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AN AFFINE FOURIER RESTRICTION THEOREM FOR
CONICAL SURFACES

JONATHAN HICKMAN

Abstract. A Fourier restriction estimate is obtained for a broad class of
conic surfaces by adding a weight to the usual underlying measure. The new
restriction estimate exhibits a certain affine-invariance and implies the sharp L? —
L7 restriction theorem for compact subsets of a type k conical surface, up to an
endpoint. Furthermore, the chosen weight is shown to be, in some quantitative
sense, optimal. Appended is a discussion of type k conical restriction theorems
which addresses some anomalies present in the existing literature.

§0. Introduction. In [14] Nicola gave an alternative proof of the sharp L? —
L4 Fourier restriction theorem for the conical surface {(&, |£]): & € ]Rz} lying
in the frequency space R3 with measure d&/|&|, originally due to Barcel6 [3].
Explicitly, this states that whenever 1 < p < 4/3 and ¢ = p’/3 one has

de\1/a
(/ W@Iﬂﬂqé) <Al Fllppes, forall F e S(RY),

where A, > 0 is some constant depending on p only and S(R") denotes the
space of Schwartz functions. Here it is observed that Nicola’s arguments can
easily be adapted to give results in an affine-invariant setting. In particular, it
is shown that Sjolin’s affine restriction estimate for convex plane curves [21]
implies a variant of the conical restriction theorem where one may replace the
circular cone with any member of a broad class of conic surfaces given by
dilating convex curves, provided the measure d&/|&| is substituted with a suitable
measure which is affine-invariant on each ‘slice’ of the conical surface. To
make this discussion precise, let & C R? be a smooth plane curve, given by
the boundary of some centred convex body. That is, X equals 92 where 2 is
compact, convex with smooth boundary for which 0 € €2 is an interior point.
There exists a function ¢ : R2 [0, co) that is smooth away from the origin,
homogeneous of degree one and satisfies ¢ (§) = 1 if and only if £ € X. Define
the conical surface C generated by X by

C:={(& ¢©): £ eR* C R,

Of course, the prototypical example is given by taking ¥ = S!, the unit circle,
in which case ¢ (¢§) = |¢| and C is the usual ‘circular’ cone.
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Initially consider the restriction problem for the compact piece of cone § :=
(&, p(£)) 1 £ € A}, where A :={£ e R?: 1 < ¢p(£) < 2} endowed with surface
measure do. One wishes to determine the exponents (p, g) for which there
exists some constant A, , s > 0 (which may depend on the choice of exponents
and on the choice of cone) such the following estimate holds:

1150 0(5.d0) < Apog.sI Fllpesy forall F e S@R). (1)

The expected range of p and ¢q is determined by properties of the curvature of
¥ and Knapp-type counter-examples. Sharp results in the non-degenerate case
where the curve X is assumed to possess everywhere non-vanishing curvature
were established in [3, 14] (see also [10, 16]). More generally, one can admit
possible degeneracies provided the order of contact of the curve with any tangent
line is everywhere bounded by some fixed integer k > 2. In this case one says
the curve is of type k, noting that k = 2 corresponds to the non-degenerate case.
The inequality (1) was discussed for type k conical surfaces in [4], where it was
established for a sub-optimal range of p, ¢ and, more recently, an improvement
appeared in [5] (for further discussion, see Appendix A).

Related to estimates for a compact piece of the cone are restriction theorems
for the whole cone C, such as the theorem stated at the start of the introduction.
In this case C is equipped with a measure given by weighting the surface measure
with a negative power of ¢ (&) so that the problem behaves well under scaling
(in the above example the measure is d&/|&|; for more general examples, see for
instance [4]).

This paper considers conical restriction theorems not only in the type k case,
but admits the possibility of points where ¥ is completely flat. Interesting
results can be obtained in this more general setting by weighting the measure
by a suitable function which vanishes at the degenerate points. The weight
ameliorates the effect of these degeneracies and one can hope to achieve
LP? — L9 boundedness for the full range of exponents corresponding to the non-
degenerate case. This strategy follows the example of numerous authors (notably
Sjolin [21] and Drury [9]) who, in considering Fourier restriction problems
involving degenerate curves or surfaces, have replaced the underlying surface
measure do with affine surface measure «!/"+Ddo. This measure has the
desired effect of dampening any degeneracies of the curve or surface and also
makes the problem both affine and parametrisation-invariant.

