Li(w). (3-4)

Since I;(n) < 0o, we conclude that for y-almost every «, the lower derivative D (7g:ut, h, 1) is finite
for %ﬁu—a.e. u € X. Following [Mattila 1995, Theorem 2.12], this implies that J%ﬁu <« h for all such
parameters, in which case D(ﬂﬁ I, h, u) exists for Fau p-a.e. u € X. Finally, we can use Fubini’s theorem
to conclude that

/ D(Fagit, b, u)? dh(u) = / D(Fogit, b, ) dTgzpa (). (3-5)
X X
The combination of (3-5) with the estimate (3-4) establishes the desired result. O

The next result follows from Lemma 3.1 and, in essence, states that nonlinear variants of Favard length
are controlled from below by the energy of any nice measure placed on the set.

Lemma 3.2 (lower bound on average projection length). Suppose that {7, : @ € A} is an s-transversal
Sfamily of maps with a Borel probability measure \ on A. If w is a Borel probability measure supported on
a compact set F C Q, then

/A (W(TaF) Hdy(a) S I ()

and

e / hFLF) dy (). (3-6)

This is an analogue of [Mattila 1990, Theorem 3.2]. The proof relies on Lemma 3.1.

Proof. Since F C 7, (7, F) and u is a probability measure, we can apply the definition of the
pushforward to conclude that

2
| = Top (T F)? = (/ D(Fazpt. h, u)dh(u)) .
7o F
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Invoking the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

L<h(TeF) | D(Tayie, hyu)* dhu)

o F

for all @ € A. After dividing both sides by h (7, F), integrating in ¥, and invoking Lemma 3.1, we have

/ hW(FaF) " dy(@) < f / D(Faspt. h. ) dh(u) dy ()
A A JT F

< / / DR, h w0 dhu) dy (@) < I (),
AJX

thus establishing the first inequality.
For the second part of the theorem, consider the function f(«) = h(7yF). Applying the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality to 1 = [dyr = [ f 172 £=172 4y immediately gives the claimed result. O

In order to apply Lemma 3.2 to neighborhoods, we construct a measure with appropriate support and
obtain an upper bound on the energy. The following lemma says that whenever the dimension of F is
known, there is at least one auxiliary measure supported on the neighborhood F(r) whose energy is easily
computable. This is the final tool that we will need in order to estimate the average projection size of a
neighborhood, and it comes directly from [Mattila 1990, Theorem 4.1]. We give a summary of the main
idea of the construction.

Lemma 3.3 (construction of auxiliary measure). Let 0 < s <m. Suppose w is a Borel probability measure
supported on a compact set F C R" and there exists ¢ > 0 so that

w(B(x,r)) <cr’

for each x € R" and r > 0. Then for each r € (0, 1) there exists a probability measure v supported
in F(2r) so that
L) St if s <m, (3-7)

I,(v) <log (%) if s=m. (3-8)

Summary of proof. For F, i and r as in the statement of Lemma 3.3, we can use a covering argument to

find a disjoint collection of balls { B; }i.‘: 1» €ach with radius r, so that 7 := M(Uf: 1 Bi) > 0. The measure v

is then defined to be

|AN B
|Bi|

k
1
v(A) = - ; n(B:) (3-9)
where |- | denotes the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Note that v is supported in F(2r). The v-measure
of a ball of radius u can be bounded from above, considering the cases when u <r, r <u <1l,and 1 <u
separately, and a computation with the distribution function (analogous to the computations in the proof
of Proposition 1.4) shows that I,,,(v) < r*~™ when s < m. Further, when s = m, a similar computation
shows that I,,(v) < log (1). O
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With Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 in tow, we now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.5. In this context, it will be
important that the family is m-transversal, with m matching the dimension of the target set.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Assume that {7, : « € A} is m-transversal. Letting F and u be as in the hypotheses,
we can use Lemma 3.3 to construct the auxiliary measure v with computable energy. Applying the
estimate (3-6) of Lemma 3.2 to v and F(2r) yields the theorem. Il

4. Applications and examples

4A. Proving Theorems 1.6 and 1.7. We now turn to self-contained proofs of the applications to Favard
curve length and visibility, respectively.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. In the case that I satisfies the simple curvature assumption of Definition 2.5, we
can apply Lemma 2.6 to conclude that the curve projections associated to Favr form a 1-transversal
family, and the theorem follows from Theorem 1.5. The reductions made at the beginning of Section 2C
imply that establishing the theorem for this special class of I" suffices. |

On the other hand, the visibility result requires a little bit more analysis, since transversality depends
on the relative geometry of the visible set and the vantage set.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. In Lemma 2.3, we established that the family of radial projections {P, : a € A} is
(n—1)-transversal provided that the underlying probability measure ¥ supported on A satisfies the tube
condition with respect to E:

Y(Ty) <8

In our context, ¥ = H"~! and it suffices to show that there exists a positive § > 0 such that for any
tube Ts passing through the visible set £ we have

H' N (TsnA) <8

However, this follows immediately from the tangent plane condition: the angle between the tube Tj
and any tangent plane to A is uniformly bounded away from zero and the claim follows. Now that
transversality has been established, we conclude the proof with an application of Theorem 1.5 as in the
previous argument. O

A slightly more general version of Theorem 1.6 is available without separation between the vantage
set A and the visible set E. The tube condition is also guaranteed upon replacing our tangent plane
condition with the following slightly more technical statement: there exist 5o > 0 and 6y € (O, %) so that,
ifa € Ly y(80) N A for distinct x, y € E, then A, meets L, , at an angle of at least 6.

