arXiv:1805.02168v2 [math.CA] 6 Nov 2019

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA

TOM SANDERS

1. Introduction

The work of this paper can be viewed in three ways:

‚ as a relationship between Boolean functions with small spectral norm and certain decision trees;

‚ as a description of integer-valued functions in the Fourier algebra of a finite group; ‚ as an example of how to extend certain additive combinatorial results to a nonabelian setting.

The books [O’D14], [Rud90] and [TV06] provide background for each of these three perspectives respectively.

We discuss the first two in order in the introduction, and those interested in the third can move to §3 (though it may be worth noting a few basic definitions from §2 first).

The purpose of the paper is to develop various arguments which currently exist for abelian group in a more general setting. It may well be worth first consulting some of the abelian material, for example the paper [STV17] which gives a good introduction from the perspective of computer science, or [GS08b] for the additive combinatorial view point.

Given a finite abelian group G we write pG for its dual group, that is the set of homomorphisms G Ñ S^1 where S^1 :“ tz P C : |z| “ 1u. The Fourier transform and algebra norm (sometimes called the spectral norm) of f : G Ñ C are defined by

(1.1) pf : pG Ñ C ; γ ÞÑ E_{xPG} fpxqγpxq and }f}_{ApGq} :“ } pf}_{ℓ1p pGq} “ ÿ γ | pfpγq|. The paper [KM93] was one of the early papers to study the class of Boolean functions with small algebra norm, and amongst other things they showed that such functions can be efficiently learnt both randomly [KM93, Theorem 4.2] and deterministically [KM93, Theorem 4.12]. Their arguments are based around algorithms for finding significant Fourier coefficients and these have been generalised (from their setting of G “ pZ{kZq^n) to general finite abelian groups in [Aka08] leading to analogous learning results. (The case of cyclic groups is already rather different to the situation of cubes considered in [KM93]. In this case a deterministic learning algorithm complementing [KM93, Theorem 4.12] is given in [Aka10, Theorem 1], and using some explicit constructions also developed in [Aka14a] and [Aka14b].) There have also been extensions to (possibly non-abelian) p-groups^1 by Boneh

1Boneh notes all such groups are nilpotent and hence monomial groups which helps with their representation theory. 1

2 TOM SANDERS

in [Bon95] which can be used to produced a randomised efficient learning algorithm in that setting.

In potentially non-abelian groups we need to give a slightly different definition of the algebra norm. One can replace pG above by the set of irreducible representations and extend the definitions in (1.1). This is the approach taken in [Bon95, §3] but we shall proceed slightly differently avoiding any representation theory.

Given a finite group G, any f : G Ñ C naturally induces a linear operator

L_2pGq Ñ L_2pGq; g ÞÑ ` x ÞÑ f ˚ gpxq :“ E_{yPG} fpyqgpy^{´1}xq ˘ , and we define the algebra norm of f, written }f}_{ApGq}, to be the the trace-norm of this operator or, equivalently, the sum of its singular values^2. This norm makes the space of complex-valued functions on G into a complex Banach algebra.

When G is abelian the Fourier transform gives a unitary map L_2pGq Ñ ℓ_2p pGq (simultaneously) diagonalising these operators. The values on the diagonal are just the Fourier coefficients pfpγq and so the trace norm is exactly } pf}_{ℓ1p pGq} and our new definition agrees with (1.1).

Returning to [KM93], Kushilevitz and Mansour also showed that Boolean functions that can be computed by small decision trees have small algebra norm. To explain this it will be helpful to have a little more notation.

Suppose that we have a set W of subsets of X where for each W P W and x P X it is cheap to determine whether x P W . We define a (binary) W-decision tree to be a rooted binary tree in which each leaf is labelled with 0 or 1; each internal vertex v is labelled with some W_v P W; and the two outgoing edges of v with 0 and 1. Given x P X, the decision tree T constructs a computation path from the root to a leaf: when the path reaches vertex v it follows the outgoing edge labelled 1 if x P W_v and 0 otherwise. The output of T on input x is the value of the leaf. (c.f. [O’D14, Definition 3.13].)

An example of a W-decision tree computing the Boolean function

f “ 1_{W0} 1_{W1} 1_{W3} ` 1_{W0} p1 ´ 1_{W1} q ` p1 ´ 1_{W0} qp1 ´ 1_{W2} q1_{W5} where W_0, . . . , W_5 P W

is given in Figure 1. (Of course it would be more efficient to replace the f_4 node since both its out-edges are leaves with value 0; we leave it in for illustrative purposes.) The idea is, of course, that if the functions in W are easy to compute and f can be computed by a small W-decision tree, then f is easy to compute.

Suppose that T is a W-decision tree computing f : G Ñ t0, 1u. If P “ v_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ v_r is a maximal path in T then we write z_P for the value of the label on the leaf in P ; and for 0 ď i ă r we write g_i :“ 1_{Wvi} if the edge v_iv_{i`1} is labelled with a 1 and g_i :“ 1 ´ 1_{Wvi} if it is labelled by a 0; we define g_P to be the product g_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ g_{r´1}. Then (c.f. [O’D14, Fact 3.15])

(1.2) fpxq “ ÿ P is a maximal path in T

z_P g_P pxq for all x P G.

2For a definition (of what are there called singular numbers) see [Woj91, Chapter III.G, §6].

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 3

W_0

W_1W^3

1_{x P W3}

10_{x P GzW3} 0 x P W1 1 1_{x P GzW1} 0 x P W0 1 W_2W^4

0_{x P W4}

10_{x P GzW4} 0 x P W2 1 W_51^{x P W51}0^{x P GzW5} 0 x P GzW2 0 x P GzW0 0

Figure 1. Example of a W-decision tree.

A parity decision tree^3 corresponds to the case

X “ pZ{2Zq^n and W “ tH ď X : |X : H| “ 2u,

and a decision tree^4 corresponds to the case

X “ pZ{2Zq^n and W “ ttx : x_i “ 0u : 1 ď i ď nu.

There are also notions of k-ary decision trees which are natural when X “ pZ{kZq^n, and [Bon95, Definition 5.1] defines a G-decision tree in which each internal vertex has a normal subgroup H ◁ G associated with it and an out-edge for each coset of H.

In [KM93, Lemma 5.1] the authors show that if a Boolean function can be computed by a parity decision tree with m leaves then it has algebra norm at most m. Given this it is natural to ask whether every Boolean function on pZ{2Zq^n with small spectral norm can be computed by a parity decision tree with a small number of leaves. Unfortunately this is not quite true: one can check that if f is not identically 0 and a Boolean function computed by a parity decision tree with m leaves then^5 E f ě 2^{´m}. But if f is the indicator function of a singleton then }f}_{ApGq} “ 1, so it follows that f is a Boolean function with algebra norm 1 that cannot be computed by a parity decision tree with opnq leaves.

The singleton example in the previous paragraph extends to a general class of examples for finite groups: if G is a finite group then we write WpGq for the set of cosets of subgroups of G. A short calculation shows that }1_W }_{ApGq} “ 1.

We call a WpGq-decision tree a coset decision tree, and then in view of (1.2) and the fact that the algebra norm really is an algebra norm we see that if f : G Ñ t0, 1u can be computed by a coset decision tree with m leaves then

}f}_{ApGq} ď m2^m.

3See [O’D14, Exercise 3.26]. 4See [O’D14, Definition 3.13].

5See [O’D14, Exercise 3.30] for the decision tree version of this.

4 TOM SANDERS

In this paper we shall show the following converse.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that G is a finite group and f : G Ñ t0, 1u has }f}_{ApGq} ď M. Then there is a coset decision tree with exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq leaves computing f.

We remark that if G is abelian then better results are available. Indeed, if G “ pZ{pZq^n, Shpilka, Tal and lee Volk [STV17, Theorem 1.2] identify the stronger structure of a parity decision tree with far better bounds. (Of course their bounds necessarily depend on the size of G, but they do so in an very mild way, and their theorem comes along with a host of other results.)

We now turn to our second, harmonic analytic, motivation. In [Eym64, Definition 3.5] Eymard extended the classical definition^6 of ApGq for locally compact abelian groups to locally compact groups. This is done first by extending the Fourier-Stieltjes algebra BpGq [Eym64, Definition 2.2].

Given a locally compact group G and function f : G Ñ C define

(1.3) }f}_{BpGq} :“ inft}x}_H }y}_H : fptq “ xπptqx, yy_H for all t P Gu,

where the infimum is over all Hilbert spaces H; elements x, y P H; and strongly continuous representations π : G Ñ AutpHq – that is strongly continuous unitary representations of G on H. The set BpGq is then the set of functions for which this quantity is finite.

[Eym64, Proposition 2.16] shows that BpGq equipped with } ¨ }_{BpGq} is a complex Banach algebra and [Eym64, Lemme 2.14] that the infimum in (1.3) is attained. The space ApGq can be defined as the closure of BpGqXC_cpGq in BpGq where C_cpGq is the set of continuous compactly supported functions, and we write }f}_{ApGq} :“ }f}_{BpGq} for f P ApGq. If G is finite then this definition agrees with the one in the previous section.

We write WpGq for the set of cosets of open subgroups of G and a short calculation confirms that if W P WpGq then }1_W }_{BpGq} “ 1. Moreover, if z P ℓ_1pWpGqq is integervalued then

f :“ ÿ W PWpGq z_W 1_W is integer-valued and has }f}_{BpGq} ď }z}_{ℓ1pWpGqq}.

In [Lef72], Lefranc announced the following converse.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that G is a locally compact group and f P BpGq is integer-valued. Then there is some integer-valued z P ℓ_1pWpGqq such that f “ ÿ W PWpGq z_W 1_W .

It seems Lefranc’s proof of Theorem 1.2 never appeared in print, but happily a beautiful argument of Host did in [Hos86], and Theorem 1.2 is sometimes (see e.g. [Run07]) called the Cohen-Host theorem since Cohen [Coh60] proved it in the case when G is abelian.

It has been used for a number of endeavours in harmonic analysis, for example characterising the locally compact groups G for which ApGq is amenable [FR05]; and characterising

6See, for example, [Rud90, §1.2.3].

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 5

the ideals of ApGq with bounded approximate identities [FKLS03]. Both of these and more are discussed in [Run07].

Host’s argument actually shows the following stronger result.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that G is a locally compact group and f P BpGq is integer-valued with }f}_{BpGq} ď M. Then there is an integer L ď M, open subgroups K_1, . . . , K_L of G, and integer-valued functions z^{piq} P ℓ_1pG{K_iq such that f “ Lÿ i“1 ÿ W PG{K_i z^{piq}_W 1_W .

