
TWO QUANTITATIVE VERSIONS OF NONLINEAR CARLESON

CONJECTURE

SERGEY A. DENISOV

Abstract. In this note, we state and compare two quantitative versions of the Nonlinear Carleson

Conjecture (NCC). We provide motivations for our conjectures and show that they both imply the

NCC. We also obtain some applications to the zero distribution of polynomials orthogonal on the

unit circle and to their pointwise asymptotics.
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We will start with notation: N :� t1, 2, . . .u,Z� :� t0, 1, 2, . . .u,T :� tz P C : |z| � 1u,D :� tz P

C : |z|   1u. Mpd,Cq stands for the space of the d � d complex matrices. For A P Mpd,Cq, the
symbol }A}2 denotes the Frobenius norm: }A}2 :�

a
trpA�Aq and }A} denotes the operator norm.

For p P r1,8s, the symbol p1 is the dual exponent: p1 � p{pp � 1q. For a set S � T, the symbol |S|

indicates its Lebesgue measure.

1. OPUC, SUp1, 1q, and matrix products

Let MpTq denote the set of probabiliy measures on the unit circle T whose support is not a finite

subset of T. For σ PMpTq, define Fσpzq :�
³
T

ξ�z
ξ�zdσ, ξ � eiθ, θ P r0, 2πq . The function Fσ is analytic

in D, ℜF ¡ 0 in D, and F p0q � 1. The same properties hold for the function 1{Fσ and therefore [8]

there is a probability measure σd PMpTq such that

F�1
σ pzq � Fσd

pzq �

»
T

ξ � z

ξ � z
dσd .

We will call such a measure σd dual to σ. For each σ P MpTq, one can define the monic orthogonal

polynomials tΦnpz, σqu, n P Z� on the unit circle (OPUC) as algebraic polynomials that satisfy the

following conditions:

Φnpz, σq � zn � . . . , xΦn, z
jyσ � 0, @j P t0, . . . , n� 1u, xf, gyσ :�

»
T
fḡdσ .

Denote Φn :� Φnpz, σq,Ψn :� Φnpz, σdq. For every polynomial Q of degree at most n, let Q�pzq �

znQpz̄�1q. Notice that the map Q ÞÑ Q� depends on n. It is known [16] that

(1)

�
Φn�1 �Ψn�1

Φ�
n�1 Ψ�

n�1

�
�

�
z �γ̄n

�zγn 1

� �
Φn �Ψn

Φ�
n Ψ�

n

�
,

�
Φ0 �Ψ0

Φ�
0 Ψ�

0

�
�

�
1 �1

1 1

�
,

where tγgu are the so-called Schur (Verblunsky) parameters and they satisfy γg P D,@g P Z�. There

is a bijection [16] between the set of measures MpTq and the set of Schur parameters D8. If tγgu

are Schur parameters for σ, then the Schur parameters for σd are t�γgu. Denote ρn :� p1 � |γn|
2q

1
2
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2 SERGEY A. DENISOV

and Rn :�
±

j¤n ρj ,R8 :� limnÑ8Rn. Since Rn is decreasing, R8 always exists and it is zero iff

tγgu R ℓ2pZ�q.
The Szegő class of measures is defined as the set SzpTq :� tσ P MpTq :

³
T logwdm ¡ �8u where

m is normalized Lebesgue measure on T, i.e., dm :� dθ{p2πq, and dσ � wdm� dσs with σs being the

singular measure. The Szegő theorem in the theory of OPUC states that σ P SzpTq iff tγgu P ℓ2pZ�q
and that can be quantified by the following identity [16]:

(2) exp

�»
T
logwdm



�
¹
n¥0

ρ2n � R2
8 ,

which holds for any σ and tγgu. Clearly, σ P SzpTq iff σd P SzpTq. For measures σ P SzpTq, the
Szegő function is defined as Dσpzq :� exp

�
1
2

³
T

ξ�z
ξ�z logwdm

	
. This is the outer function in H2pDq

that satisfies Dσp0q ¡ 0 and |Dσpξq|
2 � wpξq for a.e. ξ P T.

Sometimes it is more convenient to work with polynomials orthonormal on the unit circle with

respect to measure σ. These polynomials are given by the formula ϕnpz, σq � Φnpz, σq{}Φnpξ, σq}L2
σ
.

