arXiv:1807.07059v2 [math.FA] 1 Oct 2018

DISCREPANCY FOR CONVEX BODIES WITH ISOLATED FLAT POINTS

LUCA BRANDOLINI, LEONARDO COLZANI, BIANCA GARIBOLDI, GIACOMO GIGANTE, AND GIANCARLO TRAVAGLINI

Abstract. We consider the discrepancy of the integer lattice with respect to the collection of all translated copies of a dilated convex body having a finite number of flat, possibly non-smooth, points in its boundary. We estimate the L^p norm of the discrepancy with respect to the translation variable as the dilation parameter goes to infinity. If there is a single flat point with normal in a rational direction we obtain an asymptotic expansion for this norm. Anomalies may appear when two flat points have opposite normals. When all the flat points have normals in generic irrational directions, we obtain a smaller discrepancy. Our proofs depend on careful estimates for the Fourier transform of the characteristic function of the convex body.

1. Introduction

Let B be a convex body in R^d , that is a convex bounded set with nonempty interior, and for every R > 1 and z ∈ R^d let

D_R (z) = −R^d |B| + ∑ m∈Z^d χ_{RB} (z + m)

be the discrepancy between the number of integer points inside a dilated and translated copy of B and its volume. The function z →D_R (z) is periodic and a straightforward computation shows that it has the Fourier expansion ∑ m∈Z^d\{0} R^d ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} (1)

where ^χ_B (ζ) denotes the Fourier transform of χ_B (z), that is

^χ_B (ζ) = ∫ B e^{−2πiζ·z}dz. The size of D_R (z) as R → +∞ is therefore closely connected to the decay of ^χ_B (ζ) as |ζ| → +∞. For example, if the boundary of B is smooth and has everywhere positive Gaussian curvature then ^χ_B (ζ) has the decay |^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |ζ|^{− d+12} (2) (see [28, Chapter 8]), and it can be shown that this rate of decay is optimal. Under the assumption (2), in [2, Corollary 3] the authors proved the following estimates for the L^p norm of the discrepancy function (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} ⩽ cR^{d−12} 1 ⩽ p < 2d/ (d − 1) , cR^{d−12} log^{d−12d} (R) p = 2d/ (d − 1) , cR^{d(d−1)(d+1)} (^{1− 1p} ) p > 2d/ (d − 1) . (3)

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11H06, 42B05. Key words and phrases. Discrepancy, Integer points, Fourier analysis. 1

In [2, Theorem 5] it has also been shown that the above estimates are sharp in the range 1 ⩽ p < 2d/ (d − 1). More precisely, using the asymptotic expansion for ^χ_B (ζ), it has been proved that when B is not symmetric about a point or d ≢ 1 (mod 4) one has, for every p ⩾ 1, (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} ⩾ cR^{d−12} . On the other hand, when B is symmetric about a point and d ≡ 1 (mod 4),

lim sup R→+∞ R^{− d−12} (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} > 0 for every p ⩾ 1,

lim inf R→+∞ R^{− d−12} (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} = 0 for every p < 2d d − 1 . Up to now we have considered the case of positive Gaussian curvature. When the Gaussian curvature of the boundary of B vanishes at some point the estimate (2) fails and the rate of decay depends on the direction.

More precisely the decay of the Fourier transform (2) holds in a given direction Θ if the Gaussian curvature does not vanish at the points on the boundary of B where the normal is ±Θ. When the curvature vanishes the rate of decay of ^χ_B (ρΘ) can be significantly smaller. We will see that in this case the behavior of the L^p norms of the discrepancy function may differ from the case of positive Gaussian curvature.

To the authors’ knowledge the discrepancy for convex bodies with vanishing Gaussian curvature has been considered only for specific classes of convex bodies and only for L^∞ estimates. See e.g. [8], [10], [14], [15], [20], [21], [22], [26], [27]. See also [21] for an estimate from below of the L^2 discrepancy associated to the curve x^2 + y^4 = 1.

Throughout the paper we will use bold symbols only for d-dimensional points and non-bold symbol for lower dimensional points. Moreover when we write a point z = (x, t) or ζ = (ξ, s) we agree that x, ξ ∈ R^{d−1} and t, s ∈ R.

We are happy to thank Gabriele Bianchi for some interesting remarks on the geometric properties of the convex bodies considered in this paper (see [1]).

2. Statements of the results

In this paper we study the L^p norms of the discrepancy function associated to a convex body whose boundary has a finite number of isolated flat points. The relevant example is a convex body B such that ∂B has everywhere positive Gaussian curvature except at the origin and such that, in a neighborhood of the origin, ∂B is the graph of the function t = |x|^γ , with x ∈ R^{d−1} and some γ > 2. This function is smooth at the origin only when γ is a positive even integer, and the geometric control of the Fourier transform in [7] does not apply directly.

We are actually interested in a larger class of convex bodies and this is why we introduce the following definition.

Definition 1. Let U be a bounded open neighborhood of the origin in R^{d−1} , let Φ ∈ C^∞ (U \ {0}) and let γ > 1. For every x ∈ U \ {0} let μ_1 (x) , . . . , μ_{d−1} (x) be the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix of Φ. We say that Φ ∈ S_γ (U) if for j = 1, . . . , d − 1, 0 < inf_{x∈U\{0}} |x|^{2−γ} μ_j (x) (4) and, for every multi-index α, sup x∈U\{0} |x|^{|α|−γ} | | | | ∂^{|α|}Φ ∂x^α (x) | | | | < +∞. (5) Observe that if Φ ∈ S_γ (U) then for some c_1, c_2 > 0, c_1 |x|^{γ−2} ⩽ μ_j (x) ⩽ c_2 |x|^{γ−2} . Moreover, since γ > 1, we have Φ ∈ C^1 (U).

Definition 2. Let B be a convex body in R^d and let z ∈ ∂B and let γ > 1. We say that z is an isolated flat point of order γ if, in a neighborhood of z and in a suitable Cartesian coordinate system with the origin in z, ∂B is the graph of a function Φ ∈ S_γ (U), as in the previous definition.

Convex bodies with flat points can be easily constructed by taking powers of strictly convex functions.

Proposition 3. Let U be a bounded open neighborhood of the origin in R^{d−1} , let H ∈ C^∞ (U) such that H (0) = 0, ∇H (x) = 0 and assume that its Hessian matrix is positive definite at the origin. Let γ > 1. Then the function Φ (x) = [H (x)]^{γ/2} ∈ S_γ (U).

We have already observed that some of the results in this paper for the singularity |x|^γ with γ even integer are not new. However observe that |x|^{2n} is analytic, while the above definition does not imply that the boundary is smooth. For example, in dimension 2 consider a singularity of the kind Φ^{′′} (x) = 2 + sin (log (|x|)).

Interestingly, in the following Proposition 11 concerning te decay of the Fourier transform of a convex body with a flat point of order γ, the case γ = 2 with non smooth flat points requires some extra care.

The discrepancy for convex bodies with flat points in the above class is described by the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Let B be a bounded convex body in R^d . Assume that ∂B is smooth with everywhere positive Gaussian curvature except for a finite number of isolated flat points of order at most γ.

1) For 1 < γ ⩽ 2 we have (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} ⩽ cR^{d−12} 1 ⩽ p < 2d/ (d − 1) , cR^{d−12} log^{d−12d} (R) p = 2d/ (d − 1) , cR^{d(d−1)(d+1)} (^{1− 1p} ) p > 2d/ (d − 1) .

2) For 2 < γ ⩽ d + 1 we have (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} ⩽ { cR^{(d−1)}(^{1− 1γ} ) 1 ⩽ p ⩽ (2d) / (d + 1 − γ) cR^{d(d−1)d+1} (^{1− 2γp} ) p > (2d) / (d + 1 − γ)

3) For γ > d + 1 and every p ⩾ 1 we have (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} ⩽ cR^{(d−1)}(^{1− 1γ} ).

The picture summarizes our estimates for the discrepancy.

R d(d−1) d+1 ( 1− 1p ) R^{d−1}2R^{(d−1)} ( 1− 1γ ) R d(d−1) d+1 ( 1− 2γp ) γ 1/p 1 2 d + 1 1 d−1 2d The proof of the above theorem relies on precise estimate for the Fourier transform of χ_B (z). See Proposition 11 below. The estimates in point 1) are the same as in [2] for the case of positive Gaussian curvature and are independent of γ. On the contrary, as we will see from the proof, in the cases 2) and 3) the flat points give the main contribution. In the case 2) if p = +∞ then d (d − 1) d + 1 ( 1 − 2 pγ ) = d (d − 1) d + 1 . Hence, when γ ⩽ d + 1 the estimates for the L^∞ discrepancy of B match Landau’s estimates for the L^∞ discrepancy of the ball. See e.g. [24]. For p ≥ 2d/ (d − 1) the above result extends a theorem of Colin de Verdiere [8].

In the next theorem we consider convex bodies with a flat point with normal pointing in a rational direction. In this case, some of the previous estimates can be improved to asymptotic estimates.