The bound on L makes this result partially quantitative, but it still tells us nothing if G is a finite group, and we prove the following.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that G is a finite group and f : G Ñ Z has }f}_{ApGq} ď M. Then there is some L “ OpMq, subgroups K_1, . . . , K_L ď G, and integer-valued functions z^{piq} P ℓ_1pG{K_iq (for 1 ď i ď L) such that f “ Lÿ i“1 ÿ W PG{K_i z^{piq}_W 1_W and }z^{piq}}_{ℓ1pG{Kiq} ď exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq.

This improves on the bounds in [San11, Theorem 1.2] (which are triply tower in nature), and we also hope it provides a more easily digested proof.

If f is the indicator function of an arithmetic progression of integers with size N then its algebra norm was computed classically (see e.g. [Fej10, (17.)]) and shown to be^4_{π2} log N` Op1q. Embedding this progression in Z{pZ for a sufficiently large prime p yields a subset of a finite group of size N with algebra norm asymptotic to^4_{π2} log N ` Op1q. Since the only subgroups of Z{pZ are the whole group and the trivial group we see that we cannot hope to beat L “ Ωpexpp^{π2}_4 Mqq in the bounds in Theorem 1.4.

In the setting above – small sets in cyclic groups of prime order – Theorem 1.4 is known with bounds of the form L “ exppOpMqq (see [KS16, Theorem 2]), so in some sense the example above is tight. It seems plausible that arithmetic progressions are the worst examples more generally. In the dyadic groups – groups of the form F^n_2 – we do not even have arithmetic progressions and one might hope there that a polynomial bound for L holds. We do not know of examples that make fundamental use of the non-abelian structure of more general groups.

As a final remark it might be of interest to combine the arguments here with Host’s to prove a fully quantitative version of Theorem 1.3. Indeed, when G is abelian this was done in [GS08b, Theorem 1.2] and that result has since been applied in [Woj11] and [CW13].

2. Notation and basic facts

It is convenient to gather together a few definitions and standard lemmas along with some alternative ways of defining the algebra norm. We assume from now on that G is a finite group.

6 TOM SANDERS

We write CpGq for the complex-valued functions on G and ρ for the right regular representation so that ρ_ypfqpxq :“ fpxyq for all x, y P G.

We write MpGq for the complex-valued measures on G and extend ρ to MpGq in the natural way. Moreover we put f ˚ μ :“ ż ρ_y´1 pfqpxqdμpyq for all f P CpGq and μ P MpGq, so that

ρ_zpf ˚ μq “ ż ρ_{zy}´1 pfqdμpyq “ ż ρ_u´1 pfqdρ_zpμqpuq “ f ˚ ρ_zpμq for all z P G.

We define convolution of measures similarly.

If μ P MpGq is non-negative and g P L_1pμq then we write gdμ for the element of MpGq induced by CpGq Ñ CpGq; f ÞÑ ż fgdμ. If S Ă G is non-empty then we write m_S for the uniform probability measure on G supported on S, and δ_S for the counting measure supported on S; we write ℓ_ppSq for L_ppδ_S q.

If μ is a Haar measure on G then we define f ˚ g :“ f ˚ pgdμq for all f P L_1pμq and g P L_1pμq.

The two examples we use are when f, g P L_1pm_Gq and h, k P ℓ_1pGq when we have f ˚ g “ E_y ρ_y´1 pfqgpyq and h ˚ k “ ÿ y ρ_y´1 pfqgpyq. We also put rfpxq :“ fpx´1q for all x P G, f P CpGq, so that Ă1_A “ 1_A´1 for any A Ă G, and make a similar definition for rμ where μ P MpGq.

For f P CpGq and μ P MpGq we write xf, μy :“ ż fdμ and xμ, fy :“ ż fdμ. A short calculation verifies that xf, ν ˚ rμy “ xf ˚ μ, νy “ xμ, rf ˚ νy for all f P CpGq, μ, ν P MpGq. Given a homomorphism π : G Ñ AutpHq we write pμpπq :“ ż πpt^{´1}qdμptq. This the analogue of the Fourier transform. Lemma 2.1. Suppose that H ď G and f P ApGq. Then }f}_{ApGq} “ }f ´ f ˚ m_H }_{ApGq} ` }f ˚ m_H }_{ApGq}.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 7

Proof. This is a routine calculation: write M for the operator g ÞÑ f ˚ g ´ f ˚ m_H ˚ g and N for the operator g ÞÑ f ˚ m_H ˚ g. Then N^˚g “ m_H ˚ rf ˚ g and so MN^˚g “ 0. But then M^˚MN^˚N “ 0 “ N^˚NM^˚M and so M^˚M and N^˚N commute. By the spectral theorem they can be simultaneously diagonalised and any eigenvector for M^˚M with nonzero eigenvalue is in the kernel of N^˚N and vice versa. The result follows from the definition of the ApGq-norm. □ We now turn to two useful equivalent definitions for the algebra norm. The first can be compared with the definition of the uniform almost periodicity norms [TV06, Definition 11.15], but see also [Eym64, Théorèm, p218].

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that f P ApGq. Then there is a constant M ď }f}_{ApGq}; a finite probability space pΩ, Pq; and functions g_ω, h_ω P L_2pm_Gq of unit L_2pm_Gq-norm for all ω P Ω such that fpxq “ ME_ω Ăh_ω ˚ g_ωpxq for all x P G.

There is also a finite dimensional Hilbert space H; a homomorphism π : G Ñ AutpHq; and elements v, w P H such that }v}}w} ď }f}_{ApGq} and fpxq “ xπpxqv, wy for all x P G.

Proof. Let pλ_ωq_ω be the singular values of g ÞÑ f ˚ g with corresponding bases pv_ωq_ω and pw_ωq_ω so that f ˚ v_ω “ λ_ωw_ω. Put u :“ |G|1_{t1Gu}, whence fpxq “ ż ρ_t´1 pf ˚ ρ_tpuqqpxqdm_Gptq “ ÿ ω λ_ω ż ρ_t´1 pw_ωqxρ_tpuq, v_ωydm_Gptq.

Let Ppωq “ λ_ω}f}^{´1}_{ApGq} (which is a probability measure by definition of } ¨ }_{ApGq}) and put h_ω :“ Ăw_ω and g_ωptq :“ xρ_tpuq, v_ωy. It is then easy to check that }h_ω}_{L2pmGq} “ }w_ω}_{L2pmGq} “ 1 for all ω; and furthermore

}g_ω}^2_{L2pmGq} “ ż |xρ_tpuq, v_ωy|^2dm_Gptq “ }v_ω}^2_{L2pmG q} “ 1

for all ω. The first part follows.

Given the first representation note that Ăh_ω ˚ g_ωpxq “ xg_ω, ρ_xph_ωqy_{L2pmGq}.

Let H :“ L_2pm_Gq^Ω and ρ the right regular representation in the natural way. The result then follows from a calculation. □ It is useful to make a further definition: we write N pGq for the set of symmetric neighbourhoods of G and for Z, Z^`, Z^´ Ă G non-empty and X P N pGq we say that pZ, X; Z^`, Z^´q is η-closed if

Z^´X Ă Z, ZX^{´1} Ă Z^` and

|Z^`zZ^´| |Z| ď η. Frequently we shall simply say pZ, Xq is η-closed and introduce Z^` and Z^´ as needed.

8 TOM SANDERS

Such sets support an approximate invariant measure captured by the following lemma. The proof is immediate.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that pZ, Xq is η-closed. Then

sup t|ρ_xpf ˚ m_Z qptq ´ f ˚ m_Z ptq| : x P Xu “ }f ˚ m_Z ´ f ˚ m_Z ptq}_{L8ptXq} ď η}f}_{L8pGq}.

The representation ρ is isometric on L_ppGq and we preserve an approximate version of this in the following facts:

}ρ_xpfq}_{LppmBX q} “ }f}_{LppmBX q} whenever f P L_ppm_B q, and }ρ_xpfq}^p_{LppmB q} ď |BX| |B| }f}^p_{LppmBX q} whenever f P L_ppm_{BX} q.

Finally we shall need the following version of Ruzsa’s covering lemma; the argument is the same as [TV06, Lemma 2.14].

Lemma 2.4 (Ruzsa’s covering lemma). Suppose that X, W Ă G are non-empty and have D|W | ě |W X|. Then there is a set T Ă X of size at most D such that tW^{´1}W t : t P T u is a cover of X.

3. Overview and conditional proof

In the introduction we discussed two ways to view this work. In this section we give an overview of the proof of our results and also highlight a third way to view our arguments, this time through an additive combinatorial lens.

The overall structure of our argument is fairly typical for additive combinatorics, translating the work of [GS08b] to the non-abelian setting. This can be an involved affair as seen in [San11], and part of our hope here is that the shorter and sharper arguments we now give will be more illuminating and useful.

The main approach is inductive but works over the class of functions whose values are almost integers – we say f : G Ñ C is ϵ-almost integer-valued if there is some f_Z : G Ñ Z such that }f ´ f_Z}_{L8pGq} ă ϵ. If ϵ P ` 0,^1_2 ‰ then f_Z is uniquely defined and we shall always assume it is.

We shall prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1. There is an absolute constant C ą 0 such that if f is ϵ-almost integervalued, }f}_{ApGq} ď M, and ϵ ď expp´CMq, then there is some L “ OpMq, subgroups H_1, . . . , H_L ď G, and integer-valued functions z^{piq} P ℓ_1pG{H_iq (for 1 ď i ď L) such that

f_Z “ Lÿ i“1 ÿ W PG{H_i z^{piq}_W 1_W and }z^{piq}}_{ℓ1pG{Hiq} ď exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq.

First note that Theorem 1.4 follows immediately.

In thinking about this statement it may help to note that since z^{piq} is integer-valued the upper bound on }z^{piq}}_{ℓ1pG{Hiq} yields an upper bound on the size of the support of z^{piq} – that is on the number of cosets of H_i where f_Z can have support.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 9

g^{piq}_1 H_ig^{piq}_2 H_i

˚_{x P g}piq_{2 Hi} 1 ¨ ¨ g̈^{piq}_{Ri} H_i ˚_{x P g}piq_{Ri Hi} 1˚_{x P Gzg}^{piq}_{Ri Hi} 0 x P Gzg^{piq}_{Ri´1}Hi 0 x P Gzg^{piq}_2 Hi 0 0x P Gzg^{piq}_1 H_i

˚_{x P g}piq_{1 Hi} 1

Figure 2. The coset decision tree T^{piq} with asterisks where a root of one of R_i ` 1 copies of T^{pi`1q} go.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The argument is purely a manipulation of notation and is better answered through a picture.