When considering conic surfaces, the affine surface measure is not suitable
(it is the zero measure). However, here a variant of this measure is described
which leads to interesting restriction results exhibiting certain affine invariance
properties.

In the following section the weighted restriction theorem is stated and proved.
It is also shown to imply some of the finite-type results mentioned above. Higher
dimensional analogues are stated and shown to follow from the (open) affine
restriction conjecture. The latter section demonstrates that the choice of weight
is optimal in some quantitative sense. Appended is a discussion of type k conical
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restriction theorems in which some discrepancies existing in the literature are
clarified.

§1. Weighted restriction theorem. Let X, ¢ and C be as in the introduction.
Define the weight function

w(§) == (M(@)E)VP(E), Vo)) (8).

Here ( -, - ) denotes the Euclidean inner product and M (¢) is the matrix-valued
function

_o %9
_| e emee
M@=l py

96108 &7

Notice M (¢) is the negative of the adjugate of the Hessian matrix of ¢. One may
easily verify w is smooth away from the origin and homogeneous of degree zero.
The desired restriction estimate for the whole cone is as follows.

PROPOSITION 1. For ¢ and w as above, if 1 < p <4/3 and q = p’/3, then

~ d 1/q
( ﬁﬁz|F<s,¢<s>>|qw<s>”3@) < AplIFll Lo 3 2

forall F € S(R?). Here A p is a universal constant in the sense that it depends
on p only and, in particular, not the choice of conical surface.

Remark 1. (a) In the prototype case ¥ =S!, w(£)=1 and the original
restriction estimate (1) is recovered.

(b) The inequality (2) exhibits a certain kind of affine invariance. If (2) holds
for a fixed ¢, then it is easily seen to hold with the same constant A, whenever
¢ is replaced with any function of the form ¢ o X, where X € GL(2, R) is an
invertible linear transformation.

As indicated in the introduction, the proof of the proposition is given simply
by observing that the arguments of Nicola in [14] may be adapted to work in
this setting. The exposition will therefore be terse; the reader is directed to the
aforementioned paper [14] for further details.

Before giving the proof, some preliminary remarks are in order. For each
t > 0let X; := tX denote the ¢-dilate of X so that the cone C may be expressed
as a disjoint union of a continuum of slices:

c=J= =)
t>0

Let do; denote the surface measure on X; with do := do; and « the curvature
of . Elementary differential geometry yields the following identity:

_w®
ZIGE
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A theorem of Sjolin [21] (see also [15]) implies that for 1 < p <4/3 and
g = p’/3 one has

1 A15 o, 15 doy < Apll fll oy forall £ € S(R2), 3)

where the constant A, is independent of the choice of convex curve X. It will be
shown that the conic restriction estimate is related to (3) via the co-area formula

dUt(f)
d , 4
/@g@) - / /E s6) e 4

valid for all non-negative continuous functions g on R2. For a proof of this
identity see [11].

Finally, a word on notation. Throughout this section, for a list of objects L
and X, Y > 0 the notation X <; Y signifies X < ALY, where Ar > 0 denotes a
constant depending only on the objects appearing in L. The relation X 27 Y is
defined in a similar fashion and X ~ Y is taken to mean X <; Y <y X.

Proof of Proposition 1. Fixing exponents p, g satisfying the hypotheses of
the proposition, it suffices to establish the dual extension estimate

”(udMC)v”Lp’(R3) Sp ”u”L‘/(C,d,uc)’ Q)
where duc denotes the weighted conic measure so that

d§
PE)

By applying the co-area formula together with a change of variables one obtains

(udpe) (x, 1) = / e EHOE) (£ p(ENw(E)'P
R2

v _ * 2mi(x.E+ts) w(€)1/3 é
(udpe) (x, 1) —/O fs e u(§, S)|V¢(S)| dos(§) g

:/ eZnits/ eZnisx.S/u(sé./’ S)K(S/)1/3 do(é;-") ds.
0 z

Notice that the last integral is the value at ¢ of the inverse Fourier transform of
the function

X10.00) (5) fE 2™y (58 s (g do (€)).