Theorem 5. Let B be a bounded convex body in R^d . Assume that ∂B is smooth with everywhere positive Gaussian curvature except at most at two points P and Q with outward unit normals −Θ and Θ which are flat of order γ_P and γ_Q respectively. Let S (t) = |{z ∈ B : z · Θ = t}| be (d − 1)-dimensional measure of the slices of B that are orthogonal to Θ. The function S (t) is supported in P · Θ ⩽ t ⩽ Q · Θ and is known to be smooth in P · Θ < t < Q · Θ. Assume that there exist two smooth functions G_P (r) and G_Q (r) with G_P (0) ≠ 0 and G_Q (0) ≠ 0 such that, for u ⩾ 0 sufficiently small S (P · Θ + u) = u^{d−1γ}P G_P ( u^{1/γP} )

and S (Q · Θ − u) = u^{d−1γQ} G_Q ( u^{1/γQ} ) . Finally, assume that the direction Θ is rational, that is αΘ ∈ Z^d for some α, and denote by m_0 the first non-zero integer point in the direction Θ. Define

A_P (z) =

2G_P (0) Γ (_{d−1} γ_P + 1 )

(2π |m_0|)^{d−1γ}P^{+1} +∞∑ k=1 k^{−1− d−1γ}P sin ( 2πkm_0 · z − π 2 d − 1 γ_P ) , and A_Q (z) = −

2G_Q (0) Γ (_{d−1} γ_Q + 1 )

(2π |m_0|)^{d−1γQ +1} +∞∑ k=1 k^{−1− d−1γQ} sin ( 2πkm_0 · z + π 2 d − 1 γ_Q ) . 1) Let γ_P > γ_Q ⩾ 2 and assume that one of the two alternatives holds:

2 < γ_P ⩽ d + 1 and p < (2d) / (d + 1 − γ_P ) , or γ_P > d + 1 and p ⩽ +∞.

Then there exist constants δ > 0 and c > 0 such that for every R ⩾ 1, (∫ T^d | | |DR (z) − R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}AP (z−RP ) | | |^p dz )_{1/p} ⩽ cR^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )−δ} . In particular, as R → +∞, we have the following asymptotic (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} ∼ R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )} (∫ T^d |A_P (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} . 2) Let γ_P = γ_Q = γ and assume that one of the two alternatives holds:

2 < γ ⩽ d + 1 and p < (2d) / (d + 1 − γ) , or γ > d + 1 and p ⩽ +∞. Then there exist constants δ > 0 and c > 0 such that for every R ⩾ 1, (∫ T^d | |DR (z) − R^{(d−1)(1−1/γ)} (AP (z−RP ) + AQ (z − RQ)) | |^p dz )_{1/p}

⩽ cR^{(d−1)(1−1/γ)−δ}. Note that the series that define A_P (z) and A_Q (z) converge uniformly and absolutely. In particular these functions are bounded and continuous.

Observe that the asymptotic estimate of point 1) includes the case of a single flat point, that is γ_P > γ_Q = 2. In point 2) it is not excluded that for particular values of P , Q, G_P (0), G_Q (0) and R, the terms A_P (z−RP ) and A_Q (z − RQ) may cancel each other and the discrepancy gets smaller.

Corollary 6. Under the assumptions in point 2 in the previous theorem assume furthermore that G_P (0) = G_Q (0) and that (d − 1) /γ is an even integer. Then for every R such that Rm_0 · (P − Q) is an integer we have A_P (z−RP ) + A_Q (z − RQ) = 0.

In particular with this choice of the parameters (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p} ⩽ cR^{(d−1)(1−1/γ)−δ} . The case γ = 2 is not covered by the above corollary, however observe that for γ = (d − 1) / (2k) = 2, that is d ≡ 1 (mod 4), and p < 2d/ (d − 1), one formally would obtain

lim inf R→+∞ { R^{d−12} (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p dz )_{1/p}} = 0.

Actually this is true, even if the proof is more delicate. The case of a ball and p = 2 has been proved by L. Parnovski and A. Sobolev in [23]. Moreover, in [2] it is shown that this phenomenon also occurs for convex smooth domains with positive Gaussian curvature and p < 2d/ (d − 1) if and only if the domains are symmetric and d ≡ 1 (mod 4).

As remarked by Kendal the above L^p estimates for the discrepancy can be turned into almost everywhere pointwise estimates using a Borel-Cantelli type argument. See [21, §3] for the proof.

Proposition 7. Assume that for some β > 0 (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^p )_{1/p} ⩽ κR^β, let λ (t) be an increasing function and let R_n → +∞ such that +∞∑ n=1 λ (R_n)^{−p} < +∞. Then for almost every z ∈ T^d there exists c > 0 such that |D_{Rn} (z)| < cR^β_nλ (R_n) . If the flat points on the boundary of the domain B have “irrational” normals then the discrepancy can be smaller than the one described in the above theorems. In particular, we have the following result that applies to every convex body, without curvature or smoothness assumption.

Theorem 8. Let B be a bounded convex body in R^d and for σ ∈ SO (d) denote by D_{R,σ} the discrepancy associated to the rotated body σB. Then we have the following mixed norm inequalities.

1) If 1 ⩽ p ⩽ 2, we have (∫ SO(d) (∫ T^d |D_{R,σ} (z)|^p dz )_{2/p} dσ )_{1/2} ⩽ cR^{d−12} . 2) If 2 ⩽ p < 2d/ (d − 1), we have (∫ SO(d) (∫ T^d |D_{R,σ} (z)|^p dz )_{1/(p−1)} dσ )^{p−1}_p ⩽ cR^{d−12} . For the planar case d = 2 we can state a slightly more precise result.

Theorem 9. Let B be a bounded convex body in R^2 . Assume that ∂B is smooth with everywhere positive curvature except a single flat point of order γ > 2. Let (α, β) be the unit outward normal at the flat point and assume the Diophantine property that for some δ < 2/ (γ − 2) there exists c > 0 such that for every n ∈ Z ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖n α β ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ⩾ c |n|^{1+δ} . Here ‖x‖ denotes the distance of x from the closest integer. Then (∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^2 dz )_{1/2} ⩽ cR^{12} .

By a classical result of Jarnik (see e.g. [12, §10.3]) the set of real numbers ω that are (2 + δ)-well approximable, that is ‖nω‖ ⩽ n^{1−(2+δ)} = n^{−1−δ} for infinitely many n, has Hausdorff dimension^2_{2+δ} . In particular the exceptional set in the above theorem, where the discrepancy may be larger than R^{1/2} has Hausdorff dimension at most^{γ−2}_{γ−1} .

3. Estimates for the Fourier transforms

The main ingredient in the proof of our results on the discrepancy comes from suitable estimates of the decay of ^χ_B (ζ). We start studying a family of oscillatory integrals.

As usual we write d-dimensional points through the notation z = (x, t) and ζ = (ξ, s) (see the Introduction).

Lemma 10. Let U ⊂ R^{d−1} be an open ball about the origin of radius b, let Φ ∈ S_γ (U) for some γ > 1, let ψ be a smooth function supported in {0 < a ⩽ |x| ⩽ b}, for every positive integer k let

Φ_k (x) = 2^{kγ} Φ ( 2^{−k}x ) and let I_k (ξ, s) = ∫ R^{d−1} ( ∇Φ ( 2^{−k}x ) , −1 ) e^{−2πi(ξ,s)·(x,Φk (x))}ψ (x) dx. Then there exist constants c, c_1, c_2 > 0 and, for every M > 0, a constant c_M such that for every k ⩾ 0

|I_k (ξ, s)| ⩽ c (1 + |s| + |ξ|)^{− d−12} for every (ξ, s) c_M (1 + |s|)^{−M} if |ξ| ⩽ c_1 |s| , c_M (1 + |ξ|)^{−M} if c_2 |s| ⩽ |ξ| . Proof. The behaviour of the oscillatory integral I_k (ξ, s) depends on the points where the amplitude ψ (x) is not zero and the phase (ξ, s) · (x, Φ_k (x)) is stationary. This happens only when |ξ| ≈ |s| and in this case, since the phase is non degenerate, one obtains the classical estimate c |(ξ, s)|^{−(d−1)/2}. In all other directions the oscillatory integral has a fast decay. In particular, when |ξ| ⩽ c_1 |s| one obtains the decay c_M (1 + |s|)^{−M} , and when |ξ| > c_2 |s|, one obtains the decay c_M (1 + |ξ|)^{−M} . For the sake of completeness we include the full details of the proof.

By the definition of the class S_γ we have | | |∂^{|α|}Φ^k ∂x^α (x) | | | = 2^{kγ} 2^{−k|α|} | | | ∂^{|α|}Φ ∂x^α ( 2^{−k}x ) | | | ⩽ 2^{kγ} 2^{−k|α|}c_α | |2^{−k}x | |^{γ−|α|} (6) ⩽ c_α |x|^{γ−|α|} . In particular when x belongs to the support of ψ (x) we have | | | | ∂^{|α|}Φ_k ∂x^α (x) | | | | ⩽ c^α. Moreover, the Hessian matrix of Φ_k (x) satisfies

Hess Φ_k (x) = 2^{k(γ−2)} Hess Φ ( 2^{−k}x ) and it follows that the eigenvalues μ^{(k)}_j (x) of Hess Φ_k (x) are related to the eigenvalues μ_j (x) of Hess Φ (x) by the identity

μ^{(k)}_j (x) = 2^{k(γ−2)}μ_j ( 2^{−k}x ) . By (4)

μ^{(k)}_j (x) = μ_j ( 2^{−k}x ) |2^{−k}x|^{γ−2} |x|^{γ−2} ⩾ c |x|^{γ−2} . (7) If x belongs to the support of ψ (x) we have μ^{(k)}_j (x) ⩾ c > 0.