Since f is Boolean we have f “ f_Z and so f is certainly expp´CMq-integer-valued; we can apply Theorem 3.1 to get subgroups H_1, . . . , H_L ď G and integer-valued functions z^{piq} P ℓ_1pG{H_iq such that f “ Lÿ i“1 ÿ W PG{H_i z^{piq}_W 1_W and }z^{piq}}_{ℓ1pG{Hiq} ď exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq.

Let g^{piq}_1 H_i ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă g^{piq}_{Ri} H_i be an arbitrary ordering of the R_i “ exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq cosets of H_i in the support of z^{piq}. Construct a coset decision tree T^{piq} with a root at g^{piq}_1 H_i; an edge from g^{piq}_j H_i to g^{piq}_{j`1}H_i for all j ă R_i labelled 0; and a leaf at every vertex labelled 1. (The tree is really a decision list^7 – see Figure 2.)

We produce T iteratively and it is convenient to enlarge our class of coset decision trees to include integer-values on the leaves not just values in t0, 1u. The final tree we produce has values in t0, 1u. We start with T_1 :“ T^{p1q} and write l_i for the leaf-value function on T_i. At stage i ă L take every vertex v of degree one and append a copy of T^{pi`1q} such that v is the root of T^{pi`1q}, copying all the edge values from T^{pi`1q} in the obvious way. Given a leaf w in the new graph, let w^1 be the vertex it is connected to and define

l_{i`1}pwq :“ # l_ipvq ` z^{pi`1q}_{gpi`1qj Hi`1} if w^1 is labelled g^{pi`1q}_j H_{i`1} and ww^1 has value 1

l_ipvq otherwise.

We terminate with T :“ T_L. At the end of this process, suppose that we look at a computation path for x P G. This gives us a unique path from the root to some vertex v, say (3.1) v_{1,1}, . . . , v_{r1,1}, v_{1,2}, . . . , v_{r2,2}, v_{1,3}, . . . , v_{rL´1,L´1}, v_{1,L}, . . . , v_{rL,L}, v_{1,L`1} :“ v, such that v_{j,i} is labelled g^{piq}_j H_i for 1 ď j ď r_i and 1 ď i ď L. The fact that all the cosets of H_1 occur before those of H_2 etc. simply reflects the order we built up T .

7See [O’D14, Exercise 3.23].

10 TOM SANDERS

Write I Ă t1, . . . , Lu for the set of indices such that the edge between v_{ri,i} and v_{1,i`1} is a 1. If the value of the edge between v_{ri,i} and v_{1,i`1} is 0 then r_i “ R_i and x P Gzg^{piq}_j H_i for all 1 ď j ď R_i and so x R Ť supp z^{piq}. If the value of the edge between v_{ri,i} and v_{1,i`1} is 1 then x P Gzg^{piq}_j H_i for all 1 ď j ă r_i and x P g^{piq}r_i H_i. It follows that fpxq “ Lÿ i“1 ÿ W PG{H_i z^{piq}_W 1_W pxq “ ÿ iPI z^{piq}_{gpiqri Hi} “ l_Lpvq as required. The total number of leaves of the resulting coset decision tree is at most pR_1 ` 1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pR_L ` 1q ď exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq as claimed. □

To prove Theorem 3.1 we need two key ingredients. The first shows us how to find structure in the support of f_Z when f has small algebra norm and is almost integer-valued. We shall prove this in §6.

Proposition 3.2. There is an absolute C ą 0 such that if f is ϵ-almost integer-valued with }f}_{ApGq} ď M and ϵ ď expp´CMq, then there is some S Ă supp f_Z such that |SS^{´1}| ď M^{OpMq}|S| and |S| “ M^{´OpMq}| supp f_Z|.

When G is abelian the conclusion |SS^{´1}| ď K|S| (in additive notation |S ´ S| ď K|S|) output above is the input for Freĭman-type theorem’s. The output of these e.g. [TV06, Theorem 5.46] is a set of the form P pd_1, N_1q`¨ ¨ ¨`P pd_r, N_rq`H where H ď G and P pd_i, N_iq is an arithmetic progression of length 2N_i ` 1 and common difference d_i centred at 0_G. For us the important feature is that the sets B_i :“ P pd_1, 2^{´i}N_1q ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` P pd_r, 2^{´i}N_rq ` H (for i P N_0 ) form a base for a topology on G with some nice properties. In particular, all the sets B_i are symmetric neighbourhoods of the identity with

(3.2) B_{i`1} ` B_{i`1} Ă B_i and |B_{i`1}| “ Ω_K p|B_i|q for all i P N_0 and |B_0| “ Ω_K p|A|q and B_0 Ă 2A ´ 2A.

The fact that the Ω-term in (3.2) does not depend on i captures the linear structure of characters, and replicating this is a key hurdle in proving a Freĭman-type theorem in general groups. This (and much more) has now been achieved by Breuillard, Green and Tao in [BGT12, Theorem 1.6], but at the cost of weaker dependencies. We take a different approach and accept some (relatively) mild i dependence in exchange for better K-dependence.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that A is non-empty and |AA^{´1}| ď K|A| and η P p0, 1s. Then there are Z, Y P N pGq such that pZ, Y^4q is η-closed with

|Y | ě expp´Opη^{´2} log^{Op1q} 2Kqq|A| and m_A´1 ˚ 1_{AA}´1 ˚ m_Apxq ą 1 2 for all x P pZ^`q^4.

In particular, pZ^`q^4 Ă A^{´1}AA^{´1}A.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 11

We prove this in §4.

This corollary is designed to be used iteratively and the conclusion in terms of the convolution is there to deal with the first step when we may know that |AA^{´1}| ď K|A| but not that |A^{´1}AA^{´1}A| “ O_K p|A|q. (In the abelian setting Plünnecke’s inequality [TV06, Corollary 6.26] gives the latter as a consequence of the former but in non-abelian groups this need not be the case. See the discussion after [TV06, Proposition 2.38].)

As well as providing us with a way of dealing with the output of Proposition 3.2, Lemma 3.3 also provides us with a general way of replacing level sets of characters – Bohr sets^8 – in the abelian setting. (The obvious analogue of using characters or representations of non-abelian groups runs into complications with controlling the dimension of the representation.) We use this to prove a sort of quantitative continuity result:

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that A P N pGq has |A^2| ď K|A|; f P ApGq has }f}_{ApGq} ď M; and ϵ, η P p0, 1s and p ě 2 are parameters. Then there are sets X, B P N pGq such that pX, Bq is an η-closed pair with pX^`q^4 Ă A^4,

|B| ě expp´pη^{´1}MKq^{p exppOpϵ´2qq}q|A| and sup_t }f ´ f ˚ m_X }_{LppmtB q} ď ϵM.

We prove this result in §5, the key tool is Corollary 4.3 recorded and proved in §4. The fact that the argument gives a triply exponential bound is a result of iterative application of Lemma 3.3, but the fact that it is triply-exponential in Opϵ^{´2}q (rather than, say, Opϵ^{´1}q) comes from the application of the Cotlar-Stein lemma at the end of the proof of Proposition 3.4. It seems conceivable that this might be improved.

With these tools recorded we are ready to stitch them together to give our main iteration lemma.

Lemma 3.5. There is an absolute constant C ą 0 such that if f is ϵ-almost integervalued, }f}_{ApGq} ď M, η ą 0 is a parameter and ϵ ď expp´CMq, then there is some H ď G such that f ˚ m_H is pϵ ` ηq-almost integer-valued, pf ˚ m_H q_Z ı 0 and |H| ě expp´ exppexppOpM^2 ` log log η^{´1}qqqq| supp f_Z|.

Proof. Apply Proposition 3.2 (possible provided ϵ ď expp´CMq) to get S Ă supp f_Z such that |S| “ M^{´OpMq}| supp f_Z| and |SS^{´1}| ď M^{OpMq}|S|.

By Lemma 3.3 (applied to S with parameter 1) there is some A P N pGq such that

|A| ě expp´M^{Op1q}q|S|, and m_S´1 ˚ 1_{SS}´1 ˚ m_S pxq ą 1 2 for all x P A^4.

It follows that 1 2 |A^2| ď ÿ xPA^2 m_S´1 ˚ 1_{SS}´1 ˚ m_S pxq ď |SS^{´1}| ď M^{OpMq}|S|, so |A| ě expp´M^{Op1q}q| supp f_Z| and |A^2| ď exppM^{Op1q}q|A|.

8See [TV06, §4.4].

12 TOM SANDERS

Moreover, if Z Ă A^4 then 1 2 ď xm_S´1 ˚ 1_{SS}´1 ˚ m_S , m_Z y “ xm_S ˚ Ăm_Z , 1_{SS}´1 ˚ m_S y_{ℓ2pGq} ď }1_S ˚ Ăm_Z }_{ℓ8pGq}|SS^{´1}||S|^{´1}, so (3.3) sup_t m_{tZ} pSq “ }1_S ˚ Ăm_Z }_{ℓ8pGq} ě M^{´OpMq} for all H ‰ Z Ă A^4.

Apply Proposition 3.4 with parameters 2^{´6}M^{´1}, 2^{´6}M^{´1}, and p (the last of which is to be optimised) to get X, B P N pGq such that pX, Bq is 2^{´6}M^{´1}-closed, pX^`q^4 Ă A^4 and |B| ě expp´ exppexppOpM^2 ` log pqqqq| supp f_Z| and sup_t }f ´ f ˚ m_X }_{LppmtB q} ď 2^{´6}.

We may assume that ϵ ď 2^{´5} and hence by the triangle inequality and Lemma 2.3 we have that }f_Z ´ f ˚ m_X ptq}_{LppmtB q} ď 2^{´4} for all t P G.

It follows that f ˚ m_X is 2^{´4}-almost integer-valued. By Lemma 2.3 for all t P G and b P B^{´1} “ B we also have

|pf ˚ m_X q_Zptbq ´ pf ˚ m_X q_Zptq| ď |pf ˚ m_X q_Zptbq ´ f ˚ m_X ptbq| ` |f ˚ m_X ptbq ´ f ˚ m_X ptq|

` |f ˚ m_X ptq ´ pf ˚ m_X q_Zptq| ă 1 2 . It follows that pf ˚ m_X q_Z is constant on left cosets of H, the group generated by B.