Apply the Lorentz space version of the Hausdorff—Young inequality to obtain

/ eZnisx.S;"u(sé__/, S)K(%'/)I/S da(é’)
p))

Iudue) Il s Sp
Ly (89 LY L0 ®2xRy)

SP H / eZnisx.S;"u(sé__/, S)K(%'/)I/S da(é’)
x

9
L2 LY R2xRy)
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where the second inequality is due to the interchange lemma from [14]. By a
change of variables and an appeal to the dual formulation of the estimate (3) one
deduces

/ eZnisx.%"u(s%./’ S)K(S/)IB da(f/)
z

/
LY (R?)

=570l - ()P do) Ny o

< 2P :
Nps ||M(S ’S)”Lg/(E,KI/SdU).

Observe the hypotheses on the exponents imply ¢’ < p’and 1/p — 1/q"' =2/p’.
Thus, by the nesting of Lorentz spaces and the Lorentz version of Holder’s

inequality,
1@de)ll oy Sp ™21 g 5 s gl
<o s~ fuGs - s)lng/(E’KW P P
S 157N e g, Ml - g 2t dor 18 @,
Finally recall

s—%/P =supa\{s>0:572/p/>a}|2/p/=l

’
/
”Lf /Z’OO(R+) o0

whilst by an easy computation, essentially a reversal of the identities used at the
start of the proof, one deduces

Mluds - s)l

L?(E,Kl/3 do) ”L?/(R-ﬁ = llu ”L‘/(C,duc)
and thence the required estimate. O

By applying Holder’s inequality one obtains a sharp restriction theorem for
a compact piece of the cone. In particular, consider restriction to the surface
S:={(. ¢(&):& € A}, where A :={§ e R?: 1 < ¢(§) <2}.

COROLLARY 2. For 1 < p<4/3and1<q < p'/3,

R 1/q
( fA |F<s,¢<s>>|qw(s>”3ds) < ApgsIFllres

forall F e S(R3).

It is interesting to note some applications of the preceding weighted
restriction inequalities to the unweighted theory. Clearly, if the curvature of X is
non-vanishing, then w(£) is bounded below by some positive constant. Thus the
weighted results imply both the sharp restriction theorem for the compact piece
of the cone with surface measure and for the whole cone with the scale-invariant
measure in the non-degenerate case.
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The proposition can also be used to obtain the results when X is of finite type
and gives the sharp range of exponents, except for an endpoint. First note for
sub-critical exponents 1 < p < (k+ 1)/kand (k + 1)/p’ < 1/q, where k > 3 is
the type of X, the estimate

I Flsliza(s.doy < Ap.q.sIF w3y

is a simple consequence of the previous corollary and Holder’s inequality. One
may also obtain results on the critical line (k + 1)/p’ = 1/q by applying a simple
interpolation argument, of the type described in [2, Remark 2.2].

COROLLARY 3. Suppose X is of finite type, let S be as above and do denote
the surface measure on S. For 1 <p <k +2)/(k+1) and g =p'/(k + 1),
where k > 3 is the type of X, the following estimate holds:

IF1slLa(s,d0) < Ap,sIFllLrws) (6)

forall F e S(R3).

Remark 2. In Appendix A it will be shown that the sharp range for which (6)
holds is given by 1 < p < (k + 2)/(k + 1) and therefore (3) is almost optimal.
It is also remarked that it seems unlikely that interpolating some elementary
inequality with the result of Proposition 1 can produce the endpoint estimate
owing to the different kind of behaviour exhibited by the weighted operator when
pP=q.

Proof of Corollary 3. By interpolation with the trivial (p, g) = (1, 00)
estimate, it suffices to show that the restricted weak-type version of (6) holds
forall 1 <p < (k+2)/(k+1) and g = p’/(k + 1). Fix a pair of exponents
(p, q) satisfying these hypotheses and let

_k=2-pk=3) __qk+D—(k=2)
P 1= pk—2) = 3 '

It is easy to verify that 1 < p <4/3 and T = p’/3 and so the pair of exponents
(p, T) satisfies the conditions of Corollary 2. Now partition A into sets A;
defined as follows:

Aj={teA:2 <wE) <2/t
Fix a measurable subset E C R3 of finite measure and & > 0 and consider