Since ([16], formula (1.5.13)) }Φnpξ, σq}L2
σ
� Rn�1, we get

sup
z,n

���� ϕnpz, σq

Φnpz, σq
� 1

���� À }tγgu}
2
ℓ2pZ�q ,

when }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q ¤
1
2 . Hence, the problems of studying the size of Φn or ϕn are identical in the Szegő

class when }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q is small. For Szegő measures, it is known that

(3) lim
nÑ8

Φ�
npz, σq � Dσp0q{Dσpzq, lim

nÑ8
ϕ�npz, σq � 1{Dσpzq

locally uniformly in D ([16], Theorem 2.4.1, p. 144).

Given any sequence tγnu : γn P D, n P Z�, define

(4) Ωn :� ρ�1
n

�
1 γ̄nz

�n

γnz
n 1

�

and Πn :� Ωn � . . . � Ω0. It is a simple fact that Πn P SUp1, 1q for z P T and therefore

(5) Πn �

�
ān b̄n
bn an

�
, |an|

2 � 1� |bn|
2, z P T .

The polynomials an and bn have degrees at most n, an has no roots in D and anp0q ¡ 0 (see [11],

Lemma 4.5 or [20]). If γn are Schur parameters for σ, then (see [11], formulas (4.12) and (4.13))

(6)

�
Φn�1 �Ψn�1

Φ�
n�1 Ψ�

n�1

�
� Rn

�
za�n �b�n
�zbn an

�
�

�
1 �1

1 1

�

and, therefore,

(7) an � pΦ�
n�1 �Ψ�

n�1q{p2Rnq , �zbn � pΦ�
n�1 �Ψ�

n�1q{p2Rnq .

Denote

(8) o1pξq :� sup
n¥0

|anpξq � 1|, o2pξq :� sup
n¥0

|bnpξq|, Opξq :� sup
n¥0

}Πnpξq � I}2 , ξ P T

and we clearly have

(9) }Πn � I}22 � 2p|an � 1|2 � |bn|
2q ¤ 2po21 � o22q.
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2. Two versions of quantified NCC and motivations for them

The famous Carleson-Hunt theorem [9] says that

(10) }M0f}Lpr0,1q ¤p }f}Lpr0,1q, M0f :� sup
NPN

������
¸

|n| N

pfne2πinx
������

for p P p1,8q, where pfn � ³1
0
fe�2πinxdx is the Fourier coefficient of a function f . Function M0 is an

associated maximal function. The bound (10) was used to settle Lusin’s conjecture, i.e., it showed that

for every f P Lpp0, 1q, p P p1,8s, we have limNÑ8

°
|n| N

pfne2πinx � fpxq for a.e. x P r0, 1q. The

analog of Lusin’s conjecture in the OPUC theorem is called Nonlinear Carleson Conjecture (NCC) and

it says: is it true that asymptotics (3) holds for a.e. z P T assuming that σ P SzpTq? This problem

has a long history and it can also be formulated for Dirac equations, Schrödinger operators and Krein

systems (nonlinear Fourier transform) [3, 14, 15, 18, 20]. The general theorem of the nonlinear Fourier

transform is an active field with multiple applications [1, 7, 12, 19, 20]. One purpose of the current

note is to put forward two quantifications of such a conjecture, motivate them and compare. For

σ PMpTq, define the maximal function Mpξ, σq :� supn |Φ
�
npξ, σq � 1|, ξ P T. From (7), we get

(11) o1p2qpξq ¤ pMpξ, σq �Mpξ, σdq{p2R8q �R�1
8 � 1, ξ P T .

Conjecture, [qNCC-I]. There is ϵ ¡ 0 such that }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q ¤ ϵ implies

(12)

»
T
M2pξ, σqdσ À }tγgu}

2
ℓ2pZ�q .

Conjecture, [qNCC-II]. There is ϵ ¡ 0 such that }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q ¤ ϵ implies

(13)

»
T
logp1�O2pξ, tγguqqdm À }tγgu}

2
ℓ2pZ�q .

We will see later that the assumption on ℓ2-norm of tγgu being small is not restrictive when studying

the problem of pointwise asymptotics. Our first result compares these two conjectures.

Theorem 2.1. We have qNCC-I ñ qNCC-II.

