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THE LY-CONTINUITY OF WAVE OPERATORS FOR HIGHER ORDER
SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

M. BURAK ERDOGAN AND WILLIAM R. GREEN

ABSTRACT. We consider the higher order Schrédinger operator H = (—A)™ + V() in n dimensions
with real-valued potential V' when n > 2m, m € N, m > 1. When n is odd, we prove that the wave
operators extend to bounded operators on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo under n and m dependent
conditions on the potential analogous to the case when m = 1. Further, if V is small in certain
norms, that depend n and m, the wave operators are bounded on the same range for even n. We
further show that if the smallness assumption is removed in even dimensions the wave operators

remain bounded in the range 1 < p < oo.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the higher order Schrodinger equation
Wy = (—A)" + Vi, z € R", m>1, meN.

We restrict our focus to the case when the spatial dimension n > 2m. Here V is a real-valued, decaying
potential. We denote the free higher order Schrédinger operator by Hy = (—A)™ and the perturbed
operator by H = (—A)™ 4+ V(z). We study the L? boundedness of the wave operators, which are
defined by

itH ,—itHo

Wiy=s- lim e
t—doo

For the classes of potentials V' we consider, the wave operators exist and are asymptotically complete,
see the work of Agmon, [I], Hérmander, [15] and Schechter, [23] 22].

We use the notation (z) to denote (1 + |#[2)%, F(f) or f to denote the Fourier transform of f.
We write A < B to say that there exists a constant C' with A < CB, and write a— := a — € and

a+ := a + ¢ for some € > 0 throughout the paper. We use the norm || f| gzs = [|(-)°f(-)[]2. We first

state a small potential result that is valid in all dimensions n > 2m.

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 2m. Assume that the V is a real-valued potential on R™ and fir 0 < § < 1.
Then 3C = C(d,n,m) > 0 so that the wave operators extend to bounded operators on LP(R™) for all
1 <p < o0, provided that
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i) H(-)ALM+$+5V(-)H2 < C when 2m <n < 4m —1,

ii) H<'>1HV(')HH5 < C whenn=4m —1,

), H‘F(<'>UV('))HL£EJE < C for some o > 2241 4 § when n > 4m — 1.

For boundedness on L? when 1 < p < co, we may remove the smallness assumption above provided
V' decays sufficiently at spatial infinity. We define zero energy to be regular if there are no non-trivial

distributional solutions to Ht = 0 with ()2 ~2™~4(x) € L?. We show

Theorem 1.2. Let n > 2m. Assume that the V is a real-valued potential on R™ so that

i) |[V(x)] < (x)=P for some B> n+3 when n is odd and for some > n + 4 when n is even
i) |[()TV ()| go+ < oo when n = 4m — 1,

iii) for some 0 < 6 < 1 and o > Z2=4 || F(()7V(-))

| n-1-s < oo whenn>4m—1,
Ln—2m

w) H=(—A)"+4V(x) has no positive eigenvalues and zero energy is regular.

Then, the wave operators extend to bounded operators on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < 0.

Finally, with slightly more decay on the potential we recover the endpoints p = 1,00 in odd

dimensions:

Theorem 1.3. Let n > 2m be odd. Assume that V satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem and in
addition |V (z)| < (x)~" for some B > n + 5. Then, the wave operators evtend to bounded operators
on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < co.

In even dimensions, we lose the boundedness on the endpoints of p = 1, 00 due to the low energy.
In particular, the energies away from zero are bounded on the full range including p = 1,00, see
Proposition below. We hope to address the cases of p = 1,00 when n > 2m even and the case

when there are threshold obstructions in a future work.

n ( n—4m-+1 )

We note that the norm used when n > 4m—1is finite when (z)?V'(x) has more than —%— 5

derivatives in L?(R™). In all cases above, we also note that
IVllz2B@y S (@717, zeR™

This suffices to imply, [22] [, 23], the existence, asymptotic completeness, and intertwining identity

for the wave operators. In particular, we have
(1) f(H>Pac(H) = W:tf((_A)m)W:T:

Here P,.(H) is the projection onto the absolutely continuous spectral subspace of H, and f is any
Borel function. Using ([dl) one may obtain LP-based mapping properties for the more complicated,

perturbed operator f(H)P,.(H) from the simpler free operator f((—A)™). The boundedness of the
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wave operators on LP(R™) for any choice of p > 2 with the function f(-) = e~*() yield the dispersive

estimate
(2) HeiitHPaC(H)HLP’aLP S |t|7#+%,

where p’ is the Holder conjugate of p. In particular in all odd dimensions n > 2m, under the hypothesis

of Theorem [[.3] we have

|‘€7itHPaC(H)||L1—>L°° < |t|7ﬁ-

Our work is inspired by recent work by Feng, Soffer, Wu and Yao on weighted L?-based “local
dispersive estimates” for higher order Schrédinger operators considered in [9], as well as the recent work
on the LP(R3) boundedness of the wave operators for the fourth order (m = 2) Schrédinger operators
by Goldberg and the second author [12], and the extensive works of Yajima, [24] [25] 26] 27, 28], in
the case of m = 1. The wave operators for the usual Schrodinger operator —A + V', when m = 1 are
well-studied, see for example [24] 25| 26, [17, (18, 5, 21] in all dimensions n > 1. On R3, Beceanu and
Schlag obtained detailed structure formulas for the wave operators, [2, Bl 4]. The L? existence and
other properties of the higher order wave operators have been studied by many authors, including
Agmon [I], Kuroda [19], 20], Hérmander [15], and Schechter, [22] 23]. We note that the only result on
the LP boundedness of the wave operators for higher order Schrédinger operators is the case of m = 2
and n = 3 by Goldberg and the second author, [12]. There appears to be three regimes in the analysis
of LP boundedness of the wave operators: n < 2m, n = 2m, and n > 2m. In the case n < 2m, as
in [I2], zero energy is not regular for the free operator and the main difficulty in the analysis is the
small energies. However the large energy argument is more straightforward since the resolvent decays
in the spectral parameter A. In the range n > 2m the zero energy is regular for the free operator
and the resolvent remains bounded as A — 0. However, the large energies, and in particular the Born
series terms, are not easy to deal with. When n > 4m — 1 one needs a smoothness requirement on
the potential V' as in the case m = 1 and n > 3, [24] [13], due to the growth of the resolvents as the
spectral variable goes to infinity. The case n = 2m is challenging in both the low and high energy
regimes.

Similar to the usual second order Schrodinger operator, for the types of potentials we consider there
is a Weyl criterion and c4.(H) = 04.(Hp) = [0,00). In contrast, decay of the potential is not sufficient
to ensure the lack of eigenvalues embedded in the continuous spectrum for the higher order operators,
[9). Even perturbing with compactly supported, smooth potentials may induce embedded eigenvalues.
We leave this as an overarching assumption and note that there are conditions that ensure the lack

of embedded eigenvalues, see Theorem 1.11 in [9].
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To prove Theorem we use a time-independent representation of the wave operators based on

resolvent operators. We have the splitting identity for z € C\ [0, 00), (c.f. [9])

m—1

3) Ro(2)(z,y) = ((=A)" = )" (z,y) 027 (x,y)

£=0
where wy = exp(i27f/m) are the m*" roots of unity, Ro(z) = (—A — 2)~! is the usual (2"¢ order)
Schrodinger resolvent. Using the change of variables z = A\2™ with \ restricted to the sector in the

complex plane with 0 < arg(\) < 7/m,

(@ Ro(X")(2,) = (~A)" = X" (a,9) = e > wrRoleeh?)(x. ).
£=0

By the well-known Bessel function expansions, for n > 3 odd we have

cizle—yl

(5) Ro(2%)(x,y) = |n 5 Z Cn jlT — yl 27, S(z) > 0.

Even dimensions are more complicated due to the appearance of logarithmic terms.

Our usual starting point to study the wave operators is the stationary representation

W = u— QL REWVIRE () — Ry (MJudA,

i Jo
where Ry (\) = ((=A)™ +V — \)~!, where the ‘+’ and ‘-’ denote the usual limiting values as A
approaches the positive real line from above and below, [9]. Since the identity operator is bounded on
LP  we need only bound the second term involving the integral. It is convenient to make the change
of variables A — A\?™ and consider the integral kernel of the operator

m > — m — m
(6) SR IRENMVIRS — Ry (™) dA,

i Jo

Our result in Theorem [[T] follows by using resolvent identities to expand R‘J; in an infinite series and
directly summing the series. To remove the smallness assumption to show that the operator defined
in (@) extends to a bounded operator on L? requires different strategies in the low (0 < A <« 1) and
high (A 2 1) energy regimes. To delineate these cases, we use the even, smooth cut-off function x
with x(A) =1 for |A\| < Ao for some sufficiently small Ao < 1, and x(A\) = 0 for |A| > 2Xg, as well as
the complimentary cut-off x(A) =1 — x(A).