— 1 —
HE €A IXe@E ¢ENI >alls — /A_ IXEE, pENIT dé

2-i/3

< [ mes@ree s a
o Aj

2—Jj/3t T
<pk ( |E|”p) :
o
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where the last inequality follows by applying Corollary 2. On the other hand,
using the homogeneity of the weight one observes

— 1 —
|{€€Aj3|XE(§,¢(§))|>Ol}|<&/ IXe&, ¢(8))] d&
Aj
<, (ZH)IE]
—o (X
~¢ o J
for ¥; ={£ € £ :2/ <w(&') <2/*!}. By applying the sublevel set version
of van der Corput’s lemma (see, for instance, [6]) together with the curvature

hypothesis, one may deduce the estimate o (X;) S¢ 2//%=2) " To conclude the
proof, note that, for suitably chosen J € Z,

[l € A IXEE ¢&)] > o)
= Y [{Eea;:IXEE @) > al

j=—00
) r—j/3t T nj/(k=2)
< min E|\V/r) | E
Np,¢j:2_joo {( ——|E| ) - ||}
2—J/3t T 5J/(k=2)
Sp,k( IEll/p) + |E|
o o

1

< 2 |E|3(t/p—1)/(k+l)+l’
~ (t—1)/(k+1)+1

where the last inequality is given by picking J to optimise the estimate. By the
definition of the exponents p and t, it follows that

1 q
HE e At IXEG. dEN| > | Spg (EIEII/”> ,

as required. O

In Appendix A, slicing will be applied directly to type k conical surfaces to
prove a sharp version of Corollary 3.

§2. Conjectured results in higher dimensions. Now consider the analogous
problem in higher dimensions. Let & C R" be a smooth hypersurface, given by
the boundary of some centred convex body. As before there exists ¢ : R" —
[0, co) smooth away from the origin, homogeneous of degree one and such that
¢ (&) =11if and only if £ € X. Define the weight w by

w(€) = (M(@)(E)VP(E), Vo(8))p (),

where M is an (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix-valued function given by the negative
of the adjugate of the Hessian matrix of ¢. It is not difficult to show that, if «
denotes the Gaussian curvature of X, then

w(§)
Ve &)t

https://doi.org/10.1112/5002557931300020X Published online by Cambridge University Press

k(&)= forall £ € X. 7


https://doi.org/10.1112/S002557931300020X

AN AFFINE FOURIER RESTRICTION THEOREM FOR CONICAL SURFACES 381

By considering the conjectured L” — L7 bounds for the prototypical case of the
light cone {(&, |§]): & € R”} (as described in, for example, [24]) it is natural to
conjecture the following.

CONJECTURE. For 1< p<2n/(n+1) and g=((n—1)/(n+ 1))p’ the
following holds:

d 1/q
( / IF(&, ¢E)Tw(E)/ "+ ¢é)> < AplIFll Loy

forall F e S(R"1).

In order to proceed as before one would need an n-dimensional analogue of
Sjolin’s theorem. In light of the conjectured results for the restriction operator
associated with the (n — 1)-dimensional sphere in R" (see, for example, [24]) it
is also natural to conjecture the following.

CONIJECTURE (Affine restriction conjecture). For ¥ C R" as above, 1 <
p<2n/(n+1)and g = ((n —1)/(n + 1)) p/, the following holds:

||f|2||Lq(z VoD goy < Apll fll o @n)

for all f € S(R"), where k denotes the Gaussian curvature of ¥ and do the
surface measure.

One can adapt the proof of Proposition 1 to show whenever the affine
restriction conjecture holds for some X and choice of exponents p,q
satisfying p’/(n+1)=¢q/(n — 1) and p’ >2n/(n — 1), the estimate for the
corresponding cone holds for the same pair of exponents.

It is remarked that a number of partial results are known regarding the
affine restriction conjecture. The majority of these pertain to surfaces of
revolution in R3: for affine restriction in this special case and related results,
see [1,7, 17,19, 20]. Recently, Oberlin [18] proved an affine restriction theorem
for hypersurfaces in R" under a weak ‘multiplicity condition’. In [8] Carbery
and Ziesler discuss the possibility of universal affine restriction estimates in
higher dimensions. Finally, interesting connections between the affine restriction
conjecture and the affine isoperimetric inequality have been observed and
discussed in [8, 19, 20].