Now suppose t P G so that

m_{tB} ptx P tB : pf ˚ m_X q_Zpxq ‰ f_Zpxquq ď }pf ˚ m_X q_Z ´ f_Z}^p_{LppmtB q} ď ` }pf ˚ m_X q_Z ´ f ˚ m_X }_{LppmtB q} ` }f ˚ m_X ´ f}_{LppmtB q} ` }f ´ f_Z}_{LppmtB q} ˘_p ď ` 2^{´4} ` 2^{´6} ` ϵ

˘_p ď 4^{´p}, and since H “ HB it follows that

m_{tH} ptx P tH : pf ˚ m_X q_Zpxq ‰ f_Zpxquq “ 1 |B| ÿ bPB |tx P tHb : pf ˚ m_X q_Zpxq ‰ f_Zpxqu| |H| “ E_{hPH} |tx P thB : pf ˚ m_X q_Zpxq ‰ f_Zpxqu| |B| “ E_{hPH} m_{thB} ptx P thB : pf ˚ m_X q_Zpxq ‰ f_Zpxquq ď 4^{´p}.

We showed earlier that pf ˚ m_X q_Z is constant on left cosets of H so

pf ˚ m_X q_Z ˚ Ąm_H ptq “ ż pf ˚ m_X q_Zdm_{tH} P Z.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 13 But |f_Z ˚ Ąm_H ptq ´ pf ˚ m_X q_Z ˚ Ąm_H ptq| ď ż |f_Z ´ pf ˚ m_X q_Z|dm_{tH} “ OpM4^{´p}q,

and so |f ˚ Ąm_H ptq ´ pf ˚ m_X q_Z ˚ Ąm_H ptq| ď ϵ ` OpM4^{´p}q.

Since H “ H^{´1} the function f ˚ m_H is pϵ ` OpM4^{´p}qq-almost integer-valued.

Finally, if pf ˚ m_H q_Z ” 0 then pf ˚ m_X q_Z ” 0 and we have (3.4) m_{tB} ptx P tB : 0 ‰ f_Zpxquq ď 4^{´p} for all t P G, but B Ă A^4 and so by (3.3) sup_t m_{tB} psupp f_Zq ě M^{´OpMq}. It follows that we may take p “ OpmaxtM log M, log Mη^{´1}uq such that f ˚ m_H is pϵ ` ηq-almost integer-valued and we have a contradiction to (3.4) so that pf ˚ m_H q_Z ı 0. The lemma follows. □ Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let C ą 0 be the absolute constant in the statement of Lemma 3.5. Let ϵ_i :“ 2^iϵ ` 4^{i´2M´4} expp´CMq. We shall define functions f_i such that

f_i is ϵ_i-almost integer-valued, }f_{i`1}}_{ApGq} ď }f_i}_{ApGq}´ 1 2 , and so that there is a group H_i ď G and an integer-valued function z^{piq} P ℓ_1pG{H_iq with

pf_i ´ f_{i`1}q_Z “ ÿ W PG{H_i z^{piq}_W 1_W and }z^{piq}}_{ℓ1pG{Hiq} ď exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq.

We set f_0 :“ f which is certainly ϵ_0-almost integer-valued (for ϵ sufficiently small). At stage i ď 2M `1 apply Lemma 3.5 with η “ 4^{´2M´3} expp´CMq which is possible provided ϵ ď expp´C^1Mq. We get H_{i`1} ď G with |H_{i`1}| ě expp´ exppexppOpM^2qqqq| supppf_iq_Z| and f_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} is pϵ_i ` ηq ´ almost integer-valued.

Put f_{i`1} :“ f_i´f_i˚m_{Hi`1} . Then f_{i`1} is 2ϵ_i`η ď ϵ_{i`1} almost integer-valued. For ϵ sufficiently small we have ϵ_i `η ď^1_4 and so if pf_i ˚m_{Hi`1} q_Zpxq ‰ 0 then |f_i ˚m_{Hi`1} pxq| ě^3_4 by the triangle inequality. Similarly if pf_iq_Zpyq “ 0 then |f_ipyq| ă^1_4 , and so |f_ipyq| ă M ¨ 1_{supppfiqZ}pyq `^1_4 . Hence M | supppf_iq_Z X pxH_{i`1}q|

|H_{i`1}| ` 1 4 “ M1_{supppfiqZ} ˚ m_{Hi`1} pxq` 1 4 ą |f_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} pxq| ě 3 4 by the triangle inequality. Since the left cosets of H_{i`1} partition G and pf_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} q_Z is invariant on left cosets of H_{i`1} it follows that

| supppf_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} q_Z| “ ÿ xH_{i`1}PG{H_{i`1} |H_{i`1}|1_{supppfi˚mHi`1 qZ}pxq

(3.5) ď ÿ xH_{i`1}PG{H_{i`1} 2 ¨ M| supppf_iq_Z X pxH_{i`1}q| “ 2M| supppf_iq_Z|.

14 TOM SANDERS

Again, since the function pf_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} q_Z is invariant on left cosets of H_{i`1} so it follows from (3.5) and the lower bound on |H_{i`1}| that pf_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} q_Z takes non-zero integer values on at most exppexppexppOpM^2qqqq left cosets of H_{i`1}. Added to this, the value of pf_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} q_Z on each of these is an integer between ´pM ` 1q and pM ` 1q. It follows that pf_i ´ f_{i`1}q_Z “ pf_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} q_Z has the claimed form.

Finally, since pf_i ˚m_{Hi`1} q_Z is not identically 0 it follows that }f_i ˚m_{Hi`1} }_{ApGq} ě 1´ϵ_{i`1} ě^1_2 and hence }f_{i`1}}_{ApGq} “ }f_i}_{ApGq} ´ }f_i ˚ m_{Hi`1} }_{ApGq} ď }f_i}_{ApGq} ´^1_2 (by Lemma 2.1). In view of this the iteration terminates in 2M steps and unpacking what that means we have the result. □

4. Croot-Sisask lemmas

The basic tool we need is a slightly adjusted version of [CŁS13, Lemma 3.2] (the proof of which is the same). Before beginning we set some standard notation: if g : Ω ^ Z Ñ C and ω P Ω define g_ω : Z Ñ C ; z ÞÑ gpω, zq. Lemma 4.1. Suppose that μ is a non-negative measure on a finite set; ν is a complexvalued measure on a finite set Ω; p ě 2 is a parameter; and g P L_pp|ν| ^ μq. Then there is a function h with |hpωq| “ }ν} for all ω P Ω and a positive integer r “ Oppϵ^{´2}q such that |ν|^r ¨ ˝ $ & % ω P Ω^r : › › › › › ż g_ω1 dνpω^1q´ 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpω_iqg_{ωi} ¸› › › ›_{Lppμq} ď ϵ}g}_{Lpp|ν|^μq} , . - ˛ ‚ě 1 2 }ν}^r. We also need [San12, Proposition 4.2] with S replaced by S^{´1} and T replaced by T^{´1}.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that A, S, T Ă G are finite and non-empty with |AS^{´1}| ď K|A| and |ST | ď L|S|, and k P N and ϵ P p0, 1s are parameters. Then there is some X P N pGq such that |X| ě expp´Opϵ^{´2}k^2plog 2Kqplog 2Lqqq|T | such that |m_A´1 ˚ 1_{AS}´1 ˚ m_S pxq ´ 1| ď ϵ for all x P X^k.

With these recorded we turn to developing the consequences we need.

Lemma (Lemma 3.3). Suppose that A is non-empty and |AA^{´1}| ď K|A| and η P p0, 1s. Then there are Z, Z^`, Z^´, Y P N pGq such that pZ, Y^4; Z^`, Z^´q is η-closed with

|Y | ě expp´Opη^{´2} log^{Op1q} 2Kqq|A| and m_A´1 ˚ 1_{AA}´1 ˚ m_Apxq ą 1 2 for all x P pZ^`q^4.

In particular, pZ^`q^4 Ă A^{´1}AA^{´1}A.

Proof. Apply Lemma 4.2 with T “ A^{´1}, S “ A and k “ 48 to get W P N pGq with

|W | ě expp´Oplog^2 2Kqq|A| and |m_A´1 ˚ 1_{AA}´1 ˚ m_Apxq ´ 1| ă 1 2 for all x P W^{12}.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 15

Apply Lemma 4.2 with all sets equal to W and a parameter 8r to get Y P N pGq such that

Y^{8r} Ă W^4 and |Y | ě expp´Opr^2 log^4 Kqq|A|. Now r´1ź i“0 |Y^8Y^{8i}W^4Y^{8i}Y^8| |Y^{8i}W^4Y^{8i}| ď |W^{12}| |W^4| ď exppOplog^2 2Kqq,

and so there is some 0 ď i ă r such that

|Y^8Y^{8i}W^8Y^{8i}Y^8| ď ^ |W^{12}| |W^4|

˙ 1_r

|Y^{8i}W^{8i}Y^{8i}|.

Let r “ Opη^{´1} log^2 Kq be such that the right hand side is at most 1 ` η. Set Z :“ Y^4Y^{8i}W^4Y^{8i}Y^4, Z^´ :“ Y^{8i}W^4Y^{8i} and Z^` :“ Y^8Y^{8i}W^4Y^{8i}Y^8 which are all elements of N pGq and Z^´Y^4 Ă Z and ZpY^4q^{´1} Ă Z^` so pZ, Y^4q is η-closed. Finally, pZ^`q^4 Ă W^{48} from which the result follows. □

The following lemma is a version of the Croot-Sisask lemma [CS10] but set up to deal with signed-measures and to produce covers. The covers make iterative applications of the lemma easier, essentially because the meet of a cover of size K and a cover of size L is a cover of size at most KL. We shall see this benefit explicitly in the proof of Lemma 5.1.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that X, A, S Ă G are non-empty with D|A| ě |AS|; ν is a complex-valued measure, absolutely continuous w.r.t. m_A, with › › › dν dm_A › › › 2

L_2pm_Aq ď E › › › dν dm_A › › ›_{L1pmAq} ;

and f P L_ppm_X q for some p P r2, 8q; and ϵ P p0, 1s is a parameter. Then there is a cover P of S having size at most exppOpϵ^{´2}p log 2DEϵ^{´1}qq such that

}ρ_s´1 pf ˚ νq ´ ρ_t´1 pf ˚ νq}_{LppmXAS q} ď ϵ}ν}}f}_{LppmXAS q} for all s, t P P P P.

