SINGULAR INTEGRAL OPERATORS ASSOCIATED TO CURVES
WITH RATIONAL COMPONENTS

MAGALI FOLCH-GABAYET AND JAMES WRIGHT

ABSTRACT. We prove LP(R"),1 < p < 0o, bounds for
o o]
Hf(w):p.v./ f(@1 = Ri(t); ... ,zn — Rn(t)) dt/t
— 00

and

= sup — / |f r1 — Rl Tn — Rn(t)” dt

r>0 h
where R;(t) = P;j(t)/Q;(t),j =1,2,... ,n, are rational functions. Our bounds
depend only on the degrees of the polynomials P;,Q; and in particular, they
do not depend on the coefficients of these polynomials.

1. INTRODUCTION

To any curve in R"™ parametrised by I' : R —+ R”, we associate a maximal operator

M f(z) =sup — / (z —T(t))| dt
n>0 b

and a singular integral operator

pv/ flz =T(t)) dt/t,

defined initially on test functions f € C°(R™). These operators have a long his-
tory (see e.g., [5] and [6]) and many L” estimates have been obtained for various
classes of curves. For example it is well known that M and H are bounded on
LP(R"),1 < p < oo, whenever T' is a polynomial curve; that is, the components
of I'(t) = (P1(t),. .., Pn(t)) are polynomials, and furthermore, these estimates are
independent of the coefficients, depending only on the degrees of the polynomials

(see e.g., [6]).

In this paper we extend this result to curves with rational components.

Theorem 1.1. Let I'(t) = (Ri(t),... ,Rn(t)) where R; = P;/Q;,j = 1,... ,n,
are rational functions. Then the associated mazimal and singular integral operators
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M and H are bounded on LP(R™),1 < p < oo, with bounds independent of the
coefficients of the polynomials P;,Q;.

Remarks 1.2.

e In [3] Theorem 1.1 was established in two dimensions n = 2 when Ry (t) = ¢
and R, is an arbitrary rational function (i.e., in the case where the curve
is a graph of a rational function).

e For a general curve I the principal-value integral defining H may not exist,
even for f € C°(R™). However it is easy to check that when the compo-
nents of I' are rational functions, the principal-value integral does indeed
exist whenever f € C°(R").

In the next section we will outline the ideas which go into the proof of Theorem 1.1.
In section 3 we state and prove a series of preliminary lemmas needed for the proof
of Theorem 1.1. In section 4 we establish the basic reduction for the operators H
and M, as outlined in section 2, which allows us to carry out the proof of the L?
boundedness of H and M in the final section.

Notation: Let A, B be complex-valued quantities. We use the notation A < B or
A = O(B) to denote the estimate |A| < C|B| where C' depends only on n and
the degrees of the polynomials defining the curve I'. We use A ~ B to denote the
estimates A < B < A.

2. IDEA OF PROOF FOR THEOREM 1.1

We illustrate the ideas for the singular integral operator H. By factoring a poly-
nomial P(t) into its linear factors, it is easy to see that outside a bounded number
of “dyadic” intervals, P behaves like various monomials on the complementary
intervals (see Lemma 3.1 below). Hence we can reduce ourselves to bounding

Hef(z) = /| Je-Twa (1)

where G is an interval (possibly very long) on which each rational function R,, =
Py, /@y, defining T behaves like ¢t/ %= for some nonnegative integers j,, km > 0.
We decompose

Haof(x) = x—TI(t)d
ZCED Y R e L

—T(2%))d
;/|t|ez—fGr1[1,2]f(ac ( t)) t/t

where the last sum can be written as },., f * ay) (). Here the “normalised”

measures o) are defined on a test function ¢ by

(0®, gy = /u SR VORI O 2)
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where Ry, ¢(t) = 2-Um=km)tR_(2¢), m = 1,...,n, are “normalised” functions.
The measures ay) are 2¢ dilates of o(¥), given by the 1-parameter dilations 2¢ oz =
(2Ur—k)tg, . 20n—ka)tg ). At this point we would like to appeal to a special
instance of a general result of Ricci an Stein [4] giving sufficient conditions which
guarantee LP,1 < p < oo, boundedness for singular integral operators of the form

f - Zf*ay).

LEZ

The family {09} is required to satisfy three conditions. First, there is a cancellation
condition; besides requiring that each ¢(©) have mean zero, the Fourier transform
of 0¥ should also vanish on the subspace V = {{ € R : £ = Y mes Emem} where
S ={m: jm — km = 0}. However for ¢(*) defined in (2),