Proof. Assume qNCC-I holds. Due to (9), we have logp1�O2q À logp1� o21 � o22q and it is sufficient

to show that

(14)

»
T
logp1� o21 � o22qdm À }tγgu}

2
ℓ2pZ�q .

Now, (11) implies logp1 � o2j pξqq À logp1 �M2pξ, σqq � logp1 �M2pξ, σdqq � }tγgu}
2
ℓ2pZ�q, j P t1, 2u.

We can write»
w¡1

logp1�M2pξ, σqqdm ¤

»
w¡1

logp1�M2pξ, σqwqdm ¤

»
logp1�M2pξ, σqwqdm(15)

¤

»
M2pξ, σqwdm

pqNCC�Iq

À }tγgu}
2
ℓ2pZ�q .(16)

Then,»
w¤1

logp1�M2pξ, σqqdm � �

»
w¤1

logwdm�

»
w¤1

logwdm�

»
w¤1

logp1�M2pξ, σqqdm �

�

»
w¤1

logwdm�

»
w¤1

logpw �M2pξ, σqwqdm ¤

�

»
w¤1

logwdm�

»
w¤1

logp1�M2pξ, σqwqdm
(2)�(15)�(16)

À }tγgu}
2
ℓ2pZ�q .

By qNCC-I applied to σd, we get
³
T M

2pξ, σdqwddm À }tγgu}
2
ℓ2pZ�q and we similarly have»

logp1�M2pξ, σdqqdm À }tγgu}
2
ℓ2pZ�q

for }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q small enough. Hence, (14) follows. □
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Next, we discuss the motivations for our conjectures. The Menshov-Rademacher theorem [10, 13]

states:

Theorem 2.2 (Menshov-Rademacher). Suppose tχnpξqu, n ¥ 1 is an orthonormal system in L2
σpTq,

then »
T
sup
n

�����
ņ

j�1

αjχjpξq

�����
2

dσ À
¸
j¥1

|αj logp1� jq|2

for every sequence tαju.

The connection between qNCC-I and the previous result is almost immediate (see [18], Section 8)

if we take the recursion Φ�
n�1 � Φ�

n � γnzΦn and Φ�
0 � 1 into account (see (1)). Indeed,

Φ�
npz, σq � 1� z

n�1̧

j�0

γj}Φj}2,σϕjpz, σq

so

Mpξ, σq ¤

�����supn¥1

n�1̧

j�0

γj}Φj}2,σϕjpξ, σq

�����
and }M}2,σ À

�°
j¥0 |γj |

2 log2p2 � jq
	 1

2

. The qNCC-I suggests that for OPUC the logarithm in the

last sum can be dropped provided that }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q is small.

We continue with the motivation for qNCC-II. Take d ¥ 2 and consider γptq : r0, 1s ÞÑ GLpd,Cq,
a smooth curve. Let γrptq :�

³t
0
γ1γ�1dτ : r0, 1s ÞÑ Mpd,Cq be its right trace. One can define the

distance between A,B P GLpd,Cq by

dpA,Bq :� inf
γp0q�A,γp1q�B

» 1

0

}γ1γ�1}dt .

Given q P r1,8s, the variational norm of a continuous curve Γ : r0, 1s ÞÑMpd,Cq is defined as

}Γ}V q :�

$&
% supnPN sup0�t0 t1 ... tn�1

�°n�1
j�0 }Γptj�1q � Γptjq}

q
	1{q

, q   8,

diam pΓq, q � 8
.

In [15], Lemma C.3., the authors proved, in particular, that

(17) }γ}V q ¤ }γr}V q � Cq}γr}
q
V q , }γr}V q ¤ }γ}V q � Cq}γ}

q
V q

for every q P p1, 2q which gives

(18) }γ}V q ¤ }γr}V q � Cq}γr}
2
V q , }γr}V q ¤ }γ}V q � Cq}γ}

2
V q

for all q P p1, 2q.

In [15], the authors use (17) along with a variational version of Menshov-Paley-Zygmund theorem

to improve earlier results of Christ and Kiselev (see [3, 4] and [5], formula (1.3)). Now, consider the

sequence tΥnu,Υn P GLpd,Cq, n P Z� where supn }Υn�I} ¤ 1
2 . One can define the piecewise smooth

curve γptq, t ¥ 0 as the solution to γ1 � V γ, γp0q � I where

V ptq :� logΥj , t P rj, j � 1q, j P Z� .