§3. Optimality of the weight. Here arguments from [12, 13] are adapted in
order to study the weight function

w(&) == (M(@)E)VP(&), Vo (8))h(8).

In particular, the following proposition demonstrates that w is a natural choice
of weight for the conic restriction problem.
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PROPOSITION 4. There exists a constant ¢ > 0, independent of ¢, such that
whenever 0 < W € C (R”) is a weight for which the following conic restriction
estimate holds:

g\
(/ |F & ¢ENIPYE) @) S AlF | e @t ®)

forall F € SR and p=2mn+1)/(n+ 3), it follows that
U (&) <cA?w@YOD forall g e R"\ (0). ©)

To prove the proposition, points where the curvature of ¥ vanish are
considered separately.

LEMMA 5. Suppose 0 < is a continuous real-valued function on R~ for
which the following restriction estimate holds:

g\
(/ |F (&, p NP () %> S AlF Lo ety

forall F e SR and p=2m+1)/(n+3). If (&) > 0 for some &y € X,
then the curvature of ¥ does not vanish at &.

Proof. The proof is a minor adaptation of the work of Iosevich and Lu
in [12]. By rotating the problem one may assume &y = (0, |£p|) lies on the
positive &,-axis. In a neighbourhood of &y the surface ¥ is given by the
graph of a smooth function y : U — R, where U := B(0, ¢) C R"~! is an open
ball about the origin of radius 0 <€ <1 and y(0) = |§p|. Furthermore, by
choosing € sufficiently small one may assume ¥ (tu, ty (u)) 2y 1 forallu € U,
t € (1 — €, 1+ €) and also, by rotating the co-ordinate space, that the Hessian
matrix y”(0) of y at 0 is diagonal. Applying the co-area formula one observes

1+e

/ |FE, ¢ &) w@—g / / |F(tu, ty ), 1> dudt. (10
¢E) "~

This is due to the fact that, forallu € U andt € (1 — €, 1 + €),

A+ IV P2
: >,
vty ) g s o

Fix some 0 < § < 1 and define the anisotropic dilations ! by
§e = (652, ... 6528, 6% g,11) forg = (&1, ... &) R
and also let G(§) = sup{|"(u)| : u € U}, where

F'u)=yw)—y@0) —u.Vy(0) foruel.

+ For notational convenience, throughout this proof the dependence of constants upon ¢, ¥, A and
y is suppressed by writing < and 2 rather than Sy ), and 24y, . respectively.
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Fix g1 € SR"™!) and g2, g3 € SR) with g(§) = g2(&,) = g3(1)) = 1 for all
Ee(l+e)U, g e[-1—¢ 1+elandne[l —e 1+¢€]. Let Fse SR
satisfy

& —ny(0) —&.Vy(0)
g3(n)

Fs(€, &) =g1(§‘1§>82( G®

for (§,&,,m) € R xR x R. Substituting Fs for F in (10), the right-hand
integral is then equal to

I
8(311—4)/2/ +€/
l1—e J§~lU

The double integral is bounded below by

2
du dt.

(tu) (tr@”)) )
g1iu)g> G(é) 83

1T (Su)
G

H(u,t)eUx(l—e, l14+¢€):tue(l+e)U, e[—1—c¢, l—l-e]H

and it is easy to see that the set appearing in the preceding expression contains

WneUsx—elte: 89 o1y
u, x (1 —e, €): -1,
G(d)
and so has measure >1. On the other hand, for p =2(n + 1)/(n + 3) one

observes

1Es ] Lonety = G P26 Ig1 Loy €21l Lr 1831l Lr ).
so that the restriction estimate implies
The remainder of the argument is identical to the proof of [12, Theorem 2]. If

1 <k <n—1 is the number of non-vanishing principal curvatures of X, then,
without loss of generality (by relabelling the variables),

k
I'u) = Zaju; + R(m) foru=uy,...,u,_1) €U,
j=1

where ay, ..., ar # 0and R is a higher order remainder term. The result follows
ifk=n — 1soassume k < n — 1. In this case, notice |R(Su)| < 83 forallu e U
and it follows that

k (n—1))2
j=l1

Thus one obtains
§Cn=H/2 < 5Gn=3I/2 forall 0 < 8 « 1
and this is the desired contradiction. O
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The proof of the proposition can now be given.