(;(7)(5) = / ei[ElR1,z(5)+~~~+£an,z(5)]d8/3
[s|e2-¢GnN[1.2]

vanishes only at 0 in general. Hence we would like j,, # k., foreachm =1,2,... | n.
The second condition is a uniform regularity condition;
cOE <C@+[E)e 3)

for some C, e > 0 independent of £ € Z. Now o is a perturbation of a measure
supported on an orbit of the dilation group § oz = (61 *1gy,... §n—kng ). In
[4], Lemma 6.1 gives a necessary and sufficient condition for a measure supported
along an orbit to satsify the decay estimate (3); namely, the exponents {j,, — km}
must be nonzero and distinct. Hence we would not only like the numbers {j,, —kn, }
to be nonzero but also distinct. We will be able to achieve this by using the fact
that the LP operator norm of Hg is invariant under conjugation by the group of
invertible affine transformations. That is, we may replace the rational functions
I = (R1,...,R,) by AT + @, where A is a constant invertible n X n matrix and
¥ is a constant vector in R™, without changing the operator norm of Hg. We will
describe a procedure in section 4 below, using affine transformations, to reduce us
to bounding Hg where now Ry, (t) ~ ct»~F= on G and {j,, — km} are nonzero,
distinct numbers. We will then be able to go on to establish the decay estimates
(3), putting us in a position to use the result of Ricci and Stein on LP boundedness

of singular integral operators of the form f— 3", f * ng)‘

However there is a third condition that the family {o(9} is required to satisfy which
can be viewed as a further regularity condition. It is that there is a finite measure
v so that |0(©)| < v for all £ € Z, and unfortunately, this condition is not satisfied in
general by the ¢(f) defined in (2). Nevertheless our situation is a very special case
of the Ricci-Stein multi-parameter theory, being generated only by a 1-parameter
group of dilations, albeit the exponents {j,, — km} can be positive or negative.
Instead, fortunately, we will be able to employ the results of Duoandikoetxea and
Rubio de Francia in [2] to obtain the L? bounds for Hg and hence establish Theorem
1.1 in full generality for H. Similar ideas successfully bound the maximal function
M.
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3. PRELIMINARIES

The following lemma is a simple variant of a lemma in [1].

Lemma 3.1. Let P(t) = DH;-izl(t —2;) = ZZ:O prt® be a polynomial of degree
d whose roots are ordered so that |z1| < ... < |z4|. Then there exists a C = C(d)
such that for any A > C(d) and 1 < j < d, if G = [A|z;]|, A7 |2j41]] is nonempty
(G = [A]z4|,00) if j = d),

i) PO)~pit for |t € G

i) pj ~D H?:j‘i‘l z¢, and in particular p; # 0;

. . ] p . k _
’WL) sz <25 Dk ,S bj H‘z:k—l—l 245 and lf] < k; Dk S bj HZ:]’+1 2e 1-

Proof Clearly for |t| € G (and any A > 1),

(1 =1/AUDIL T Jzell < POI/IP < @+ 1/AYDIL T 1zl]
(=j+1 f=j+1

which shows that i) follows from ii). To establish ii) we write

pj = (_l)jD Z 2yt Ry

< <lg_j
=(-1)D Z 2oy 2y, + (=1 Dzjy1--2a
If1<...<éd_j
£1<j

= I + II
and hence since |z¢| < (1/A4)|z¢| whenever ¢ < j < ' —1,
Al S Dzl -+ |zal = ],
Therefore if A 2> 1 is large enough,

d

pi ~II =D []
t=j+1
establishing ii) and hence i). From the formula
bk = (_l)kD Z Ryt Ry
01<--<la_p

we see by ii) that if £ < j,

d J
pSD [ 2 ~pi ] =

t=k+1 f=k+1
and if j < k,
d k
kaJDHzZijHze_l.
f=k+1 f=j+1
This completes the proof of the lemma. [ ]
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Remark 3.2. Lemma 3.1, part i), shows that with respect to P, Rt can be decom-
posed

Rt =UpL, Gy U UL 1D,

into disjoint intervals (M = O(1)) which depend on the choice of A where the D,
are dyadic in the sense that if D; = [a,b), then b/a = O(1). On the complementary
intervals G, (which we call “gaps”), if |t| € Gy, P(t) ~ p;,t7* for some j, > 0 (and
of course pj;, # 0). See [1].

For a rational function R = P/Q, where P(t) = D Hzlil(t_Z[), Qt)=FE H?;l(t—
wy) with [z;] < --+ < |zg,| and |wy| < -+ < |wg,|, Lemma 3.1 tells us that
R(t) ~ [pj/a)t"* on a gap G = [Alz;], A 2731 N [Afwel, A e [, 3 A 2 1
is large enough. We now examine higher derivatives of R on G in the following two
lemmas. We begin with the case j > k.

Lemma 3.3. Let R = P/Q be a rational function and G a gap as described above.
Then for any integer n > 0, A 2 C,, can be chosen large enough so that on G, if
Jj =k,

R™ (%) :R(t)[ > II L Eq(t) ] (4)

. t— 2z
EH1<b 2o Al <j m=1 m

where |(d/dt)TEn(t)| S Cpp AT on G for all r > 0.

Proof We begin with the case n = 1.
R'(t) = R(t)[P'()/P(t) - Q'(t)/Q(t)]

d dg

= E(t) [Zpd:t—lzg _;t—lwg]'

{= =1

We make the following two simple observations on G}

1 1
<CIAIt] Y, £>35,0 >k 5
== = s ctam e >k 5)
and
1 1 — wyr
| - = el opap, e <k (6)
t—Zg t—’ll)gl |t—Zg||t—’lUgl|
Hence
|
r_
R=R[Y = +E)
{=k+1
where
k dp dq
1 1 1 1
Eit)=Y [—-——]+ > -
= t—2p t—wy €:j+1t—25 K:k-i—lt_wf

satisfies | E\"”) ()| < CA=L|t|="=1,Vr > 0 on G by (5) and (6), establishing (4) when
n=1.
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The proof now proceeds by induction on n; if (4) holds for derivatives up to order
n—1,

n—1 1

RO =R@O| Y Il o+ B

k+1<l1#-Fln—1<j m=1

_ni:l Z LI 1 1 +E!_ ()
(t—zy) (t—z2,)* (t—2ze,_,) -

r=1 k+1<tl1#Fln_1<]