4B. Applications to dynamically generated sets. A key tool in proving Theorem 1.5 was to establish the
existence of an auxiliary measure v supported near F' whose s-energy is easily computable. Lemma 3.2
then relates the average projection length to the energy. In the case of many fractal sets, we can construct the
special measure v in a geometrically motivated ad hoc manner. We now turn to the proof of Corollary 1.9.
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Proof of Corollary 1.9. Sets =m =1 and r = (%)n Recall K, denotes the n-th generation in the
construction of the four-corner Cantor set K. We can write KC,, as the union of 4" squares Q; of side

length 47", and define a probability measure on v supported on X, by

AN
b(A) = Z| Q|

This is the equidistributed measure on C,, (and can be compared to the constructed measure of Lemma 3.3
when u denotes the 1-Hausdorff measure restricted to ).

Observe v(K,) =1 and
uz/r foru <r,

v(B(x,u))~3u foru >r,
1 foru > 1.

A direct estimate of the energy integral leads to
1w ~log () ~n. (4-1)

Next, as we have already established in Lemma 2.6 that the curve projections which lead to Favr are a
1-transversal family under our simple curvature assumption, we can apply Lemma 3.2 to conclude that

o )Nf @ (K)] do. (42)

Combining (4-1) and (4-2) completes the proof of Corollary 1.9. UJ

It is worth emphasizing that the main point here is the existence of the measure v with easily bounded
energy at the appropriate dimension. As such, these techniques apply to a much broader class of fractal
sets at dimension 1; whenever we can have a piece-counting argument that gives a sharp estimate for 7, (v),
we will get a similar bound. This is frequently the case for fractals that are generated by an iterated
function system, including /C,,.

Next, we give the corresponding applications for visibility:

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Since no tangent line to the curve I' passes through the compact set [0, 1%
there is a positive distance between any tangent line to I" and K,,. This is the 2-dimensional version of
the nontangency assumption of Theorem 1.6 and thus the family of radial projections {P, : a € I'} is
1-transversal. Again taking v to be the equidistributed measure on C,, the corollary now follows from
Lemma 3.2 and the estimate (4-1). Il

4C. Projections without transversality. In each of the cases handled above, a notion of transversality is
used to show that the set of parameters which cannot distinguish two nearby points on an appropriate
scale is rather small. One may ask whether such a condition is necessary. In the following examples, we
explore what can happen when transversality is absent.

Example 4.1 (asymptotic Favr that decays too fast). Suppose that the curve I is x-axis in R?, suppose F
is a horizontal line segment, and consider the curve projections @, of Section 2C. Then Section 2C fails.
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Recalling (1-8), we see that
Favp (F(r)) ~ 2r.
This tends to zero much more rapidly than (log =)~
Our next example illustrates that Favard curve length does not necessarily detect rectifiability without a
transversality assumption. In particular, without a curvature assumption, it is possible to have a purely un-
rectifiable set with positive and finite Hausdorff 1-measure, which has strictly positive Favard curve length.

Example 4.2 (a lower bound that does not decay). Suppose that I" is a straight line in R? passing through
the origin with slope % (or angle 6 = arctan %) and that F is the four-corner Cantor set. Consider the
curve projections @, of Section 2C. Then for all @ so that ®, is defined on K, the projection ®, K is an
interval with length comparable to 1.

To see this, consider the first generation of the four-corner Cantor set K and its four constituent squares.
Each square projects to an interval. Since the line has slope %, the points (Alf, 0) and (%, %) project to
the same position within L. Similarly, (0, }) and (1, 3) share a projection and so do (4, 3) and (2, 1).
Therefore, the projection of the bottom right square is a segment connecting 7, (1, 0) and 7?;(%, %); the
projection of the lower left square is a segment connecting 7?&(3—‘, O) and T, (O, %), and so on. The four
intervals found in this manner only meet at their endpoints, and their union is an interval with length
greater than 1. Finally, an application of self-similarity shows that this argument works for the second
generation of the Cantor set as well; this extends to all subsequent generations and K itself.

As a final example, we see what happens for visibility when we do not assume the tube condition.

Example 4.3 (coplanar sets lack the tube condition). Suppose A and E are as in Theorem 1.6 so that A
is a smooth (n—1)-dimensional surface, E has positive s-dimensional Hausdorff measure, and |[a —e| < 1
for each a € A and e € E. Moreover, assume that A and E are both subsets of the same hyperplane in R".
Consider the radial projections P, of (1-4). Then the lower bounds of Theorem 1.6 fail when s > n — 2.

For A and E in R" and a € A, the radial projection P,(E) is a set of Hausdorff dimension at most n — 1.
Embedding A and E in the same hyperplane guarantees that P,(E) is a set of Hausdorff dimension
at most n — 2. As such, it can be covered by C(%)n_2 balls of radius » for some C. Since the (n—1)-

dimensional measure of a ball is of order r"~!

, we conclude that the (n—1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure restricted to $” ! is bounded by |P,(E(r))| <r. Since r < log(%)_1 and r < =175 whenever
n—2 < s and r is sufficiently small, both the first and second estimates of Theorem 1.6 fail in this regime.

To see what goes awry in Example 4.3, note that the tube L ,(6) for distinct x, y € E(r) intersects A
in a set of measure 8”2 > §"~! and the upper bound required by the tube condition in (2-2) fails. In this
case, P,(E) for a € A fails to differentiate the points of E.

As an explicit example of what fails, consider the case n = 2. When A and E are contained in the
same line, P,(E) consists of at most two points for any a € A. This means that the projections P, cannot

differentiate points in E.
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