We note that the different assumptions on the potential we impose based on the size of n versus m
are natural. When n < 2m the low energy expansions of the resolvent Ry are singular as the spectral
parameter A — 0. This complication necessitates a different strategy to invert certain operators and
develop expansions for both the free and perturbed resolvents, see [14] [7] for the case when m = 2
and n = 4, 3 respectively. Smoothness of the potential is required for the second order Schrédinger

operator in dimensions n > 3 since the kernel free resolvent ROi (\2?) grows like A"Z" as the spectral
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parameter A — co. This causes the L! — L> dispersive estimates to fail in dimensions greater than
three without some smoothness assumptions on the potential, see the counterexample constructed by
Goldberg and Visan [I3]. The higher order Schrédinger resolvent, Ro(A\%™) grows like A"3 =2m when
n > 4m — 1, which necessitates a control over derivatives of the potential which we measure in terms
of the FL" norm similar to the conditions for the second order Schrodinger established by Yajima,
[24]. Our e-smoothness requirement in the case n = 4m — 1 could be an artifact of our methods.
The paper is organized as follows. We first control the Born series terms that arise by iterating
the resolvent identity for the perturbed resolvent in the stationary representation, (B]), of the wave
operator in Section Next, we prove Theorem and Theorem [[.3l First in odd dimensions,
in Section Bl and Section [ we control the remainder in the low energy regime, when the spectral
parameter A is in a neighborhood of zero. In Section [f] we control the remainder in the high energy
regime, when A 2 1 in odd dimensions. In Section 6l we show how the arguments in Sections [3] and
may be adapted to the even dimensional case. Finally, in Section [7]l we provide integral estimates

that are used throughout the paper.

2. BORN SERIES

By iterating the resolvent identity, one has the expansion

20

(7) Ryv(2) = [Ro(2)(=VRo(2))’] = (Ro(2)V) Ry (2)(VRo(2))".
J=0

Consider the contribution of an arbitrary summand in the Born series to (@),

W= (0 [T REQVYIRG ) - Ry (V]
2mi Jo

In this section by modifying the proof of Yajima in [24] to control the Born series terms for the second

order Schrodinger, we prove that W extends to a bounded operator on LP(R"), 1 < p < oo:

Theorem 2.1. Fiz 1 < p < oo and 0 < § < 1. Then 3C = C(§,n,m) > 0 so that for 2m < n <

4m — 1, we have

4m+1—n

IWillzomre < CTIE T2Vl

forn=4m — 1, we have

IWillzesre < C7){x) 0V || 2s,

for n>4m — 1, we have

2n—4m

IWillr—re < CT|F () =3 V)17 sy

L n—2m—3§
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In what follows we will ignore most implicit constants; their affect on the final inequality is of
the form C”, where C' depends on n,m and the actual value of the implicit small constants in the
hypothesis above. Theorem [I.1] follows from this result.

Our approach is inspired by the paper [24], in which Yajima proved the result in the case of m = 1.
We will bound the adjoint operator Z; = Wj. Fix f € S and let

(8) Zyf(x)= lm --- lim lm Zjz f(z),

=0+t ;=0T g0+
where
Zigeo (@) = 55 [ Ro = ieo)VRo(A +ie1) - VRo(A +i6)f] (@)
The main result of this sections is to show this operator is bounded on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < .
As in [24], it suffices to prove that the limit above exists in LP and the bounds stated in the theorem
hold for f € S and V € C§°.

Taking the Fourier transform in z yields, up to constants,

] B 1 ! V(k;) R
e B e | e s e LR B

j= j=1

Applying Cauchy’s integral formula to the X integral in the definition of Z; and taking ey — 07 yield

J V(k;) =~ =
. J — kidkq---dky.
[H <|5—2z_1ke|2m—|a|2m—iej>}f(£ g bt

Now, we utilize the change of variables Zzzl k¢ kj for j =1,...,J and define ky = 0 to obtain

F(Zyef)(€) = /

RIn

J .
[H : V(kj —kj—1) )} A(g—kJ)dkl---ko.

F(Zyef) () = / € — & [2m — (€2 — i,

R/ L3y

We define the multiplier operator 7}", by

~

(I
€= — JgP —ie )

(9) g = F (

Let Kj(k1,ka,..., ky) = H’jjzl V(kj —kj—1) and f,(z) = % f(2). Then, we have

(10)  Z;f(x)

= lim .- lim T,;”{/ T,;”{ KJ(kl,kQ,...,kJ)T,;’;Mfk,,ko}---}dkz}dkl,
R’Vl Rn Rn

61*>0+ € *}0*’

Now, we need to study the operators T;", in some detail. We note the algebraic identity

[u

m—

€ — kPP — [€P —ie = (1€ — kI — |6 (D 1€ — k[Pl 72) — e
‘=
ZQiM(_M+Z’W.§

_ epw(S/IkI))
po(/Ik) S 2 ’

2|k|2m71
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where

k 1
11 w=—¢e8" 1 and p,(&) = .
) P e

||
1 Pu(&/IKDF(©)
Tl?fefzwfl( T P /D) )
2ik| T € — SR

We therefore have

Writing (note that p,,(€) > 0)

o0 i epw (§/1kD
Iy 1 (¢/[k]) / e~ st it € T Bk T gt
ilk . epw, (&/|k

2[k[2m—1

we obtain

]_-1( P (&/|k)f Epjg/k))(w):_/o e hy e x fla+tw)dt,

ilk
||+ZW§ kT

where * denotes convolution and

Pie = F 1 (pale/ Ik s+ /D),
Lemma 2.2. We have the following bounds (with k = sw,s > 0,w € S"~1)

L,

H sup hk,eHLl S
e>0

<s j=1,2,...

= Il
s2m—1 I L1 ~

H sup |0 hyy,
e>0

Furthermore, hy ¢ converges to hy := hyo and 8§hsw converges to 8§hk as € — 0 a.e. and in

€
7 g2m—1

LY, and hy, satisfies the same bounds above.
Proof. We first prove the claims for hj;. Note that

sl = |7~ 1w

L
A simple calculation shows that

1

N —
|V5pw(§)|§<§>27n7—2+]\7’ N—0,1,2,...

This is seen by considering cases based on the size of |§| and |w| = 1 in (). Therefore, for N >

n—2m+ 3, |z|NF~(p,)(z) is a bounded continuous function, and hence
F~H(po)(@) = u+ O(min(jz| ™", 2| 7"h),

where u is a distribution supported at 0. Since p,,(§) — 0 as |{| — oo, we conclude that u = 0, which

yields the claim for j = 0. For j > 0, note that

0F pulse) = v+ [VF pul(ws) = < F (V- £pal€)w9)
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Similarly, 0 F ~1p,(sx) = sT*FL(V - €)'pu(€))(xs). Therefore,

|03hs(@)] £ D 8" THFTH(V - ) pul€)) (@s)].

=0
The claim follows from this as above since (V - £)*p,,(£) satisfies the same bounds as p,, ().
Now, we consider hy .. Let H,(e,z) = F~! (pwe_%> (x). Using the bounds on the derivatives of

Pw, and noting that p,,(§) ~ (£)27?™ and that sup,-,ae~® < 1, we conclude that

V¥ pal€)e O] £

NW’ N:O,1,2,...

Therefore we have

I (pwe™ ") (2)] S min(|a 771, |2 7",

uniformly in € > 0. This yields the claim for j = 0 since hy, = s"H, (¢, sz).
Similarly, note that

€

’V?[Pw(f)(eﬁp“(g) -] < (G

N=0,12,....

This implies the a.e. and L' convergence of hi,e to hy.
For the jth derivative of hy. ., by chain rule and scaling as above, it suffices to prove that the L!

norms of sup, €197 (z - V)2 F 1 [p,e~P~](z) are < 1 for j1,j2 > 0. Note that

V0 (Ve - O pu(€)e @ e 1!
for N > n —2m + 3. The claim follows as above. Convergence of the s derivatives of hj . follow
similarly. ([

We conclude that for f € S

lenef( 2|k|2m 1/ /n _Z‘k‘t/Qh o (y)f(z —y+tw)dydt,

72‘k‘2m T
and for all z € R™
7

. m - X itlkl)2 . m
Ji TA@) = gy [ 2 [ e -y ) dy o= T )

Following the notation of [24], for € > 0, let

G.f = / T f(k,-)dk, Gof = T f(k,-)dk

]Rn
Note that

(12) G f(z) = /2|k|2m 1/ / e M2h, o (y)f(k,x—y + tw) dy dt k.
]Rn n 2‘k‘m

Passing to polar coordinates, k = sw, and changing the order of integration, we have

/ / e(t,w, ) dt dw,
Snl
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where

Fé(t,w,x):/ eTist/2gn=2mp ek fsw, ) (z + tw) ds.
0 ’2s2m—

Also note that Gg f satisfies the same formula with Fy replacing F.

