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AN OPTIMAL MULTIPLIER THEOREM FOR GRUSHIN
OPERATORS IN THE PLANE, I

GIAN MARIA DALI’ARA AND ALESSIO MARTINI

ABSTRACT. Let £ = —82 —V ()03 be the Grushin operator on R? with coeffi-
cient V : R — [0,00). Under the sole assumptions that V(—z) ~ V(z) ~
zV'(z) and 22|V"(z)| < V(z), we prove a spectral multiplier theorem of
Mihlin-Hérmander type for £, whose smoothness requirement is optimal and
independent of V. The assumption on the second derivative V' can actu-
ally be weakened to a Holder-type condition on V’. The proof hinges on the
spectral analysis of one-dimensional Schrédinger operators, including universal
estimates of eigenvalue gaps and matrix coefficients of the potential.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the results. Let X be a measure space and £ a nonnegative
self-adjoint operator on L?(X). By the spectral theorem, £ admits a spectral
resolution F, and a functional calculus for £ can be defined via spectral integration.
In particular, for all bounded Borel functions m : [0,00) — C, the operator

m(L) = /[0700) m(\) dE(N)

is bounded on L?(X). Determining nontrivial sufficient conditions for the bound-
edness of operators of the form m(£) on other function spaces, such as L?(X) for
p # 2, in terms of properties of the “spectral multiplier” m, is in general a much
more complicated problem.

In the case where £L = —A is the Laplace operator on R", the classical Mihlin—
Hormander multiplier theorem [Mih56] [Hor60] implies that m(£) is of weak type
(1,1) and bounded on LP for all p € (1,00) whenever m is continuous on (0, co)
and satisfies a local scale-invariant Sobolev condition of the form

sup [|m(¢) nl|rs < oo (1.1)
>0

for ¢ = 2 and some s > n/2; here LI(R) denotes the L9 Sobolev space of (fractional)
order s, and nn € C2°((0,00)) is any nontrivial cutoff. It is well known that the
smoothness requirement s > n/2 in this result is optimal, in the sense that n/2
cannot be replaced by any smaller number.

Results analogous to the Mihlin-Hormander theorem have been obtained for
more general “Laplace-like” operators in a variety of settings. For example, if £
is the Laplace—Beltrami operator on a compact Riemannian manifold (or, more
generally, an elliptic pseudodifferential operator on a compact manifold), then the
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analogue of the aforementioned Mihlin—-Hormander result was proved by Seeger
and Sogge [SS89], with a smoothness condition of the form (L) with ¢ = 2 and
s > n/2, where n is the dimension of the manifold. The proof of Seeger and Sogge
is fundamentally based on a Fourier integral operator representation for the half-
wave propagator associated to L, already exploited in [Hor68], and appears to break
down when the ellipticity assumption on £ is weakened.

A more general and robust — but not as sharp — result of Mihlin—-Ho6rman-
der type, essentially due to Hebisch [Heb95|] (see also [MM90, [Chr91l [Ale94] for
some predecessors in particular cases, and [CS01, [DOS02, Mar17] for alternative
approaches and variations), applies to arbitrary nonnegative self-adjoint operators
L on L?(X), where X is a doubling metric measure space. Under the assumption
that £ satisfies Gaussian-type heat kernel bounds, the result yields weak type (1,1)
and LP boundedness for p € (1,00) of m(£) whenever m satisfies a smoothness
condition of the form ([[I]) with ¢ = oo and s > /2, where @Q is the “homogeneous
dimension” of the doubling space X. When applying this result to the Laplace
operator on R™ or the Laplace—Beltrami operator on a compact Riemannian n-
manifold, one can take () = n, thus recovering the aforementioned optimal results
in those cases up to the type of Sobolev norm used (the results with ¢ = 2 are
sharper than those with ¢ = 00). At the same time, the approach based on heat
kernel bounds yields a wider applicability of the result, including cases where the
operator L fails to be elliptic. In several of these cases, however, the smoothness
requirement s > (/2 turns out not to be optimal.

Let us consider, for example, degenerate elliptic operators on Ry* x Ry2 of the
form

L=-A, —V(z)A,, (1.2)

where the coefficient V : R™ — [0, 00) is measurable and bounded above and below
by multiples of the function

d iflzl <1
»—){lxl if 2] <1, (1.3)

lz|Pif |z| > 1

for some d, D > 0. In the case where V is a polynomial, these operators are among
those studied in [Gru70], whence the name “Grushin operators” commonly used
to refer to operators of the form (L2)); sometimes the name “Baouendi-Grushin
operators” is also used, due to the previous work [Bao67] on degenerate elliptic
operators. In [RS08] Robinson and Sikora develop a detailed analysis of degenerate
elliptic operators of Grushin type, yielding among other things that Hebisch’s mul-
tiplier theorem applies to operators of the form (Z2]), with homogeneous dimension
Q = n1+(1+max{D,d}/2)ny. No claim on the optimality of the condition s > Q/2
is made there, and indeed improvements turn out to be possible in some cases.

In the case where V (z) = |z|?, in [MS12, MMT4] it is proved that the smoothness
condition can be pushed down to s > (ny + n2)/2 and expressed in terms of an L2
Sobolev norm. The same smoothness condition turns out to be enough also in the
case where V(x) = 3771, |z;| and ny > ny/2 [CS13]. The threshold (n; + n2)/2,
that is, half the topological dimension of the underlying manifold, corresponds to
the sharp threshold in the classical Mihlin-Hérmander theorem for the Euclidean
Laplacian on R™%"2 and therefore cannot be beaten in the case of Grushin oper-
ators, since they are locally elliptic where = £ 0 [Mit74, [KST82]. In view of these
examples, it is natural to ask whether the optimal smoothness requirement coin-
cides with the Euclidean condition s > (n1 + ng)/2 for any Grushin operator (L2,
and in particular whether the optimal threshold is independent of the “degrees” d
and D of the coefficient V.
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A partial positive answer in the case d = D > 1 is presented in [DM20]. Under
some structural and smoothness assumptions on V' (namely, V(z) = 37, V;(|z;]),
where each V; : (0,00) — (0,00) is comparable to the power law ¢t — tP up
to the third derivative), a theorem of Mihlin-Hérmander type is proved with L?
smoothness condition s > max{ni+nq, (1+D/2)nz}/2. In addition to not requiring
any analyticity or homogeneity of the coefficient V', this result yields the optimal
degree-independent condition s > (n1 +mn2)/2 whenever ny < 2n1/D; in particular,
however large the degree D is, we can reach the Euclidean “half the topological
dimension” threshold, provided ns is sufficiently small compared to n;.