Proof. Put gpx, yq :“ ρ_x´1 pfqpyq for |ν| ^ m_{XA}-a.e. px, yq P G^2 and note that }g}^p_{Lpp|ν|^mXAq} “ ż ż |ρ_x´1 pfqpyq|^pdm_{XA}pyqd|ν|pxq “ }ν}}f}^p_{LppmXAq} since ş g_xdνpxq “ f ˚ ν. Apply Lemma 4.1 with m_{XA} on G, the complex-valued measure ν on G, the function g, and parameter^1_6 ϵ to get a function h : G Ñ C with |hpxq| “ }ν} for all x P G such that the set

L :“ $ & % x P G^r : › › › › f ˚ ν´ 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpx_iqρ_x´1_i pfq ¸› › › ›_{LppmXAq} ď 1 6 ϵ}ν}}f}_{LppmXAq} , . -

16 TOM SANDERS

has |ν|^rpLq ě^1_2 }ν}^r. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (recalling our rescaling) we have

m^r_ApLq “ › › › › dν dm_A › › › › ´2r

L_2pm_Aq m^r_ApLq ~ż_r ź i“1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ dν dm_A pa_iq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ 2 dm^r_Apaq ¸

ě › › › dν dm_A › › ›^{´2r}

L_2pm_Aq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ż 1_Lpaq rź i“1 ˇ ˇ ˇ dν dm_A pa_iq ˇ ˇ ˇdm^r_Apaq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ 2 “ › › › dν dm_A › › ›^{´2r}

L_2pm_Aq

|ν|^rpLq ě 1 2 E^{´2r}.

We may certainly assume that L Ă supp |ν|^r Ă A^r and so it follows (since supp f ˚ν Ă XA)

that for all s P S and x P L we have › › › › ρ_s´1 pf ˚ νq´ 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpx_iqρ_{pxisq}´1 pfq ¸› › › ›_{LppmXAS q} ď 1 6 ϵ}ν}}f}_{LppmXAS q}.

Let Q be a partition of pS^1q^r of size ϵ^{´Oprq} such that }z ´ z^1}_ℓr_8 ď^1_6 ϵ for all z, z^1 P Q P Q.

Pulling back this partition along the map L Ñ pS^1q^r; x ÞÑ p}ν}^{´1}hpx_1q, . . . , }ν}^{´1}hpx_rqq it

follows that there is some M Ă L with

m^r_ApMq ě 1 |Q| m^r_ApLq s.t. |hpx_iq ´ hpx^1_iq| ď 1 6 ϵ}ν} for all x, x^1 P M, 1 ď i ď r.

In particular, if s, t P S and x, y P M are such that x_is “ y_it for all 1 ď i ď r then › › › › 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpx_iqρ_{pxisq}´1 pfq ¸ ´ 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpy_iqρ_{pyitq}´1 pfq ¸› › › ›_{LppmXAS q} ď 1 6 ϵ}ν} sup !› ›ρ_{pas1q´1} pfq › ›_{LppmXAS q} : s^1 P S, a P A ) ď 1 6 ϵ}ν}}f}_{LppmXAS q} by the triangle inequality. Write Δ : G Ñ G^r; t ÞÑ pt, . . . , tq. Then

|MΔpSq| ď |MpS ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ Sq| ď |AS|^r ď D^r|A|^r ď 2D^rE^{2r}ϵ^{´Oprq}|M|.

By Ruzsa’s covering lemma (Lemma 2.4) we see that there is a set T Ă S of size at most

2D^rE^{2r}ϵ^{´Oprq} such that tM^{´1}MΔptq : t P T u covers ΔpSq; let

P :“ tts : Δpsq P M^{´1}MΔptqu : t P T u

so that P is a cover of S of the claimed size. Finally, if s_0, s_1 P P P P then there is some

t P T and elements elements x^{p0q}, x^{p1q}, y^{p0q}, y^{p1q} P M such that

x^{p0q}_i s_0 “ y^{p0q}_i t and x^{p1q}_i s_1 “ y^{p1q}_i t for all 1 ď i ď r.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 17

For j P t0, 1u we then have › ›ρ_s´1_j pf ˚ νq ´ ρ_t´1 pf ˚ νq › ›_{LppmXAS q} ď › › › › ρ_s´1_j pf ˚ νq´ 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpx^{pjq}_i qρ_{px}pjq_{i sj q´1} pfq ¸› › › ›_{LppmXAS q} ` › › › › 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpx^{pjq}_i qρ_{px}pjq_{i sj q´1} pfq ¸

´ 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpy^{pjq}_i qρ_{py}pjq_{i tq´1} pfq ¸› › › ›_{LppmXAS q} ` › › › › 1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 hpy^{pjq}_i qρ_{py}pjq_{i tq´1} pfq ¸ ´ ρ_t´1 pf ˚ νq › › › ›_{LppmXAS q} . It follows that › › ›ρ_s´1_j pf ˚ νq ´ ρ_t´1 pf ˚ νq › › ›_{LppmXAS q} ď 1 2 ϵ}ν}}f}_{LppmXAS q}, and we get the conclusion by the triangle inequality again. □

We do not actually need the p-dependence in the above result. Although Proposition 3.4 does use good L_p-control of the norm it achieves this by pigeon-holing the ApGq-mass on the spectral side since L_p is dominated by L_8 which, in turn, is dominated by the ApGq norm. Nevertheless the proof for general p is not significantly more involved and may be of use elsewhere.

5. Invariant sets

In this section we shall prove the following proposition. The argument is not dissimilar to the basic scheme in [GK09] which, itself, is a sort of regularity argument.

Proposition (Proposition 3.4). Suppose that A P N pGq has |A^2| ď K|A|; f P ApGq has }f}_{ApGq} ď M; and ϵ, η P p0, 1s and p ě 2 are parameters. Then there are sets X, X^`, X^´, B P N pGq such that pX, B; X^`, X^´q is an η-closed pair with pX^`q^4 Ă A^4,

|B| ě expp´pη^{´1}MKq^{p exppOpϵ´2qq}q|A| and sup_t }f ´ f ˚ m_X }_{LppmtB q} ď ϵM.

The proof is iterative and based around the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that f P ApGq has }f}_{ApGq} “ M; X, B Ă G, B P N pGq have K|X| ě |XB| and pB, T q η-closed; and ϵ P p0, 1s is a parameter. Then there is a set W Ă T such that |W | ě expp´pϵ^{´1}MKq^{Op1q}q|T | and }ρ_u´1 pfq ´ ρ_t´1 pfq}_{L2pmB´ q} ď ϵ ` ηpMKq^{Op1q} for all u, t P W.

18 TOM SANDERS

Proof. Since f P ApGq, Lemma 2.2 tells us that there is a constant (which we may as well take to be M); a probability space pΩ, Pq; and functions h_ω, g_ω P L_2pm_Gq with }h_ω}_{L2pmG q} ď 1 and }g_ω}_{L2pmG q} ď 1 for all ω P Ω, such that fpxq “ ME_ω Ăh_ω ˚ g_ωpxq for all x P G.

For z P G we have ż Ą 1_{sX} pzq m_GpsXq dm_Gpsq “ ż 1_z´1_X´1 psq m_GpXq dm_Gpsq “ 1

and so if x P B then fpxq “ ME_ω ż Ăh_ωpxy^{´1}qg_ωpyq

Ą1_{sX} pxy^{´1}q m_GpsXq dm_Gpsqdm_Gpyq “ ME_ω ż ph_ωdm_{sX} q^„pxy^{´1}qpg_ω1_{sXB}qpyqdm_Gpyqdm_Gpsq.

For each y P G we put h_{ω,s}pyq :“ 1 }h_ω}_{L2pmsX q} h_ωpyq1_{sX} pyq and g_{ω,s}pyq :“ 1 }g_ω}_{L2pmsXB q} g_ωpyq1_{sXB}pyq, and with this notation we see that (for x P B) fpxq “ ME_{ω,s} }h_ω}_{L2pmsX q}}g_ω}_{L2pmsXB q}ph_{ω,s}dm_{sX} q^„ ˚ g_{ω,s}pxq. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have (for each ω P Ω)

E_s }h_ω}_{L2pmsX q}}g_ω}_{L2pmsXB q} ď ` E_s }h_ω}^2_{L2pmsX q}

˘_{1{2}` E_s }g_ω}^2_{L2pmsXB q}

˘_{1{2} ď 1.

It follows that E_{ω,s} }h_ω}_{L2pmsX q}}g_ω}_{L2pmsXB q} ď 1, and hence there is a probability measure P^1 on Ω ^ G and a constant M^1 ď M such that fpxq “ M^1E^1 ph_{ω,s}dm_{sX} q^„ ˚ g_{ω,s}pxq for all x P B.

Note that

}ph_{ω,s}dm_{sX} q^„ ˚ g_{ω,s}}_{L8pGq} ď d m_GpsXBq m_GpsXq }h_{ω,s}}_{L2pmsX q}}g_{ω,s}}_{L2pmsXB q} ď ? K, and so ` E^1 }M^1ph_{ω,s}dm_{sX} q^„ ˚ g_{ω,s}}^2_{L2pmB q}

˘ 1_2

ď M^1 ? K. It follows by Lemma 4.1 (applied to ppω, sq, xq ÞÑ M^1ph_{ω,s}dm_{sX} q^„ ˚ g_{ω,s}pxq with p “ 2, μ “ m_B , ν “ P^1 and with some parameter δ chosen later) that there is some r “ Opδ^{´2}q, ω_1, . . . , ω_r P Ω and s_1, . . . , s_r P G such that › › › › f´ M^1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 ph_{ωi,si} dm_{siX} q^„ ˚ g_{ωi,si} ¸› › › ›_{L2pmB q} ď δ ? KM^1.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 19

Write γ_i :“ ph_{ωi,si} dm_{sX} q^„ ˚ g_{ωi,si} so that }γ_i}_{L8pGq} ď ? K and

(5.1) › › › › ρ_t´1 pfq´

M^1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 ρ_t´1 pγ_iq ¸› › › ›_{L2pmB´ q} ď δ ? KM^1 for all t P T.