Lemma 2.3. Let € >0 and f(k,z) € S(RY,S(RY)). For alln >2m+1 and 1 < p < oo, we have

yn—2m dk
e I ZHD bl

Forn=2m+ 1, we have

)4 dk
IGflo < Co [ () min(1, ) 2Z||D bl e

Moreover, G.f — Gof in LP as e — 0T.

Proof. Note that

o0

o0
[Felt w, @) N/ "7 [ sup hsw,el £ [1.f (5w, ) [ 0 dSS/ "7 f(sw, ) o ds.
0 € 0

For ¢t > 1, and n > 2m + 1, we integrate by parts twice in the s integral to obtain

1 > o
Bt S5 [ [ 10 R ()~ y ) dsdy,
n 0 s

Let Hoo(y) = |Supesg j—o.1,2 502y, < (y)|. Using this we obtain the bound

T9g2m—1

|F(tw:v|~t2// V2 TEm2 L (y Z‘@J (sw,z —y + tw)| ds dy

2
/ / H,(y "_27"2‘8§f(sw,:v—y+tw)|dsdy.

Jj=0

By Lemma 2.2] |Hsy||rr < 1, therefore uniformly in ¢ and w, we have

SR e N
HFE@,W,:C)H%gW/O (s S (|62 (5w, |

j=0
which implies the claim for G f when n > 2m + 1. The convergence of G f to Gof in LP also follows
by applying the same argument with hy, e — hg replacing hy, o and using dominated
?252m— ’252m—

convergence theorem.

We now consider the case n = 2m + 1. For ¢ > 1, after an integration by parts, we have

2t [ _.
F.(t,w,x) = —?Z e 720, [shy, % f(sw, ) (z + tw)] ds.

0 1 og2m—
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We cannot integrate by parts again to gain another power of ¢ in this case. Therefore we utilize the

identity (with K(s) = 0s[shy, e * f(sw,-)(z + tw)])

252

0o ) 1 27/t ) 1 0o )
/ e 2K (s)ds = 3 / e 2K (s)ds + 3 / eI HIT Y2 (5 4+ 21 /t) — K (s)]ds.
0 0 0

This implies that

H /00 eiiSt/2K(s)ds’
0

27/t 0o . s
| IR @ azds + [ 2w/l + 1K) ([

<

~

L

427/t %
10K 0)]| o) " ds

1 1 [ 1/2 1/2
St sup [K(s)| gy +t / [ _sw K@) [ s 10,K(p)]ee] " ds.
0

0<s<1 s<p<s+1 s<p<s
Note that
1K (o)l 2 < (o) (ILf (pw, 2w + (185 f (0w, )| )

10,5 (p)|| 1 < (o) min(L, p) = (ILf (ow, Mze + 105 f (pw, M|zo + 195 f (pw, )| r).

Therefore,
00 ) . 0o . 2 )
H/ eﬂSt/QK(s)ds‘ N / (s)min(1l,s)"% sup Z 95 f(pw, )| Leds.
0 LY 0 s<p<s+1j:0

Noting that, for s < p < s+1
2 _ 2 _ s+1 3 )
S 1070 llr < 310 (s o+ [ D 10 ()
§=0 j=0 s =0
and applying Fubini’s theorem yield the claim bounding G, in LP. Convergence in LP follows similarly.

d

We now return to the operator Z; defined in (I0)). For fixed ki, ...ks_1, the inner most integral is
Ge, fr, where fi, (ks x) = e¢* %K (ky, ko, ..., ks)f(z). By Lemma[Z3, it converges to Gofy, in LP

for f € S. Using Lemma 2.3, we also take e;_1,...,e; — 0" to obtain

(13) ZJf(x):/nT,;?{/nTg{---/nTgﬁJ ko}---}dkg}dkl.

We rewrite the inner most integral using (I2)) (with e = 0) as

(14)  Gofr, (@)

¢ > 71'& kg (x— w
:/ 2|kJ|2m_1/ / e e, ()R I ON K (k) fe—yataws) dyyg dtg dig
]Rn O n

oo co . n—2m
18 Csgty s
= / / / / JTez#ﬂsw'(m_y)hs‘,w WKk, ..., s5wy) f(x—ys+tywys)dsydtydyydwy.
0o Jsn-1Jrn Jo
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Letting t; + 2wy - (x — yy) — —tg, we have
i —2w - (z—ys)
1) = 5/ / / Fy(ki, - ky—1,t5,y7,wi)f(T =7 +tjwy)dtydyydw;,
Snfl n — 00
where T =2 — 2wy (z - wy) and

JtJ

FJ(kla---akJ—latJayJan):/ st T by (ya) Ky (ky e ko1, s5wy) dsy.
0

Now, using ([I2)) (with e = 0) we rewrite the integral in k;_; in ([I3)) to obtain

1

2
1 = <§> / / Fy 1 f(@—~y-1)dtydyydwydtj_1dyy_1dwy_1,
Sn=1xR"x(0,00) J S~ I XR" X (—00,07-1)

where for j =1,...,J — 1,

J—1 J-1
V=T =g+ Y ge— e, 05 = 2wy (x—ys— > (Ye + tewr)),
=3 l=j
and
Fr1=Fj_1(ki,....kj_o,ty—1,wyi—1,y5-1,t5,wrs,y7)

J
. om0t
= I 72 e  hayu, () Ky (B, - b2, 51wy 1, sgw.) dsg dsy 1.
(0,00)2 ;271
=

Continuing in this manner we have

1

ZJf(:E) = (—)J / / Ff(f - ’Yl)dtjdy,]dWJ s ~dt1dy1dw1,
2 (Snfl XR"X(O,OO))J71 Sn—1 XR"X(*O0,0’l)

where

F= F(tlawlaylu"'utJanuyJ)

J

et

= / [5?727”6_1 ER hs;w; (yj)} Kj(s1wi,...,s8jwy)dsy---dsy.
(0,00)7 j=1

Taking the absolute values and then extending the integrals in ¢;, 7 =1,2,...,J to R, we have

|ZJf(!E)|S/(S - R)’|F(tlawluy17---utJaWJayJ)Hf(f_'71)|dtdedeJ"'dtldyldwb
n—1xR" XR)-

Therefore, by Minkowski’s integral inequality and noting that © — T is an isometry), we have

1Z5fllLe SNFLrsn1xrrxryny | fll e

The following lemma finishes the proof of LP boundedness of 7.

11
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Lemma 2.4. For2m < n < 4m — 1, we have
4m+1—n
IF Nl ((sn-txrnxmyry < CTNCY 2 TV,

forn=4m — 1, we have

IE Nl ((sn-1xznsmyry < C7I(@) V(04

forn>4m—1 and o > ”7;2{”, we have

IF N Ligsn-1xmnxiyy < CTIIF((@) VI s

Ln—2m

Here C' depends on m,m and the actual values of + signs.
Proof. We write F as a sum of 27 operators of the form (for each subset J of {1,2,...,J})
Fj(tlawlaylv .. -,tJ,WvaJ) = F(tlawlaylv .. -,tJ,WJayJ)[ H X(yj)} [ H i(yj)]
jeJ J¢T
It suffices to prove that each F7 satisfies the claim.

Fix r > 2 and é + % = 1. By Hausdorff-Young inequality, we have

J

{/(0100)‘, [ H s?_thsjwj (y])] 4y

j=1

I1E7 | L (sm-1 xRy Lr(®7Y S/
(Sn—1xRn)7

1/q ~ .
|Ky(s1w1s -0y sgwy)|%dst ... dSJ} [ H X(yj)] [ H X(yj)]dydw.
JjeT JigT

Note that, by the proof of Lemma [Z2] above (for 0 < ¢ < 1)

[seo ()] S 8" min((s[y) ™", (sly) ™) < x(@)lyl 708 + X(w)ly 7070
Since x(y)|y|~"*? € L' and X(y)|y| "% € L! for any § > 0, we can bound the norm above by
! (n—2m+46) ! (n—2m—34) 1/q
/ {/ [Hsj qHHsj q]|KJ(51W1,...,SJCUJ)|qd§:| da.
(sn=1)7 2J(0,00)7 o7 ieT

By Holder in w; integrals we conclude that

J J
(15) ”FHLI(S”*l xR L7 (R7) ,S [/ [ H |kj|(n—2m+5)Q—n+l} [ H |kj|(n—2m—5)Q—n+l} %
]Rn] ]EJ ]gj

v
[y (b o) ] ‘

Similarly, (here o;; = 0 or 1 independently)

||t(111 .. t?JFjHLI(Sn—lXRn)JLr(RJ) 5

[— -

J
o ..M H (772 hs w0, (7)) X

Jj=1
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1/4q - L
|Kj(s1w1, .-, sqwy)|%dsy ... dSJj| [ H X(yj)] [ H x(yj)]dydw.
jeTg J¢€T