Since ∇Φ ( 2^{−k}x ) = 2^{−k(γ−1)}∇Φ_k (x) by (6) all the derivatives of ∇Φ ( 2^{−k}x ) are uniformly bounded.

The phase in the integral I_k (ξ, s) is stationary when ∇ (ξ · x + sΦ_k (x)) = ξ + s∇Φ_k (x) = 0.

By (6) there exits c_2 > 0 such that |∇Φ_k (x)| ⩽^{c2}_2 for every k. It follows that for |ξ| ⩾ c_2 |s| we have |ξ + s∇Φ_k (x)| ⩾ |ξ| − |s| |∇Φ_k (x)| ⩾ 1 2 |ξ| . Integrating by parts M times gives (see e.g. Proposition 4, p. 341, in [28]) |I_k (ξ, s)| ⩽ c_M (1 + |ξ|)^{−M} . Let now |ξ| ⩽ c_1 |s| where c_1 is a constant which will be determined later on. Let us consider the function F (t) = ∇Φ_k (tx) · x with t ∈ [0, 1]. Then, for t ∈ (0, 1] F^′ (t) = x^T Hess Φ_k (tx) x and by (7) the eigenvalues of Hess Φ_k (tx) are bounded from below by t^{γ−2} |x|^{γ−2}. Then

F (1) ⩾

∫_1 0 x^T Hess Φ_k (tx) xdt ⩾ c

∫_1 0 t^{γ−2} |x|^{γ−2} |x|^2 dt ⩾ c |x|^γ and therefore |∇Φ_k (x)| ⩾ ∇Φ_k (x) · x |x| ⩾ c |x|^{γ−1} ⩾ 2c_1 > 0. It follows that |ξ + s∇Φ_k (x)| ⩾ |s| |∇Φ_k (x)| − |ξ| ⩾ c_1 |s| . Integrating by parts M times gives |I_k (ξ, s)| ⩽ c_M (1 + |s|)^{−M} . Finally, for every (ξ, s), Theorem 1, p. 348, in [28] gives |I_k (ξ, s)| ⩽ c (1 + |ξ| + |s|)^{− d−12} . □ Proposition 11. Let γ > 1 and let B be a bounded convex body in R^d with everywhere positive Gaussian curvature with the exception of a single flat point of order γ. Let Θ be the outward unit normal to ∂B at the flat point and for every ζ ∈ R^d write ζ = ξ + sΘ, with s = ζ · Θ and ξ · Θ = 0. Then, if 1 < γ ⩽ 2 |^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |ζ|^{− d+12} . (8) If γ > 2 the following three upper bounds hold:

|^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |s|^{−1− d−1γ} , c |ξ|^{−(d−1) γ−22(γ−1)} |s|^{− d−12(γ−1) −1} , c |ξ|^{− d+12} . (9)

The particular case where the boundary in a neighborhood of the flat point has equation t = |x|^γ with γ > 2 and d = 2 has been already considered in [6]. The same case with γ > 2 and d > 2 has been considered in [4], but we acknowledge that the proof of the rate of decay in the horizontal directions was not correctly justified.

Proof. Choose a smooth function η (z) supported in a neighborhood of the flat point and such that η (z) = 1 in a smaller neighborhood. For every z ∈ ∂B let ν (z) be its outward unit normal. Applying the divergence theorem we decompose the Fourier transform as

^χ_B (ζ) = ∫ B e^{−2πiζ·z}dz = −1 4π^2 |ζ|^2 ∫ ∂B ∇ ( e^{−2πiζ·z} ) · ν (z) dσ (z) = −1 2πi |ζ|^2 ∫ ∂B ζ · ν (z) e^{−2πiζ·z}dσ (z) = −1 2πi |ζ|^2 ∫ ∂B ζ · ν (z) e^{−2πiζ·z}η (z) dσ (z) (10) + −1 2πi |ζ|^2 ∫ ∂B ζ · ν (z) e^{−2πiζ·z} [1 − η (z)] dσ (z)

= K_1 (ζ) + K_2 (ζ) .

Since in the support of the function 1 − η (z) the Gaussian curvature is bounded away from zero, the method of stationary phase gives the classical estimate (see Theorem 1, p. 348, in [28])

|K_2 (ζ)| ⩽ c |ζ|^{− d+12} . (11) By a suitable choice of coordinates we can assume that z = (x, t), the flat point is the point (0, 0), its outward normal is (0, −1) and that the relevant part of the surface ∂B is described by the equation t = Φ (x) with Φ ∈ S_γ . Hence

ν (x, Φ (x)) =

(∇Φ (x) , −1) √ 1 + |∇Φ (x)|^2 . Write φ (x) = η (x, Φ (x)) and ψ (x) = φ (x) − φ (2x) so that for every x ≠ 0

φ (x) = +∞∑ k=0 ψ ( 2^kx ) . Observe that φ (x) is smooth and a suitable choice of η (z) guarantees φ (x) = 1 if |x| ⩽ ε/2 and φ (x) = 0 if |x| ⩾ ε for some ε > 0. With the above choice of coordinate we can also write ζ = (ξ, −s) so that, following the notation of the previous lemma, we have

K_1 (ζ) = −1 2πi |ζ|^2 ∫ R^{d−1} ζ · (∇Φ (x) , −1) √ 1 + |∇Φ (x)|^2 e^{−2πiζ·(x,Φ(x))}φ (x) √ 1 + |∇Φ (x)|^2dx

= −ζ 2πi |ζ|^2 · ∫ R^{d−1} (∇Φ (x) , −1) e^{−2πiζ·(x,Φ(x))}φ (x) dx (12)

= −ζ 2πi |ζ|^2 · +∞∑ k=0 ∫ R^{d−1} (∇Φ (x) , −1) e^{−2πiζ·(x,Φ(x))}ψ ( 2^kx ) dx

= +∞∑ k=0 −2^{−k(d−1)}ζ 2πi |ζ|^2 · ∫ R^{d−1} ( ∇Φ ( 2^{−k}y ) , −1 ) e^{−2πi}(^{2−k ξ,−2−kγ s})^·(^{y,2kγ Φ}(^{2−k y}))ψ (y) dy = +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} −ζ 2πi |ζ|^2 · I_k ( 2^{−k}ξ, −2^{−kγ} s ) .

By the previous lemma | |I_k (2^{−k}ξ, −2^{−kγ} s) | | ⩽ c (1 + | |2^{−kγ} s | | + | |2^{−k}ξ | |)^{− d−12} . Hence, |K_1 (ζ)| ⩽ c |(ξ, s)| +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} ( 1 + | |2^{−kγ} s | | + | |2^{−k}ξ | |)^{− d−12} . In particular, for every (ξ, s) ∈ R^d we have |K_1 (ζ)| ⩽ c |ξ| +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} | |2^{−k}ξ | |^{− d−12} ⩽ c |ξ|^{− d+1}2 . Assume now γ ≠ 2. Our second estimate for K_1 (ζ) is as follows. For every

(ξ, s) ∈ R^d we have |K_1 (ζ)| ⩽ c |s| +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} ( 1 + | |2^{−kγ} s | |)^{− d−12}

⩽ c |s| ∑ 2^k ⩾|s|^{1/γ} 2^{−k(d−1)} + c |s| ∑ 2^k <|s|^{1/γ} 2^{−k(d−1)} | |2^{−kγ} s | |^{− d−12}

⩽ c |s|^{−1− d−1γ} + c |s|^{−1− d−12} ∑ 2^k <|s|^{1/γ} 2^{k(d−1)}(^{γ2 −1})

⩽ { c |s|^{− d+12} γ < 2, c |s|^{−1− d−1γ} γ > 2. Note that when γ = 2 the previous computation gives c |s|^{− d+12} log (2 + |s|). How-

ever when Φ (y) is smooth it is well known that the correct estimate is c |s|^{− d+12} .

With a more careful analysis we show that this is the case also in our setting, even

if we do not assume smoothness at the flat point. Indeed notice that condition (5)

allows higher derivatives to blow up at the flat point. Let γ = 2. Then |K_1 (ζ)| ⩽ c |(ξ, s)| +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} | |I_k (2^{−k}ξ, −2^{−kγ} s) | | (13)

By the previous lemma we have | |I_k (2^{−k}ξ, −2^{−2k}s) | | ⩽ c ( 1 + | |2^{−2k}s | | + | |2^{−k}ξ | |)^{− d−12} for every (ξ, s) c_M ( 1 + | 2^{−2k}s |)_{−M} if 2^k ⩽ c_1^{|s|}_{|ξ|} , c_M ( 1 + | |2−kξ | |)^{−M} if c_2^{|s|}_{|ξ|} ⩽ 2k. so that +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} | |I_k (2^{−k}ξ, −2^{−2k}s) | | ⩽ c ∑ 2^k ⩽c_1|s|/|ξ| 2^{−k(d−1)} ( 1 + | |2^{−2k}s | |)^{−M} + c ∑ c_2|s|/|ξ|⩽2^k 2^{−k(d−1)} ( 1 + | |2^{−k}ξ | |)^{−M}

+ c ∑ c_1|s|/|ξ|<2^k <c_2|s|/|ξ| 2^{−k(d−1)} ( 1 + | |2^{−2k}s | | + | |2^{−k}ξ | |)^{− d−12} = S_1 + S_2 + S_3.