The constraint ng < 2n;/D from the previous discussion is somewhat unsatis-
factory: for example it excludes the lowest dimensional case n; = ny = 1 as soon
as D > 2. Indeed, strikingly enough, even in the apparently simplest case of a
homogeneous Grushin operator on R?,

L=-92—|z|"02, (1.4)

the aforementioned results yield the Euclidean condition s > 2/2 only when 1 <
D < 2. When D > 2, the result from [DM20)] gives the L? condition s > (1+D/2)/2,
whose threshold becomes arbitrarily large as D grows; if 0 < D < 1, instead,
among the existing results, only the general theorem from [RS08] with L>° condition
s> Q/2 = (24D/2)/2 appears to be applicable. In light of this, the analysis of two-
dimensional cases appears to be a natural choice as a testing ground for the question
whether the Euclidean condition is always the optimal smoothness requirement.
In this paper we focus on two-dimensional Grushin operators of the form

L=-07—V(x)d;, (1.5)

where V : R — [0, 00) is assumed to be continuous, not identically zero, C! off the
origin, and satisfying, for some 6 € (0, 1), the estimates

V(—z) = V(z) = 2V'(z), (1.6a)

V' (ze") = V'(2)| S [V ()] |h)° (1.6b)

for all x € R\ {0} and h € [-1,1]. Here A < B means that there exists a constant
C > 0 such that A < CB, and A ~ B is the conjunction of A < B and B < A; we
also write A <g B or A ~; B to indicate that the implicit constants may depend
on a parameter s.

The assumption (L6D) is a scale-invariant Holder-type condition on V', which is
verified, for example, whenever V is twice differentiable on R\ {0} and satisfies the
estimate [V (z)| < |V/(z)|. Clearly the assumptions (L) include the operators
(C4) among others. Under these sole assumptions, we confirm that the Euclidean
condition s > 2/2 is indeed the optimal smoothness requirement, at least when
expressed in terms of an L Sobolev norm.

Theorem 1.1. Let £ be the Grushin operator on R? defined by (LX), where the
coefficient V' satisfies the estimates (L8). Let s > 2/2.

(i) For allm: R — C such that suppm C [—1,1],

sup [[m(tL) 21—z Ss mflnge-
>

(i) Let n € C((0,00)) be nonzero. For allm: R — C and p € (1,00),

(Ol pre S sup fmt)nlloge, (L) Lo rr Sop sUp 0t} 2o
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It is worth pointing out that the assumptions (L)) are substantially less restric-
tive than the corresponding ones in [DM20]. Among other things, the choices

V(z) = |z|* + =" for any D,d > 0,
V() =1/(|lz|~" + |z[~P) for any D,d > 0,
V(z) = [x|” log(2 + [«]) for any D > 0,

are allowed here, thus showing that we do not require V' to be comparable to a
power law with a specific degree. The last example goes even beyond the class of
coefficients considered in [RS0§], since it is not comparable to a function of the
form (L3).

Plenty of other examples can be constructed, by observing that the assump-
tions (L6 admit a particularly simple rephrasing in terms of the functions vy (t) =
log V(4e?). Namely, with (LBal) we are requiring that the vy : R — R are contin-
uously differentiable and

U;::L |’U+_’U—|§1a
while the condition (LED) requires in addition that the v/, are §-Holder continuous:
[V (¢ + h) — v ()] < [R)°.
In the case V' is homogeneous, the functions v/, are constant and equal to the ho-
mogeneity degree; so in a sense we could think of the assumptions (L)) as allowing
for potentials V' with non-constant, Holder-continuous degree.

We remark that the smoothness condition in Theorem[I.T]is expressed in terms of
an L Sobolev norm, in contrast to the L? Sobolev condition used in [MS12, [CS13]
MM14, [DM20]. In addition, the latter results also apply to higher-dimensional
cases. As a matter of fact, the methods presented here can be adapted to treat
some higher-dimensional cases as well, and even to prove the sharper result with an
L? Sobolev condition. However, the proof of Theorem [[I] turns out to be relatively
complicated as it is, and we believe that it may be of interest to present it in the
simplest and cleanest form, instead of obfuscating the core ideas with additional
technicalities. A separate future work [DM21], building on the present one, will be
devoted to the L? Sobolev norm improvement of Theorem [l

In any case, the fact that here we can obtain a smoothness condition that is
independent of the coefficient V' (and matches the Euclidean one, corresponding
to V = 1) is already a substantial improvement over the results in [RS08| [DM20],
where the smoothness threshold (for fixed dimension) grows with the degree of V.
This is true even if we restrict our attention to L? Sobolev conditions: indeed, by
Sobolev’s embedding, Theorem [ Ilimplies a corresponding result with L? condition
s > 3/2, which is anyway a huge improvement over the L? condition s > (1+D/2)/2
from [DM20] as soon as D is large. Moreover, in its form with an L°° condition,
our result implies an essentially sharp bound on the growth of the norms of the
imaginary powers:

L+ Jal SIL e Se (14 |af)' ™

for all @ € R and € > 0; the upper bound is a direct consequence of Theorem [I.1]
while the lower bound follows via transplantation from the corresponding one for
the Laplacian on R? (see, e.g., [SWO0T]).

In the case where V is a homogeneous polynomial, Grushin operators of the
form (L2)) can be lifted to homogeneous left-invariant sub-Laplacians on stratified
nilpotent Lie groups |[RS76, [Fol77, [RS16l [DS21], and a number of their properties
can be recovered by the analysis of these group-invariant sub-Laplacians. As a mat-
ter of fact, the discovery that the topological dimension and not the homogeneous
dimension may determine the optimal Mihlin—-Hormander smoothness condition for
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non-elliptic operators was first made by Hebisch and by Miiller and Stein in the
case of sub-Laplacians on the Heisenberg groups [Heb93, [MS94]. Since then, the
problem of determining the optimal smoothness condition for sub-Laplacians on
stratified groups and more general sub-Riemannian manifolds has been extensively
investigated (see, e.g., [MMI16, MMN21] and references therein), but remains widely
open. The results in the present paper contribute to this research programme, by
confirming among other things that the Euclidean threshold can be reached in the
case of the simplest “sum-of-square operators” —92 — (z¥9,)? on R?, irrespective of
the degree k € N. This is especially striking given that the corresponding result for
the lifted operator on a stratified group (specifically, a filiform group of step k + 1)
is only known for k < 1, and gives hope of shedding some light on the problem for
higher-step stratified groups and sub-Laplacians.