Proof of Proposition 4. Throughout the proof for any £ € Re, &’ will denote
the unique point in X such that & = ¢ (£)&’.

Observe the estimate (8) is scale-invariant in the sense that it implies the
same estimate but with v/ (§) replaced by the dilate ¥ (R§) for any R > 0. Fix
& € R” and note by rotating the problem one may assume &y = (0, |£p|) and by
scale-invariance it suffices to prove the inequality

¥ (R&o) < cAw (&) !/ +D (11)

for any R > 0. Hence one may assume 1 < ¢ (&) < 2 with (&) = inf{l//(t.%) :
1 <t <2} and, by the previous lemma, that the curvature of X is strictly positive
atg) e X.

Clearly, (8) implies the estimate

dE \ /2
¢(§)> S AlF |l Lp ety

for all F € S(R™1), where A := {£ e R" : 1 < ¢(£) < 2} and

U (€) =inf{y (t€): 1<t <2} for& e R\ {0}

The new weight ¥ is continuous, satisfies Iﬁ(é(’)) = ¥ (£p) and has the advantage
of being homogeneous of degree zero.

As in the proof of the preceding lemma, in a neighbourhood of é(/) the curve X
is given by the graph of a smooth function y : U — R for U ¢ R"~! an open ball
about 0 with y (0) = |&y| and, by the curvature hypothesis, det " (0) # 0. Once
again one may assume y” (0) = diag[ay, ..., a,_1]; that is, y”(0) is a diagonal
matrix with entries y”(0);; =a; fori =1, ..., n — 1. Notice there is a natural
way to parametrise the dilates of X: for any ¢ > 0, in a neighbourhood of té(/) the
curve X is given by the graph of the function y; : tU — R, where

(/ B $E)PHE)

vi(u) =ty (" u).
Apply the co-area formula to obtain

do;(§) dt
F
/I & pENP W)ma f/z, FEDPYE) = Ve@E) 1

>f/ E s v, DR, 1 du L
1 JtU t
where N
1/2 ¥ (u, yr(u))

Vo (u, v ()]

for a suitable cut-off function x on R*~! x R. Thus one concludes
dg \'?
(/ |FE. ¢ENI*PE) ¢(S)>
> 27 W D F v, D2 et 1,2 (12)

W(u, 1)* = x(u, (1 + [Vy, )|
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The remainder of the proof is an adaptation of the method used to
establish [13, Theorem 1.1]. Let f; € SR"™!) and f>, f3 € SR); fix § >0
and consider the function F5 € S(R"11) defined by

Fs(&. &0, m) = i 1y O1'%) 2672 (E0 — 1y (0) — E.VY(0))) (),

where the notation |p”(0)|*'/? :=diag[|a;|*"/?, ..., |as—1|*'/?] has been
introduced. Define

L) =yi(u) —y1(0) —u-Vy(0) foruel.

Now take F to be Fj in (12) and apply the hypothesised inequality together with
a change of variables to deduce

1w @Sly" O 2w, 1) f1@w) 26T @1y O 0) 3Ol 2 o102

<22 A1det y" () 2V Al ooy | 2 llr @) L 31l Le ).

Finally, utilising the homogeneity of both ¥ and V¢ one observes

1/2
lim Wy (O 2u, 1) = (1 + |w<0)|2>1/4<%) /
whilst, by applying Taylor’s theorem,
L2 7o —1/2 = sgndaj ,
lim 672131y (0)| u):; U u= ) €U

Hence, by the formula for the curvature of a graph-parametrised hypersurface
together with (7), one concludes

5 |dety”(O)||V¢(%—6)|n+l)1/(n+1)
Y (E) < A ( oA

where the final equality is due to the homogeneity of w. Observe that the
constant ¢ is given by

. LAl o o1y | 2l ey | fol Lo e
/2 o125 f L@ ngmf 2 r@ I f3llLr @)
I£1G0) 2 (X521 =57 5) Ol 2 @1 )

El

where the infimum is taken over all f; € S(R"~!) and f e SR)for j=2,3.0
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A. Appendix. Type k conic surfaces. To conclude, two slight errors in the
existing literature, alluded to earlier in the introduction, are highlighted.