Since Oshg, satisfies the same bounds as %hm, proceeding as above, we obtain the estimate

87" -t Frllpsn-1xrmysnrwsy S [/ : [H |k | (P m2mA et | H [fej | m2m=0am ] o
" jeg igT

! a; o q 1/q
} [TV + ki) K s (k. .,k(])’ dk; .. .ko} :
=1
Using Hardy’s inequality, this implies that

(16) ||t?l -~-t?]FJHLl(Sn*lan)JLT(RJ) < {/ ] [ H |kj|(n—2m+5)Q—n+1] [ H |kj|(n—2m—5)Q—n+1} «
" jeg igT

J
@ q 1/q
’Hvk;KJ(kl,...,kJ)’ dkl...diw} .
j=1
Let 2m < n < 4m — 1. Applying (&) with 0 < § < 1 and ¢ = r = 2, we obtain
||FJH%1(S7171XRn)JLQ(RJ) ,S / ; [ H |kj|nf4m+1+25] [ H |kj|n74m+1726} |KJ(I€1, e kJ)|2dk
R jeg i€
Note that by Hardy’s inequality the integral in k; is bounded by

4m—1—n

4dm—1—n - 4dm—1—n
/ 1Dk, |7 F 0V (kyoy — k) Py S 1) 7 2V S IGO0V )| 2.

Repeated application of this inequality yields

4m—1—n

1E7 |l r(sn-1xmmyrrz@ry S N1C)° 2 V().

Similarly, applying ([[8) with r = ¢ =2 and 0 < § < 1 yield

dm—1—n

65 .. 57 Frllpisn-1xrmyrrz@sy S (02T 2 VL.

Writing
J

[Ta+ih=" > k.5,

Jj=1 aig,...,ag€{0,1}

these inequalities imply with that

4dm—1—n

J
|| H<tj>FHL1(Sn*1an)JLQ(]RJ) 5 ||<>2+ 2 +6V(')”i27
=1

which by multilinear complex interpolation leads to

dm—1—n

J
1
H H<tj>2+F‘7HL1(Snfl xRn)7 L2(RY) /S ||<>1+ 2 +6+V(')”£2.
j=1

This proves the claim for n < 4m — 1 by Cauchy-Schwarz in ¢ integrals.
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For n =4m — 1, with ¢ = 2—, r = 24, (&) implies

J
||Fj||i?(S7l—1XR71)JL2+(RJ) 5 /RnJ [ H |kj|0_} |K,](k1, ey kJ)|2_dk1 ...dky.
J¢T

By Hardy’s inequality, the integral in k; is

2

5/}|D1w|0+}—(V(')€ik"’1')(kJ)ﬁ_ko 5/’-F(<'>O+V(')€ik"’l')(kJ)} dky

2=

2

S/]}'(<.>0+V(.))(kJ)]2_ko < |:/<kJ>O+‘]:(<'>O+V('))(kj)’2dkjj|

S IOVl
Repeating the same argument in the remaining variables yield
1F7 | i (sn=1xmnys 2+ oy S 1)Vl 0+

Similar modifications in the other inequalities imply the claim in this case.

n—1-4 _ n—1—
n—2m |

When n > 4m — 1, we apply the inequalities with 0 < § < 1 and g = 56 to obtain

2m—1—

1/q
IEg Ly (sn—1xmmy Lr w7y S [/ ) LT 15510 (K s )| PRy ~--ko} SIFOVEDILa-
TN,

Similarly, we obtain

16" - 57 Pl o sn-txrmyr ey S IFCYFV )L,

which implies that

n—2m

J
. < 24 J
H]‘1:Il<tJ>FJHL1(Sn,1XRn)‘,L% oy SIFER VI s

n—2m )

Interpolating the two bounds we obtain (with o > =%

J
\O < 20 J
LT Pl g g, S IF UV

which implies the claim by Holder’s inequality in ¢ integrals.

O

Keeping track of the relationship between ¢, r, o and § in the proof above leads to the statement in

Theorem 2.1
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3. Low ENERGIES: ODD DIMENSIONS

Throughout this section we consider odd dimensions n, as the Schrodinger resolvent has a closed
form representation, (@), that is entire. We prove that the wave operators are bounded on the range
1 < p < o for odd n. We show in Section [0l how to adapt the arguments here to account for the
logarithmic singularities present in even dimensions. Further, in Section [4] we show that for odd n it
is possible to capture boundedness on the endpoints of p = 1, cc.

Having controlled the contribution of the Born series terms to (6), to establish the claim of Theo-
rem we need to show the boundedness of the tail of the Born series in (7). Noting that spectral
localization, multiplying by the cut-off x()\) in (6] is bounded on L?, we need only control the contri-
bution of

ST TR VRS — Ry () d
0
With v = |V|2, U(z) = 1if V(2) > 0 and U(z) = —1if V(z) < 0, we define M+ (\) = U+vRF (A2™)w.

We also define w(x) = U(x)v(z). Using the symmetric resolvent identity, one has
Ry (AP™) = Ry (A )uM T (N) "M,
which is valid in a sufficiently small neighborhood of A = 0. We show

Proposition 3.1. Let n > 2m be odd. If |V(x)| < (x)=? for some B3 > n + 2, then the operator
defined by
—= [ XOONTTIRG (M ()T R — Ry (P d
T Jo

extends to a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo.
We utilize the representation of the m!” order resolvent frequently.

Lemma 3.2. Let n > 2m be odd. Then, we have the following representation of the free resolvent

+\2m ei>\|y—u\
Ry (A" (y, u) F(Ay — ul).

~ly—ufr

Here [FM) ()| < (r)™s —2m=N_ N =0,1,2

g Ly 2y e

Proof. By the splitting identity, and (Bl we have

ROy, w) = s [REO2) ) + 3w (e?) 0. )
=1

m—1 1
(w2 — —u 3
Peca (O =)+ 3 e8P (o Ay — ul)
=1

ei)“y_ul

- mA2m72|y _ u|n72 [
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Here Pg(s) indicates a polynomial of degree k in s, the exact coefficients are not important. Therefore,

1 _ 3 (r)
. z(w )r —. g—
F(r)= 7’”’”“27”_2 Pn a(r) + Z wee e P 3( Wy 7”)] — p2me2

Note that g is entire and bounded by a constant multiple of (r) "2 on the positive real line. Moreover,

O g(r)] < ()=

~

Proposition 2.4 in [9], the resolvent is bounded in £ as |¢| — 0 and has a series expansion in |¢| |y — u]

near £ = 0. This implies that g has a zero of degree > 2m — 2 at 0, which implies the first claim. O

To prove Proposition Bl we need to understand the operator M (\)~!. By the assumption that
zero energy is regular, M+ (\)~! is a bounded operator. To show this, we use the following low energy

bounds on the resolvent.

Lemma 3.3. Let n > 2m be odd. We have the following bounds on the derivatives of the resolvent.
For k=1,2,..., we have

sup [N TR (A (@, y)| S lo =y 4 o - ylh ),
0<AK1

Proof. In all cases we use the expansions in Lemma By the product and chain rules, we have

- |z—y|
— ak—éei)\ r—y 8EF()\|:1: _ |)
|$_y| 2 ;< > )( A Y )

| |2m n+kz )\|£E—y

|05 Ro(N*™) (2, y)| =

n+1 —2m

=y N —y)

From here, it follows that

>n+1 2m'

NI RO(A™) ()| £ A o — yMF2 T (M —
When Az —y| < 1, we cannot use the terms in the bracket, but instead rearrange to see
XNz = yD[NTTRRo(A™) (2, 9)| £ x(Na =y (Alz = y)*Ha — P77 < o — yPmrm,
Here we used that k —1 > 0. When Az — y| > 1, we have
Ko = y) [N AR(A™) (@, )| S X\ w — yl) Az — g1 7255 [z — g2,

< 0 hence the first term is bounded by one and we

Here we consider cases, either £k — 1 — 2m + "TH

have the bound |z — y|**>™~". On the other hand, if k — 1 — 2m + %L > 0 we bound by
- 1 omy il _(n=1
X(Alz =y A1 725 g — 22,

Since the exponent on A is non-negative, taking the supremum on 0 < A < 1 yields the bound of
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To control the low energy, we define the following terms. First, we define an operator T': L? — L?
with integral kernel T'(-, -) to be absolutely bounded if the operator with kernel |T'(+, )| is also bounded
on L2. Further, we define the operator

Ty == U +vR{ (0)v = M*(0).