For each 1 ď i ď r apply Corollary 4.3 with sets s_iX, B and T , measure ν :“ γ_idm_B › › › dν dm_B › › › 2

L_2pm_B q

“ }γ_i}^2_{L2pmB q} ď ? K}γ_i}_{L1pmB q} “ ? K › › › dν dm_B › › ›_{L1pmB q} ,

function h_{ωi,si} P L_2pm_{siX} q, and parameters 2 and δ to get a partition P_i of T of size exppOpδ^{´2} log 2Kδ^{´1}qq such that for all t, u P P P P_{i,j} we have }ρ_t´1 ph_{ωi,si} ˚ pγ_idm_B qq ´ ρ_u´1 ph_{ωj ,sj} ˚ pγ_idm_Bqq}_{L2pmsi XBT q} ď δ}γ_i}_{L1pmB q}}h_{ωi,si} }_{L2pmsiXBT q} ď δ ? K}h_{ωi,si} }_{L2pmsiXBT q}. Let P :“

Ź_r

i“1 P_i which is a partition of T of size at most exppOprδ^{´2} log 2Kδ^{´1}qq, and suppose that W is the largest cell so that we have the size bound for W we require (once we have chosen δ), and if t, u P W and x P T then |xρ_t´1 ph_{ωi,si} ˚ pγ_idm_Bqq ´ ρ_u´1 ph_{ωi,si} ˚ pγ_idm_B qq, ρ_x´1 pg_{ωi,si} qy_{L2pmsi XBT q}| ď δ ? K}ρ_x´1 pg_{ωi,si} q}_{L2pmsi XBT q}}h_{ωi,si} }_{L2pmsi XBT q} “ δ ? K}g_{ωi,si} }_{L2pmsiXBT q}}h_{ωi,si} }_{L2pmsi XBT q}. On the other hand xρ_t´1 ph_{ωi,si} ˚ pγ_idm_B qq ´ ρ_u´1 ph_{ωi,si} ˚ pγ_idm_Bqq, ρ_x´1 pg_{ωi,si} qy_{L2pmsiXBT q} “ |X| |XBT | xph_{ωi,si} dm_{siX} q ˚ pρ_t´1 pγ_idm_Bq ´ ρ_u´1 pγ_idm_Bqq, ρ_x´1 pg_{ωi,si} qy “ |X| |XBT | xρ_t´1 pγ_idm_B q ´ ρ_u´1 pγ_idm_B q, ρ_x´1 pph_{ωi,si} dm_{siX} q^„ ˚ g_{ωi,si} qy “ |X| |XBT | |BT | |B| xρ_t´1 pγ_i|_B q ´ ρ_u´1 pγ_i|_B q, ρ_x´1 pγ_iqy_{L2pmBT q}.

Combining the above we get |xρ_t´1 pγ_i|_Bq ´ ρ_u´1 pγ_i|_Bq, ρ_x´1 pγ_iqy_{L2pmBT q}| ď δ.

Since pB, T q is η-closed we have |BT | |B| ¨ }ρ_x´1 pγ_iq ´ ρ_x´1 pγ_i|_B q}_{L1pmBT q} ď 2}γ_i}_{L8pGq}

|B^`zB^´| |B| “ Opη ? Kq and it follows that |xρ_t´1 pγ_i|_B q ´ ρ_u´1 pγ_i|_B q, ρ_x´1 pγ_i|_B qy_{L2pmBT q}| ď δ ` Opη ? Kq.

20 TOM SANDERS

Since x P T was arbitrary we conclude from the cases x “ u and x “ t that

|B^´| |B^`|

}ρ_t´1 pγ_iq ´ ρ_u´1 pγ_iq}_{L2pmB´ q} ď }ρ_t´1 pγ_i|_Bq ´ ρ_u´1 pγ_i|_Bq}_{L2pmBT q} ď 2δ ` Opη ? Kq for all t, u P W . By the triangle inequality we then have › › › › M^1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 ρ_t´1 pγ_iq ¸ ´ M^1 r ~_r ÿ i“1 ρ_u´1 pγ_iq ¸› › ›_{L2pmB´ q} “ OpMδ ` ηM ? Kq, for all t, u P W , and combining this with (5.1) taking δ “ ΩpϵM^{´1}q gives the result. □

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let H be a Hilbert space, π : G Ñ AutpHq a homomorphism and v, w P H have }w} “ 1 and }v} ď M such that fpxq “ xπpxqv, wy for all x P G. (This is possible by Lemma 2.2.)

We begin by fixing some auxiliary parameters. Let ν and n be parameters (we will have n “ Opϵ^{´2}q and ν “ Ωpϵ^2q) that will be optimised by later choices. Let δ “ ϵ^{´Oppq}M^{Op1q} be such that if η ď δ in Lemma 5.1 then the ηpMKq^{Op1q} error term is at most^1_{4p} ϵ^{p{2} if K ď 2.

We construct X_i, Z_{i`1}, B_i, T_i P N pGq for 0 ď i ď n ´ 1 such that

X_i Ă A_0 :“ " x : m_A ˚ 1_A2 ˚ m_Apxq ą 1 2 * ; pX_i, Z_{i`1}q and pZ_{i`1}, X_{i`1}q are ν-closed; pB_i, T^4_i q is δ-closed; pX_i, B^4_i q is mintη, νu-closed; and |A_0| ď K_i|T_i|. (We shall calculate how K_i evolves later as it is a little more complicated.) Finally, we shall ensure

(5.2) › ›`{ m_{Zi`1} pπq ´ ym_{Xi} pπq ˘ v › › ą 1 2 ϵM. Applying Lemma 3.3 to A with parameter mintη, νu to get sets X_0, Y_0 P N pGq such that X_0 Ă A_0; pX_0, Y^4_0 q is mintη, νu-closed; and

|Y_0| ě expp´Opη^{´2}ν^{´2} log^{Op1q} Kqq|A|.

Now |A_0| ď 2K|A|, and since Y^4_0 Ă X_0 Ă A_0 we conclude that

|Y_0Y^{´1}_0 | “ |Y^2_0 | ď |A_0| ď exppOpη^{´2}ν^{´2} log^{Op1q} Kqq|Y_0|.

Apply Lemma 3.3 again to Y_0 with parameter δ to get B_0, T_0 P N pGq such that B^4_0 Ă Y^4_0 (so pX_0, B^4_0 q is mintη, νu-closed); pB_0, T^4_0 q is δ-closed; and

|T_0| ě expp´pδ^{´1}η^{´1}ν^{´1} log Kq^{Op1q}q|Y_0| ě expp´pδ^{´1}η^{´1}ν^{´1} log Kq^{Op1q}q|A_0|,

which gives our bound on K_0.

Suppose we are at step i ď n´1 (so that X_i, B_i and T_i, but not Z_{i`1}, have been defined) and there is some t P G such that (5.3) }f ´ f ˚ m_{Xi} }_{LppmtBí q} ą ϵM.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 21

Since fptbq “ xπptqπpbqv, wy “ xπpbqv, πptq^˚wy we can replace w by πptq^˚w and assume t “ 1_G. Apply Lemma 5.1 with sets X_i, and pB_i, T_i; B^´_i T^3_i , B_iT_iq δ-closed to get a set W_i Ă T_i with |W_i| ě expp´p2^pϵ^{´p}Mq^{Op1q}q|T_i| such that, }ρ_u´1 pfq ´ ρ_t´1 pfq}_{L2pmBí T 3i q} ď 2 4^p ϵ^{p{2} for all u, t P W_i, from the choice of δ. It follows that for all r, s, t, u P W_i we have

}f ´ ρ_{rs}´1_{ut}´1 pfq}_{L2pmBí q} ď }f ´ ρ_{rs}´1 pfq}_{L2}^^_{mB´} i ˙ ` }ρ_{rs}´1 pfq ´ ρ_{rs}´1_{ut}´1 pfq}_{L2}^^_{mB´} i ˙

ď d |B^´_i T_i| |B^´_i |

}ρ_r´1 pfq ´ ρ_s´1 pfq}_{L2}^^_{mB´} i Ti ˙

` d |B^´_i T^2_i | |B^´_i |

}f ´ ρ_{ut}´1 pfq}_{L2}^^_{mB´} i T 2 i ˙

ď d |B^´_i T^3_i | |B^´_i |

}ρ_r´1 pfq ´ ρ_s´1 pfq}_{L2}^^_{mB´} i T 3 i ˙

` d |B^´_i T^3_i | |B^´_i T^2_i |

}ρ_u´1 pfq ´ ρ_t´1 pfq}_{L2}^^_{mB´} i T 3 i ˙ ď 2^{3´2p}ϵ^{p{2}.

(5.4) Since W^{´1}_i Ă T^{´1}_i “ T_i and T^2_i Ă B_i Ă X_i Ă A_0 we see that |W^{´1}_i W_i| ď |A_0| ď K_i|T_i| ď exppp2^pϵ^{´p}Mq^{Op1q}qK_i|W_i|.

Apply Lemma 3.3 to W^{´1}_i with parameter ν to get Z_{i`1} P N pGq such that Z^4_{i`1} Ă W_iW^{´1}_i W_iW^{´1}_i Ă T^4_i ; pZ_{i`1}, Y^4_i q is ν-closed; and |Y_i| ě expp´pν^{´1}2^pϵ^{´p}M log K_iq^{Op1q}q|W_i|.

In particular, since Y^2_i Ă Z^2_{i`1} Ă T^4_i Ă B_i Ă X_i Ă A_0 we have (5.5) |Y^2_i | ď |A_0| ď K_i|T_i| ď expp´pν^{´1}2^pϵ^{´p}M log K_iq^{Op1q}q|Y_i|. It follows from the triangle inequality applied to (5.4) that

}f ´ f ˚ m_{Zi`1} }^p_{LppmBí q} ď p2Mq^{p´2}}f ´ f ˚ m_{Zi`1} }^2_{L2pmBí q} ď ^ 1 2 ϵM ˙_p . By the triangle inequality again and (5.3) (recalling that we have argued we may take t “ 1_G) we have

}f ˚ m_{Zi`1} ´ f ˚ m_{Xi} }_{ApGq} ě }f ˚ m_{Zi`1} ´ f ˚ m_{Xi} }_{LppmBí q} ą 1 2 ϵM, and it follows from this that (5.2) holds.

22 TOM SANDERS

Apply Lemma 3.3 to Y_i (using the bound in (5.5)) with parameter mintν, ηu to get X_{i`1}, U_{i`1} P N pGq, such that pX_{i`1}, U^4_{i`1}q is mintν, ηu-closed; pX^`_{i`1}q^4 Ă Y^4_i ; and

|U_{i`1}| ě expp´pη^{´1}ν^{´1}2^pϵ^{´p}M log K_iq^{Op1q}q|Y_i|.

Moreover, X_{i`1} Ă Y^4_i Ă Z_{i`1} Ă T^4_i Ă B_i Ă X_i Ă A_0 and U^2_{i`1} Ă X_{i`1} so

|U^2_{i`1}| ď |A_0| ď expppη^{´1}ν^{´1}2^pϵ^{´p}M log K_iq^{Op1q}q|U_{i`1}|.

Finally, apply Lemma 3.3 to U_{i`1} with parameter δ to get B_{i`1}, T_{i`1} P N pGq such that pB_{i`1}, T^4_{i`1}q is δ-closed; pB^`_{i`1}q^4 Ă U^4_{i`1} and

|T_{i`1}| ě expp´pδ^{´1}η^{´1}ν^{´1}2^pϵ^{´p}M log K_iq^{Op1q}q|U_{i`1}|.

