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 := {1,2,...},Z; := {0,1,2,..},T:={2€ C: |z| = 1},D := {z €
C : |z| < 1}. M(d,C) stands for the space of the d x d complex matrices. For A € M(d,C), the
symbol ||A]2 denotes the Frobenius norm: |Alz := +/tr(A*A) and |A| denotes the operator norm.
For p € [1, 0], the symbol p’ is the dual exponent: p’ = p/(p — 1). For a set S < T, the symbol |5]|
indicates its Lebesgue measure.

1. OPUC, SU(1,1), AND MATRIX PRODUCTS

Let M(T) denote the set of probabiliy measures on the unit circle T whose support is not a finite
subset of T. For o € M(T), define F,(z) := §, gfzdo,g =¢e? 0 e [0,27). The function F, is analytic
inD, ®F > 0 in D, and F(0) = 1. The same properties hold for the function 1/F, and therefore [8]

there is a probability measure o4 € M(T) such that

_ E+ 2
Fl1(2)=F, = dog .

) = Fou() = | 1oy
We will call such a measure o4 dual to 0. For each o € M(T), one can define the monic orthogonal
polynomials {®,,(z,0)},n € Z, on the unit circle (OPUC) as algebraic polynomials that satisfy the

following conditions:

Pp(z,0)=2"+..., (Pp, 20 =0, Yje{0,...,n—1}, <f,g>0:=jf§d0.
T

Denote ®,, := ®,(z,0),¥,, := &,,(z,04). For every polynomial @ of degree at most n, let Q*(z) =
2"Q(z1). Notice that the map Q — Q* depends on n. It is known [16] that

(1) q)n+1 _‘I’n+1 _ z —Yn ¢n _\Iln (I)O _\IIO _ 1 -1

or, wr, | Tl -ew 1 Jler wr | ler owr [Tl1o1 |
where {74} are the so-called Schur (Verblunsky) parameters and they satisfy v, € D,Vg € Z;. There
is a bijection [16] between the set of measures M(T) and the set of Schur parameters D*. If {v,}

are Schur parameters for o, then the Schur parameters for o4 are {—v,}. Denote p, := (1 — Iyn|?) 2
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and R, := njén Pjs R := limy_,o» Ry, Since R, is decreasing, R always exists and it is zero iff
{7g} ¢ (Zy).

The Szegd class of measures is defined as the set Sz(T) := {0 € M(T) : { logwdm > —oo} where
m is normalized Lebesgue measure on T, i.e., dm := df/(27), and do = wdm + dos with o5 being the
singular measure. The Szegs theorem in the theory of OPUC states that o € Sz(T) iff {v,} € (*(Z4)
and that can be quantified by the following identity [16]:

(2) exp (J;r log wdm) = H p2 =TR2,

nz=0

which holds for any o and {vy,}. Clearly, o € Sz(T) iff 04 € Sz(T). For measures o € Sz(T), the

Szegé function is defined as D,(z) := exp (% . gfi

that satisfies D, (0) > 0 and |D,(&)]? = w(€) for a.e. £€ T.
Sometimes it is more convenient to work with polynomials orthonormal on the unit circle with

respect to measure 0. These polynomials are given by the formula ¢, (2,0) = ®,(2,0)/||®n(§,0)|Lz2-
Since ([16], formula (1.5.13)) [®,(&,0)[z2 = Rn—1, we get

log wdm). This is the outer function in H?(ID)

On(2,0)

T | @z, 0)

z,mn

Akmmm@w

when [{vg}le2z,) < % Hence, the problems of studying the size of ®,, or ¢,, are identical in the Szegd
class when [{v,}]¢2(z,) is small. For Szegdé measures, it is known that

3) lim @%(2,0) = Do(0)/Do(2),  lim 6(2,0) = 1/D,(2)

n—o0

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

Given any sequence {v,}: v, € D,n € Z4, define

| 1 Anz™"
and I, :=Q,, ... Q. It is a simple fact that II,, € SU(1,1) for z € T and therefore
(5) M= | @ | 2o 1a b, seT
n — bn an 9 n - ni| o .