1.2. Proof strategy. By relatively standard arguments, the proof of Theorem [I.]
reduces to that of the L'-estimate

sup [m(r?L) || g1 S5 [[mpe
r>0

for all s > 2/2 and all continuous functions m : R — C supported in [1/4,1]. In
the case s > /2, this estimate follows from the general heat kernel argument of
[Heb95, [DOS02], as a consequence via the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality of a weighted
L? estimate for the integral kernel of m(r?L):

sup ess sup Vol(z/, r)/ (Km(rzgy (2, 2") 2 (1 + dist(z,2")/r)** dz Sa.p |m]|7
r>0 2’/€R? R2 s
for all B > a > 0, where dist is the control distance on R? associated with L,
and Vol(z,r) is the Lebesgue measure of the dist-ball of centre z and radius 7.
To improve on this, here we look for some extra gain, by means of weighted L?
estimates involving different weights and Sobolev norms.
As in other works on the subject, our analysis is based on the fact that, via a
partial Fourier transform in the y-variable, the Grushin operator (3] corresponds
to a one-parameter family of one-dimensional Schrédinger operators

H[TV] = =% + 7V (2),

where the parameter T ranges in (0,00). In particular, if E,(7V) and 1, (;7V)
denote the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of H[rV], then we can write the integral
kernel of the operator m(L£) as

Kooy (2, 2) QW/Z (V) (3 2V )y (2, E2V) WY ) ge . (1.7)

where z = (z,y) and 2’ = (2/,y') range in R%. In order to obtain the aforementioned
extra gain, the strategy in [MS12, [CST3| [DM20)] is to look for weighted L? estimates
where the weight is essentially a power of V' (z) and therefore depends on the variable
z only; while this strategy leads to sharp results in some cases, it does not seem
effective to treat cases where V (x) is not comparable to a power of |z| or when the
degree is large.

To overcome this, here we use a different strategy, already exploited in [MM14]
in the case V(x) = 22, and look for estimates with weights involving powers of
y — 1. From the formula (7)), one immediately sees that multiplication by y — 3/’
corresponds to differentiation in the dual Fourier variable £. As a consequence,
not only do we need estimates for eigenvalues E, (7V) and eigenfunctions 1, (-; 7V)
which are suitably uniform in the parameter 7 (this was one of the challenges tackled
n [DM20]), but we also require analogous estimates for the T-derivatives of these
objects. Because of the focus on 7-derivatives, this strategy may be compared to
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that in [JST13], where the case V(x) = z? is considered, and the operator-valued
Fourier multiplier theorem from [Wei(1] is exploited to reduce the problem for £
to corresponding ones for the H[7V]; however, the strategy of [JST13] does not
appear to be efficient enough to obtain the optimal condition s > 2/2 even in the
particular case considered there.

It is worth pointing out that, in the cases considered in [MS12] [CS13] [JST13]
MMT14], the coefficient V' is homogeneous, so the operators H[7V] for different values
of 7 are intertwined one another by suitable scalings; in these cases, uniformity in
T is automatically verified, and the analysis reduces to that of a single Schrodinger
operator H[V]. Moreover, in the special case of the quadratic potential V(x) =
22, the eigenfunctions v, (-; 7V') are suitably scaled Hermite functions, and known
identities for Hermite functions allow one to write

TO7n ($§ TV) = anPni2 ($§ TV) + bn"/]n(-r; V) + Cnl/]n—Q(w? V)

for certain explicit 7-independent coefficients a,,, b,,, ¢,,; this identity plays a funda-
mental role in the analysis of [MMI4]. For arbitrary functions V satisfying (L6,
we have instead an infinite expansion

Ta‘r"/)n (1'; TV) = Z Anm (TVWm (:C; TV),

where the coefficients A,,,,,(7V) are not explicitly known, and need to be estimated
in the three parameters 7, n, m. An important reduction is provided by the formula

Pon(7V)
E, (V) — E,(TV)

for n # m, where the Py, (7V) are the matrix coefficients of the operator of
multiplication by the potential 7V (z) of the Schrédinger operator H[TV]:

TV (@) (2, 7V) =Y Prign (V) (2 7V)).

A, (V) =

(1.8)

These matrix coefficients are also related to the 7-derivatives of the eigenvalues:
70 En(TV) = Py (V). (1.9)

Thanks to the formulas (L8) and (L3), the study of 7-derivatives is effectively
reduced to the study of quantities that, while depending on 7, refer to a specific
operator H[7V] and do not explicitly involve 7-differentiation. In view of this,
estimates for the matrix coefficients P, (7V') of the potential, as well as estimates
for the eigenvalue gaps E, (V') — Ep,(7V), become crucial for our analysis.

A substantial part of this paper is therefore devoted to the proof of suitable
bounds for eigenvalues, eigenfunctions, eigenvalue gaps and matrix coefficients of
the potential for one-dimensional Schrodinger operators H[V] whose potential V/
satisfies the assumptions (6]). Since the rescaled potentials 7V satisfy the same
assumptions as V' (with the same implicit constants) for any 7 € (0, 00), the desired
uniformity in 7 will be an immediate consequence of the “universality” of the esti-
mates that we obtain here (that is, the fact that they only depend on the implicit
constants in ([[6])). Some of these estimates are already available in the literature,
at least in particular cases, but not always do the existing references provide infor-
mation about their uniformity, which is crucial here. For other estimates, including
those of eigenvalue gaps and matrix coefficients of the potential, we could not find
existing references directly addressing them.

For this reason, here we present an essentially self-contained derivation of the
universal bounds for one-dimensional Schrodinger operators H[V] that we require,
which may be of independent interest, also due to the generality of our assumptions
(6] on the potential. It is worth pointing out that many of the bounds are actually
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obtained under weaker assumptions, and most of them do not require the Hélder
assumption (L6D) on the first derivative; the Holder assumption is effectively only
used to prove the off-diagonal decay estimate
< E.(V)

~ 14 |n—mllte
for some € > 0, in the range where n and m are comparable. Without the Holder
assumption on V’ we can obtain the above matrix bound with € = 0, but the lack

of summability of that bound appears to prevent us from using it in our proof of
the multiplier theorem.

Prm(V)

1.3. Structure of the paper. In SectionPlwe show, in the generality of doubling
metric spaces and operators satisfying heat kernel bounds, how the multiplier the-
orem of [Hebh95] can be sharpened under the assumption of a suitable L! estimate.

In Section B Grushin operators on R? are introduced and some of their funda-
mental properties described, including precise estimates for the associated control
distance. In Section @it is shown how, in case of Grushin operators, the L' estimate
required for the sharpened multiplier theorem of Section [2] follows from suitable
“weighted Plancherel estimates”, which then become the target of our approach.