Since B^4_{i`1} Ă U^4_{i`1} and pX_{i`1}, U^4_{i`1}q is mintν, ηu-closed we conclude that pX_{i`1}, B^4_{i`1}q is mintν, ηu-closed. Since Z^4_{i`1} Ă T^4_i Ă B^4_i we conclude that pX_i, Z_{i`1}q is ν-closed, and since X_{i`1} Ă Y^4_i and pZ_{i`1}, Y^4_i q is ν-closed we conclude that pZ_{i`1}, X_{i`1}q is ν-closed as required.

We repeat this provided i ď n ´ 1 and (5.3) does not happen for any t P G, and we shall see for a suitable choice of n that that leads to a contradiction.

Since pX_i, Z_{i`1}q and pZ_{i`1}, X_{i`1}q are ν-closed for 0 ď i ď n ´ 1, if j ą i then Z_j Ă X_j Ă X_{i`1} and and so

}m_{Zi`1} ˚ m_{Xj} ´ m_{Zi`1} }, }m_{Zi`1} ˚ m_{Zj`1} ´ m_{Zi`1} } ď ν, and }m_{Xi} ˚ m_{Zj`1} ´ m_{Xi} }, }m_{Xi} ˚ m_{Xj} ´ m_{Xi} } ď ν.

Dealing with i ą j similarly we have } ` { m_{Zi`1} pπq ´ ym_{Xi} pπq ˘` { m_{Zj`1} pπq ´ y m_{Xj} pπq ˘ } ď # 4 if i “ j 4ν if i ‰ j . It follows from the (finite version of the) Cotlar-Stein lemma that for any signs σ_1, . . . , σ_n P t´1, 1u we have › › › › › n´1ÿ i“0 σ_i ` { m_{Zi`1} pπq ´ ym_{Xi} pπq ˘ › › › › ď Op1 ` νnq. We conclude (from (5.2)) that n ^ 1 2 ϵM ˙_2 ď n´1ÿ i“0 ›` { m_{Zi`1} pπq ´ ym_{Xi} pπq ˘ v ›_2

“ E_σ › › › › n´1ÿ i“0 σ_i ` { m_{Zi`1} pπq ´ ym_{Xi} pπq ˘ v › › › › 2 ď Op1 ` νnq^2}v}^2,

where the σ_0, . . . , σ_{n´1} P t´1, 1u are chosen independently and uniformly. It follows that there is some ν “ Ωpϵ^2q and n “ Opϵ^{´2}q leading to a contradiction as claimed.

It remains to note

log K_{i`1} ď pη^{´1}δ^{´1}ν^{´1}2^pϵ^{´p}M log K_iq^{Op1q}.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 23

Since the iteration proceeds at most i_0 “ Opϵ^{´2}q times this gives us a bound on B_{i0} when the iteration terminates (since |B_{i0} | ě |T_{i0} |). We set X :“ X_{i0} and B :“ B_{i0} which have the required properties. □

6. Arithmetic connectivity

If f is Boolean and has }f}_{ApGq} ď M then log-convexity of L_p-norms can be used to show that Epfq ě M^{´2}| supp f|^3. However, when f is only almost integer-valued then it may be that most of the mass of Epfq may be supported outside supp f_Z. To deal with this in the abelian setting Green introduced the concept of arithmetic connectivity in [GS08a, Definition 5.2]. In this section we develop this in the setting of general groups and prove the following proposition.

Proposition (Proposition 3.2). There is an absolute C ą 0 such that if f is ϵ-almost integer-valued with }f}_{ApGq} ď M and ϵ ď expp´CMq, then there is some S Ă supp f_Z such that |SS^{´1}| ď M^{OpMq}|S| and |S| “ M^{OpMq}| supp f_Z|.

Given k, t P N we are interested in the vectors in rks^t “ t1, . . . , ku^t. We say that i P rks^t is trivial if |tj P rks : |ts P rts : i_s “ ju| “ 1u| ď 1;

we write T_{k,t} for the set of trivial elements of rks^t, and N_{k,t} for the set of non-trivial elements, that is N_{k,r} :“ rks^tzT_{k,t}. In words we say that i P rks^t is trivial if at most one coordinate is unique.

Given a group G we say that A Ă G is pk, lq-arithmetically connected if for every x P A^k there is some 1 ď r ď l, some i P N_{k,2r`1}, and some σ P t´1, 1u^{2r`1} such that

x^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} P A.

It is useful to know roughly how many trivial pairs there are and we capture this in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Given k, r P N we have

|T_{k,2r`1}| ď exppOprqqr^rk^{r`1}.

Proof. Writing

R_{k,r} :“ ti : r2rs Ñ rks s.t. |i^{´1}ptjuq| ą 1 for all j P rksu,

we see that there is a natural surjection

r2r ` 1s ^ rks ^ R_{k,r} Ñ T_{k,2r`1}

so that |T_{k,2r`1}| ď p2r ` 1qk|R_{k,r}|. The result will follow from an upper bound on this last quantity.

Let X_1, . . . , X_k be independent random variables with E X_j “ 0 and E X^n_j “ 1 for all n P t2, 3, . . . u and j P t1, . . . , ku. Then for any parameter η P p0, 1s (to be optimised later)

24 TOM SANDERS

we have |R_{r,k}| “ E ~_k ÿ j“1 X_j ¸_{2r}

ď p2rq!η^{´2r}E exp

~_k ÿ j“1 ηX_j ¸

“ p2rq!η^{´2r} pE exp pηX_1qq^k “ p2rq!η^{´2r} exppOpη^2kqq.

Optimising with η^2k “ r we end up with |R_{r,k}| ď exppOprqqr^rk^r from which the result follows. □

The proof of the next result is inspired by [Mél82, Lemma 1] of Méla and uses Chebychev polynomials, the basic properties of which may be found in [ZKR03, §6.10.6].

Keeping the second parameter small is most important with the below but if the first parameter is a concern then it may be useful to know that the auxiliary measures in [Mél82, Lemme 4] can be used to show that supp f_Z is pOpM^2 log Mq, OpM log Mqq-arithmetically connected.

Lemma 6.2. There is an absolute C ą 0 such that if f is ϵ-almost integer-valued with }f}_{ApGq} ď M and ϵ ď expp´CMq, then supp f_Z is pOpM^3q, OpMqq-arithmetically connected.

Proof. Since f P ApGq there is a Hilbert space H with elements v, w P H and a homomorphism π : G Ñ AutpHq such that fptq “ xπptqv, wy for all t P G, and }v}}w} ď M.

Let k and l be natural numbers to be optimised later and suppose that A :“ supp f_Z is not pk, lq-arithmetically connected. It follows that there is some x P A^k such that for every 1 ď r ď l, i P N_{k,2r`1} and σ P t´1, 1u^{2r`1} we have ˇ ˇ ˇf ´ x^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} ¯ˇ ˇ ď ϵ. We define an auxiliary function ω P pS^1q^k as follows. Since the function f is real and since x_j P A we see that |fpx_j q| ě 1 ´ ϵ ě^1_2 for all j P rks so that sgn fpx_j q ‰ 0. For each j P rks if sgn fpx^{´1}_j q “ 0 or sgn fpx_j q “ sgn fpx^{´1}_j q then set ω_j “ sgn fpx_j q otherwise set ω_j “ i sgn fpx_j q. It follows that ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ 1 2k kÿ j“1 pω_j fpx_jq ` ω^{´1}_j fpx^{´1}_j qq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ě 1 2k ¨ ˝ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ kÿ j:ω_j PR |fpx_j q| ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ 2 ` ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ kÿ j:ω_j RR |fpx_j q| ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ 2˛ ‚ 1 2 ě 1 8 . The operator

R :“ 1 2k kÿ j“1 ` ω_jπpx_j q ` ω^{´1}_j πpx_j q^˚ ˘

is hermitian and has eigenvalues in r´1, 1s. Let T_{2l`1}pXq “ a_1X ` a_3X^3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` a_{2l`1}X^{2l`1} be the Chebychev polynomial (of the first kind) of degree 2l ` 1. Since T_{2l`1} maps r´1, 1s to r´1, 1s, the spectral radius of T_{2l`1}pRq is at most 1.

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 25

Now, for 1 ď r ď l we have C~ 1 2k kÿ j“1 ` ω_jπpx_j q ` ω^{´1}_j πpx_j q^˚ ˘ ¸_{2r`1} v, w G

“ 1 p2kq^{2r`1} ÿ iPN_{k,2r`1},σPt´1,1u^{2r`1}

ω^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ ω^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} f ´ x^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} ¯

` 1 p2kq^{2r`1} ÿ iPT_{k,2r`1},σPt´1,1u^{2r`1}

ω^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ ω^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} f ´ x^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} ¯ , from which it follows by Lemma 6.1 that ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ C~ 1 2k kÿ j“1 ` ω_j πpx_j q ` ω^{´1}_j πpx_j q^˚ ˘ ¸_{2r`1} v, w Gˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ď ϵ ` MO ´ r k ¯_r .

Since |a_1| “ 2l ` 1, |a_{2r`1}| “ Opl{rq^{2r`1} for 0 ď r ď l and ř_l

r“1 |a_{2r`1}| “ exppOplqq we have

M ě }v}}w} ě ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ C T_{2l`1} ~ 1 2k kÿ j“1 ` ω_jπpx_j q ` ω^{´1}_j πpx_jq^˚ ˘ ¸ v, w Gˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ “ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ lÿ r“0 a_{2r`1} C~ 1 2k kÿ j“1 ` ω_j πpx_jq ` ω^{´1}_j πpx_j q^˚ ˘ ¸_{2r`1} v, w Gˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ

ě |a_1| ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ 1 2k kÿ j“1 pω_j fpx_jq ` ω^{´1}_j fpx^{´1}_j qq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ´ lÿ r“1 |a_{2r`1}| ´ ϵ ` MO ´ r k ¯_r¯

ě p2l ` 1q 8 ´ ϵ exppOplqq ´ OpMl^3{kq

provided l^2 ď ck for some sufficiently small absolute c ą 0. Let k “ c^1l^3 and note that for l “ CM sufficiently large we arrive at a contradiction. The result is proved. □

The next lemma is the part of our argument that depends most on G being finite – we need some way to measure the size of the set A so that it is non-trivial.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that A is pk, lq-arithmetically connected. Then there is some S Ă A such that |S| “ k^{´Oplq}|A| and |SS^{´1}| ď k^{Oplq}|S|.