Here v = V|2 and V = vw, recall that |w| = v. By the assumption that zero energy is regular, Tp is
invertible.
The bounds in Lemma [B.3] imply that the operator Ry with kernel
(17) Ri(a,y) = v(z)v(y) sup [N*TIRRo(A*™)(z,y)|
0<A<1

is bounded on L?(R?) for 1 < k < 2L provided that |V ()| < (x)~” for some 8 > n + 2. We note
that when n is large compared to m, we identify |z — y|>™ ™1™ as a multiple of the fractional integral
operator o, .1 : L% — L?77 see Propositions 3.2 and 3.3 in [13] for example. Using the decay

g, to apply the Propositions in [I3] and establish

of v(z)v(y) suffices when identifying ¢ = o’ =
boundedness on L2.
Note that by a Neumann series expansion and the invertibility of T, we have
(MO =) (DR BT
k=0
where E(A\) = v[R§ (A\2™) — Rg (0)]v for 0 < A < Ag. By (1) and the mean value theorem we have
Eo(z,y) = sup [EQA)(z,y)] S doBr(z,y)
0< A< Ao
is a bounded operator on L? with norm < ). Therefore,
Lo(z,y) == sup |[MF(N)] ™" (z,9)|
0<A< Ao
is bounded on L? for sufficiently small Ao.
Similarly, note that by the resolvent identity the operator AN [M*())]~! is a linear combination

of operators of the form
J
MFITHT (o RE Aol (],
j=1
where ) k; = N and each k; > 1. Therefore using (7)) we see that
(18) In(z,y) = sup AV|OY [MT (V)] (2, y)l
0<A< Ao

is bounded in L? for N =0,1,..., "T“ provided that $ > n + 2. Further, for N > 1 we may replace

AN with AN—1, and the operator remains bounded on L2. This bound suffices for n < 4m, odd.
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However, for odd n > 4m we need to modify the approach to account for the fact that |z — -|*™~" is

no longer locally L?(R™). We iterate the Born series further and utilize the following
(19) AN, 21, 22) = [(RE(N™V) "R (NP™)] (21, 22).

By repeated iterations of Lemma using the representation of Lemma [3.2] each iteration of the
resolvent smooths out 2m power of the singularity. Selecting x large enough ensures that A is bounded.

That is, we have

_nt3_
2

Lemma 3.4. Fiz oddn > 4m. If k € N is sufficiently large depending onn,m and |V (z)| < (z) ,
then

sup [OXA(N, 21, 22)| S (21)(22),
0<A<1

n+1
for()gﬂg%.

We will prove this lemma at the end of this section. We say an operator K is admissible if its

integral kernel K (z,y) satisfies

sup/ | K (z,y)|dy + sup/ | K (z,y)|dx < co.
z€R" JRn y€R? JRn

By the Schur test, an admissible operator is bounded on L? for all 1 < p < oco.

By iterating the Born series sufficiently many times it suffices to prove that the operator with kernel
/O AT )RE BV ANM T (A VRT (A7) (2, ) d.
is bounded on LP, 1 < p < co. Letting (recall that |w| = v)
' = wANvM T A\)vAN\)w,

and using Lemma B4 and (I8) we see that I' satisfies

20) Pley) = swp  sup  [NOET(N)(w0)] £ (o) 3 ()%,
O<>\<)\00SkSnT+l

provided that 8 > n + 2. Hence, Proposition B.1lis a consequence of the following bound.

Lemma 3.5. Fiz n odd and let T be a A\ dependent absolutely bounded operator. Let

D(z,y) = sup  sup |NOKT(N)(z,y)].
0<A<A0 << 2L

For 2m < n < 4m assume that T is bounded on L?, and for n > 4m assume that r satisfies (20).

Then the operator with kernel
Klag) = [ xR U RE (P LR (047, )dA
0

is bounded on LP for 1 < p < oo provided that B > n.
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Proof. Using the representation in Lemma B2 with r; = |x — 21| and ry := |22 — y| we have

(21)  K(z,y) = / % / ey (NN TIT (M) (21, 20) F(Ary ) F (Arg)dAdz1 dzs.
R2n Tl T2 0

Using the bounds in Lemma 3.2 ([20), and the assumption 8 > n, we bound the A-integral above by

- 1 )\2m—1
22 I'(z, 2 / — —d\.
22 (G1o22) |y Em B (o

Also note that by integrating by parts N < "T'H times in A when A|ry — r3| > 1 and using ([22)) when

Alr1 — 72| < 1, and recalling the bounds for the derivatives of F, we obtain

T 2m—1
23)  |K(z.9) < / vz, 22)0(z2) / AN —ddzdes.
Rm Ty Ty 0 (A(r1 — )N (Ar1)2m= 2 (Arg)?m= "2

Note that there are no boundary terms here since we include the cutoff X (A(r; —r2)) in the integration
by parts argument above. Also note that we can choose N depending on z1, z5. We write
4
y) =y K;(x,y)
j=1
where the integrand in K7 is restricted to the set r1,72 < 1, in K5 to the set 1 = 79 > 1, in K3 to
the set 7o > (r1), in K4 to the set r1 > (rq).
Note that K is admissible using (23]) with N = 0: For n < 4m we have

(a1, z2)o) _—
Jua@uies [ TR dedadzs < o)y P el Pl ol S 1,
R2n Jri<1 o T )

provided that 8 > n. For n > 4m, we instead have

/|K1 x,y)|dx </ / e T 12>2m dxdz1dzo
R2n Jri<1

S s a1 Ny =P [ 1607 e S,

uniformly in y. The y-integrals can be estimated similarly.

Similarly K> is admissible using (23] with N = 2: For n < 4m we have

()T (21, 22)v(22) [ Azt
| K2 (z,y)|dx </ / — ——dMdzdz1dz
/ R2n Jry a1 ry o (Alr1 —r2))2(Arq)dm—n-1

AQm 1 4m n—1
</ (21> Z1 22 ZQ / / d/\drldzleQ
R2n ’ riAore 1 7'1 — 7‘2 <)\7a1>4m n—1

- )\n—2m—ln4m—n—l
= 'U(Zl)F(Zl,ZQ)'U(ZQ)/ / ——dndMdz1dzs <1,
~/]R2" 0 Jymarssa (M — Arg)?(n)dm—n-l

provided that 8 > n. When n > 4m we bound the last integral by

/ / / )\n—2m—1774m—n—1
Zl -n- —— dnd)\dzleQ
o perrs 1= AT
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00 )\71—2m—1d,,7 )\2m—2d77

1
< z—"—z—"—/ / 7+/ A D derdzs S 1
/Rzﬁ A T A v vl SN ey vy d L L

The y-integrals can be estimated similarly.
We will prove that K3 and K4 are bounded in L? for 1 < p < oco. By symmetry we will only
consider K3. By using ([23]) with N = ”TH we have the bound

v(21) (21, 22)v(z L A2m=1()\p )55 —2m
(24) Kool 5 [ <;%gn;ng>2 o) [P i

When n < 4m, we bound this by

1 2m—1
|K3(:c,y)|§/ v(21)F(21,z2)v(zz)/ <)\ L ez,
0

R2n r?72mrgf2m )\T2>2
5/ v(zl)F(zl;Z_zQZ(zz)log(T2)dzle2 5/ U(zl)F(lezz)U(Zi)Jr de1dz,
R2n ey r2n 7)) P (1)

By Holder we have

/ ’U(Zl)f(Zl,ZQ)’U(ZQ)n de1den
R27 |:p — zl|"*2m<;17 — Zl>;_ Lp

Kz, y)f(y)dy|| S fllee
I/ I,

When |z — 21| > 1 the bound is easy by Minkowski integral inequality. Similarly, when |z — 21| < 1

and p < —%—. When |z — 21| < 1 and p > 45— we estimate the integral by

<£C>_'6/2/ F(ZluZ?)X\zfz1|<lv(22)d21d22
R2n

|.I _ Zl|n72m

SITlzs e ollzzlllzaP™ s, (@) 72 S (2) P2 € L2,

B(0,1)

provided that 8/2 > 2, which holds if 8 > n.
For n > 4m, we bound the Mintegral in ([24]) by

1 2m—1 1 n=1_9om nTH72m n;»l _om
A A 1
/ 72‘1)‘""/ - 2:11 dA S ng(:f) + h 2m

0 (Arg)?m 0 r2 r2 2

Therefore,
e —n_T log(r2) 1
| Ks(z,y)| S (z1) (22) [ e+ :|le6122.
R2n T T9 T P} Tg

This can be bounded as above considering the cases |z — z1| > 1 and |z — 21| < 1 separately. O

We now complete the proof of Proposition 3.1 by proving Lemma [3.4

Proof of Lemma[3.4) Using Lemma 3.2 we note that when A < 1 we have (with up = 21 and w1 =

22)

(25)

a5 ( ﬁ Ro(AN*™) (uj—1,u;)V (1) Ro(A*™) (s, 22)> ’
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o <ei)\ S gy~ ﬁ F(Auj—1 —u;)V(u)) F(Auw — unia]) ) ‘

j=1 |U_j—1 - ’u,j|n—2m |uN — un+1|n—2m
1 - p—
< (’i |'LL —u |f) ﬁ <’U,j_1 _ uj>7l;1 2m|V(u])| <uN _ un+1>n;1 om
~ it ’ . . n—2m — —2m
g=1 =1 w1 = u;] [t — U1

We only consider the case when j = k + 1 in the first sum above; the other cases boils down to this

case. We need to bound

ntl ntl
/ H (g1 =) P2V ()] G = )
N K
=1 |uj_1 - ’U,jl"_2m |uN — un+1|n—2m—€
Note that for a =1, ..., |n/2m] — 1, we have
<UO — u>nT+1*2ma 7717“7 <U _ u1>nT+1*2md < <u0 _ ul>"T+172m(a+1)
lup — uln—2me w [ —ug|2m S Ty — g r2matD)

namely the power of the singularity decreases by 2m but the decay rate does not change. To see this

inequality consider the cases |ug — u| < 1, Jug — u| > 1 separately and same for |u — uz|. Also note

_n—1

that if @ > |n/2m] , then the bound is (ug —u1)~ 2 .