We have

S_1 ⩽ c +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} ( 1 + | |2^{−2k}s | |)^{−M} ⩽ c ∑ |s|^{1/2}⩽2^k 2^{−k(d−1)} + c |s|^{−M} ∑ |s|^{1/2}>2^k 2^{2kM} 2^{−k(d−1)}

⩽ c |s|^{− d−12} and S_2 ⩽ c ∑ c_2|s|/|ξ|⩽2^k 2^{−k(d−1)} ( 1 + | |2^{−k}ξ | |)^{−M}

⩽ c ∑ max(c_2|s|/|ξ|,|ξ|)⩽2^k 2^{−k(d−1)} + c |ξ|^{−M} ∑ c_2|s|/|ξ|⩽2^k <|ξ| 2^{Mk−k(d−1)}. Observe that ∑ max(c_2|s|/|ξ|,|ξ|)⩽2^k 2^{−k(d−1)} ⩽ c min (( |ξ| |s| )_{d−1} , |ξ|^{−(d−1)} )

⩽ c |s|^{− d−12} min ( |ξ|^{d−1} |s|^{d−12} , |s|^{d−12} |ξ|^{d−1} ) ⩽ c |s|^{− d−12} . Also, the series |ξ|^{−M} ∑ c_2|s|/|ξ|⩽2^k <|ξ| 2^{Mk−k(d−1)} is non void only if c_2^{|s|}_{|ξ|} < |ξ|, that is c |s|^{1/2} < |ξ|. In this case we have c |ξ|^{−M} ∑ c_2|s|/|ξ|⩽2^k <|ξ| 2^{Mk−k(d−1)} ⩽ c |ξ|^{−M} ∑ |ξ|>2^k 2^{Mk−k(d−1)} ⩽ c |ξ|^{−(d−1)} ⩽ c |s|^{− d−12} . We now turm to S_3 that contains a sum with a finite number of terms. We have, S_3 ⩽ c |s|^{− d−12} ∑ c_1|s|/|ξ|<2^k <c_2|s|/|ξ| 1 ⩽ c |s|^{− d−12} . Substituting into (13) gives the estimate |^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |s|^{− d+12} when γ = 2. It remains to prove the second row in (9). We have |K_1 (ζ)| ⩽ c |s| +∞∑ k=0 2^{−k(d−1)} (| 2^{−kγ} s | | + | |2^{−k}ξ | |)^{− d−12}

⩽ c |s| |s|^{− d−12} ∑ 2^k ⩽(|s|/|ξ|)^{1γ−1} 2^{k(d−1)}(^{γ2 −1}) + |ξ|^{− d−12} ∑ 2^k >(|s|/|ξ|)^{1γ−1} 2^{−k d−12}

⩽ c |ξ|^{− (d−1)(γ−2)} 2(γ−1) |s|− d−1 2(γ−1) −1 . □

Remark 12. Let z ∈ ∂B, let T_z be the tangent hyperplane to ∂B in z and let

S (z, δ) = {w ∈ ∂B : dist (w, T_z) < δ} .

In [7] it is proved that when the boundary of B is smooth and of finite type (every one dimensional tangent line to ∂B makes finite order of contact with ∂B), then |^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |ζ|^{−1} [ σ ( S ( z^+, |ζ|^{−1} )) + σ ( S ( z^−, |ζ|^{−1} ))] where z^+ and z^− are the two points on ∂B with outer normal parallel to ζ and σ is the surface measure. In our case ∂B is not necessarily smooth, but the above result in fact holds. Indeed, let B as in Proposition 11, and choose coordinates such that z = (x, t), the flat point is the point (0, 0), its outward normal is (0, −1) and that the relevant part of the surface ∂B is described by the equation t = Φ (x) with Φ ∈ S_γ . Fix z = (x, t) ∈ ∂B. Elementary geometric observations lead to σ (S (z, δ)) ⩾ cσ (S (0, c_1δ)) ≈ ( δ^{1/γ} )_{d−1} for δ ⩾ c |x|^γ , (14) σ (S (z, δ)) ⩾ c ( δ ( |x|^{γ−2} )_{−1})^{d−1}_2 for δ ⩽ c |x|^γ . (15)

The unit normal to ∂B in (x, Φ (x)) is^{(∇Φ(x),−1)}√_{|∇Φ(x)|2 +1} . It follows that for a given

ζ = (ξ, s) the point (x, Φ (x)) in ∂B with normal in the direcion ζ satisfies |ξ| / |s| = |∇Φ (x)| ≈ |x|^{γ−1}. a) If |s| ⩾ |ξ|^γ then |s|^{1−γ} ⩾ (|ξ| / |s|)^γ ≈ |x|^{(γ−1)γ} . Hence 1 |ζ| ≈ 1 |s| ⩾ c |x|^γ so that, by (14), σ ( S ( z, |ζ|^{−1} )) ⩾ cσ ( S ( 0, c_1 |ζ|^{−1} )) ≈ |ζ|^{−(d−1)/γ} ≈ |s|^{−(d−1)/γ} . b) If |ξ| ⩽ |s| ⩽ |ξ|^γ , then as before 1 |ζ| ≈ 1 |s| ⩽ c |x|^γ and by (15) σ ( S ( z, |ζ|^{−1} )) ⩾ c ( 1 |s| ( |ξ| |s| ) 2−γ_{γ−1} )^{d−1}2 = c |ξ|^{−(d−1) γ−22(γ−1)} |s|^{− d−12(γ−1)} c) If |ξ| ⩾ |s|, then |x| ≈ 1and by (15) σ ( S ( z, |ζ|^{−1} )) ⩾ |ξ|^{− d−12} . The geometric estimate |^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |ζ|^{−1} σ ( S ( z, |ζ|^{−1} )) . now follows from Proposition 11.

As said before, the above proposition is the main ingredient in the estimate of the discrepancy associated to the convex body B. In particular it follows that the directions where the Fourier transform has the slowest rate of decay play a relevant role in the estimates of the discrepancy.

Actually the Fourier transform in a given direction depends on the two points in ∂B have normals in that direction. The interplay between the contribution of these points is exploited in the following proposition.

Proposition 13. Let B be a bounded convex body in R^d . Assume that ∂B is smooth with everywhere positive Gaussian curvature except at most at two points P and Q which are flat of order γ_P and γ_Q respectively and have outward unit normals −Θ and Θ. Let S (t) = |{z ∈ B : z · Θ = t}| be (d − 1)-dimensional measures of the slices of B that are orthogonal to Θ. The function S (t) is supported in P · Θ ⩽ t ⩽ Q · Θ and is known to be smooth in P · Θ < t < Q · Θ. Assume that there exist two smooth functions G_P (r) and G_Q (r) with G_P (0) ≠ 0 and G_Q (0) ≠ 0 such that, for u ⩾ 0 sufficiently small S (P · Θ + u) = u^{d−1γ}P G_P ( u^{1/γP} ) and S (Q · Θ − u) = u^{d−1γQ} G_Q ( u^{1/γQ} ) . Then, as |s| → +∞, ^χ_B (sΘ) = e^{−2πisΘ·P} G_P (0) Γ (_{d−1} γ_P + 1 )

(2π)^{d−1γ}P^{+1} e^{−i π2} (_{d−1} γP +1 ) sgn(s) |s|−1−^{d−1}_{γP}

+ e^{−2πisΘ·Q}G_Q (0) Γ (_{d−1} γ_Q + 1 )

(2π)^{d−1γQ +1} e^{i π2} (_{d−1} γQ +1 ) sgn(s) |s|^{−1− d−1γQ}

+ O ( |s|^{−1−} d max(^γP^{,γ}Q ) ) . Observe that when in a neighborhood of the points P and Q the boundary of B is smooth with positive Gaussian curvature K (P ) and K (Q) then we have γ_P = γ_Q = γ = 2, G_P (0) =^{(2π)(d−1)/2}_Γ(_{d+12} ) K^{−1/2} (P ), and G_Q (0) =^{(2π)(d−1)/2}_Γ(_{d+12} ) K^{−1/2} (Q). Hence we obtain the classical formula

^χ_B (sΘ) = 1 2π e^{−2πisΘ·P} K^{−1/2} (P ) e^{−i π2} (^{d−12 +1})^{sgn(s)} |s|^{− d+12} + 1 2π e^{−2πisΘ·Q}K^{−1/2} (Q) e^{i π2} (^{d−12 +1})^{sgn(s)} |s|^{− d+12} + O ( |s|^{− d+22} ) . See [16] and [17]. See also [18, Corollary 7.7.15].