Proof. Since ÿ 1ďrďl ÿ iPN_{k,2r`1} ÿ σPt´1,1u^{2r`1} 1 “ ÿ 1ďrďl |N_{k,2r`1}| ˇ ˇt´1, 1u^{2r`1} ˇ ˇ ď^l ÿ r“1 p2kq^{2r`1} ď p2kq^{2l`3}

26 TOM SANDERS

we conclude by averaging that there is some 1 ď r ď l, i P N_{k,2r`1} and σ P t´1, 1u^{2r`1} such that ÿ x_1,...,x_k 1_Apx_1q . . . 1_Apx_kq1_A ´ x^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} ¯ ě 1 p2kq^{2l`3} |A|^k. Since i P N_{k,2r`1} it follows that

|tj P rks : |ts P r2r ` 1s : i_s “ ju| “ 1u ě 2,

and so there are elements s_1 ă s_2 P r2r ` 1s such that

(6.1) |ts P r2r ` 1s : i_s “ i_{s1} u| “ 1 and |ts P r2r ` 1s : i_s “ i_{s2} u| “ 1.

Let S :“ rkszti_{s1} , i_{s2} u. Then ÿ x_{i1} ,...,x_{is1´1} ,x_{is1`1} ,..., x_{is2´1} ,x_{is2`1} ,...,x_{i2r`1} 1_A px_{i1} q ¨ ¨ ¨ 1_A ` x_{is1 ´1} ˘ 1_A ` x_{is1`1} ˘ ¨ ¨ ¨ 1_A ` x_{is2´1} ˘ 1_A ` x_{is2`1} ˘ ¨ ¨ ¨ 1_A ` x_{i2r`1} ˘

equals |A|^{k´2}. Averaging gives x_{i1} , . . . , x_{is1´1} , x_{is1`1} , . . . , x_{is2´1} , x_{is2`1} , . . . , x_{i2r`1} P A such that ÿ x_{is1} ,x_{is2} 1_A ` x_{is1} ˘ 1_A ` x_{is2} ˘

^ 1_A ´ x^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σs1´1}_{is1´1} ¨ x^{σs1}_{is1} ¨ x^{σs1`1}_{is1`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σs2 ´1}_{is2 ´1} ¨ x^{σs2}_{is2} ¨ x^{σs2`1}_{is2`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} ¯

ě 1 |A|^{k´2} ¨ 1 p2kq^{2l`3}

|A|^k “

|A|^2 p2kq^{2l`3} . Write w :“ x^{σ1}_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σs1 ´1}_{is1 ´1} , y :“ x^{σs1 `1}_{is1 `1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σs2´1}_{is2´1} and z :“ x^{σs2`1}_{is2`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{σ2r`1}_{i2r`1} ,

where each of these products may be empty and if so is the identity. In light of (6.1) none of w, y or z depends on x_{is1} or x_{is2} . By the change of variables

u :“ wx^{σs1}_{is1} and v^{´1} :“ yx^{σs2}_{is2}

we have

|A|^2 p2kq^{2l`3} ď ÿ u,v 1_{wA}^σs1 puq1_A´σs_{2 y}´1 pvq1_{Az}´1 puv^{´1}q

“ x1_{wA}^σs1 , 1_{Az}´1 ˚ 1_A´σs_{2 y}´1 y_{ℓ2pGq} ď }1_{wA}^σs1 }_{ℓ2pGq}}1_{Az}´1 ˚ 1_A´σs_{2 y}´1 }_{ℓ2pGq}.

It follows that, in the notation of Tao and Vu [TV06, (2.37)], we have EpAz^{´1}, A^{´σs2} y^{´1}q ě k^{´Oplq}|A|^3. Apply the Balog-Szemerédi-Gowers Lemma [TV06, Corollary 2.40] to get A^1 Ă Az^{´1} such that |A^1| “ k^{´Oplq}|A| and |pA^1qpA^1q^{´1}| ď k^{Oplq}|A^1|; the result follows on taking S :“ A^1z so that S Ă A, |S| “ k^{´Oplq}|A| and |SS^{´1}| “ |pA^1zqpA^1zq^{´1}| ď k^{Oplq}|S|. The result is proved. □

Proof of Proposition 3.2. This follows immediately on combining Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3. □

COSET DECISION TREES AND THE FOURIER ALGEBRA 27

Acknowledgement

The author should like to thank the referee for thoughtful comments, and identifying an error in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

References

[Aka08] A. Akavia. Finding significant Fourier transform coefficients deterministically and locally. Electronic Colloquium on Computational Complexity, (102):27, 2008. URL

https://eccc.weizmann.ac.il/report/2008/102/download.

[Aka10] A. Akavia. Deterministic sparse Fourier approximation via fooling arithmetic progressions. In COLT, pages 381–393, 2010. URL

http://www.learningtheory.org/colt2010/papers/005akavia.pdf.

[Aka14a] A. Akavia. Deterministic sparse Fourier approximation via approximating arithmetic progressions. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 60(3):1733–1741, 2014. doi:10.1109/TIT.2013.2290027.

[Aka14b] A. Akavia. Explicit small sets with ε-discrepancy on Bohr sets. Information Processing Letters, 114(10):564–567, 2014. doi:10.1016/j.ipl.2014.05.002.

[BGT12] E. Breuillard, B. J. Green, and T. C. Tao. The structure of approximate groups.

Publications mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 116(1):115–221, 2012, arXiv:1110.5008. doi:10.1007/s10240-012-0043-9.

[Bon95] D. Boneh. Learning using group representations (extended abstract). In Proceedings of the Eighth Annual Conference on Computational Learning Theory, COLT ’95, pages 418–426, New York, NY, USA, 1995. ACM. doi:10.1145/225298.225349.

[CŁS13] E. S. Croot, I. Łaba, and O. Sisask. Arithmetic progressions in sumsets and L^p-almost-periodicity. Combin. Probab. Comput., 22(3):351–365, 2013, arXiv:1103.6000. doi:10.1017/S0963548313000060.

[Coh60] P. J. Cohen. On a conjecture of Littlewood and idempotent measures. Amer. J. Math., 82:191– 212, 1960. doi:10.2307/2372731.

[CS10] E. S. Croot and O. Sisask. A probabilistic technique for finding almost-periods of convolutions.

Geom. Funct. Anal., 20(6):1367–1396, 2010, arXiv:1003.2978. doi:10.1007/s00039-010-0101-8. [CW13] A. Czuron and M. Wojciechowski. On the isomorphisms of Fourier algebras of finite Abelian groups. ArXiv e-prints, June 2013, arXiv:1306.1480.

[Eym64] P. Eymard. L’algèbre de Fourier d’un groupe localement compact. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 92:181–236, 1964. doi:doi.org/10.24033/bsmf.1607.

[Fej10] L. Fejér. Lebesguessche Konstanten und divergente Fourierreihen. J. Reine Angew. Math., 138:22–53, 1910. doi:10.1515/crll.1910.138.22.

[FKLS03] B. Forrest, E. Kaniuth, A. T. Lau, and N. Spronk. Ideals with bounded approximate identities in Fourier algebras. J. Funct. Anal., 203(1):286–304, 2003. doi:10.1016/S0022-1236(02)00121-0.

[FR05] B. E. Forrest and V. Runde. Amenability and weak amenability of the Fourier algebra. Math.

Z., 250(4):731–744, 2005, arXiv:math/0211284. doi:10.1007/s00209-005-0772-2.

[GK09] B. J. Green and S. V. Konyagin. On the Littlewood problem modulo a prime. Canad. J. Math., 61(1):141–164, 2009, arXiv:math/0601565. doi:10.4153/CJM-2009-007-4.

[GS08a] B. J. Green and T. Sanders. Boolean functions with small spectral norm. Geom. Funct. Anal., 18(1):144–162, 2008, arXiv:math/0605524. doi:10.1007/s00039-008-0654-y.

[GS08b] B. J. Green and T. Sanders. A quantitative version of the idempotent theorem in harmonic analysis. Ann. of Math. (2), 168(3):1025–1054, 2008, arXiv:math/0611286. doi:10.4007/annals.2008.168.1025.

[Hos86] B. Host. Le théorème des idempotents dans BpGq. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 114(2):215–223, 1986. doi:10.24033/bsmf.2055.

28 TOM SANDERS

[KM93] E. Kushilevitz and Y. Mansour. Learning decision trees using the Fourier spectrum. SIAM Journal on Computing, 22(6):1331–1348, 1993. doi:10.1137/0222080.

[KS16] S. V. Konyagin and I. D. Shkredov. On the Wiener norm of subsets of Z{pZ of medium size. Journal of Mathematical Sciences, 218(5):599–608, 2016, arXiv:1403.8129. doi:10.1007/s10958-016-3045-1.

[Lef72] M. Lefranc. Sur certaines algèbres de fonctions sur un groupe. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. A-B, 274:A1882–A1883, 1972.

[Mél82] J.-F. Méla. Mesures ε-idempotentes de norme bornée. Studia Math., 72(2):131–149, 1982.

doi:10.4064/sm-72-2-131-149.

[O’D14] R. O’Donnell. Analysis of Boolean functions. Cambridge University Press, New York, 2014.

doi:10.1017/CBO9781139814782.

[Rud90] W. Rudin. Fourier analysis on groups. Wiley Classics Library. John Wiley & Sons Inc., New York, 1990. doi:10.1002/9781118165621. Reprint of the 1962 original, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[Run07] V. Runde. Cohen-Host type idempotent theorems for representations on Banach spaces and applications to Figà-Talamanca-Herz algebras. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 329(1):736–751, 2007, arXiv:math/0408388. doi:10.1016/j.jmaa.2006.07.007.

[San11] T. Sanders. A quantitative version of the non-abelian idempotent theorem. Geom. Funct. Anal., 21(1):141–221, 2011, arXiv:0912.0308. doi:10.1007/s00039-010-0107-2.

[San12] T. Sanders. On the Bogolyubov-Ruzsa lemma. Anal. PDE, 5(3):627–655, 2012, arXiv:1011.0107.

doi:10.2140/apde.2012.5.627.

[STV17] A. Shpilka, A. Tal, and B. lee Volk. On the structure of Boolean functions with small spectral norm. Computational Complexity, 26(1):229–273, Mar 2017, arXiv:1304.0371. doi:10.1007/s00037-015-0110-y.

[TV06] T. C. Tao and V. H. Vu. Additive combinatorics, volume 105 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2006. doi:10.1017/CBO9780511755149.

[Woj91] P. Wojtaszczyk. Banach spaces for analysts, volume 25 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1991. doi:10.1017/CBO9780511608735.

[Woj11] M. Wojciechowski. The non-equivalence between the trigonometric system and the system of functions with pointwise restrictions on values in the uniform and L^1 norms. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 150(3):561–571, 2011. doi:10.1017/S0305004111000065.

[ZKR03] D. Zwillinger, S. G. Krantz, and K. H. Rosen, editors. CRC standard mathematical tables and formulae. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 31st edition, 2003.

Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford, Radcliffe Observatory Quarter, Woodstock Road, Oxford OX2 6GG, United Kingdom

E-mail address: tom.sanders@maths.ox.ac.uk