Using this bound in wq, ..., usx—1 integrals, and assuming « is large, we obtain the bound

/(uo — u,{>_n771 <u;<>_nT+3_ (b = Uiy

Thisis <1if£=0,1,..., "T’l Ife = "TH, then the bound is (ux41).

If j # 1,k + 1, we start integrating from the farther end to the jth term and obtain the bound
SL O

4. Low ENERGY: ENDPOINT ESTIMATES IN ODD DIMENSIONS

In this section we prove that the low energy portion of the wave operators in odd dimensions is
bounded at the endpoint values of p = 1, c0. The proof relies on the explicit closed form representation

of the odd dimensional resolvents. Namely, we show

Proposition 4.1. Let n > 2m be odd. If |V(x)| < (x)=? for some B3 > n + 4, then the operator
defined by
L AT TIRE (A2 M ()[R — Ry J(A2™) dA

™ Jo

extends to a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < 0.

Unlike Proposition 3.}, this proposition relies on a detailed analysis of the cancellation in R(J)r -Ry -

We start with the following
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Lemma 4.2. Let n > 2m be odd. We have
[Rg (F*™) = Ry (AF™)] (g, w) = X" ~> " F(ly — ul),
where F is an entire function satisfying
IF(r)| S ()29, reR.

Proof. By the splitting identity (@) and the explicit form of the odd dimensional Schrédinger resolvent,

we may write:

(R = RoJN*™)(y,u) = [Rg — Ry J(3)(y,u)

HQA%n72
eMv=uPys (Ny — ul) — e" 74 Pas (= Ay — ul)

::An72
(Aly —uf)"=2

Here Pan3 (r) is a polynomial of order ”T*P’ whose coefficients may be computed exactly. We identify

- € Pn_s(r) — e " Pa_s(—r
Fy = P ()

rn—2
For r > 1 the bounds and are clear. For 0 < r < 1, a careful Taylor series expansion as in [16] [10]

shows that for ¢; € R,

RE(N?)(y,
o ( )(l)/u =co+ar(My —ul) + Ny —u))?+ -+ sy —u))" >

(Aly —ul)"=2

+ Y (oo (FiMy — ul)? + o1 (Aly — u)?HH).

. n—2
J="3

From which we deduce, for 0 <r < 1,
EXT):2§£:2ﬁQj+n,2T%G
j=0

which suffices to prove the claim.

As in the previous section, the proposition follows from the following

Lemma 4.3. Fiz n odd and let T be a A dependent absolutely bounded operator. Let

Da,y) = sw [T @y + [0 (@ y)[+ s [N250 () (@, y)] ).
0<A<Ao 2<k<nEs

For 2m < n < 4m assume that T is bounded on L?, and for n > 4m assume that r satisfies (20).

Then the operator with kernel
Klag) = [ xR [RE (M)D(Ry = Ry (0™ a. )i
0

is admissible, and hence it is bounded on LP for 1 < p < oo provided that 5 > n.
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Note that the assumption on I' is stronger than the one in Lemma By a straightforward
modification of Lemma B.3] and Lemma [3.4] which requires 3 > n + 4, the operator I' = v M (\) 1w
satisfies the assumption for 2m < n < 4m. When n > 4m the operator I' = wA(A)vM 1 (A\)vA(N)w,

satisfies the hypotheses for sufficiently large x when n > 4m.

Proof of Lemma[{.3 We define K, ..., K4 as in the proof of Lemma and use the notation r; =
|x — 21|, o = |y — 22|. Since we already proved the admissibility of K7 and K», it remains to consider
K3 restricted to the region 79 > (r1) and K4 restricted to the region r1 > (ry). We first consider
K,. Using the splitting identity for the resolvent on the left and Lemma on the right, we write
the kernel of K4 as follows (ignoring constants):

m—1

(26) Ky(z,y) = wy X
(=

w2 ar 1/2
/ 0(21)v(22) Xy > (o) /Ooe ‘ AanT*(Wz AT1)
R2n 0

,r,;z—2 )\2m72

XA IT(N) (21, 22) A"~ 2 F(Arg)dAdz dzs.

Here iw;/ ? has nonpositive real part and P.—s is a polynomial of degree "7_3 Therefore it suffices to
2

prove the admissibility of operators with kernel

n—2—j
Tl J 0

Kigloy) = [ EIENR) [ oy (st m ) s, 20) FArs s,
Rn

for 5 = 0,1,..., "T*B, le] = 1,R(c) < 0. This suffices to control all the terms that arise in the
polynomial and for different choices of ¢ in ([26). Integrating by parts in A integral j 4+ 3 times we

rewrite the lambda integral as

Jj+2

_ Z (%)éﬂaf [X()\))\"HﬂdmF(/\)ﬁ(/\W)] },\:0
£=0
+ (_—1)j+3 / T AT [ (XL ZRD () F(Ary)]d.
Cry 0

Note that the boundary terms are zero when £ < n+j+1—2m. Since n+j+1—2m > j + 2,
there is a nonzero boundary term, ¢ = j + 2, only when n = 2m + 1, and it is a constant multiple of

717 7°T(0)(21, 22). The contribution of this to Ky j is of the form

/ v(21)|T(0) (21, 22)[v(22) Xry 5.
]RZn

r2)
RN} ledZQ,
™1

which is admissible. We now consider the integral term. Ignoring the cases when the derivative hits

the smooth cutoff and using the bound for F in Lemma A2 we bound the integral by

/1 7‘%3 )\n+j+1*2mfj1|1"(jz)()\)|d)\'
0

i+3 EESWN
Ji+ietis=j+370 "1 (Ara)
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Here, ji1,72,73 > 0 and j1 < n+j+ 1 — 2m. Note that the condition on j; is relevant only when
n = 2m+ 1. Assume first that n > 2m + 3, so that n+1—2m+j > j+4. We bound the integral by

D(zi,22) ) / J+3)\J+4 PN STz, 2y
0

Jitj2+iz=j+3 L1
whose contribution to Ky ; is admissible. When n = 2m + 1, either j, > 1 or j3 > 1. In both cases

we can bound the integral by

T
F(Zl, 22) Z / J+3 /\J+2 J1—(J2+iz—1) d)\ < F(Zl, 22) <J42r>3 ,
Jitj2+iz=j+3 "

which has admissible contribution to K4 ;. Hence, we conclude that the operator Ky is admissible.

We now consider K3. Writing

)\2n11 2 [R+()‘2) 0 ()\2)] (22,9)

_ 1 [
- )\2m72T;1—2

[RE ™) = Ry (2722, ) =
ei)\rg PnT—'a ()\7”2) _ €7i>\r2 PnT73 (—)\Tg)} 5

and using Lemma for the resolvent on the left, it suffices to prove the admissibility of kernels of

the form
Ky j(2,y) =
V(21)0(22) Xro> (r . o .
/ B | [ = 1y e NI T F O A e
R2n ’f‘l ’]"2 0
for 5 =0,1,..., ”ng In contrast to K, ; there is decay in both r; and r; present. Integrating by

parts in A integral j + 3 times we rewrite the lambda integral as

Jj+2

D [ B e N G I AN EV NI N

r1+ T2 ry— T2

—1)J+3 = i I+ iA(ri+r2) _(_1)J i g+3 iX(r1—r2) | 9i+3 j+1
+(~1) /0 [(Tl+r2) eMritr) (1) (Tl_m) NP 9 [ (N HID ()P (Ary)]dA.