_ n—1 1
—ro| X% t_zer:[_zf—z X aay

kt1<bi# -l _1<] r=1 k1<l Fln_1<]

k+1<6<j .
—— + E,(t
S = RU)
1<m<n—1
m#r
where
J n—1
1 1
En(t) = Enoa(t)( ) m+E1(t))+E1(t) > II r— +E ()
{=k+1 k1<t Al o1 <j m=1

is easily seen to satisfy the derivative bounds on G, proving (4) for general n.

Remarks 3.4.

e The sum

> I,

k+1<l1#-F#lpn <jm=1

_ze

in (4) is interpreted as zero when j — k <n — 1.

e It will be important for us to keep track of the number of terms in the sum
(4) which in this case is (j —k)(j —k—1)...(j — k —n + 1). This shows
in particular that the sum is empty if j —k <n — 1.

We now turn to the case j < k which unfortunately is somewhat more involved. As
in the case k < j it will be important for us to keep track of the number of terms
in various sums. To this end we associate to every strictly positive multi-index
a=(ai,...,ar),a; >0,1<i<rasize |a| =01 +---+ a, and a length I(a) =

Lemma 3.5. Let R = P/Q and G be as in Lemma 3.3 but where now j < k. For
any integer n > 1, A 2 C,, can be chosen large enough so that on G,

R(n) (t) = R(t)[ (_l)n Z Z d(a) Z t— UIJZ )a1 e (t — wll )am

FHLI< e b <k (
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where |(d/dt)"Fr(t)| S Cpy A7 [t|™"7" for all v > 0. Here {d(a)} are combinato-
rial numbers defined on strictly positive multi-indices o such that the sums

Cm (’I’L) = Z d(a)

lal=n,l(a)=m
are the well-known Sterling numbers of the second kind; i.e., {cm(n)}™_, are the
coefficients of the polynomial

n

zz+1)---(x+n-1)= Zcm(n)xm.

m=1

Proof For n =1 we argue exactly as in Lemma 3.3, using (6) and (5) to obtain

+ (1)) ®

where F) satisfies the appropriate derivative estimates on G. For general n we
argue by induction; if (7) holds for all derivatives up to order n,

(n+1) — p! _1\n S a 1 1
RD(6) = R(5)] (-1) m§:j lagzjn d )Hl% IR =i =
l(a)=m
+ Fo(t) ] + R() [(—1)"+1 S doY
1 (o A 1
x Z (t — we, ) -“(t_zwr)ar-i-l-“(t_wem)am + Fy(t)]-

GHL<Lle,ebm <k

Using (8) we obtain

RO = R[0Ty Y de)

|a|=n

l(a)=m

1 1 1
X e
Z (t_wlﬁ)al (t_wlm)am t— wy
G L o o <k

!
n

+ =DMy Y d@)) e 9)
r=1

m=1 |a|=n,l(a)=m

1 1 1
) D v EEA o = Sy
G b <k b wr bm

P (1)

+
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where
k
Fen® = R - 3 = + Fu(0) |
Z*j-{-l
1 1
)" Fy ( d() . ],
[ ! mzlla—r%) m j+15£§,em5k (= we ) (= we, )

satisfies the required derivative estimates on G.

Expressing RtV (¢) in the form (7) we see from (9) that the coefficients

em(n+1) = Z d()
|a|=n+1
l(a)=m
satisfy the recursive formulae:
Cn+1(n + 1) = 1ack(n + 1) = nck(n) + Ckfl(n)a k= 17 R

where ¢o(n) = 0. These are the defining formulae for Sterling numbers of the second
kind; the equivalent property for these numbers as the coefficients of the polynomial
with roots at consecutive negative integers can be easily derived by induction,

z(z+1)---(x+n-1) ch

and so
n
z(x+1)---(z+n) Z cx(n)zkt + Z neg(n)zk
k=1
=neci(n)x + Z(nck (n) + cx—1(n))zF 4 2"+
n+1
= Z cr(n + 1)zk
k=1
by the above recursive formulae, completing the proof of Lemma 3.5. [ |

Remark 3.6. The number of terms in the sum occurring in (7) is

n

Yo Y d@k—)" =) em) (k- 5"

|a|=n

(a)=m

3

=(k—j)k—j+1)--(k—j+n—1).

We now prove an extension of (6) and a generalisation of (5).

Lemma 3.7. Let P, QQ and G be as in Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 with k < j (the com-
pletely analogous statement for j < k also holds). Let A = {a} and B = {8} be
two 0(1) collections of strictly positive multi-indices of size r; r = |a| = |B|. Then
on G, for A 2 1 large enough,
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Q) [(t = 20,) 70 - (= 20,,) 70 = (¢ —wey) TP (= we )T | S AT

forany o € A, B € B,r = a1 +---+am =01 +-+Pn, and k+1 <
byeoi i, 04, 0L < 55

For each a € A associate a collection {z,, . .., 2z, } wherem =1(a) and ly, ... by <
j. Then

“) |ZaeA(t - Zl1)7a1 T (t - zfm)iam | ~ |t|7r

Proof The estimate in i) follows immediately from (6) by iteratively comparing
factor by factor.