We notice that V ptq � Υj�I�∆j , t P rj, j�1q where }∆j} � }Υj�I}2. Then, Υn � . . . �Υ0 � γpn�1q

and (17) can be applied to the product of matrices (the assumption made in [15], Lemma C.3 that

the curve γ is smooth can be relaxed to piecewise smooth). Recall that distpI, Aq � logp1� }I �A}q

for A P SUp1, 1q. Taking Υn � Ωnpξ, tγguq as in (4), applying (18) to γ, and the variational Menshov-

Paley-Zygmund theorem for Fourier series (see section B in [15] for Fourier integral version) gives us,

in particular (compare with p. 461, [15]),

} log
1
2 p1�O2q}Lp1 pTq ¤p }tγgu}ℓppZ�q

for p P p1, 2q. Setting p � 2 in this estimate gives the conjectured bound (13).
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3. Some applications of qNCC

We have

Theorem 3.1. Suppose tγgu P ℓ2pZ�q and qNCC-II holds, then limnÑ8Πnpξq exists for a.e. ξ P T
and limnÑ8 ϕ�npξ, σq � D�1

σ pξq for a.e. ξ P T.

Proof. Assume qNCC-II holds. We will show that the sequence tΠnpξ, tγguqu is Cauchy for a.e. ξ P T.
We have }Πn�p � Πn} � }pΩn�p � . . . � Ωn�1 � IqΠn} ¤ O � }pΩn�p � . . . � Ωn�1 � Iq} . Since Opξq   8

for a.e. ξ P T, we only need to show that

lim sup
NÑ8

ON pξq � 0, ON :� sup
n¥N,p¥1

}Ωn�p � . . . � Ωn�1 � I}

for a.e. ξ P T. Since »
logp1�O2

N qdm
pqNCC�IIq

À }tγgu}
2
ℓ2p¥Nq,

we can apply Markov’s inequality: for every ϵ ¡ 0 and N P N, we have

|tξ P T : ON pξq ¡ ϵu| À
}tγgu}

2
ℓ2p¥Nq

logp1� ϵ2q
.

Since tONu × lim supNÑ8ON as N Ñ 8, we have |tξ P T : lim supNÑ8ON pξq ¥ ϵu| � 0 for every

ϵ ¡ 0. Therefore, lim supNÑ8ON pξq � 0 for a.e. ξ P T and we have convergence of limnÑ8Πn by

applying the Cauchy criterion. The formula (6) provides convergence of tϕ�npσ, ξqu for a.e. ξ P T.
Since (see [11], Corollary 5.11)

lim
nÑ8

» ���� 1ϕ�n �Dσ

����2 dm � 0 ,

we get limnÑ8 ϕ�npξ, σq � D�1
σ pξq a.e. □

It is known that all zeroes of ϕnpz, σq are inside D. The following theorem shows, in particular,

that for the Szegő measures, the pointwise convergence of |ϕn| on T is equivalent to the condition that

its zeroes stay away from T. To state this result, we need some notation first. Given a parameter

ρ P p0, 1q and a point ξ P T, define the Stolz angle S�ρ pξq to be the convex hull of ρD and ξ. Let tfnu

denote the Schur interates (see [11]) for the measure σ.

Theorem 3.2 (Bessonov-Denisov, [2]). Let σ P SzpTq and Zpϕnq � tz P D : ϕnpz, σq � 0u. Take

any a ¡ 0 and denote ra,n � 1 � a{n. Then, for almost every ξ P T, the following assertions are

equivalent:

paq limnÑ8 |ϕ
�
npξq|

2 � |D�1
σ pξq|2,

pbq limnÑ8 distpZpϕnq, ξqn � �8,

pcq limnÑ8 fnpra,nξq � 0,

pdq limnÑ8 supzPS�
ρ pξq

|fnpzq| � 0 for every ρ P p0, 1q.

Our previous results imply the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. Suppose that either tγgu P ℓppZ�q for some p P r1, 2q or tγg logpg � 2qu P ℓ2pZ�q,
then (a)-(d) from the previous theorem hold for a.e. ξ P T.