Once again, many of the boundary terms are zero. The only nonzero boundary terms occur when
£=j4+1or j+2. When {=j+ 2, it is of the form
[ — (1 e | [T E ()],
(r1 4 19)7+3 (ry — rg)it3 0
We can bound the magnitude of this by 7, 4 _3<r1>f(zl, z2), whose contribution to K3 ; is admissible
as before. On the other hand, we need to utilize cancellation for £ = j + 1 to see
1 , 1 ‘ 1 1 (—1)%+2 r1

S R VRS W O SN S ol
(r1 +7r2)7+2 )(7”1—7”2)JJr2 rp PP+ )72 (1= fL)ar2 [ s

Hence we may bound it’s contribution by 573 (r1)['(z1, z5) as well.
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Using the bounds for F' in Lemma [3:2] we bound the integral term by (ignoring the cases when the
derivative hits the cutoff)

'I"{:i 1 i+1—j ( . ) 1
> = / NI (V) —d,
vtiatis=i+3 "2 0 {Arg)*m="2

Here ji1, 72,73 > 0 and j; < j+ 1. We consider the cases jo = 0,1 and j; > 2 seperately. In the former
case, we bound the sum by
J3 MFl-a

1
~ 7‘1
(21, 22) Z 743 /O () 2m— 2524 dA

JH2<1+is<j+3 12

When r; <

~

1, this is bounded by r;jfgf(zl,z“g) whose contribution to K3 ; is admissible. When
r1 > 1, it is bounded by

n+1

e . s 5= —2m

_ ’f‘{?’ J—=2+j1  pm ng-i—l J1 < 1472

F(Zlu 22) E j+3 2m— n+1+j3 dn ~ F(Zlu Z?) i+3 3
Jt2<iitis<j+s 2 o (m : "2

—n

here using the power of 77" in Kj ;, this contribution to K3 ; is admissible. In the latter case, we

have the bound

J+3

- e 1 o 1
I'(z1, 2 L / DAt f R L )
( 1 2) Z Z +3 0 <)\T1>2m_n7+1+j3

J
Jj2=2j1+j3=j+3—j2 ' 2

J+3 1
- 1 e - o
ST (21, 22) E E j+3/ NH3=h=i2=0s g\ < Tz, 29)r5 7 2,
0

Ja=2 j1+js=j+3—ja | 2

which has admissible contribution. O

5. HiIGH ENERGY: ODD DIMENSIONS

Since we can control the contribution of the Born series to arbitrary length, we need only consider

the tail of the series in () and show that
XNIRGVIVRE(VRS) VRGN

extend to bounded operators on LP(R™) provided /¢ is sufficiently large. To do this, we invoke the
limiting absorption principle established in [9]. In all cases we assume there are no positive eigenvalues

of H.

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 3.9 in [9]). For k =0,1,2,3..., let |V (z)| < (x)7? for some B > 2 + 2k,

then for s,s' > k+ 3 Rgf) (2) € B(s,—s") is continuous for z > 0. Furthermore, we have

IR ()| ey s S [2] 7 OHE),
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Note that, in particular, these bounds hold for the free resolvent. We now collect some useful

bounds on the free resolvent on high energy, when A 2 1. To do, we define

eii)\(\m—z\—\w\)

GEN, 2) = eFAIRG(AZ) (2, 2) = WF(M:C —yl)
Following the bounds of Lemma and using A = 1, we see that
~ n 1 1
(27) OSROGE A 2| S AT 727 (=) 5 + = ),
|z — 2" g — "
n 1 1
28 ARV REN < AT
(28) [OX XN Ry (A7) (z, 9)]| S A2 m gt T W=

We utilize the following fact. It may be viewed as an extension of Lemma 3.1 in [2§] and Lemma 2.1

in [I2] to higher dimensions.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that K is an integral operator whose kernel obeys the pointwise bounds
1
n—1 n-1 ntl  °
(@)= ()= (|| = y[) ="

Then K is a bounded operator on LP(R™) for 1 <p<oo ife >0, and on 1 <p < oo if e =0.

(29) K (z,y) <

Proposition 5.3. We have the bound

(30) /0 ) XL R WPMV)HIRE WPV (RS (AP™)V) Ry (A7) (2, y) dA
1
S —1

n—17
(o] = lyh) =" (x) = (y) =
provided ¢ is sufficiently large, and |V (x)| < (x)~7 for some B > n +5. In particular, this kernel is

admissible and hence the tail extends to a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo.

Proof. We first establish the boundedness of the integral. We note that for o > 1 and ¢1 = [{%] +1

4m
we have

n—1
(y)™=
This follows using the representations (28)) with £ = 0 and Lemma repeatedly as in Lemma [3.4

(31) IVR) VR (™) (s y)llzee S

~

After £; = || + 1 iterations we arrive at a bound dominated by |z — zj|_(anl) which is locally

L*(R™) in z;. By Lemma [Tl

_ _(nzt 1
[[{z;) ﬁ|y—zj| 3 )HLM S ——
(y) =
provided that 8 > o + 5. Similarly,
A ("3 —2m)

(32) I(REV) (@, ) p2-e
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By repeated uses of Theorem 5.1l we see that
(33) I(REV)ERG (VRS2 (| 20y 2o S AZEFDOZ2M),

Let ¢ = £1 + {5, then combining (B1)), (32)) and B3] we see that

(34)

/ XL RG (WPMV)FIREN™)V (RS (A™M)V) R (™) () dA
0
- / KON RV @) s IREVIEREVR 2] aye oy
< NVRESVRE ™)) as s AN
< 1 __ /Oo A (nHl=dm)+ 20 )(1=2m) gy < '
y) T (z)=" (y) 2
By selecting ¢5 large enough, the A integral converges. To complete the proof, we use the functions

G* and integrate by parts "TH’ times. That is,
/0 X)NTHRE (WPMV)HIRE WPV (RS (AP™)V) Ry (A*™) (2, ) dA

_ / e—ik(|w|i|y|);(>\)>\2m—lg;-()\,Zl)(RBL(AQm)V)ZR‘J;(AQm)V(Rar()\Qm)V)ég;t(/\ZzeJrl) d\
0
n+3

(T N [T el g2 (203 -2mat O N (RE (A2MY
(i(|;v|j:|y|)) /0 Ox <x(A>A G (A ) (Rg A7)V

Ry (NF™)V (RS (NF™)V)EGE (), -)) dA.

By the limiting absorption principle and the support of Y (A), there are no boundary terms when
integrating by parts. To complete the argument, let k; € NU {0} be such that Y~ k; = 22, then the
contribution will be bounded by

1

T ) RN B (s 9 (RS (e

|03 [RS (AP™)V) 2 RE (X2 (VRS (A*™) 2] |83 (VRS (A*™) V([5G (A, )] | d.

Invoking the bounds in (28) and an argument similar to the first case shows that we have the bound

1 > ~ m—1— 2 3 m 1
W/O XN IR 082G (O V108 (R APV o g

103 RS (A" V) 2R (AP (VR (™)) 2]

1 1
||L2,—§—k4—_)L2,—§—k4—

O (VRS (A2 )2 V103G (A I 2.3 4+ A

< 1
~ nt3 n—1 n_1-
[l = lyl 7= () = (y) =
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We note that the decay rate of [V (z)] < (2)~("+5)~ is necessitated when all derivatives act on Ry
to apply the limiting absorption principle, Theorem Bl This suffices to control the other extreme
cases, when all derivatives act on a single free resolvent, then by [27), ([28) and [Z1] this decay rate
on V suffices to push forward decay in z or y respectively. Combining this with ([B34]) establishes the
desired bound. Invoking Lemma establishes the claim on LP boundedness.

O

By integrating by parts one less time, one obtains the following which requires less decay of the

potential but fails to capture the endpoints.
Corollary 5.4. We have the bound
(35) ‘ /O XL RG (WPMV)FIREN™)V (RS (A™)V) R (N, y) dA
< 1
Tl = [y @) ()

provided ( is sufficiently large and |V (z)| < (x)™P for some B > n + 3. In particular, this kernel

extends to a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo.

6. EVEN DIMENSIONS

In this section we show how the low and high energy results for the tail of the Born series in odd
dimensions proven in Sections Bl and fl may be applied to even dimensions. One requires minor modi-
fications to account for the logarithmic singularities of the resolvent. After developing an appropriate
representation of the free resolvent in Lemma [6.2] the arguments may be easily adapted.

First we sketch the argument for low energies. We will prove

Proposition 6.1. Let n > 2m be even. If |V (2)| < (x)77 for some B > n + 3, then the operator
defined by

- | XOONTTIRG (AP0 )R — Ry ) dA

extends to a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo.
We have the following representation for the even dimensional free resolvent.

Lemma 6.2. Let n > 2m be even. Then, we have the following representation of the free resolvent

RE(A2m B
0 ( )(yvu) - |y_u|n,2m ( |y_u|)
n+41
2

Here |[FMN (1) < (1) 22N N =0,1,2,...,2m — 1, and is valid for any N when r > 1, while
when r < 1 we have |[F?™)(r)| <log(r) and |[FM(r)| < 2™ N for N > 2m.
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Proof. To prove this we consider cases when Ay — u| < 1 and Ay — u| 2 1. We consider first the
second-order Schrodinger resolvent, which may be expressed in terms of the Bessel functions

n—2

)\ 2
) HL Ol - .