Proof. Let η (t) be a smooth cutoff function with η (t) = 1 if |t| ⩽ ε and η (t) = 0 if |t| ⩾ 2ε with ε small. Since S (t) is smooth inside P · Θ < t < Q · Θ, see [1], for every N > 0 we have

^χ_B (sΘ) = ∫ R^d χ_B (z) e^{−2πiz·sΘ}dz = ∫_{+∞} −∞ (∫ {z·Θ=t} χ_B (z) dz ) e^{−2πist}dt

= ∫_{Q·Θ} P ·Θ S (t) e^{−2πist}dt = ∫_{+∞} 0 η (u) S (P · Θ + u) e^{−2πis(P ·Θ+u)}du + ∫_{+∞} 0 η (u) S (Q · Θ − u) e^{−2πis(Q·Θ−u)}du + O ( |s|^{−N} )

= e^{−2πisP ·Θ} ∫_{+∞} 0 u^{d−1γ}P G_P ( u^{1/γP} ) η (u) e^{−2πisu}du

+ e^{−2πisQ·Θ} ∫_{+∞} 0 u^{d−1γQ} G_Q ( u^{1/γQ} ) η (u) e^{2πisu}du + O ( |s|^{−N} ) . It is enough to consider

K (s) = ∫_{+∞} 0 u^{d−1γ} G ( u^{1/γ} ) η (u) e^{−2πisu}du. Since G (r) is smooth, for every N > 0 we can write the Taylor expansion

K (s) = N−1∑ k=0 G^{(k)} (0) k! ∫_{+∞} 0 u^{d−1+kγ} η (u) e^{−2πisu}du

+ ∫_{+∞} 0 u^{d−1+Nγ} G_N ( u^{1/γ} ) η (u) e^{−2πisu}du. For N large enough, the function u^{d−1+Nγ} G_N ( u^{1/γ} ) η (u) has enough bounded derivatives so that a repeated integration by parts gives | | | | ∫_{+∞} 0 η (u) G_N ( u^{1/γ} ) u^{d−1+Nγ} e^{−2πisu}du | | | | ⩽ c |s|^{−1−} d γ . Finally, all other terms in the above sum have the form ∫_{+∞} 0 η (u) u^αe^{−2πisu}du and can be estimated by the following lemma. □

Lemma 14. If η is as above then, for every α > −1 and s ≠ 0, we have ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}η (t) dt = Γ (α + 1) (2π |s|)^{α+1} e^{−i π2 (α+1) sgn(s)} + O ( |s|^{−N} ) . The above result is not surprising since, in the sense of distributions, ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}dt = Γ (α + 1) (2π |s|)^{α+1} e^{−i π2 (α+1) sgn(s)}.

See e.g. [13]. The following is a direct proof.

Proof. Assume first s > 0. An integration by parts gives ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}η (t) dt = 1 2πis ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist} d dt [t^αη (t)] dt = α 2πis ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}t^{α−1}η (t) dt + 1 2πis ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}t^αη^′ (t) dt. Since supp η^′ ⊂ (ε, 2ε) the term t^αη^′ (t) is smooth so that 1 2πis ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}t^αη^′ (t) dt = O ( |s|^{−N} ) . Repeating the integration by parts k times, with k ⩽ α gives ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}η (t) dt = α (α − 1) · · · (α − k + 1) (2πis)^k ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}t^{α−k}η (t) dt + O ( |s|^{−N} ) . Assume first that α is an integer and take k = α. Then ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}η (t) dt = α! (2πis)^α ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}η (t) dt + O ( |s|^{−N} )

= α! (2πis)^{α+1} + α! (2πis)^{α+1} ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}η^′ (t) dt = α! (2πis)^{α+1} + O ( |s|^{−N} ) . If α is not an integer we take k = [α] + 1. Then ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}η (t) dt = α (α − 1) · · · (α − [α]) (2πis)^{[α]+1} ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}t^{λ−1}η (t) dt + O ( |s|^{−N} ) , where λ = α − [α]. By [11, (4) pag. 48] we have ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}t^{λ−1}η (t) dt = ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{2πist}t^{λ−1}η (t) dt = − N−1∑ n=0 Γ (n + λ) n! e^{−πi(n+λ−2)/2}η^{(n)} (0) (2πs)^{−n−λ} + O ( s^{−N} )

and since η^{(n)} (0) = 0 for every n > 0 and η (0) = 1 we obtain ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}η (t) dt = α (α − 1) · · · (α − [α]) (2πis)^{[α]+1} ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−2πist}t^{λ−1}η (t) dt + O ( |s|^{−N} )

= Γ (α + 1) (2πs)^{α+1} e^{− π2 i(α+1)} + O ( s^{−N} )

also in this case.

Let now s < 0. Then ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πist}η (t) dt = ∫_{+∞} 0 t^αe^{−2πi(−s)t}η (t) dt = Γ (α + 1) (2π |s|)^{α+1} e^{i π2 (α+1)} + O ( |s|^{−N} )

□ In the next proposition we show that assumptions of Proposition 13 are satisfied when the flat points are as in Proposition 3.

Proposition 15. Let γ > 1 and let B be a bounded convex body in R^d . Let U be a bounded open neighborhood of the origin in R^{d−1} and let H (x) ∈ C^∞ (U) such that H (0) = 0, ∇H (0) = 0 and Hess H (0) positive definite (see Proposition 3). Assume there exists a neighborhood of the origin W ⊂ R^d such that, in suitable coordinates, ∂B ∩ W = { (x, t) ∈ R^d : t = (H (x))^{γ/2} } ∩ W. As before, let S (t) = | |{x ∈ R^{d−1} : (x, t) ∈ B} | | . Then, there exists a smooth function G (r) such that for t > 0 sufficiently small we have S (t) = t^{d−1γ} G ( t^{1/γ} ) with G (0) equal to the (d − 1)-dimensional measure of the ellipsoid x ∈ R^{d−1} : 1 2 d−1∑ j,k=1 ∂^2H ∂x_j ∂x_k (0) x_j x_k ⩽ 1 . Proof. For t small enough we have

S (t) = ∫ {x∈R^{d−1}:t⩾(H(x))^{γ/2}} dx. By Morse’s lemma (see [28, p. 346]), there exists a diffeomorphism Ψ (y) between two small neighborhoods of the origin in R^{d−1} such that H (Ψ (y)) = |y|^2 .

Then,

S (t) = ∫ {x∈R^{d−1}:t⩾(H(x))^{γ/2}} dx = ∫ {|y|⩽t^{1/γ} } J_Ψ (y) dy = t^{d−1γ} ∫ {|u|⩽1} J_Φ ( t^{1/γ} u ) du = t^{d−1γ} G ( t^{1/γ} )

where G (r) = ∫ {|z|⩽1} J_Φ (ru) du. Finally observe that

G (0) = lim_{r→0} ∫ {|u|⩽1} J_Φ (ru) du = lim_{r→0} 1 r^{d−1} ∫ {|w|⩽r} J_Φ (w) dw

= lim_{r→0} 1 r^{d−1} ∫ {|w|^2 ⩽r^2} J_Φ (w) dw

= lim_{r→0} 1 r^{d−1} ∫ {H(y)⩽r^2} dy = lim_{r→0} ∫ {^{H(rx)}_{r2} ⩽1} dx

= | | | | | x ∈ R^{d−1} : 1 2 d−1∑ j,k=1 ∂^2H ∂x_j ∂x_k (0) x_j x_k ⩽ 1 | | | | | . □ 4. Proofs of the results Proof of Proposition 3. Let α be a multi-index. It is not difficult to prove by induction on |α| that ∂^{|α|}Φ ∂x^α (x) is a finite sum of terms of the form c [H (x)]^{γ/2−k} ∂^{|β1|}H ∂x_{β1} (x) × · · · × ∂^{|βk |}H ∂x_{βk} (x) with k ⩽ |α| and multi-indices β_1, . . . , β_k such that |β_1| + · · · + |β_k| = |α|. Since Hess H (0) is positive definite there are positive constants c_1 and c_2 such that in a neighborhood of the origin c_1 |x|^2 ⩽ H (x) ⩽ c_2 |x|^2 and | | | ∂H ∂x_j (x) | | | ⩽ c^2 |x| .