Sections [l [ [7] and 8 are devoted to the analysis of one-dimensional Schrodinger
operators. Due to our “approximate parity” assumption V(—z) ~ V(x), a number
of results are based on the analysis of second-order differential equations on a half-
line, developed in Sections[fl and [6l Spectral results for operators on the real line,
including estimates for eigenvalues and their gaps, are discussed in Section [7, while
the bounds on the matrix coefficients of the potential are discussed in Section Bl

Finally, in Section @ the crucial “weighted Plancherel estimates” are proved,
yielding the “extra gain” that allows us to obtain the required L' estimate and our
optimal multiplier theorem.

Most of the sections start with a summary including the statements of the main
results, while the details of the proofs are discussed in the later parts of the sections.
This structure should allow the reader to skip many technical details on a first
reading and quickly access the proof in Section

1.4. Notation. 14 denotes the characteristic function of the set A. We set Rt =
(0,00) and R{ = [0,00). N denotes the set of natural numbers (including zero),
while N3 = N\ {0} is the set of the positive integers. For an invertible function V,
we write V< to denote its compositional inverse. For a measurable subset A C R
we denote by |A| its Lebesgue measure. We write Kr to denote the integral kernel
of the operator T

1.5. Acknowledgments. The second-named author would like to thank Detlef
Miiller and Adam Sikora for several stimulating discussions related to the subject
of this work.

2. A SHARPENED MULTIPLIER THEOREM

We state here a general multiplier theorem in the context of metric measure
spaces and nonnegative self-adjoint operators on L?, showing how the general result
of [Heb95] can be sharpened under the assumption of a suitable L! estimate.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, dist, ) be a metric measure space and L be a nonnegative
self-adjoint operator on L?(X). Let k € (0,00), q € [2,00], and s > 1/q. Assume
that the following conditions hold.

(a) The doubling condition: for all >0 and z € X,
1(B(z,2r)) S p(B(z,r)).
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(b) Heat kernel bounds: for all N >0, r >0 and z,2' € X,
K, e (z,2) Sn (B2, 7))~ (1 +dist(z, 2') /r) .
(c) L' estimate: for all s > ¢ and all continuousm : R — C with suppm C [1/4,1],

sup [m(tL)[l1—1 Ss [Iml|e-
>0

Then the following estimates hold.

(i) For all s > ¢, all continuous m : R — C such that suppm C [—1,1] and all
p € (1,00,
sup [[m(tL)[|Lr—rr Sps [[mllLg-
>0

(i) Let n € C*((0,00)) be nonzero. For all s > ¢, allm : R — C continuous on
(0,00), and all p € (1, 00),

(L)l opree S sup Im()nllz,  [mL)llLr—rr Sp sup [[m(t-)nll s
t> t>

Remark 2.2. Under the assumptions @ and @ the remaining assumption
is automatically satisfied for ¢ = oo and ¢ = @/2, where @ is the homogeneous
dimension of the doubling space X, that is,

W(B(z,Ar)) S AVu(B(z,1)) (2.1)

forallz € X, A > 1and r > 0 (see ([233]) below). This leads to the general multiplier
theorem with L* condition s > @/2. The point of the above statement is that, if
we can prove the L! estimate for some smaller values of ¢ and/or ¢, then this
improvement automatically transfers to the multiplier theorem.

The strategy used here should be compared to that in, e.g., [CS01LDOS02], where
the role of assumption is played by suitable L? estimates (“Plancherel-type
estimates”); the approach in those works, however, does not appear to yield optimal
results for the entire class of Grushin operators considered here. In addition, those
works require Gaussian-type heat kernel bounds for £ (that is, superexponential
spatial decay for the heat kernel) or finite propagation speed for the associated
wave equation (which implies Gaussian-type bounds [Sik04]), while assumption@
only requires polynomial decay (of arbitrary order), as in [Heb95].

The above result will not be surprising to experts, and the proof is a combination
of a number of techniques available in the literature. For the reader’s convenience,
we include a brief sketch of the proof here.

Proof of Theorem[Zl Since (X,dist, ) is doubling by assumption [(a)] it has a
homogeneous dimension @ satisfying (ZI). Thanks to the heat kernel bound in
assumption @ we can apply [Marl7, Theorem 6.1(ii)] to the operator £ and
deduce that

sup ess sup/ (Kun(rery (2, 2") (1 +dist(z, 2') /r)* dz Sap [m] g (2.2)
r>0 z'eX X

for all continuous m : R — C supported in [—1,1] and all « > 0 and 8 > o+ Q/2.
By Sobolev’s embedding, this implies that

sup ess sup/ Kk gy (2,2")] (1 4 dist(z, 2') /7)* dz Sap [Iml| s (2.3)
r>0 z'eX Jx s

for all continuous m : R — C supported in [—-1,1] and all « > 0 and 8 > a+Q/2+
1/q. On the other hand, the assumption [(c)| can be rewritten as

supesssup/ |Km(rkﬁ)(z,z’)|dz S |lmfpa.
r>0 z'eX X
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for all s > ¢ and all continuous m : R — C supported in [1/4,1]. Interpolation of
the last two estimates (cf. [MM90, proof of Lemma 1.2]) gives

sup ess sup / Konrry (2, 2)| (14 dist(z, 2) /) dz Sap [mlzs.  (24)
r>0 z2'eX X B

for all continuous m : R — C supported in [1/4,1] and all &« > 0 and 8 > a +.

To prove part by duality and interpolation it is enough to discuss the case
p = 1. However this estimate readily reduces to the case v = 0 of the estimates
22) and Z4) via a dyadic decomposition (cf. [CCM21l eqs. (7.10)-(7.12)]).

As for part again by duality and interpolation we only need to prove the
weak type (1,1) bound. For this, we can employ the boundedness result for singular
integral operators in [DMc99, Theorem 1]. Indeed, thanks to the assumption
we can use the heat propagator e~t"L as the “approximate identity” A; in [DMc99,
Theorem 1]. Moreover, from (24) we obtain that for all s > ¢ there exists € > 0
such that

/ min{1, (Rt)"} k
ess sup /X\B(Z,7t) IKm(cy1—a,)(z,2")|dz Ss 0+ Ry [lm(R")]

z'eX

L

for all R,t > 0 and all continuous m : R — C supported in [R*/4, R*]. Now, for
an arbitrary m : R — C continuous on (0, 00), a dyadic decomposition (cf. [DOS02]
egs. (4.18)-(4.19)]) finally yields the required off-diagonal bound for Ky, 2y [DMc99,

O

eq. (7)].
3. GRUSHIN OPERATORS AND THEIR GEOMETRY

3.1. Summary of the results. Let V : R — Rf{ be continuous and not identically
zero. Let £ be the Grushin operator on R? associated to V, that is, the unbounded
second-order differential operator defined on the domain C2°(R?) by

L=-0,-V(x)o. (3.1)
Of course, £ : C°(R?) — L?(R?).