(i) The main theorem of [22] is contradicted by [4, Theorem 1]. For the case
k > 3, the range of exponents in the former should be 1 < g < p//(k + 1)
and p’ >k +2. This discrepancy appears to be due to an incorrect
application of the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem in [4]. By carrying
out the interpolation correctly the proof appears to yield a result agreeing
with [22].

(i) The statement of [4, Corollary 1] contains a typographical error.
Specifically, the correct range of exponents for which inequality [4, (26)]
holds is also 1 < ¢ < p’/(k+ 1) and p’ > k + 2. Note Barcel6’s method
produces the sub-optimal range 1 < g < p’/(k + 1) and p’ > 2k.

The following theorem provides a sharp version of [4, Corollary 1].

THEOREM A.1. Suppose X is of finite type, let S be as above and do denote
the surface measure on S. For 1 <q < oo and g = p'/(k + 1), where k > 3 is
the type of %, the following estimate holds:

1F sl ar(s.doy < Apll Fll Lo (A.T)
R?)

for all F € S(R3). The inequality is sharp in the sense that the Lorentz space
L?P (S, do) cannot be replaced with L7 (S, do) for any r < p.

Remark A.1. Recall for ¢ = oo there is, of course, the trivial estimate
I Flsllzoos.doy < IF L1 r3)-

Note that statement of Theorem A.l mirrors precisely that of Sogge’s
restriction theorem for degenerate curves [22]. This is what one would expect
since, in principle, the behaviour of a conic restriction operator should match
that of the operator associated with its generating curve.

Proof of Theorem A.1. To prove the inequality (A.1) one can apply Nicola’s
slicing argument, in conjunction with the aforementioned result of Sogge [22].
Indeed, slightly modifying the slicing argument, this time using Lebesgue rather
than Lorentz space inequalities, one may deduce

1Gudiae) N gy S N8t 5 s - 17 (5, ao L2120
for all suitable u# and any pair (p, q) satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem A.1.
Note by real interpolation it suffices to show restricted strong-type inequalities
for all such (p, ¢) and so one may assume u is a characteristic function. The
inner Lorentz norm can therefore be replaced with a Lebesgue norm and the
proof is concluded by applying Holder’s inequality. See also [14, Theorem 1.3].
The slicing method also yields the analogous result for the whole cone (with
suitably chosen measure) but on the restricted range 1 < p < (kK +2)/(k+ 1)
(so that ¢’ < p’). Unfortunately, Nicola’s argument does not appear to adapt to
give the Lorentz estimates for ¢’ > p’ on the whole cone.
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It remains to substantiate the claim that the range of p stated in Theorem A.1
is sharp. This is achieved by a minor adaptation of Sogge’s counter-example
from [22]. Fix a conical surface of type k > 3 and exponents 1 < g < oo and
q = p’/(k + 1). By rotating the problem and choosing the test function to be
supported on a sufficiently small section of the cone it suffices to show for small
0 < § there exists an integrable function f : (1, 2) x (0, §) — C such that

1Al L 0.5yx 1.2y <00 forallr > p (A.2)

but ||Tf||L,,/(R3) = 00, where

2 08
Tf(x,y, r)= / / 2SIty ) £ 1) dt ds
1 JO

for y : (=8, 8) — R4 smooth with y”(0)=---=y%*D©0)=0 and y®(0)
< 0. To do this, simply choose

fls.0) =1 log 1|77 x1 1461(s)  forall (s, 1) € (1, 2) x (0, 8),
where 0 < € is a small constant to be chosen later. Clearly, f satisfies (A.2)

p/

whilst, by Fubini’s theorem and an obvious change of variables, ||Tf ||Lp,(R3)

may be written as

JIL

Restrict the range of integration in the (x, y, r) variables to Ri and perform the
change of variables (x, y, r) — (u, auf, r) to bound the above integral below

11,

where I'(t) = y(r) — y(0) — ty’(0). By a change of the 7 variable and the
hypotheses on the exponents, the integrand in (A.3) may be rewritten as