For ii), the upper bound follows easily from (5). For the lower bound, we use the
fact |z| > Re(z) to see that the left hand side is larger than

yo Bl =
I, |t—zz |2“5

acA

Z Re[t™ + O(A~1t7)]

2r 1427 Z |t|_r
[t[2r + O(A-1¢27)

for A > 1 large enough, since |z¢| < A_1|t| on G whenever £ < j.

In order to prove the decay estimate (3) of the Fourier transform of the measures
defined in (2) we will use Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 to estimate a determinant formed from
the derivatives of the n rational functions Ry = P;/Q¢,£ =1,...,n, which make up
the components of our curve I' = (Ry, ..., Ry). Here Py(t) = co[[2,(t — 2£) and
Qe(t) = de T2, (t — wt) are polynomials with |2{| < ... <z} | and |wf| < ... <
|wf,| and the determinant of derivatives is

A = det (F'(t), ...,0™ (t))
H R(t) Z l)sgn(w) [Rgﬂ(l))/Rl] . I:R,SLTI'('I'L))/RH]

TESn

where S, denotes the group of permutations on n letters. Let us define A(t) to be
the sum in the above formula so that A = A(t) [, Re(?).

For each R, consider a gap
= [Alz], |, A7z, 41 ] N [Afwg, |, A7 wg, 4]

and suppose jg > k,‘[ when 1 < ¢ <7 and k¢ > j; when r + 1 < £ < n, for some
0 < r < n. The following lemma will estimate A (and hence A by Lemma 3.1) on
the intersection G = Ny_, G,.

Lemma 3.8. Let Ry = P;/Q¢,¢ = 1,2,...,n, A and G be as above and set
x¢ = j¢ — ke for each £. Suppose that the integers {z,}}_, are nonzero and distinct
(so in particular, xg > 0,1 <L <r andxy < 0,r+1< £ <n). Then for A>1
large enough,

A(t) ~ t—n(n+1)/2

on G.
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Proof By Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 we have

n

H R(ﬂ’ )/Ré ) — ( pI Ny ()] Z t_ul a al 1 +0 (A—ltfn(n+1)/2)

=1 wcE, (t = um,a)m

for each m € S,,. Here E, is a collection of strictly positive muti-indices o with
|a] = n(n + 1)/2 whose cardinality, by Remarks 3.4 and 3.6, satisfies

m(1)—1 w(r)—1 w(r+1)—1 m(n)—1
B.l = J] Gey =0 J] @y =0 JI (~Zawiy=0- J] (~Znm) =0
=0 £=0 £=0 =0
n w(m)—1
= ()Z=a O ][] @am = O- (10)
m=1 (=0
The complex numbers {us,} lie among the roots {z5,}7:_, | U{w}, e ot

The upper bound for A on G follows easily from Lemma 3.7, part ii).

For the lower bound we split the permutations « € S,, into two families;

Spa ={m € Sy : sgnm + Z )is even}
s=r+1

and

Spo=q{m €S, :sgnm + Z s)is odd}.

s=r+1
If we can show that
S B £ Y I (11)
TESn 1 TESn 2

then we can pair off a term [}, (t — ug,o) * from @ € E; and m € S,,1 with a
term — [[,2, (t — ug,3) 7P from B € E, and 7 € Sp 2, using Lemma 3.7, part i), to
achieve a bound O(Aflt*"(”“)/ 2) in the sum defining A, showing that

=+) Z +0 (A—lt—”("+1)/2)

TE€ES a€EE,

_Ula (t_um,a)am

where S is either a nonempty subset of Sy, 1 (When ) o |Ex| >3 s | |Ex])
or a nonempty subset of S, 2 (when 7 g |Exz| > > cg | |Ex|). Lemma 3.7,

part i) can now be employed to show A(t) > ¢t~ ™"+1/2 on G if A > 1 is chosen
large enough.

It remains therefore to establish (11). Observe that by (10)

:L'l ... .Z'n
z1(z1 — 1) Tn(Tn — 1)

> 1Bl = > |Ex| = det

TESn 1 TESn 2 : ) °
z1...(x1 —n+1) ZTp ..o (Tp —n+1)
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and one can easily check that this determinant, call it D, is equal to
T1...2p H (Z'S—Z'r)
1<r<s<n
which is nonzero by our assumptions on the integers {zs}. In fact, considering D,
as a polynomial of degree n in the variable x,,, we have
Dy=p(z1,.. ., Zpn1)(En — Tp-1) .. (Tn — 1) Ty, (12)

since D,,, as a function of x,, clearly vanishes at x1,xs,...,Zn—1 and 0. On the
other hand expanding D,, in the last column shows that

D,, = D,_1xz, + lower order terms in z,,

where D,,_; is the analogous n—1xn—1 determinant in the variables z1,xs, ..., Z,_1.