Proposition 3.1 (Essential self-adjointness). The Grushin operator L just defined
is essentially self-adjoint on L?(R?).

In light of the above result, £ has a unique self-adjoint extension, which we will
still denote by L.

As L is a nonnegative second-order differential operator on R?, its symbol,
thought of as a quadratic form on the cotangent space, defines a degenerate Rie-
mannian cometric on R?, which in turn induces a distance function dist on R? (see
Section B3 below for details), also known as the control distance for L.

An important property relating the operator £ and the control distance dist is
the finite propagation speed for solutions of the wave equation associated to L.

Proposition 3.2 (Finite propagation speed). For allt € R and f € L?(R?),
supp cos(tV L) f C {z € R? : dist(z,supp f) < |¢]}.

For the next results, we assume that V : R — R{ is continuous, not identically

zero, and satisfies the estimates
V(—z) ~V(z) < V() SAPV(2) (3.2)

for some D >0 and all x € R and A > 1.

Under the assumption ([8:2), we can give a precise estimate of the distance dist
associated to £. To this purpose, we introduce the auxiliary function U : Rar — Rar ,

defined by
Ut)={z eR : |z|V(2)Y2 <t} (3.3)
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We point out that the implicit constants in the estimates below may depend on D
and the implicit constants in (3.2]).

Proposition 3.3 (Distance and volume estimates). Assume that V satisfies [B.2))
for some D > 0. Then

: N~ e — 2| + min ly—9| o
dist(z,2") ~ | — 2| + {max{V(x),V(z’)}l/Q’UOy Yy |)} : (3.4)

for all z = (x,y),2 = (2',y') € R?, where U is as in B3). In particular, the
volume Vol(z,r) of the ball centred at z = (z,y) € R? and radius v > 0 satisfies

Vol(z,7) ~ 12 max{V (r), V (x)}'/2. (3.5)
Consequently
Vol(z, Ar) < A9Vol(z,7) (3.6)
for allr >0, z € R? and A > 1, where
Q:=2+D/2. (3.7)

The estimate ([B.6) tells us in particular that R? with the control distance dist
and the Lebesgue measure is a doubling metric measure space of homogeneous
dimension @ given by (7)) (see Remark [2.2]).

Define the family of weights w, : R? x R? — Rf{ by

ly =yl
rmax{V(r), V(z')}1/2

wp(z,2") = (3.8)

for all ¥ > 0 and z = (1,y), 2’ = (2/,y') € R%. Effectively these are just the weight
|y — v’|, suitably scaled in accordance with the volume growth of balls described in
Proposition

A crucial property of these weights is the following integrability property, relating
them to the distance dist. Again, the implicit constants in the estimates below may
depend on D and the implicit constants in (3.2)).

Proposition 3.4 (Weight estimates). Under the same assumptions as in Proposi-
tion [3.3, the weights w, satisfy the estimate

/RZ(l +dist(z,2')/r) " (1 + @, (2,2") P dz Sap Vol(2/,7) (3.9)

for all 2’ € R? and r > 0, whenever 8 € [0,1) and a > 1+ (1 + D/2)(1 — B).

We note that, as 8 grows from 0 to 1, the condition on « in the previous lemma
goes from a > @ to a > 1, and correspondingly the lower bound to a + 3 goes
from @ to 2. This indicates how the introduction of these weights is instrumental
in pushing down the smoothness condition in the multiplier theorem from half the
homogeneous dimension to half the topological dimension.

Remark 3.5. All the above results are already known under different assumptions
on V. For example, when V is smooth, the finite propagation speed property is
contained in the results of [Mel86], and also of [CM13]. Moreover both Propositions
and are proved in [RSO§| in the case V is comparable to a function of the
form (L3). Finally Proposition [3.4lis proved in [MMT14] in the case V(z) = 2.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proofs of the above results.



GRUSHIN OPERATORS IN THE PLANE 11

3.2. Essential self-adjointness. Here we prove Proposition Bl that is, the es-
sential self-adjointness of £ : C°(R?) — L?(R?). The proof presented here works
more generally for any nonnegative, locally square-integrable potential V' on R.
By a well-known criterion [RS72, Corollary to Theorem VIIIL.3], it is enough to
check that £* — X is injective when A\ € C\ R. Here £* denotes the Hilbert space
adjoint. In other words, we have to show that a function f € L?(R?) such that

fla,y) (-02 = V(2)07 = A) p(z,y)dedy =0 Yy e CF(R?),
R2

must necessarily vanish. The choice p(z,y) = u(z)v(y) for u,v € C(R) gives

o:/’ﬂam<%ﬁfvuwa—»wuwMz@
RZ

:/R(/Rf(x,g) (H[@V]—A)u(m)dw)@dﬁ,

where H[€2V] := —02 + €2V (z) is the Schrédinger operator with potential €2V on
R, while © denotes the Fourier transform of v (with a suitable normalisation) and

f is the partial Fourier transform of f in the variable y. Hence, for all v € C°(R),
the locally integrable function

£HAR%OWWW—MM@M

vanishes as a temperate distribution, and consequently it vanishes almost every-
where, that is,

/R P, O VI = Nu@) de =0 Yue C®(R), for ac. £ € R,

Since the Schrodinger operator H[£2V] is essentially self-adjoint on L?(R) for every
¢ € R [RS75, Theorem X.28], f(-,£) must vanish as an element of L?(R) for almost
every £. This immediately implies that f = 0 almost everywhere.

3.3. The control distance. Let V : R — Rar be continuous and not identically
zero. The Grushin operator £ associated to V defined in (B]) is a second-order
differential operator on R?, whose symbol is a nonnegative quadratic form on the
cotangent space of R2. This quadratic form can be thought of as a degenerate
Riemannian cometric on R?:

1€,y = VIEZ+V(@)Inf>

for (¢,m) € R2 = T R? Polarisation gives the degenerate Riemannian metric

(z,y)
[0](2,4) = sup{w(v) : w € R?, |wlf,,,) <1}

for all v € R? = T, ,)R?. This in turn induces a distance dist on R?, by setting
dist(z, 2') = inf{r > 0 : 3y € AC([0,7];R?), |7/|, < 1 a.e.,v(0) = 2, v(r) = 2’}

for all z,2" € R2. Here AC([0,7]; R?) is the set of all absolutely continuous curves
7y : [0,7] — R?; those curves that satisfy |y/|, < 1 a.e. are called subunit curves.