I4+€ 8 r
/ / 2Ty O=y O =ty O+0) (5 1) dr ds|  dx dy dr.
1 0

I+e 5 . . 14
/ / eriswitan T ) ¢ (g 1y dr ™" ds| uF du da dr, (A.3)
1 0

!

p

u 'l

I+e rus . ‘ , , .
‘ / / e2ms(t+om F(t/u))tfl/q |10gl‘ _ IOg ulfl/p dt e2msr ds
1 0

Now let J (u, «, r) denote the double integral appearing inside the modulus signs
in the preceding expression, multiplied by [log u|'/7". It is claimed for some
choice of 0 < o] < ap, 0 < 1 < rp and R sufficiently large

|J(u,a,r)| > A>0 forall € [ay, az],r €[r1, n]andu > R. (A4)

Once the claim is established, it follows that

T s a? [ ogultumt du dedr =
l f||Lp/(R3)/ logu|™'u™" duda dr =00
r Joq R
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and this concludes the proof of Theorem A.1.
Write

—~1/p’

log ¢ :
_ og dt estr ds

1

I+e rusd . r ,
J(u, a, r) — / / est(t-i—au F(t/u))t—l/q
1 0

log u

I4-€ )
= / I(u, a, $)e¥™ " ds,
1

where 1 (u, o, s) is essentially the integral appearing in the statement of
[22, Lemma 3]. By applying the limiting arguments found in the proof of
the aforementioned lemma one may deduce 7 (4, «, s) = g(o, s) + R(u, o, s),
where

o0 ) L ,
g(a, s) =/ o2ristiteat) ~1/q" 4,
0

for ¢ =y®(0)/k! <0 and the remainder term R(u, o, s) = o(1) as u — oo
uniformly for all s € [1, 1 + €] and all & belonging to some small closed interval
not containing zero. Fixing such an interval [o], o], where 0 < o) < oy with
oy is chosen sufficiently small for the following argument to hold, it suffices to
show that, for some choice of 0 < r| < ra,

14€ i
‘ / g, )e¥™ S ds| > A >0
1

for all o belonging to (some subinterval of) [«1, o] and all r € [r1, r2]. It is
easy to see that g(w, s) is bounded for («, s) € [or1, a2] X [1, 1 + €] and so by
writing the above integral as

1+€ 1+e .
/ gla, s)ds + / g(a, $)(1 — ™) ds
1 1
and letting r; = 0 and 0 < r, sufficiently small, it remains to show

1+e
‘ / g(a, s)ds
1

To see this, one applies techniques from the study of oscillatory integrals to
observe

>A>0 forallx €[ag, az]. (A5

|g(t, )| Zekg s~ V2am /210D Kk=D) (A.6)

for all (o, s) € [, ap] X [1, 1 +€]. Once this estimate is established, one
exploits the continuity of g, choosing € sufficiently small and perhaps passing
to a sub-interval of [«], 3], to conclude (A.5).

The estimate (A.6) follows from standard arguments. First note that, by a
change of variables, g(«, s) can be written as a constant (depending only on ¢
and k) multiple of

o0
a—ﬂ—l/f/)/("‘“/ 0 (5 + 1)1/ g,
-1
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where ®(s) =(s+1) — (s + l)k/k and A = o~ /=Dy, up to multiplication by
a positive constant. The phase function @ has a single, non-degenerate critical
point at zero. Introduce a bump function 8 with 0 < B8 <1 and B(s) =0 for
all |s| >2n and B(s) =1 for all |s| < n, where 0 < n < 1/2. By choosing n
sufficiently small (this choice depends only on k) one has

o0 H !
U e PGB (s + 1)V ds| Zp g 272
—1

provided A is sufficiently large (which is ensured by choosing « small). Indeed,
this may be deduced by applying methods found in [23, pp. 334-337]. On the
other hand, it is not difficult to check that

0 H ’ I
‘/ e O (1 — B(s) (s + DTV ds| Sy g a7 IV
-1

whilst

[ 4
’ / PO — B(s) (s + 1)V ds Sk !
0

from which one concludes that

o
‘/ 400 (5 1)1/ g > -1/2 ~q §—1/201/20=1)
-1

for all @ € [«1, ap] and the estimate (A.6) follows. O
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