The polynomials a,, and b,, have degrees at most n, a, has no roots in D and a,(0) > 0 (see [11],
Lemma 4.5 or [20]). If ,, are Schur parameters for o, then (see [11], formulas (4.12) and (4.13))

@n+1 _\I!n+1 _ Za,z _b: 1 -1
(6) [ orF 0 Ur =R —zb, an 1 1

and, therefore,

(7) an = (P50 + V0 1)/(2Rn),  —2bp = (@5 — ¥5y1)/(2Rn).
Denote
®) o) =swlan(§) =1 02(6) = sup (). O€) 1= sup |IL,(&) ~ I, €T

and we clearly have

9) 1T, = 713 = 2(lan — 1> + [ba]*) < 2(07 + 03).
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2. TWO VERSIONS OF QUANTIFIED NCC AND MOTIVATIONS FOR THEM

The famous Carleson-Hunt theorem [9] says that

(10) HMOfHLP[OJ) <p ”f”Lp[OJ)7 My f := sup Z fne%rinz
NeN [n|<N

for p € (1,00), where fn = S(l) fe~2m"*dy is the Fourier coefficient of a function f. Function M, is an
associated maximal function. The bound (10) was used to settle Lusin’s conjecture, i.e., it showed that
for every f € LP(0,1),p € (1,00], we have imy o0 25, <n fre2rine = f(z) for a.e. x €]0,1). 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 € T assuming that o € Sz(T)? This problem
has a long history and it can also be formulated for Dirac equations, Schrédinger 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
o € M(T), define the maximal function M (§,0) := sup,, |®%(¢,0) —1[,£ € T. From (7), we get

(11) 012)(€) < (M(€,0) + M(€§,04)/(2Rx) + R =1, €€T.
Conjecture, [qNCC-I]. There is € > 0 such that [{y4}]e(z,) < € implies

(12) ,[T M?(¢,0)do < {7} 72z, ) -

Conjecture, [qNCC-II]. There is € > 0 such that [{v,}]|s(z,) < € implies

(13) Llog(l +0%(&, {7 1))dm < {1}z, ) -

We will see later that the assumption on £2-norm of {v,} being small is not restrictive when studying
the problem of pointwise asymptotics. Our first result compares these two conjectures.

Theorem 2.1. We have gNCC-I = gNCC-II.

Proof. Assume qNCC-I holds. Due to (9), we have log(1 + O?) < log(1 + 0% + 03) and it is sufficient
to show that

(14) Lbyl+ﬁ+v®mnsM%H@@”~

Now, (11) implies log(1 + 03(£)) < log(1 + M?(€,0)) + log(1 + M?(§,0a)) + {ve} 2z, ). € {1,2}.
We can write

(15) f 1 log(1 + M?(¢,0))dm < f 1 log(1 + M?(&, 0)w)dm < Jlog(l + M2(&,0)w)dm

5 (gNCC-1I) 9
(16) < [ Moyt ST s,
Then,
f log(1 + M?(&,0))dm = —f log wdm + f log wdm + f log(1+ M?(&,0))dm =
w<l w<l w1 w<l

—J log wdm + J log(w + M?(&, 0)w)dm <
w<l

w<l
9 (2)+(15)+(16) 9
—j bme+f log(1+ Mg, )yw)dm < lHEe,, -
w<1 w<1

By qNCC-I applied to o4, we get §. M?(&, 0q)wadm < [{v4}|7 (z,) and we similarly have

fm0+M%JmW%M%WWH

for [{7g}le2(z,) small enough. Hence, (14) follows. O
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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 {xn(¢)},n = 1 is an orthonormal system in L2(T),

then
J sup
T n

The connection between gNCC-I and the previous result is almost immediate (see [18], Section 8)
if we take the recursion ®% , = ®* — v,2®, and ®§ = 1 into account (see (1)). Indeed,

2
do < Y o log(1 + j)?

j=1

D5 ax;(€)

j=1

for every sequence {a;}.

n—1

Ok(z,0) =1=2 Y 7|®;2.005(2,0)
=0
SO

M(§,0) <

2,0’¢j (5, U)

n—1
sup > |,
n=1 =0

1
and |[Mz2,0 < (ijo Iv;]? log®(2 + j)) *. The qNCC-I suggests that for OPUC the logarithm in the
last sum can be dropped provided that [{v,}[ sz, ) is small.
We continue with the motivation for qNCC-II. Take d > 2 and consider «(t) : [0,1] — GL(d,C),

a smooth curve. Let ~,(t) := S(t) vy~ tdr : [0,1] = M(d,C) be its right trace. One can define the
distance between A, B € GL(d,C) by

1
d(A,B) := inf J '~v~Y|dt .
@Byt [
Given q € [1, ], the variational norm of a continuous curve I : [0,1] — M (d, C) is defined as
n—1 g
IDya i= { SWPneNSWPo=to<ti<...<t,=1 (Zj:o IT(tj41) — F(%’)H"") ;g <o,
diam (T"), q=

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

(17) Vlve < lvellve + Colvelvas  Iellve < Ivllve + Col il
for every ¢ € (1,2) which gives

(18) Ilve < lellve + Collvela, Iellve < Ivllve + CollrlIT
for all g € (1,2).

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 {Y,,},T,, € GL(d,C),n € Z, where sup,, | T, —I|| < 3. One can define the piecewise smooth
curve v(t),t = 0 as the solution to v/ = V~,~v(0) = I where

V(t):=1logY,, teljj+1),j€Z;.