For more details on this construction, we refer the reader to [CMI13l Section 4],
where a more general theory is developed for continuous cometrics on manifolds.
In particular, we recall that the topology induced by dist is as least as fine as the
Euclidean topology, and that a curve v : [0, 7] — R? is subunit if and only if it is
1-Lipschitz with respect to dist [CM13l Proposition 4.6].
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We remark that, since V is not identically zero, any pair of points 2,z € R?
can be joined by a subunit curve (made of suitable line segments parallel to the
coordinate axes), so dist(z, 2’) is finite. Moreover, if v : [0,7] — R? is subunit, then

~([0,7]) € Ry (y(t),) for all ¢ € [0, 7], (3.10)

where

Ry(z,r)=[z—rz+r]x |y—r max VY2 y+r max V2 (3.11)

[z—r,z+7] [z—r,z+7]

for all z = (x,y) € R?; this is easily seen by observing that, if |(v1, v2)|(4,) < 1, then
lv1] <1 and |vs| < V(2)/2, and by applying these estimates to the components of
the velocity 7/ of a subunit curve v. From this remark and the local boundedness
of V one easily deduces that dist-bounded sets in R? are also Euclidean-bounded,
and also that dist is a complete metric on R? [CM13| Proposition 4.16].

We now state an equivalent characterisation of the distance dist. In the state-
ment, W1 (R%;R) denotes the space of bounded real-valued Lipschitz functions
on R2.

Proposition 3.6. For all z,2' € R?,

dist(z, 2")
= sup{(z) — (') : P € WH(R%R), (0:9) + V(2)(9y1)* <1 ace.}. (3.12)

Similar equivalent characterisations of control distances associated to second-
order differential operators can be found in many places in the literature (see, e.g.,
[JSC8T, [GN9S8| [CM13]), though often with additional smoothness assumptions on
the coefficients, and with different choices of the space of “test functions” . For
this reason, we give a proof tailored to our case.

Proof. Let dist.(z,2") denote the right-hand side of [B.12)). We would like to show
that dist, = dist.
If v = (71,72) € AC([0,7]; R?) is a subunit curve joining z to 2’, then

[¥(2) = ()] = [ (v(r)) = »(v(0))] < /OT [(¥ o) (t)] dt
= OT |0x (V)1 () + Dy (v() 2 (8)] dt < v

whenever ¢y € C'(R?%*R) satisfies (9,¢)% + V(z)(dy¥)® < 1. Thanks to the ap-
proximation result in [CM13, Corollary 3.5], the same inequality extends to all ¢ €
WL (R R) satisfying (0,)% + V(2)(0,1)* < 1. Hence dist.(z, 2') < dist(z, z')

for all z. ' & R,

It remains to discuss the opposite inequality. Let us first show that, if ¢ €
WL°(R2;R) is 1-Lipschitz with respect to dist, then (8,4)% + V(x)(9,1)% < 1
almost everywhere. Note that v is locally Lipschitz, so by the Rademacher theorem
it is almost everywhere differentiable. Let z € R? be such that v is differentiable
at z; to conclude it will be enough to show that |ad,1(z) 4+ BV (2)Y/209,1(2)| < 1
for all unit vectors (a, 8) € R2. Let Z = ad, + V (x)'/20,; this is a vector field on
R? with continuous coefficients, hence by Peano’s Theorem there exist 6 > 0 and
an integral curve v : (—§,) — R? of Z (of class C!) such that v(0) = z. Since 1 is

differentiable at z, by the Chain Rule,

_d _ o (@) — v (+(0)
== tzow(v(t)) = lim ; :

Z(z)
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Since 1 is 1-Lipschitz with respect to dist and « is subunit, the quotient in the right-
hand side is bounded in absolute value by one, hence we conclude that |Zy(z)| <1
as desired.

We now consider, for e € (0, 1], distances dist. associated with the cometrics

(€I, = VIEE T (e + V@)P.

It is easily checked that the induced Riemannian distances dist. on R? are locally
bi-Lipschitz-equivalent with the Euclidean distance. Moreover clearly

dister < diste < dist whenever 0 < € < ¢ < 1.

Furthermore, by using the argument of [CM13|, proof of Proposition 5.9] (see also
[JSC87, proof of Proposition 1.3]), one can show that
dist(z,2') = sup diste(z,2’).
e€(0,1]

The idea is that quasi-minimising subunit curves for dist,. joining two fixed points
z,z" € R? stay in a fixed compact set (one can take Ry (z,2dist(z,2’)), as defined
in (3I0); so, by the Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, one can form a convergent sequence
of such curves, including dist.-subunit curves for arbitrary small ¢ > 0, and the
limit curve is easily proved to be subunit for dist.

Now, for fixed 2’ € R?, the function dist (-, 2) is in W,">°(R?) and is 1-Lipschitz
with respect to dist. Consequently, for given z,2’ € R?, the function ¥ (w) =
(diste(z, 2") — dist(w, 2'))+ is in W1H°°(R?) and is 1-Lipschitz with respect to dist,
and therefore (9,1)% 4+ V (x)(9,v)? < 1; from the definition of dist, we then obtain

disty(z,2") > ¥(2") — ¥ (2) = diste(z, 2'),
and by taking the supremum in e we finally obtain the inequality dist, > dist. O

3.4. Finite propagation speed. Thanks to the characterisation of the control
distance dist in Proposition [3.0] we can now apply the results of [RS08| Section
4] to obtain that the Grushin operator £ satisfies the finite propagations speed
property for the associated wave equation, thus proving Proposition

Indeed, the bilinear form

&(0) = (1.£9) = [ (0:D)(0.0) + V@@, 1O 0 dody,  (313)

initially defined on C2°(R?), is a strong local, regular Markovian symmetric form
on L?(R?) [FOTTI, Example 1.2.1, page 6], which is easily seen to be closable
[FOT11l, Exercise 1.1.2, page 4], hence its closure (which we still denote by &) is a
strong local, regular Dirichlet form [FOTTI, Theorems 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 and Exercise
3.1.1, pages 109-111]. In view of the correspondence between closed symmetric
forms and nonnegative definite self-adjoint operators [FOT11, Theorem 1.3.1 and
Corollary 1.3.1, pages 20-21] and the essential self-adjointness of £ (Proposition
B1), we conclude that the Dirichlet form £ is the form associated with the self-
adjoint operator £, so the domain of £ is the domain of v/£ and the first identity
in (3I3) holds for all f in the domain of £ and ¢ in the domain of L.