Hence by induction, we see that
D, 1=p(x1,...,Tn_1) =21 ...Tn_1 H (xs — r)
1<r<s<n—1

establishing the claimed formula for D, by (12) and thus completing the proof of
the lemma. m

Remark 3.9. The arguments used above show that |det A, (¢)(i|j)] < 1, where
Ag(t)(i|7) is the (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix formed by deleting the i-th row and the
j-th column from

2k R (2F¢)2 k=1 .- 2k R! (2kt)2~ken
2nkR§") (2kt)2—ker ... 2"kR,(1") (2k¢)2—han

and where as in Lemma 3.8, z;, = j; — ky.

We end this section by stating a very useful estimate for one dimensional oscillatory
integrals, known as van der Corput’s lemma. A proof can be found in [6].

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that ¢ is real-valued and smooth on (a,b), and that |¢® (t)| >
A >0 for allt € (a,b). Then
b
/ 90 g

holds when either k > 2 or k=1 and ¢' is monotone.

< Ck)\_l/k

4. BASIC REDUCTION

In this section we will show that we can restrict our analysis of the operators H and
M, defined with respect to a curve I' = (Ry,..., R;,) of rational functions, to an
interval G on which each Ry(t) ~ c; t/¢~*¢ where the numbers {j, — k;} are nonzero
and distinct. Furthermore there will be sufficient separation between appropriate
roots of the polynomials defining R, to enable us to obtain derivative bounds as
described in Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 above. We will adopt the notation R, = Py/Q, for
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each 1 < £ < n where Py(t) = Y pit! = C[](t - 25) and the roots will always be
ordered so that |2{| < |2§| < ---. Similarly Q.(t) = Y g¢ft* = D, [](t—w}) where
|w§| < |wg| < --- for each 1 < £ < n. When we pass to transformed polynomials
Py and Qg, the notation for the transformed coefficients and roots are adjusted
accordingly.

We begin with the singular integral operator H. Applying Lemma 3.1 to every
denominator (); of R; we can reduce the LP boundedness of H to bounding

Hof(@) = / F@r = By()s ., 2 — Ru(t)) dt /¢

[tle@

where Q; ~ ¢;t** on G for every 1 < £ < n; see Remark 3.2. Here

G c [[Alwg,|, A wk, 4] (13)
{=1

which we assume is nonempty. In particular we have the following root separation
between the roots of the polynomials {Q;}; for any two roots wf and wf, where
k < k¢ and k' > ke

Alwg] < A7 Yw |- (14)

We could have applied Lemma 3.1 to each P; as well as )¢ putting ourselves on an
interval where R, ~ ¢, t/¢~% but the numbers {j, — k;} would not necessarily be
nonzero nor distinct. To get ourselves in the situation where the rational functions
{R¢} behave like monomials with powers which are nonzero and distinct, we will
use the fact that the LP operator norm of H¢ is invariant under conjugation by
the group of invertible affine transformations. This allows us to replace the curve
I'=(Ry,...,R,) by AT + ¥, where A is any constant invertible n x n matrix and
¥ is any constant vector in R™, without changing the operator norm of Hg.

We will apply n affine transformations in succession, changing only one component
of T each time. The whole process will be carried out in n steps. By the rth step,
we will have transformed the first 7 — 1 components of T, Ry — Ry, 1 < £ <r —1,
and successfully reduced the analysis to a subinterval G’ C G such that Ry(t) ~
citie e for |t € G' where {j, — kj} are nonzero and distinct (furthermore, there
will be sufficient root separation to guarantee higher derivative bounds for Rg).
In the rth step we will choose an appropriate affine transformation changing the
rth component R, — R, =P, / Qr, leaving the other components alone, in such a
way that certain coefficients of P, vanish. Then by employing Lemma, 3.1, part ii),
we will be able to remove 0(1) dyadic intervals from G’ such that on each of the
complementary intervals, fZT(t) ~ Cr t4=*. where Jr. — k. is nonzero and distinct
from the numbers j; — kj, 1 < £ <r —1 (higher derivative bounds will also hold).
We will only need to annihilate coefficients of the transformed P, via the affine
transformation since the process will tranform the original denominators {Q,} into
{Qr = [1)—; Q¢}. Note that for each 1 <7 < n, Q,(t) = Q1+ Qu(t) ~ cthrtFr
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on G because (13) implies
T
G g m [A|'U}£Z|,A_1|’LU££+1|:|
=1

— £ -1 4
- [A A7 e

= [Alwktbn s A7 Wk g byt |]

where |w;| < |wa| < --- denote the roots of Qr=Q1Q>...Qr.

We begin with the first step, using the affine transformation I + ¢ with ¢ =
(a,0,...,0) to replace Ry = P;/Q; with Ri=Ri+a= 151/Q1, where P, =
P 4+ aQy = Y pjt?. Choose a so that fy, = p;, +ag;, = 0. By Lemma 3.1 part
ii), if |2{| < |23| < ... denote the roots of P;, the interval [A|2} |, A=z} ,4]] is
empty if A > 1 is chosen large enough. Therefore we can decompose G into gaps
and dyadic intervals with respect to P; to reduce matters to bounding

HGlf(m):/ f(ml_pl/Qla"'7$n_Pn/Qn)dt/ta
|t|€G1
where P, (t) Nﬁ}i 1 on Gy C G and j, —k; # 0.