We notice that V(t) = T; — I+ Aj,t € [j,j+1) where |[Aj| ~ |Y; —I[?. Then, Y, ...- Yo =v(n+1)
and (17) can be applied to the product of matrices (the assumption made in [15], Lemma C.3 that
the curve 7 is smooth can be relaxed to piecewise smooth). Recall that dist(I, A) ~ log(1 + ||I — A|)
for Ae SU(1,1). Taking Y,, = Q,(&, {74}) as in (4), applying (18) to v, 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]),

[tog? (1 + Ol o () <p [{70}ler 2y

for p € (1,2). 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 {4} € (*(Z) and gNCC-II holds, then lim,_, I1,,(§) exists for a.e. £€ T
and lim, ., ¢*(&,0) = D;1(€) for a.e. £€T.

Proof. Assume gNCC-II holds. We will show that the sequence {IL, (&, {7,})} is Cauchy for a.e. £ € T.
We have [1p — IL | = [(Qngp - - Qo1 — DIL| <O |[(Qgp - -+ - Qpg1 — I)| . Since O(€) <
for a.e. £ € T, we only need to show that
limsup On(§) =0, On:= sup |[Quip-... Q1 — 1|
N -0 n=N,p=1
for a.e. £ € T. Since

) (aNCC—IT) )
flog(l +O0x)dm < {7z =y

we can apply Markov’s inequality: for every ¢ > 0 and N € N, we have

“{757}“?2(;]\7)

|{§ET:0N(§)>€}|Sw.

Since {On} \\ limsupy_,.,. Oy as N — oo, we have [{£ € T : limsupy_,., On(&) = €}| = 0 for every
€ > 0. Therefore, limsupy_,, On(§) = 0 for a.e. £ € T and we have convergence of lim,,_,. II,, by
applying the Cauchy criterion. The formula (6) provides convergence of {¢X(c,&)} for a.e. £ € T.

Since (see [11], Corollary 5.11)
2
lim dm =0,
n—o0

we get lim,, ., ¢X(&,0) = D;1(€) ae. O

1
o

n

It is known that all zeroes of ¢,(z,0) are inside D. The following theorem shows, in particular,
that for the Szeg6 measures, the pointwise convergence of |¢,,| 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
p € (0,1) and a point § € T, define the Stolz angle S} (&) to be the convex hull of pI) and &. Let {f,}
denote the Schur interates (see [11]) for the measure o.

Theorem 3.2 (Bessonov-Denisov, [2]). Let 0 € Sz(T) and Z(¢,) = {z € D: ¢,(z,0) = 0}. Take
any a > 0 and denote rq, = 1 —a/n. Then, for almost every £ € T, the following assertions are
equivalent:

(a) limy,o |05 (E)* = | D, ()17,

(b) limy,— o dist(Z(¢,), &) n = + 0,

(C) hmnﬁ’f, fn(ra,nf) = 07

(d) limp e SUD_c g (¢) |fn(2)| =0 for every p e (0,1).

Our previous results imply the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. Suppose that either {v,} € (P(Zy) for some p € [1,2) or {y,log(g + 2)} € (*(Z),
then (a)-(d) from the previous theorem hold for a.e. £ € T.

4. CONNECTIONS TO CARLESON-HUNT MAXIMAL FUNCTION AND SU(1,1) VERSION OF A
THEOREM OF CALDERON AND STEIN

In conclusion, we put forward the weakened versions of qNCC-I and gNCC-II:

JSHP |0(¢,0)Pdo < 1+ v1([{vg}le2z,))  (waNCC —1T)

nz0

and

| 1o sup 1L €. (gl < va(lir e, ) (waNCC -~ 11
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assuming that [{v4}|s2(z,) < € with some ¢ > 0 and vy, v are certain functions that satisfy
limg o v1(2)(t) = 0. Tt is not hard to see that qNCC-I implies wqNCC-I, gNCC-II implies wqNCC-
II, and wgNCC-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 O? > 203 and, therefore,
{log(1 + 203)dm < {log(1 + O?)dm. The next result shows that the weakened version of gNCC
implies the known Carleson-Hunt bound (10) for p = 2.