Thanks to the just-discussed closability of £, its closure coincides with its re-
laxation & (as defined in [RS08| Section 4]), hence [RS08, Proposition 4.1] gives
Davies—Gaffney estimates for the heat semigroup associated with L£:

[(f, e HEg)| < e dUABY/ A0 £l (191,

for all ¢ > 0, open sets A, B C R?, and f,g € L?(R?) such that supp f C A and
suppg C B. In turn, Davies—Gaffney estimates are equivalent to the desired finite
propagation speed property [Sik04. [CoS0§].
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3.5. The auxiliary function U. We record here some useful estimates involving
the auxiliary function U defined in (33]). The implicit constants in the estimates
below may depend on the constants in ([3.2)).

Lemma 3.7. Assume that V satisfies B2) for some D > 0. Then the function
U defined in B3) is continuous, increasing and invertible. Moreover, for all t,r €
[0,00) and A > 1,

UVOUN2~t,  UEVE)?) ~r (3.14)
and
AU(t) > U(M) > X/ OAFP/2 174, (3.15)
Proof. Define W : RS‘ — RS‘ by
Wa(z) = 2V (+z)'/2.
Then, by (8:2), the functions W are not identically zero and satisfy
Wi(z) < kWx(z), (3.16)
AW (z) < Wi(Az) < eATP2WL(2) (3.17)

for all x € Ry and A > 1, where k > 1 depends on the implicit constants in ([3.2).
In particular, the W : ]R(J{ — ]R(J{ are strictly increasing and invertible. Moreover

U(t) = {Wy <t} + {Wo <t} = Wi () + WS (1),

which proves that U is continuous, increasing and invertible too.
Now, for all t > 0 and A > 1, if z = W (¢), then

Wi (M) =W (AWWa(z) < W (We(Ax)) = Az = AW (1), (3.18)
where we used the first inequality in (B.I7) and the fact that Wi is increasing.
Similarly

)\1/(1+D/2)Wf(t) — Wf(Wi()\l/(1+D/2)$))
< WE(mAWa(2) < sWE (M), (3.19)
where we used the second inequality in (3I7) and (B.I8). Together, (318) and
B.I9) give
RTINYV Do (1) < WE (M) < AWE (). (3.20)

By summing the estimates in ([3.20), we obtain (3.13]).
Moreover, by (316) and (BI3),

Wi (t)=[{We <t} < {(Wg < wt}| = Wi (st) < sWZ (D),
which implies that
WER) <U@R) < (14 5)WI (). (3.21)
Consequently, for all ¢, > 0, by BI7) and B21)),

UV U(0)2 = W (U(1) ~ Wy (WE (1)) = ¢
and

U@V (r)'/?) = UWa(r)) = Wi (Wa(r) =1,
which proves (3.14]). O
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3.6. Distance and volume estimates. Here we prove Proposition[3.3] under the
assumption that V satisfies [B.2]) for some D > 0.

We start by proving the distance estimate

ly — /| ’
U(ly — . 3.22

[V (@) V(@] (E)) (3.22)

Let us first prove the inequality <. In view of ([B.14), we are reduced to proving
that

dist(z,2') ~ |z — 2| + min{

ly =l
max{V (z),V(2'), V(U(ly —y']))}}/*°
If the maximum in the denominator is V' (z), then the upper bound to dist(z, z)
is given by the length of the concatenation of the line segments through the points

dist(z,2') <o —2'| +

(@,y) ~ (x,y") ~ (2, y),
that is, |y — o/|/V (z)'/? + |z — 2/|.
Similarly, if the maximum in the denominator is V(z’), then we consider the
concatenation of the line segments through the points

($7y> ~ (xlvy) ~ (z/,y’),
whose length is |z — 2| + |y —v/'|/V (2")1/2.
Finally, if the maximum in the denominator is V(U (|ly —¢'|)), then U(ly —y'|) =

|z|+|2'| > |x—2a'| by B2)). Hence, if we set x. = U(|y—y’|), then the concatenation
of the line segments through the points

(@, 9) = (@e,y) ~ (20,9") ~ (@' 9)
has length [z —a.[+[y—y'|/V (@) > +|z.—2'| = U(ly—yl) = ly—yl/V U (Jy—y']))"/?
by B14).
We now prove the inequality 2 in ([822)). Let us consider an arbitrary subunit
curve v = (y1,72) € AC([0,7]; R?) joining z to 2’. Since v is subunit, we deduce
that

MOI<L, el < V)2
Let t. € [0,7] be such that |v;(t.)| = max(g 71|, and set z. = ¥1(t+). Then
|zfx/|§|zfx*|+|z*f:cl|§/ lvi ()] dt <r (3.23)
0
and .
=< [ a0l < max Ven) 2 = v @2y
0 te|0,r

If |z.| < 2max{|z|,|2’|}, then V(z,) ~ max{V(z),V(2’)} and the previous
inequalities (3.23) and ([B3.24) imply that
/!
PR @ e
If instead |x«| > 2max{|z|, |2’|}, then |z — .| + |xs — 2'| > |24|, Whence, by [B.23)

and (3.24),

r 2 e —a' |4 |z 4

o
=yl
V(za)2 ™
where (3.14)) was used in the last step.
So in any case

o . ly =yl ORI, o
o=+ (14 22 ) = b1+ U=

ly — vl ’
ey vV

Since dist(z, z’) is the infimum of such r, this proves the inequality = in (3.22).

T2|zx/|+min{
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To conclude the proof of Proposition 3.3 we must prove the volume estimates
Vol(z,7) ~ 12 max{V (r), V (x)}'/2, (3.25)
Vol(z, M) < A9Vol(z,r), (3.26)
where 2z = (x,7) € R? and Q is as in (3.7).