Moreover, since H (x) is smooth | | | ∂^{|βj |}H ∂x_{βj} (x) | | | ⩽ c |x|^{max(2−|βj |,0)} ⩽ c |x|^{2−|βj |} . It follows that | | | |[H (x)]^{γ/2−k} ∂^{|β1|}H ∂x_{β1} (x) × · · · × ∂^{|βk |}H ∂x_{βk} (x) | | | | ⩽ c ( |x|^2 )_{γ/2−k} |x|^{2−|β1|} × · · · × |x|^{2−|βk |} ⩽ c |x|^{γ−2k} |x|^{2k−(|β1|+···+|βk |)} ⩽ c |x|^{γ−|α|} . This proves (5). To prove (4) let us write

∂^2Φ ∂x_j ∂x_k (x) = γ 2 (γ/2 − 1) [H (x)]^{γ/2−2} ∂H ∂x_j (x) ∂H ∂x_k (x) + γ 2 [H (x)]^{γ/2−1} ∂^2H ∂x_j ∂x_k (x) = γ 2 [H (x)]^{γ/2−1} ( ∂^2H ∂x_j ∂x_k (x) + (γ/2 − 1) ∂H ∂x_j (x) ∂H ∂x_k (x) H (x) )

so that Hess Φ (x) = γ 2 [H (x)]^{γ/2−1} Hess M (x) where M (x) is the matrix with entries

∂^2H ∂x_j ∂x_k (x) + (γ/2 − 1) ∂H ∂x_j (x) ∂H ∂x_k (x) H (x) . Let A = Hess H (0), since

H (x) = 1 2 x^T Ax + O ( |x|^3 ) , ∇H (x) = Ax + O ( |x|^2 ) Hess H (x) = A + O (|x|) we have

M (x) = A + O (|x|) + (γ/2 − 1) ( Ax + O ( |x|^2 )) ( Ax + O ( |x|^2 ))_T 1 2 x^T Ax + O ( |x|^3 )

= A + (γ − 2) Ax (Ax)^T x^T Ax + O (|x|) . Let us show that the matrix

A + (γ − 2) Ax (Ax)^T x^T Ax is positive definite. Indeed, for all y ∈ R^{d−1} we have y^T ( A + (γ − 2) Ax (Ax)^T x^T Ax ) y = y^T Ay + (γ − 2) ( y^T Ax )_2 x^T Ax . When γ ⩾ 2 we easily obtain y^T ( A + (γ − 2) Ax (Ax)^T x^T Ax ) y ⩾ y^T Ay ⩾ λ_1 |y|^2 where λ_1 is the smallest eigenvalue of A. For 1 < γ < 2, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the inner product defined by ⟨y, x⟩ = y^T Ax we have ( y^T Ax )_2 x^T Ax ⩽ ( y^T Ay ) ( x^T Ax ) x^T Ax = y^T Ay. Hence y^T ( A + (γ − 2) Ax (Ax)^T x^T Ax ) y ⩾ y^T Ay + (γ − 2) y^T Ay = (γ − 1) y^T Ay ⩾ (γ − 1) λ_1 |y|^2 .

Let μ_1 (x) be the smallest eigenvalue of Hess Φ (x) . We want to show that μ_1 (x) ⩾ c |x|^{γ−2}. This is equivalent to show that y^T Hess Φ (x) y ⩾ c |x|^{γ−2} |y|^2 . We have

y^T Hess Φ (x) y = γ 2 [H (x)]^{γ/2−1} y^T ( A + (γ − 2) Ax (Ax)^T x^T Ax ) y + [H (x)]^{γ/2−1} y^T O (|x|) y ⩾ c_1 ( |x|^2 )_{γ/2−1} |y|^2 − c_2 ( |x|^2 )_{γ/2−1} |x| |y|^2 = c_1 |x|^{γ−2} |y|^2 − c_2 |x|^{γ−2} |x| |y|^2 ⩾ c |x|^{γ−2} |y|^2 for |x| small enough. □

To prove the theorems and the corollary it is convenient to introduce a mollified discrepancy.

Lemma 16. Let φ (z) be a compactly supported smooth function in R^d with integral 1. Then, if the support of φ (z) is sufficiently small, for every 0 < ε < 1 and R > 1 we have ε^{−d}φ ( ε^{−1}· ) ∗ χ_{(R−ε)B} (z) ⩽ χ_{RB} (z) ⩽ ε^{−d}φ ( ε^{−1}· ) ∗ χ_{(R+ε)B} (z) .

In particular, |B| ( (R − ε)^d − R^d ) + D_{ε,R−ε} (z) ⩽ D_R (z) ⩽ |B| ( (R + ε)^d − R^d ) + D_{ε,R+ε} (z) , where D_{ε,R} (z) = R^d ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z}. The above lemma is well known. See e.g. [3, pag. 195] for a proof. Also the following result is well known, the following is elementary proof.

Lemma 17. For every integer M > 0 and every neighborhood U of the origin in R^d there exists a smooth function φ (z) supported in U such that ^φ (0) = 1 and for every multi-index α, with 0 < |α| ⩽ M ∂^{|α|} ^φ ∂ζ^α (0) = 0.

Proof. Let ψ (z) be a smooth function supported in U such that ∫ R^d ψ (z) dz = 1.

We want to find constants c_0, c_1, . . . , c_M such that the function

φ (z) = M∑ k=0 2^{kd}c_kψ ( 2^kz )

satisfies the lemma. We have ^φ (ζ) = M∑ k=0 c_k ^ψ ( 2^{−k}ζ )

so that

^φ (0) = M∑ k=0 c_k ^ψ (0) = M∑ k=0 c_k and for every multi-index α ∂^{|α|} ^φ ∂ζ^α (0) = M∑ k=0 c_k2^{−k|α|} ∂^{|α|} ^ψ ∂ζ^α (0) .

Hence the coefficients c_k are the solution of the non singular linear system

c_0 + c_2 + · · · + c_M = 1 ( 2^{−1}

)_0 c_0 + ( 2^{−1}

)_1

c_1 + · · · + ( 2^{−1} )_M c_M = 0 . . ( 2^{−M} )_0

c_0 + ( 2^{−M} )_1

c_1 + · · · + ( 2^{−M} )_M c_M = 0 □ The following lemma collects the main estimates that we will use later.

Lemma 18. Assume the inequalities

|^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |s|^{−1− d−1γ} , c |ξ|^{−(d−1) γ−22(γ−1)} |s|^{− d−12(γ−1) −1} , c |ξ|^{− d+12} . proved in Proposition 11, where ζ = ξ + sΘ, with s = ζ · Θ and ξ · Θ=0 for some

Θ ∈ R^d with |Θ| = 1 and γ > 2 and let φ (z) as in the previous lemma.

1) For every τ > 0 and p > 2d/ (d − 1) there exists c such that for every ε > 0

and R > 1, ∫ T^d | | | | | | R^d ∑ |m−(m·Θ)Θ|⩾τ ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} | | | | | | p dz 1/p ⩽ cR^{d−12} ε^{− d−12 + dp} . 2) For every τ > 0 there exists c such that for every ε > 0, R > 1 and z ∈ T^d, | | | | | R^d ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d, |m−(m·Θ)Θ|<τ ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} | | | | | ⩽ cR^{(d−1)}(^{1− 1γ} ).

Proof. Let us prove 1). For every m ∈ Z^d, write m = m_1 + m_2 with m_1 =

m− (m · Θ) Θ and m_2 = (m · Θ) Θ. Also observe that for every M > 0, | ^φ (ζ)| ⩽ c_M (1 + |ζ|)^{−M} .

Since p ⩾ 2, by the Hausdorff-Young inequality with 1/p + 1/q = 1 and the assumption on ^χ_B (ζ) we have ∫ T^d | | | | | R^d ∑ |m_1|⩾τ ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} | | | | | p dz q/p

⩽ R^{dq} ∑ |m_1|⩾τ | ^φ (εm)|^q |^χ_B (Rm)|^q ⩽ cR^{q d−12} ∑ τ ⩽|m_1 |⩽|m_2| (1 + ε |m_2|)^{−M} |m_1|^{−q(d−1) γ−22(γ−1)} |m_2|^{−q d−12(γ−1) −q} + cR^{q d−12} ∑ |m_1|>max(|m_2|,τ )

(1 + ε |m_1|)^{−M} |m_1|^{− d+12 q} = A + B. Since in the series in A the quantities |m_1| and |m_2| are bounded away from zero we can control the series with an integral, ∑ τ <|m_1 |⩽|m_2 |

(1 + ε |m_2|)^{−M} |m_1|^{−q(d−1) γ−22(γ−1)} |m_2|^{−q d−12(γ−1) −q}

⩽ c ∫∫ {τ <|ξ|⩽|s|} (1 + ε |s|)^{−M} |ξ|^{−q(d−1) γ−22(γ−1)} |s|^{−q d−12(γ−1) −q} dξds

⩽ c ∫_{+∞} τ (1 + ε |s|)^{−M} |s|^{−q d−12(γ−1) −q} [∫ {|ξ|⩽|s|} |ξ|^{−q(d−1) γ−22(γ−1)} dξ ] ds

⩽ c ∫_{+∞} τ (1 + ε |s|)^{−M} |s|^{d−1−q d+12} ds ⩽ cε^−(^{d−q d+12} ) (note that since p > 2d/ (d − 1) we have q < 2d/ (d + 1)). Similarly, for the series in B, ∑ |m_1|>max(|m_2 |,τ )

(1 + ε |m_1|)^{−M} |m_1|^{− d+12 q}

⩽ c ∫∫ {|ξ|>|s|} (1 + ε |ξ|)^{−M} |ξ|^{− d+12 q} dξds = cε^{d+12 q−d} ∫ R^{d−1} (1 + |ξ|)^{−M} |ξ|^{1− d+12 q} dξ = cε^{d+12 q−d}. This proves point 1) in the statement. Similarly, to prove point 2) observe that, by the assumption on ^χ_B (ζ), we have | | | | | R^d ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d,|m_1|<τ ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} | | | | | ⩽ R^d ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d,|m_1 |<τ |^χ_B (Rm)| ⩽ cR^{(d−1)}(^{1− 1γ} ) ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d,|m_1|<τ |m_2|^{−1− d−1γ} . Note that the last series is essentially one dimensional and it is convergent. □

Proof of Theorem 4. The discrepancy will be estimated using the size of ^χ_B (ζ). Since the main contribution to the size of this Fourier transform comes from the flat points on ∂B and since with a suitable partition of unity we can isolate such flat points, without loss of generality we can assume the existence of only a single flat point of order γ.