Theorem 4.1. If there is € > 0 so that
(19) [1ro81 + am < )l

for every sequence {4} : |[{7g}e2(z,) < € then

12
(20) Jsup Z ~;e'?

n i<n

dm < H{Wg}HEZ(ZJr)

for every {v,} € (*(Z).
Proof. Fix any {v,} € (*(Z+). The map b, (&, {\v;}) : (£, X\, {7j}j<n) € T x D x D" C satisfies
[20] the bound

bn (& A1) = A Y 18 | < C{HIAP

Jj<n

as A = 0. Given any N € N and a measurable map N(§) : (€ T — {0,..., N}, we get

flog(l + lbwie) (€ D D)dm < NP} e 2y

from (19). As A — 0, we get

P | 3 w6 dm + 00AF) < WP e,

JEN(E)
Hence,
[| 3 welam< 1o,
JSN(E)
Since N and N(§) are arbitrary, we obtain (20). O

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 € L?(0,1), the sequence {Z?z_n ]?jez”j"”} of partial Fourier sums converges for
a.e. z€[0,1)
B. We have the weak (2,2) type estimate for the maximal function My, i.e.,

re [0.): [ (@) > 2 < LB
for all A > 0 and all f € L?(0,1).

Below, we will adjust its proof to obtain an SU(1,1) nonlinear version. We list some properties of
the transform {v,} + {II,(§, {74})} we need. They are immediate from the definition (5). Firstly, for
every 1 € T, we have

e et = | | I ) - Tl = I ) - Tl

Secondly, suppose & = e‘“. Then,
(22) rotation by g+ TIn(&, {7460 7}) = Mn(€/%0, {7g})-
For each N € N, define the {fy!EN]} by

V] _{ 0, g<N,
g Yg—N gZN
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The last property we need is

- 7 =N
the right shift by N coordinates: T, n(&, {vgN]}) = [ bagN b”é ] .

Notice that
_TL B’ﬂ 7N
@) Lo " |-

and, therefore, for each n, &y € T, we get

(24) I n (& {1 73) — Iz 1T (&/€0, {79}) = Ill2-

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

G(a,B) = sup [{€ € T : log(1 + O%(€, {7,})) = a}|.
{79}:|‘{79}‘|e2(z+)<5

(21)£(22)

Clearly, G < |T| = 2, it is increasing in 8 and decreasing in a.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that for every {74} : [{7g}le2(z,) < 5. the sequence {I1,(&, {74})} converges
for £ € W({vg}) € T, where the set W({v4}) can depend on {v4} and has positive Lebesgue measure.
Then,

(25) G(a, B) <a B?

for every B < 1. Conversely, if (25) holds for every a > 0 and 3 < 3, then the sequence {IL, (£, {v4})}
converges for a.e. £ € T.

Proof. Recall that the matrices IT,, in (5) satisfy |IL,| = |II,,!| since II,, € SU(1,1). Therefore, we
have

(26) lim  sup N”Qn+p(£7 {vgh) o Qi1 (& {vg}) — I =0

N-ow n=N,pe

for each & € W({~,}). We continue the proof by assuming that (25) fails for some «. Then, choosing
the subsequence if necessary, we can find a sequence {8;} | 0, 8; < 277 such that

(27) Ga, Bj) = B35°.

Hence, for each j, there is {’yg(yj)} with finite support, i.e., éj) = 0 for all g > Nj, such that
17”2z, < B; and

(28) |Ej| = 855°/2,

where

(29) Ej = {€eT:log(1+ 0% (1)) = a/2} .

Notice that, since ’yéj) =0 for g = N;, we get sup,,»log(1 + |II,, (&, {’yéj)}) —1I]3) = sup,, <, log(1 +

1T, (&, {%gj)}) — I|3). We claim that there is a sequence {d;} of natural numbers such that
(30) DdiB <o, Y d;iBFi7=o0.

j=1 j=1

Indeed, it suffices to chose d; such that d; ~ B8;?j=2 and recall that 8; < 277. We consider the
sequence of sets {E;‘} in which each set E; is repeated d; times, i.e.,
{E:} = {Elv"'7E£7E2a"'7E27"'}7

-~ -~

di da

so that Zp>1 |Ex| (28)£(30)

€% € T such that the shifted sets Ep = {eHeF+P) ; ¢if ¢ E¥} satisfy |limsup, LA?p| = |T| = 27, where

limsup, Ej, := Njen Uss; Es.

o and, therefore (see Lemma 2.1.2 in [6]), there is a sequence {{}}, {* =
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Our next goal is to use {'yém)}, m € N to construct {y}*} € £*(Z,) for which the assumption of the
Theorem is violated. Let do := 0, Ny := 0, P; := Nodo + ...+ N;d;,j = 0. Then, for each Ep with

p:

do+...+dj+s5,1<s<djq, welet

D e
7;+(S—1)Nj+1+Pj = ,yéa : & 0O N -1

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

1
SUp Qo) 2y (G D) o Qamy N ap, (6 7E 1) — T2 = (€2 = 1)
0$Z§Nj+171

~ 30
for £ € £, and every p. Since |[{v}|e2(z,) (<) o, we have a contradiction with (26) for £ € W ({y;}) n

lim sup,, Ep # . 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. 0
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