4. Connections to Carleson-Hunt maximal function and SUp1, 1q version of a

theorem of Calderon and Stein

In conclusion, we put forward the weakened versions of qNCC-I and qNCC-II:»
sup
n¥0

|Φnpξ, σq|
2dσ ¤ 1� ν1p}tγgu}ℓ2pZ�qq pwqNCC� Iq

and »
log sup

n¥0
}Πnpξ, tγguq}dm ¤ ν2p}tγgu}ℓ2pZ�qq pwqNCC� IIq
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assuming that }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q   ϵ with some ϵ ¡ 0 and ν1, ν2 are certain functions that satisfy

limtÓ0 ν1p2qptq � 0. It is not hard to see that qNCC-I implies wqNCC-I, qNCC-II implies wqNCC-

II, and wqNCC-I implies wqNCC-II. The converse statements are not known. It is also not known

if these weak versions imply the NCC. The equality if (9) shows that O2 ¥ 2o22 and, therefore,³
logp1 � 2o22qdm ¤

³
logp1 � O2qdm. The next result shows that the weakened version of qNCC

implies the known Carleson-Hunt bound (10) for p � 2.

Theorem 4.1. If there is ϵ ¡ 0 so that

(19)

»
logp1� o22qdm À }tγgu}

2
ℓ2pZ�q

for every sequence tγgu : }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q ¤ ϵ, then

(20)

»
sup
n

���¸
j¤n

γje
ijθ
���2dm À }tγgu}

2
ℓ2pZ�q

for every tγgu P ℓ2pZ�q.

Proof. Fix any tγgu P ℓ2pZ�q. The map bnpξ, tλγjuq : pξ, λ, tγjuj¤nq P T � D � Dn�1 ÞÑ C satisfies

[20] the bound �����bnpξ, tλγjuq � λ
¸
j¤n

γjξ
j

����� ¤ Cptγguq|λ|
2

as λÑ 0. Given any N P N and a measurable map Npξq : ξ P T ÞÑ t0, . . . , Nu, we get»
logp1� |bNpξqpξ, tλγjuq|

2qdm À |λ|2}tγgu}
2
ℓ2pZ�q

from (19). As λÑ 0, we get

|λ|2
» ��� ¸

j¤Npξq

γjξ
j
���2dm�Op|λ|3q À |λ|2}tγgu}

2
ℓ2pZ�q .

Hence, » ��� ¸
j¤Npξq

γjξ
j
���2dm À }tγgu}

2
ℓ2pZ�q .

Since N and Npξq are arbitrary, we obtain (20). □

The following result is classical (see [6], Section 2.1) and has many generalizations [17]. It predates

Carleson’s proof of Luzin’s conjecture and is attributed to Calderon and Stein.

Theorem 4.2. The following statements are equivalent:

A. For every f P L2p0, 1q, the sequence t
°n

j��n
pfje2πijxu of partial Fourier sums converges for

a.e. x P r0, 1q

B. We have the weak p2, 2q type estimate for the maximal function M0, i.e.,

|tx P r0, 1q : |pM0fqpxq| ¥ λu| À
}f}22
λ2

for all λ ¡ 0 and all f P L2p0, 1q.

Below, we will adjust its proof to obtain an SUp1, 1q nonlinear version. We list some properties of

the transform tγgu ÞÑ tΠnpξ, tγguqu we need. They are immediate from the definition (5). Firstly, for

every η P T, we have

(21) Πnpξ, tηγguq �

�
ān ηbn
ηbn an

�
, }Πnpξ, tηγguq � I}2 � }Πnpξ, tγguq � I}2 .

Secondly, suppose ξ0 � eiα0 . Then,

(22) rotation by α0 : Πnpξ, tγgξ
�g
0 uq � Πnpξ{ξ0, tγguq.

For each N P N, define the tγ
rNs
g u by

γrNs
g :�

"
0, g   N,

γg�N , g ¥ N
.
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The last property we need is

the right shift by N coordinates: Πn�N pξ, tγ
rNs
g uq �

�
ān b̄nξ

�N

bnξ
N an

�
.

Notice that

(23)

����
�

ān b̄nξ
�N

bnξ
N an

�
� I

����
2

�

����
�

ān b̄n
bn an

�
� I

����
2

and, therefore, for each η, ξ0 P T, we get

(24) }Πn�N pξ, tηγ
rNs
g ξ�g

0 uq � I}2
(21)�(22)

� }Πnpξ{ξ0, tγguq � I}2 .