R-‘r )\2 _ 1

Unlike in odd dimensions, we do not have a closed form representation for the Hankel function of the

first kind H& (+). Following the approach in [I1], see also [16], for A|ly — u| < 1, we have a series of
2

the form

oo 1
YO8y, ) = M_Mn2§j§jqxw—u|(%kg@w—un+mf
0 k=0

J=

The constants aj,b;,c; may be computed explicitly. Of particular importance is that a; = 0 for

J < % — 2. Combining this with the splitting identity (@), we have

)_.

m—

co 1
Ra_(/\zm)(:% u) - m|y — ’U,|n 2)\2m—2 Z Z (&1 J+1 /\|y_u|)2j (a’j log()‘|y_u|)+aj log(w5)+bj)k'
=0 k=0 (=0

Using the fact that

m—1
Wit #£0 ifandonlyif j=km—1, k=1,2,...,
£=0

we may write (for M|y — u| < 1)

m—1

( > di(Aly —ul)¥ + Z d;j(Aly — ul)¥ (1 + dj, log(Aly — UI)))

j=0 Jj=m

1

R(J)r()\Qm)(yvu) = W

In particular, the first logarithm occurs at the term A?™. The claim on F for r < 1 follows since we

may write, for any choice of N

(ZdT2J+Zd I(1+ dj log(r )))+O(TN)

where the remainder may be differentiated arbitrarily many times.
The large argument expansion of the resolvent is the same from the Bessel functions, one has for
Ay —u| = 1 that

Oy = u) "+ 2
v —uf=

)\2—2mR6F()\2)(y7 U) — ei>\|y—u\

wy (Aly —ul),

where [0Fw, (r)] < r~2~F. The splitting identity (@) along with the exponential decay of the other
resolvents suffices to establish the claim.

O
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Lemma 6.3. Let n > 2m be even. We have the following bounds on the derivatives of the resolvent.

Fork=1,2,..., we have

— m m+1—n —(n2
sup [N TTRRo () (2, y)| S o — y P 4 o -y O
0<AL1

Proof. Since |0% F(r)| satisfies the same bounds as in the odd case for k < 2m — 1 and for r > 1, we

can assume that k > 2m and |z — y| < 1. We have
k
NTHAAR (NP (@, )| S AV Ha — g2 Y T IFO (A = y))]
=0

SNz — y[F2men 1 4 [log(Az — y))| + (Mz — y])*™ ]

< |x — y|1+2m—n[)\|ZE — y”k [(>\|:E _ y|>0— + (/\|:E _ y|)2m—k} < |I _ y|1+2m_n'

O

With this the invertibility of M (\) and the bounds on its derivatives follow by similar arguments
to the odd dimensional case, namely
(36) In(z,y) = sup AV[OY [MT (V)] (2, y)]

0<A<Xo
is bounded in L? for N = 0,1, ..., "T”, provided that 8 > n 4+ 3. This will suffice for n < 4m even.
For n > 4m even, we iterate the Born series and note that A()\, 21, 22) defined via ([9) satisfies a
slightly modified version of the claim of Lemma 3.4t
sup [NOSAQ, 21, 22)] S (1) F(22) 2,
0<A<1

for0 </ < ”T“ The inclusion of A’ power takes care of the singularity arising from the logarithm in

Lemma as in Lemma Therefore letting
' = wANvM T (A\)vAN\)w,

as above, we see that

(37) L(z,y):= sup  sup [MNATN)(z,y)| < ()%
0<A<A0 <k 2E2

N3
o~
<
~

|
w3
|

provided that 8 > n 4+ 3. The following variant of Lemma finishes the proof:

Lemma 6.4. Fizn > 2m even and let I' be a \ dependent absolutely bounded operator. Assume that

[(z,y):= sup sup |[AOFT(N)(z,y)]
0<A<A0 <k 2 F2

is bounded on L? for 2m < n < 4m and satisfies 1) for n > 4m. Then the operator with kernel

K(r,y) = / R RE (P YTuRy (2™, y)dA
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is bounded on LP for 1 < p < oo provided that 3 > n.
Proof. Writing

K(z,y) = / % / M=) (NAZPTID(A)F (Ar1 ) F (A )dAdz dzs,
R2n Tl T2 0

we see that the ) integral satisfies the bound ([22]):

/\mel

1
Ferz) [ —rdA
B122) | oy gy

We will use this for Alr; — ro| < 1 and integrate by parts N < "TH times otherwise. Note that by
n+1

Lemma [62] when Ar > 1 or when ¢ < 2m — 1, we have [0 F(Ar)| < (r)™2 ~2™. When Ar < 1 and

¢ > 2m, we once again have
INOSF(Ar)| < (Arn)(|Tog(Ar)| + (Ar)*™ ) S 1S (ar) 2 2,

Therefore, we obtain the following bound essentially identical to (23)):

- 1 2m—1
(38)  |K(z,y)| < / vz, 22)0(z2) / A d\dzdzs,
R2n T £ 0 (A(ry — o))V (Arq)2m == <)\7"2> mTTr

forall0 < N < "T”, noting N need not be an integer. The rest of the proof is identical to the proof
of Lemma B8 using (B8)) with N = 0 for K; with N =2 for Ky and N = "T'H for K5 and K. O

Proposition 6.5. We have the bound

‘ / NN RG APV FIRE APV (R (WW™)V) Ry (A*™) (2, ) dA

< 1
1 n—1"

T (el = 1y (@) T ()

provided £ is sufficiently large, and |V (x)| < (2)=7 for some B > n + 4. In particular, this kernel is

admissible and hence the tail extends to a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo.

This proof is essentially identical to the proof of Proposition [5.3lin the odd dimensional case. Here,
by Lemma [6.2] the bounds ([21) and (28]) hold, hence the proposition follows by integrating by parts

"TH times to invoke Lemma

7. INTEGRAL ESTIMATES AND PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

We now present the proofs of some technical lemmas that are used throughout the paper. For

completeness we provide a proof of Lemma
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Proof of Lemmal[522 We first consider the case when ¢ = 0, we decompose the integral into three
regions according to whether |z| > 2|y|, |z| < 3]y, or 1|y| < |z| < 2|y|. In the region where |z| ~ |y],

switching to polar coordinates we see that

1 2|yl r2 ly|n=t 2l 1
Kl S s | s P | dr s,
/|m|z|y| W Do (r =y "= W iz (r =y

uniformly in y. By symmetry in z and y, this part of the operator has an admissible kernel and is

bounded for any 1 < p < oc.

On the second region (using that | |z| — |y| | ~ |y| when |z| < $|y|) we see

3n—1

/ n—1 71711 nt1 dx 5/ %dl‘ S <y>max(n—Tp,—np),
lz|<dlyl (z) "2 P(y) = P(lz| —|y[) =P lz|<Lly| (x) 2 P(y)"P

and (using that ||z| — |y| | = |z| when |z| > 2|y]|)

1 1 3n—
—dx < <y>”*¥p when p > 1.

/ s e S dxﬁ/ T
lz|>20y| (x) = P(y) = P(lz| —|y) =P x| >2]y| (z)"P(y) = P

The constraint on the range of p occurs when |z| is large. Noting that <y>max("/p_ o) =

(yymax(=n/p'=(n=1)/2,=n) helongs to LP (R™) for any 1 < p < oo so these parts of the operator K (x, )
are bounded on LP(R™) as long as 1 < p < 0.
When € > 0 using polar coordinates we see that
o} n—1

1 r
sup/ n—1 n_1 ntl dr = sup Cn n—1 n_1 ntl d?‘Sl
ver Jrr (x) 7T (y) 7= (Jo| = [yl) = T verrJoo (r)TE (y) T (r—yh) T

The last inequality follows by breaking up into regions based on whether r < %|y|, r& |yl orr > 2|yl
Similar to the previous case, integrability for large r requires € > 0. By symmetry in x and y, K has
an admissible kernel and is bounded for 1 < p < .

O

Finally, the following elementary integral estimates are used throughout the paper.
Lemma 7.1 (Lemma 3.8 in [13]). Let k, 8 be such that k <n and n < 8+ k. Then

/ du < (x)n=B=k B <n
n (u)

Pl —ufF ™ (z)~F 8>n

Lemma 7.2 (Lemma 6.3 in [6]). Fiz uj,us € R™, and let 0 < k¢ <n, 8 >0, k+{+ 58 > n,
k+{#n. We have

0.k+e—
(z)Frdz (Fz) ™™ " lur — w2 <1
re |2 —ur|F|z —uglt ™ (L )min(k7€,k+€+ﬂ—n)

|U1 —’U,2| > 1
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