Let use now suppose we have performed r — 1 steps in the process reducing the
analysis to bounding

HG’f(SU) = / f(xl - Rla" 5 Lp—1 — Rr—laxr - RT)" -y In — Rn) dt/t
|t|eG!

where Q(t) = [T\—y Qu(t) ~ det", kj = ki + -k and Py(t) = ¢, on G' C G
so that the numbers {j; — k;} are nonzero and distinct. The monomial behaviour
of P, on G' is guaranteed by ensuring that we have the following root separation;
if |Z{| < |#5| < --- denote the roots of Py, then for any two roots 5 and z* where
j<j,and k> jl;

AlZY] < ATYED (15)

Recall that (14) gives us the analagous root separation for the polynomials {Q,}.
Furthermore we also have root separation between a root from Ef, 1<e<r—-1,
and a root from wﬁ, 1 < ¢ < n. We record here that the above root separation
listed in (15) and (14) implies the following relationship between the coefficients of

Py(t) =Y pét7 and Qq(t) = 3 qftF;

Je 19
it w<ij, . SHy [ 25  andif ji<u 5 $85 ] B
o=p+1 o=j,+1 (16)

for1</¢<r—1and

ke

"
if <k, qﬁ < q,‘;l H wf,”; and if ky < p, qﬁ < qﬁe H [wﬁ]_1
o=p+1 o=k¢+1 (17)
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for 1 < £ < n. This is simply Lemma 3.1, part iii), applied to the polynomials {7}
and {Q,} and will play an important role in carrying out the rth step.

The rth step in the process uses the affine transform A + ¥ where

I_: 0O
A= a...qp_1 1 0...0
0] In—r
and 7 = (0,...,0,a,,0,...,0) to transform R, to R, leaving the other components

alone, where R, = P./Q,, Q, = [[,_; Q¢ and
B _r B T r—1
PT‘ :alpl HQZ+"'+ar71Pr71Qr+arHQl+PrHQZ-
=2 =1 =1

The idea is to choose ay,as,...,a, so that the j; —k; +k.,1 < £ <r —1, and
kith coefficients of P, vanish (here k, = k1 + - --k¢). Therefore we need to find a

solution @ = (a1, ...,a,) to S& = —(o1,...,0),
ol ol
s=1: - ]

or .- of

where for 1 < £ < r — 1, of, is the (j}, — kj + k.)th coefficient of PpQmi1 - Qr,
when 1 <m <r—1, and Q;---Q,, when m = r. For £ = r, 0!, is the klth
coefficient of P Qi1+ Qr, when 1 < m < r—1, and Q; ---Q,, when m = r.
Finally, o, is the (j; — k; + k,.)th (when 1 < £ < r — 1) and k/th (when ¢ = r)
coefficient of P.Q); - -- Q,_1. This is accomplished by showing

detS # 0 (18)
when A > 1 is chosen large enough in (14) and (15).
Remarks 4.1.

e The case 7 = 1 of (18) where we consider just one polynomial says that if
the kth root is separated from the (k4 1)th root, then the kth coefficient of
the polynomial must be nonzero. This is just Lemma 3.1, part (ii), which
we have used extensively.

e The special case r = 2 of (18), where one takes @1 = 1, P, = ¢ and Q2 an
arbitrary polynomial was considered in [3].

If (18) holds, then we can successfully solve Sa@ = —(o71,- .., 0,) guaranteeing that
the appropriate coefficients of P, vanish and hence, by Theorem 3.1, part ii), if
|27] < |#5| < --- denote the roots of P,, the intervals [A]2]], A= 2], ] are empty
whenever j € {j; —kj+k.},—] or j = k! if A > 1 is chosen large enough. Therefore
we can decompose G’ into 0(1) gaps and dyadic intervals with respect to P, to
reduce matters to bounding

ngf(x):/ F@r = Bayeee iy = Royeee  mp — Ro)dt /2
|t‘€G”
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where R, (t) ~ ¢, t/»~% for |t| € G" and j. ¢ {j, — k, + k'}5_} and j. # k.,
completing the rth step of the process. It remains to establish (18).

First of all,

detS = Z (=1)s9m(mgr®) . Gm(r)
TESH
= olol+ 3 (~1)nmgr) g,

Tw#id

For 1 <m < r —1, o7 is the N,,th coeflicient of PQO+1 -@Q, where N, =
=kl + kL =j;n+km+1+---+k and so

— m+1 _m+2
Uz B Z pl e, e, qgr—m (19)
(€81, lrm):
b+l Al =Np,
~m .m+1 T =m m+1 m+2 T
= By a0 g+ > AL HAR AR

(£7ll7-"7lr_m)¢(j;n7km+1’-" k)
b+L1+-+Lr—m=Npm
Fix (0,01, .., 4r—m) # (G, km+1, - - -, kr) satisfying £+ 6y +--- + £_p, = Npy, and
set ng =ks —Lly_m if m+1<s<r, s#r, n, =j,, — L Therefore y .  n,=0.
Furthermore if By ={m <s<r:ny>0}and E_ ={m <s<r: n, <0},
— Z Ng = Z ng > 0.
seE_ seEy