Consider the following function (recall (8) and our second conjecture in (13))

Gpα, βq :� sup
tγgu:}tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q¤β

|tξ P T : logp1�O2pξ, tγguqq ¥ αu| .

Clearly, G ¤ |T| � 2π, it is increasing in β and decreasing in α.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that for every tγgu : }tγgu}ℓ2pZ�q ¤
1
2 , the sequence tΠnpξ, tγguqu converges

for ξ P W ptγguq � T, where the set W ptγguq can depend on tγgu and has positive Lebesgue measure.

Then,

(25) Gpα, βq ¤α β2

for every β ¤ 1
2 . Conversely, if (25) holds for every α ¡ 0 and β ¤ 1

2 , then the sequence tΠnpξ, tγguqu

converges for a.e. ξ P T.

Proof. Recall that the matrices Πn in (5) satisfy }Πn} � }Π�1
n } since Πn P SUp1, 1q. Therefore, we

have

(26) lim
NÑ8

sup
n¥N,pPN

}Ωn�ppξ, tγguq � . . . � Ωn�1pξ, tγguq � I} � 0

for each ξ P W ptγguq. We continue the proof by assuming that (25) fails for some α. Then, choosing

the subsequence if necessary, we can find a sequence tβju Ó 0, βj ¤ 2�j such that

(27) Gpα, βjq ¥ β2
j j

2 .

Hence, for each j, there is tγ
pjq
g u with finite support, i.e., γ

pjq
g � 0 for all g ¥ Nj , such that

}γ
pjq
g }ℓ2pZ�q ¤ βj and

(28) |Ej | ¥ β2
j j

2{2 ,

where

(29) Ej :� tξ P T : logp1�O2pξ, tγpjqg uqq ¥ α{2u .

Notice that, since γ
pjq
g � 0 for g ¥ Nj , we get supn¥0 logp1� }Πnpξ, tγ

pjq
g uq � I}22q � supn Nj

logp1�

}Πnpξ, tγ
pjq
g uq � I}22q. We claim that there is a sequence tdju of natural numbers such that

(30)
¸
j¥1

djβ
2
j   8,

¸
j¥1

djβ
2
j j

2 � 8 .

Indeed, it suffices to chose dj such that dj � β�2
j j�2 and recall that βj ¤ 2�j . We consider the

sequence of sets tE�
p u in which each set Ej is repeated dj times, i.e.,

tE�
p u :� tE1, . . . , E1looooomooooon

d1

, E2, . . . , E2looooomooooon
d2

, . . .u ,

so that
°

p¥1 |E
�
p |

(28)�(30)
� 8 and, therefore (see Lemma 2.1.2 in [6]), there is a sequence tξ�p u, ξ�p �

eiα
�
p P T such that the shifted sets pEp :� teipα

�
p�βq : eiβ P E�

p u satisfy | lim supp pEp| � |T| � 2π, where

lim supp pEp :� XjPN Ys¥j
pEs.



8 SERGEY A. DENISOV

Our next goal is to use tγ
pmq
g u,m P N to construct tγ�g u P ℓ2pZ�q for which the assumption of the

Theorem is violated. Let d0 :� 0, N0 :� 0, Pj :� N0d0 � . . . � Njdj , j ¥ 0. Then, for each pEp with

p � d0 � . . .� dj � s, 1 ¤ s ¤ dj�1, we let

γ�ℓ�ps�1qNj�1�Pj
:� γ

pj�1q
ℓ � ξ�ℓ

p , 0 ¤ ℓ ¤ Nj�1 � 1 .

For such a choice, we can use (24) and (29) to obtain

sup
0¤ℓ¤Nj�1�1

}Ωℓ�ps�1qNj�1�Pj
pξ, tγ�g uq � . . . � Ωps�1qNj�1�Pj

pξ, tγ�g uq � I}2 ¥ peα{2 � 1q
1
2

for ξ P pEp and every p. Since }tγ�g u}ℓ2pZ�q
(30)
  8, we have a contradiction with (26) for ξ PW ptγ�g uqX

lim supp pEp � H. The first claim of the theorem is proved. The proof of the second one is standard

and repeats the argument from the proof of Theorem 3.1. □
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