The case 1 < γ ⩽ 2 follows from the argument used in [2] for the smooth case. This essentially reduces to the Hausdorff-Young inequality and follows from the estimate |^χ_B (ζ)| ⩽ c |ζ|^{− d+12} that holds true also in our case by (8). Let us now prove point 2) and point 3) in the theorem. To prove point 2) we observe that the case p ⩽ 2d/ (d + 1 − γ) follows from the case p = 2d/ (d + 1 − γ), and the case 2d/ (d + 1 − γ) ⩽ p ⩽ +∞ follows by interpolation between p = 2d/ (d + 1 − γ) and p = +∞. Hence to prove point 2) it suffices to consider only the cases p = 2d/ (d + 1 − γ) and p = +∞. Similarly to prove point 3) it suffices to consider only the case p = +∞. Observe that since γ > 2, all these values of p are greater than 2d/ (d − 1).

By Lemma 16 we have ‖D_R‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ⩽ |B| max_± | | |(R ± ε)^d − R^d | | | + max_± ‖Dε,R±ε‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ⩽ cR^{d−1}ε + max_± ‖D_{ε,R±ε}‖_{Lp(Td)} . Replacing R ± ε with R for simplicity, Lemma 18, with a fixed τ > 0, gives ‖D_{ε,R}‖_{Lp(Td)} = ∫ T^d | | | | | R^d ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} | | | | | p dz 1/p

⩽ ∫ T^d | | | | |R^d ∑ |m−(m·Θ)Θ|⩾τ ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} | | | | | p dz 1/p

+ | | | | | R^d ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d, |m−(m·Θ)Θ|<τ ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} | | | | | ⩽ cR^{d−12} ε^{− d−12 + dp} + cR^{(d−1)}(^{1− 1γ} )

The choice ε = R^{− d−1d+1−2d/p} then gives ‖D_R‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ⩽ cR^{d(d−1) p−2p−2d+dp} + cR^{(d−1)}(^{1− 1γ} ). For p = 2d/ (d + 1 − γ) and 2 < γ ⩽ d + 1, or p = +∞ and γ > d + 1 we obtain

‖D_R‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ⩽ cR^{(d−1)}(^{1− 1γ} ).

For 2 < γ < d + 1 and p = +∞ we obtain ‖D_R‖_L∞_{(T}d_) ⩽ cR^{d(d−1)d+1} . □

Proof of Theorem 5. The idea of the proof is simple. For every m ∈ Z^d, write m = m_1 + m_2 with m_1 = m− (m · Θ) Θ and m_2 = (m · Θ) Θ, and split the Fourier expansion of the discrepancy as

D_R (z) = R^d ∑ m_1=0, m_2≠0

^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} + R^d ∑ m_1 ≠0

^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z}. (16)

We will see that the main term is the first one and it follows from Proposition 13 that R^d ∑ m_1=0, m_2≠0 ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z}

∼ R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}A_P (z−RP ) + R^{(d−1)(1−1/γQ)}A_Q (z−RQ) . The details are as follows. Let D_{ε,R} (z) be the mollified discrepancy as in the proof of Theorem 4 and let Y (z,R) = R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}A_P (z−RP ) + R^{(d−1)(1−1/γQ)}A_Q (z−RQ) . From Lemma 16 with a cut-off function as in Lemma 17 we have |D_R (z) − Y (z,R)| ⩽ |B| max_± | |(R ± ε)d − R_d | | + max ± |D_{ε,R±ε} (z) − Y (z,R ± ε)| (17) + |Y (z,R ± ε) − Y (z,R)| The first term in the right-hand side is bounded by cR^{d−1}ε. For the third term we have |Y (z,R ± ε) − Y (z,R)| ⩽ | |(R ± ε)^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )} AP (z − (R ± ε) P ) − R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}AP (z − RP ) | | + | | |(R ± ε)^{(d−1)(1−1/γQ)} AQ (z − (R ± ε) Q) − R^{(d−1)(1−1/γQ)}AQ (z − RQ) | | | . The two terms are similar, let us consider only the first one. Then | | |(R ± ε)^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )} AP (z − (R ± ε) P ) − R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}AP (z − RP ) | | | ⩽ (R ± ε)^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )} |A_P (z − (R ± ε) P ) − A_P (z − RP )| + | |(R ± ε)^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )} − R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )} | | |AP (z − RP )| Since |A_P (z − (R ± ε) P ) − A_P (z − RP )| ⩽ c +∞∑ k=1 k^{−1− d−1γ}P × | | |sin ( 2πkm_0 · (z − (R ± ε) P ) − π 2 d − 1 γ_P ) − sin ( 2πkm_0 · (z − RP ) − π 2 d − 1 γ_P )| | | ⩽ c +∞∑ k=1 k^{−1− d−1γ}P |sin (επkm_0 · P )| ⩽ cε^{d−1γ}P . and |A_P (z − RP )| ⩽ c we have | | |(R ± ε)^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )} AP (z − (R ± ε) P ) − R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}AP (z − RP ) | | | ⩽ cR^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}ε^{d−1γ}P + R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )−1}ε. It remains to estimate the second term in (17) and for simplicity we replace R ± ε with R. We have D_{ε,R} (z) − Y (z, R) = R^d ∑ m_1=0,m_2≠0 ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} − Y (z, R) (18)

+ R^d ∑ m_1≠0 ^φ (εm) ^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z}

= I (z) + II (z) .

For I (z) we have a pointwise estimate, |I (z)| ⩽ R^d ∑ s≠0 | ^φ (εsm_0) − 1| |^χ_B (Rsm_0)|

+ | | | | | R^d ∑ s≠0 ^χ_B (Rsm_0) e^{2πism0 ·z} − Y (z, R) | | | | | . Our choice of the function φ (z) yields d^{|α|} ^φ dζ^α (0) = 0

for every multi-index α with |α| ⩽ M. Hence | ^φ (ζ) − 1| ⩽ c_M |ζ|^M , and by Proposition 11 (recall that γ_P ⩾ γ_Q) R^d ∑ s≠0 | ^φ (εsm_0) − 1| |^χ_B (Rsm_0)|

⩽ cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) ∑ s≠0 min ( ε^M |s|^M , 1 ) |s|^{−1− d−1γ}P

⩽ cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) ∑ ε|s|⩽1 ε^M |s|^M |s|^{−1− d−1γ}P + cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) ∑ ε|s|>1 |s|^{−1− d−1γ}P

⩽ cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) ε^{d−1γ}P . By our assumption on the direction Θ and by Proposition 13 a long but direct computation gives R^d ∑ m_1 =0,m≠0

^χ_B (Rm) e^{2πim·z} = R^d ∑ s≠0 ^χ_B (Rsm_0) e^{2πism0 ·z} = R^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}A_P (z−RP ) + R^{(d−1)(1−1/γQ)}A_Q (z−RQ) + O ( R^{d−1− dγ}P )

= Y (z, R) + O ( R^{d−1− dγ}P ) Hence, we have the pointwise estimate |I (z)| ⩽ cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) ε^{d−1γ}P + R^{d−1− dγ}P . (19) The assumption that αΘ ∈ Z^d for some α implies that the requirement m_1 ≠ 0 is equivalent to |m_1| ⩾ τ for some τ > 0. By Lemma 18 we therefore have ‖II‖_p ⩽ cR^{d−12} ε^{− d−12 + dp} . (20) Collecting the estimates (18), (19) and (20) we have

‖D_R (z) − Y (z, R)‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ⩽ cR^{(d−1)(1−1/γP )}ε^{d−1γ}P + cR^{d−1}ε + cR^{d−1− dγ}P + cR^{d−12} ε^{− d−12 +d/p}. The choice ε = R^{− d−1d+1−2d/p} gives

‖D_R (z) − Y (z, R)‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ⩽ cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) ( R^{− d−1} d+1−2d/p d−1 γP + R^{d−1γ}P^{− d−1d+1−2d/p} + R^{− 1γ}P ) .