-1
~m

Without loss of generality assume that m € E, . Then (16) implies p7* < py fymze 120
If s € E+ \ {r} then (17) implies ¢j _ < g HU .. 41wy and if s € E_, then

g, S TTee i[ws] ™. Hence

r r Im ks lo—m
IIT .. <& II <1l 2 II 11 wxII II wil ™

s=m+1 s=m+1 o={+1 seE \{r} o=ts_m+1 sEE_ o=ks+1

The last two products are nonempty and both products contain exactly the same
number of terms, — ) ngs = 256E+ ns > 0. For any term in the first product,
say w® with s € B, \ {r}, and any term in the second product, say [w?,]~! with
s' € E_, we have w? [w?]™' < A™! by (14), ( 5) and the remark which follows
these estimates. Hence pznqg’f“ g SATIER q,’c”tll ---gj,and so by (19),

r—m N
m+1 T
NpJ qkm+1“‘qkr

for 1 <m <r—1if A2 1islarge enough. Similarly o] ~ g; and therefore

o1 H[Pﬁquntll"' k-
Therefore (18) will be established once we prove that for every m # id,
r—1
(1 T — m
iV or® S A7 [1W5 as, i) (20)

m=1
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For notational convenience we will suppose that 7 is a permutation on {1,...,r—1},
that is, m(r) = r (the other cases are similar). Then

Uf(l)"' ;r(rl 1) Z H[pm m+1 qp m]

(Carlarre slomes)l<s<r: ™71

LstLls,14-+Ls,r—s=Np(s)
where Ny(s) = jr (s + kn(s)+1 + -+ + kr as before. For each 1 <s <r—1, fix an

(r—s+1)-tuple (£s,%51,-..,Lsr—s) so that €s+Ls1 +---+ L5 s = Ny, and set
nt® = Loy s—kt, s+1<t<r
N A t=s.

Define E, = {(s,t) :n,gs) >0tand E_ = {(s,t):n (S) <0} If
Z ngs) = Z n(s) (21)
(s,t)EE_ (s,t)EE4

we can argue exactly as above to see that

H[pe AR N 1H[p G-

This together with o] ~ g; , proved previously, gives us (20) and therefore (18). It
remains to prove (21).

Foreachl1 <s<r -1,

zn§5) =4 +Es,1 + "'+€s,r—s - (.7,; + ko1 + - +k7‘)
t=s

(5) _

and so summing over 1 < s < r — 1 shows that Z(s y M = 0since 7 is assumed

to be a permutation of {1,...,r — 1}. Hence
Z ngs) _ Z ngs)
(s,t)EE_ (s,t)EE4

and therefore, if 37, 1\, ngs) =0, nts) =0 for all (s,t) implying that £; = j! and
Lsm = ksm,1 <m <r—sforeach 1 <s<r—1. In particular, Ny = Ny for
all 1 < s <r —1. But w # id implies there exists an 1 < s9 < r — 1 such that
m(sg) # so which in turn implies that Ny (s,) # Ny, since the numbers {j; — k;}
are distinct. This proves (21) and thus finishes the proof of (20) and hence (18),
completing the basic reduction for H.

A similar procedure allows us to reduce the study of the maximal function M to
Maf() = supl2* [ fa— (@) di|
k €2k, 26 +1]NG

where each component Ry of T satisfies Ry(t) ~ c¢ t/*~*¢ on G, together with higher
order derivative bounds, and where the exponents {j,—k,} are nonzero and distinct.
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The previous section described a procedure which reduces the proof of Theorem 1.1
to establishing LP bounds, 1 < p < oo, for

Hof(z) = / (@1 = Ri(t), .., — Ro(t)) dt/t

|tleG

:Z/ f(xl_Rl(t):;xn_Rn(t))dt/t
I |t|eGN[2k 2k +1]
and

Mo f(z) = sup|z*k/ F@1 = Ri(t),... 2n — Ra(t)) di]
k tean[2k, 2541

where Ry(t) ~ ¢ t%~*¢ on G, together with appropriate higher derivative bounds,
and where the exponents {L, = j; — k¢} are nonzero and distinct. By normalising
the integration in the above sums defining Hg and Mg we may express

Hgf(z) = Zf*a,(ck) () and Mgf(zx) = s%p|f*,u§ck)(x)\
k

(22)
where U,gk) and ugck) are 2% dilates, 2% o x = (2L1kgy, ... 2Enk g, of
0,0 = [ B0 (1)) di 1
|t|e2—*GN[1,2]
and
wWh,e) = [ BT (1)) dr.
te2-*kGnNI[1,2]
Here T®) (¢) = (R (#),..., R¥(t)) is a normalised curve so that
R (1) := 27 L4 Ry(2%) ~ 1 on 27FGN[1,2] (23)

for each 1 < £ < n. As outlined in section 2, see (3), our first goal is to prove the
regularity estimates

e ® (@), b (E)] < Cle (24)

for some € > 0, independent of k. We concentrate on establishing (24) for

1 (6) = / GE Y (-0 RO 0] gy
te[1,2]n2—kG

and we will do so as an application of Lemmas 3.8 and 3.10. Let ¢(t) = & ng) (t)+
<+ £, RM)(t) = £-T'(t) be the phase in the above oscillatory integral defining ()

-

and consider the vector of derivatives d(t) = (¢'(t),..., ™ (t)) = Ag(t)¢ where

2k(d/d)RP (1) - 2¥(d/d)RE (1)
Ag(t) = : - :
9k (d/dt)y"RP (1) --- 27k (d/dt)"RP (1)

Note that

det Ay(t) = 2°5 *A*) [[ RM )
=1
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where A is defined in section 3 prior to the statement of Lemma 3.8 which shows that
A(2Ft) ~ 27 "5k on 2-*GN[1, 2] and so, together with (23), we have det A (t) ~ 1
on 27¥G N [1,2]. Furthermore by Remark 3.9, all the cofactors A (t)(i|7) of Ax(t)
are bounded above and so [|[4x(¢)]7!]] < 1, implying

-

€l < MA@ D] S 1] S 16/ @]+ + 6™ (@) (25)
fort € 27*GN[L,2].