Since our assumption implies 1/p > (d + 1 − γ_P ) / (2d), all the exponents of R in the parenthesis are negative and therefore

‖D_R (z) − Y (z, R)‖_Lp_{(T}d_) ⩽ cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) −δ for some δ > 0. This proves immediately point 2). It also prove point 1) as long as one notices that if γ_P > γ_Q ‖ ‖ ‖R^{(d−1)(1−1/γQ)}AQ (z−RQ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(Td)} ⩽ cR^{(d−1)} ( 1−^1_{γP} ) −δ for a suitable δ > 0. □

Proof of Corollary 6. Because of our assumptions the constants in front of the two series that define A_P (z−RP ) and A_Q (z − RQ) are the same. A simple computation gives

A_P (z−RP ) + A_Q (z − RQ) = 4G_P (0) Γ (_{d−1} γ + 1 )

(2π |m_0|)^{d−1γ +1} +∞∑ k=1 k^{−1− d−1γ} sin ( π ( km_0 · R (Q − P ) − d − 1 2γ ))

× cos ( 2πkm_0 · ( z−R P + Q 2 )) . and A_P (z−RP ) + A_Q (z − RQ) = 0 since m_0 · R (Q − P ) and^{d−1}_{2γ} are integers. □

Proof of Theorem 8. By Theorem 1.1 in [5] we have the following estimate for the L^2 average decay of the Fourier transform (∫ SO(d) |^χ_B (Rσm)|^2 dσ )_{1/2} ⩽ c (R |m|)^{− d+12} . Hence, applying the Hausdorff-Young inequality to (1) with 2 ⩽ p < 2d/ (d − 1) and 1/p + 1/q = 1, we obtain ∫ SO(d) (∫ T^d |D_{R,σ} (z)|^p dz )_{q/p} dσ ⩽ R^{dq} ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d ∫ SO(d) |^χ_B (Rσm)|^q dσ

⩽ R^{dq} ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d (∫ SO(d) |^χ_B (Rσm)|^2 dσ )_{q/2}

⩽ cR^{q d−12} ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d |m|^{−q d+12} ⩽ cR^{q d−12} . In a similar way if 1 ⩽ p ⩽ 2 we have, ∫ SO(d) (∫ T^d |D_{R,σ} (z)|^p dz )_{2/p} dσ ⩽ ∫ SO(d) ∫ T^d |D_{R,σ} (z)|^2 dzdσ = R^{2d} ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d ∫ SO(d) |^χ_B (Rσm)|^2 dσ ⩽ cR^{d−1} ∑ 0≠m∈Z^d |m|^{−(d+1)} ⩽ cR^{d−1}.

□

Proof of Theorem 9. Without loss of generality we can assume |α| ⩽ |β|. By Proposition 11 we have

|^χ_B (m, n)| ⩽ c |αm + βn|^{−1− 1γ} , c |−βm + αn|^{− γ−22(γ−1)} |αm + βn|^{− 12(γ−1) −1} , c |−βm + αn|^{− 32} . We have ∫ T^d |D_R (z)|^2 dz = R^4 ∑ (m,n)≠(0,0) |^χ_B (Rm, Rn)|^2 ⩽ R^4 ∑ 0<|−βm+αn|<1/2 |^χ_B (Rm, Rn)|^2 + R^4 ∑ 1/2⩽|−βm+αn|⩽|αm+βn| |^χ_B (Rm, Rn)|^2 + R^4 ∑ 0<|αm+βn|<|−βm+αn| |^χ_B (Rm, Rn)|^2 = I + II + III. Using the above estimate for ^χ_B (Rm, Rn) we have III ⩽ cR ∑ 0<|αm+βn|<|−βm+αn| |(m, n)|^{−3} ⩽ cR ∑ (m,n)≠(0,0) |(m, n)|^{−3} ⩽ cR.

In the term II the quantity |−βm + αn| and |αm + βn| are bounded away from zero so that, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 18, we can replace the series with the corresponding integral, II ⩽ cR ∑ 1/2⩽|−βm+αn|<|αm+βn| |−βm + αn|^{− γ−2(γ−1)} |αm + βn|^{− 1(γ−1) −2}

⩽ cR ∫ {1/2⩽|ξ|<|s|} |ξ|^{− γ−2(γ−1)} |s|^{− 1(γ−1) −2} dsdξ ⩽ cR. In the term I observe that |−βm + αn| < 1/2 implies |αm + βn| ≈ |n|. Then I ⩽ cR ∑ |−βm+αn|<1/2 |−βm + αn|^{− γ−2γ−1} |αm + βn|^{− 1γ−1 −2}

⩽ cR ∑ |−βm+αn|<1/2 ‖ ‖ ‖ α β n ‖ ‖ ‖^− γ−2 γ−1 |n|^{− 1γ−1 −2}

⩽ cR ∑ |−βm+αn|<1/2 ( |n|^{−1−δ} )_−^{γ−2}_{γ−1} |n|^{− 1γ−1 −2}

⩽ cR +∞∑ n=1 n^{(1+δ) γ−2γ−1} n^{− 1γ−1 −2} ⩽ cR. In the last inequality we used the assumption δ < 2/(γ − 2). □

References

[1] G. Bianchi, The covariogram and Fourier-Laplace transform in C^n. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc.

113 (2016), 1–23.

[2] L. Brandolini, L. Colzani, G. Gigante, G. Travaglini, L^p and Weak-L^p estimates for the number of integer points in translated domains, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 159 (2015), 471–480.

[3] L. Brandolini, G. Gigante, G. Travaglini, Irregularities of distribution and average decay of Fourier transforms. In A panorama of discrepancy theory, 159–220, Lecture Notes in Math., 2107, Springer 2014 [4] L. Brandolini, A. Greenleaf, G. Travaglini, L^p − L^{p′} estimates for overdetermined Radon transforms, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 359 (2007), 2559–2575.

[5] L. Brandolini, S. Hofmann, A. Iosevich, Sharp rate of average decay of the Fourier transform of a bounded set. Geom. Funct. Anal. 13 (2003), 671–680.

[6] L. Brandolini, M. Rigoli, G. Travaglini, Average decay of Fourier transforms and geometry of convex sets, Revista Matematica Iberoamericana 14 (1998), 519–560.

[7] J. Bruna, A. Nagel, S. Wainger, Convex hypersurfaces and Fourier transforms, Ann. of Math.

127, (1988), 333–365.

[8] Y. Colin de Verdière, Nombre de points entiers dans une famille homothètique de domains de R^n. Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 10 (1977), 559–575.

[9] F. Dell’Oro, E. Laeng, V. Pata, A quantitative Riemann-Lebesgue lemma with application to equations with memory. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 145 (2017), 2909–2915.

[10] J. Guo, A note on lattice points in model domains of finite type in R^d. Arch. Math. 108 (2017), 45–53.

[11] A. Erdélyi, Asymptotic expansions. Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1956 [12] K. Falconer, Fractal geometry. Mathematical foundations and applications, John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., Chichester, 2014.

[13] I. M. Gel’fand, G. E. Shilov, Generalized functions. Vol. 1, AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 2016 [14] J. Guo, Lattice points in rotated convex domains, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 31 (2015), 411–438. [15] J. Guo, Lattice points in large convex planar domains of finite type. Illinois J. Math. 56 (2012), 731–757.

[16] C. S. Herz, Fourier transforms related to convex sets. Ann. of Math.75 (1962), 81–92. [17] E. Hlawka, Uber Integrale auf convexen Körpen, I, II, Monatshefte für Mathematik 54 (1950), 1–36, 81–99.

[18] L. Hörmander, The analysis of linear partial differential operators I, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2003.

[19] M. N. Huxley, A fourth power discrepancy mean, Monatshefte für Mathematik 73 (2014), 231–238.

[20] A. Iosevich, E. Sawyer, A. Seeger, Two problems associated with convex finite type domains.

Publ. Mat. 46 (2002), 153–177.

[21] D. G. Kendall, On the number of lattice points inside a random oval, Quarterly Journal of Mathematics Oxford, 19 (1948), 1–26.

[22] E. Krätzel, Mittlere Darstellungen natürlicher Zahlen als Summen von n k-ten Potenzen, Czechoslovak Math. J. 23 (1973), 57–73.

[23] L. Parnovski, A. Sobolev, On the Bethe-Sommerfeld conjecture for the polyharmonic operator, Duke Math. J. 107 (2001), 209–238.

[24] M. Pinsky, N. Stanton, P. E. Trapa, Fourier series of radial functions in several variables, J. Funct. Anal., 116 (1993), 111–132.

[25] A. N. Podkorytov, On the asymptotics of the Fourier transform on a convex curve, Vestnik Leningrad University Mathematics 24 (1991), 57–65.

[26] B. Randol, A lattice-point problem. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 121 (1966), 257–268. [27] B. Randol, A lattice-point problem. II. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 125 (1966), 101–113. [28] E. M. Stein, Harmonic analysis: real-variable methods, orthogonality, and oscillatory integrals. Princeton University Press, 1993.

Dipartimento di Ingegneria Gestionale, dell’Informazione e della Produzione, Università degli Studi di Bergamo, Viale Marconi 5, Dalmine BG, Italy E-mail address: luca.brandolini@unibg.it

Dipartimento di Matematica e Applicazioni, Università di Milano-Bicocca, Via Cozzi 55, Milano, Italy

E-mail address: leonardo.colzani@unimib.it

Dipartimento di Ingegneria Gestionale, dell’Informazione e della Produzione, Università degli Studi di Bergamo, Viale Marconi 5, Dalmine BG, Italy E-mail address: biancamaria.gariboldi@unibg.it

Dipartimento di Ingegneria Gestionale, dell’Informazione e della Produzione, Università degli Studi di Bergamo, Viale Marconi 5, Dalmine BG, Italy E-mail address: giacomo.gigante@unibg.it

Dipartimento di Matematica e Applicazioni, Università di Milano-Bicocca, Via Cozzi 55, Milano, Italy

E-mail address: giancarlo.travaglini@unimib.it