We are now in a position to prove (24) for /ﬁk\)(f) via van der Corput’s lemma,
Lemma 3.10, but in order to do this, we first split the interval [1,2] N 27*G = UI
into 0(1) subintervals such that on each subinterval I we have

o |¢) ()| = max{|¢' (t)],--- ,|¢™(t)|} for some 1 <7 < n and
e ¢' is monotone.

On each subinterval I we apply van der Corput’s lemma and obtain (24) with
€ =1/n for u*). A similar argument shows that (24) holds for a(*).

As discussed in section 2 we are unable to use the general results of Ricci and Stein
in [4] to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 since our measures {,u,(ck)} and {a,(ck)}
defining Mg and Hg in (22) do not satisfy the further regularity condition that
they are uniformly dominated by a fixed positive finite measure. Such a regularity

condition implies [|u{¥||, lot¥)|| < 1 and hence

BB E) — g ® )], lo®(E)] < e, (26)

complementing the decay estimates (24). These estimates in fact do hold in our
case and follow immediately from (23). We will use (24) and (26) and their variants,
together with an iteration of certain results for 1-parameter maximal and singular
integral operators established by Duoandikoetxea and Rubio de Francia in [2], to
prove Theorem 1.1. For the maximal function Mg we use the following general
result in [2] which we now describe.

Let {a)} be a lacunary sequence of positive numbers; that is, infy, ay /ary1 > 1 or
infy, ag+1/ar > 1. Decompose R* = R™ x R*™™ with 1 < m < n and write z € R”
in the form z = (2°,%) € R™ x R* ™. For any finite measure y on R" and Borel
set £ C R™ set u(®(E) = u(E x R*™) which defines a measure on R™. We now
state Theorem C in [2].

Proposition 5.1. Let {u,} be a sequence of positive measures on R™, ||uell S 1,
such that

| (€°,€) — 7 (€%,0)| < Clag11€[°, (27)

|k (€°,€)| < Clax|~° (28)

for some § > 0. Suppose that M°g(z°) = sup,, |u§co) * g(z°)| is a bounded operator
on LP(R™) for allp > 1. Then M f(z) = supy, |pr* f(x)| is also bounded on LP(R™)
for all p > 1.
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We apply this proposition to the sequence of positive measures { usck)} defining Mg
in (22) with €9 = (&1,--- ,&n_1), € = &, and a;, = 2*F~ which satisfies the lacunarity
condition since L, # 0. The estimates (27) and (28) follow from (23) and (24).
Hence Proposition 5.1 reduces matters to bounding the maximal operator

MOf(a") = supl2 J(@ = Ra(t), -+ a9y — Rua(0)) d|
k [2%,2k+1]NG

which effectively lowers the dimension by one. The analogues of (27) and (28) for
M?O are easily checked to be satisfied and therefore we can apply Proposition 5.1
to MO, further lowering the dimension by one, and iterating n times successfully
bounds Mg on all LP,1 < p < 0.

The argument for Hg f(z) = >, f * U,(ck) (z) is slightly more involved. Here we will
use Theorem D' in [2].

Proposition 5.2. Let {0} be a sequence of measures on R™ such that ||og|| < 1,
satisfying

5% (€°,)| < Cmin(lag4+1€], |arg] ")’ (29)

for some & > 0. Suppose that o*(f) = supy, ||ok| * f| and o§(f) = supy, ||o%| = f| are
bounded operators on LP(R™) and LY(R™) respectively. Then Tf = Y, op * f is
bounded on LP(R™) for all p satisfying |% - 1< %.

For notational convenience we write oy, for the measures a,(ck) defining Hg in (22).
We will initially apply Proposition 5.2 with m = n — 1, € = (&,---,&,_1) and
& = ¢, but first we decompose o), = o1 +0 2, where op 2 = J,go) ® ¢r. Here a,go) is
defined analogously to ,uio) above, and ¢, is an L! normalised (¢r(£,) = p(24En&,))
positive Schwartz function on R with integral 1 and o1 = o) — op2.

From (24) and (23), we see that oy ; satisfies (29) with ay = 2L2*. Furthermore the
maximal functions ¢* and o7, corresponding to the measures {ok,1} are bounded
on all L71 < ¢ < oo by the same arguments for Mg and so Proposition 5.2
applies to {ok,1}, showing f — sup, |f * oy,1] is bounded on all LP,1 < p < o0,
leaving us to bound f — supy, | f * ok,2|. We have effectively reduced the dimension
by one and applying the same argument to f — supy |f * ok,2| reduces another
dimension. Iterating this procedure n times establishes the desired LP bounds for
Hg, completing the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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