In order to prove (328) from B.22), it is enough to show that the ball of centre
z = (x,y) and radius r > 0 is comparable to the rectangle

(@,9) + [=r,7] x [=rmax{V(2), V(r)}'/2, rmax{V (2), V (r)} /2],

in the sense that the ball is contained and contains suitably scaled versions of the
above rectangle (with respect to the centre). Indeed, from ([8:22) we obtain that

dist(z,2") <r (3.27)
if and only if both
|z —a2'| < r (3.28)
and
ly = ¢/| S rmax{V(@), V@) or Ully—y|) S (3.20)
In view of (814) and (BIH), the condition (3:29) is equivalent to
[y =y S rmax{V (@), V (@), V(r)}2. (3:30)

However, in view of ([B.2)), under the condition ([B:28)) we also have
max{V (z),V(z"),V(r)} ~ max{V(z),V(r)}
and therefore, under ([3:28)), the condition (B30) is equivalent to
ly — /| S rmax{V(z),V(r)}"/2. (3.31)
In conclusion, (B.21) is equivalent to the conjunction of ([B:28) and (B3], which

proves the statement about comparability of balls and rectangles, and therefore

Fin-ally, from (325) and 32) we deduce that, for all A > 1,
Vol(z, Ar) =~ (Ar)? max{V (\r), V (z)}/?
S AP max{V(r), V (z)}1/?
~ \?Vol(z, 1),

which proves (3.:20]).

3.7. Weight estimates. Here we assume again that V satisfies [3.2]), and prove
Proposition [3.4] about the family of weights @, : R? x R? — [0, 00) defined in (3.8).
According to Proposition B.3]

dist(z, z’) ~ min{dist;(z, 2’), dist2(z, 2) },
where

ly— ']

. AN !
dist1(z,2") == |z — 2’| + W’

dista(z,2') == |z —2'| + U(ly — ¥/|)
and
V(z,2') == max{V(z),V(z)}.

Hence it is enough to prove the desired estimate (3.9) with dist replaced by dist;
for i =1,2.
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In the case i = 1, we note that, under the assumptions 8 € [0,1) and a >
14+ (1+ D/2)(1 — B), we can decompose @ = o + " so that o/ > 1 — 3 and
o' >1+a"D/2. Therefore

/R2(1 +distq(z,2")/7) " (1 + @, (2, )P dz

o — /| y—y| y—y| \°
< 14— 14— 2L 1+ —=2—2 ) 4
- /]R2 ( i r * rV(z,a’)t/? i rV (r,x')1/2 ?
o — |\ Vira)/2\ " -8
R 1 ) 1 d
( +— - Iylv(:w,)l/2 (I+1y))" dz=

I N2\ @
(1+L x') (1+7V($’$) ) dz,

< n1/2
~ao,B TV(T"T ) / r V(T, 1./)1/2

R

since o/ + 3 > 1.
We now observe that, by B2)), V(z,2') ~ V(a') + V(J — 2'|) and

Vi(z,a') V(z—2')) lz— 2|\ "
Vo)~ T TV 5(” - )

Hence we can continue the previous series of inequalities and obtain that

/R2(1 + distq (2, 2")/r) (1 + @, (2, )P dz

’ —a'+a'"'D/2
|) dx

<1V (r,2')\/? (1 + le —2'|
R T
Sa TQV(T, xl)l/Q’

as desired; in the last inequality we used that o/ — " D/2 > 1.

In the case i = 2, instead, we observe that, under the assumptions § € [0,1)
and @ > 1+ (1+ D/2)(1 — 3), we can decompose a = & 4+ ¢’ so that o/ > 1 and
o’ > (1+D/2)(1—3). Hence

/R2(1 + disto(z, 2') /1) "(1 + @, (2, 2') P dz

< [ () () ()
() () N,

NN B/2 —o —a” -8
() LO=5) (58) (o) o

by translation-invariance. Now, by (314) and (B.15),

U(lyl) _ U(lyl) |yl
=== gy < <1+ V()1

Since 8 < 1, from the previous inequalities we deduce that

/RZ(I + disty(z, 2') /1) "(1 + @, (2, 2)) P dz

< (V2 1/2/ 14_@ - 14 lyl Shmet/uEDE &z
~*\ V() R2 r rV (r)l/2

~op T2V (2 )2,

>1/<1+D/2>
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as o, 8+ a"/(14 D/2) > 1, and we are done.

4. REDUCTION TO WEIGHTED PLANCHEREL ESTIMATES

In this section we show that the proof of our optimal multiplier theorem (Theo-
rem [[T)) for Grushin operators £ on R? reduces to that of a “weighted Plancherel
estimate” involving the weights w, from Section

Theorem 4.1. Let V : R — Rar be continuous and satisfy the assumption (B3.2).
Let L be the Grushin operator on R? associated to V, as in B.1). Let the weights
@, on R? be defined as in [B.8). Let q € [2,00]. Assume that:

(A) For all v € [0,1/2), the estimate
Sup ess sup Vol(z’,r)/ |(1 4+ @ (2,2) Kingraz) (2:,2:’)’2 dz Sy |ml|7e,  (4.1)
>0 2/cR? R2 7

holds for all continuous m : R — C with suppm C [1/4,1].
(B) The estimate analogous to [@Il) with v = 0 and g = oo also holds for all
continuous m : R — C with suppm C [—1,1].

Then the two estimates and of Theorem [21] hold for L with ¢ = 2/2.
Remark 4.2. In view of Proposition B3] the estimate ([@I)) is equivalent to

sup esssup 72727 max{V(r), V(w')}l/Q_W/ ly —/|*7 ‘Km(rzc)(z, z')‘2 dz
>0 2 cR2 R2

< Il (42)

More precisely, the left-hand side of (41 is comparable to the sum of the left-hand
side of ([@2) and the corresponding one for v = 0.

Proof of Theorem[{.1] From the estimate in assumption together with a dyadic
decomposition, one easily obtains (cf., e.g., [CCM19l proof of Corollary 4.5]) that

Sup ess sup Vol(z',r)/ Kooz (2, z')‘2 dz < 1.
r>0 2/€R2 R2

This information, combined with the fact that dist is doubling (Proposition[33)) and

L has the finite propagation speed property (Proposition 3.2), implies Gaussian-

type heat kernel bounds for £ [Sik04] [CoS08]: there exists b > 0 such that

K, —v2c(2,2")| S Vol(z',r) ! exp(—bdist(z, 2')*/r?). (4.3)

for all r > 0 and z, 2’ € R%. As a consequence, assumptions@ and@ of Theorem
2T are satisfied with k& = 2; to conclude, we only need to check assumption With
¢=2/2.

As in the proof of Theorem 2] the doubling condition and the heat kernel
bounds allow us to apply [Marl7, Theorem 6.1(ii)] to the operator £ and deduce
that

sup ess sup/ K2y (2, 2")|(1 + dist(z, 2) /r)* dz Sa,p [[m]| Lo (4.4)
r>0 z’eR? JR2 s

for all continuous m : R — C supported in [1/4, 1] and all («, 5) such that
a>0 and B>a+Q/2+1/q. (4.5)

On the other hand, from assumption|(A)} Proposition 3.4 and the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality, we easily deduce that (4] also holds for all (a, §) such that

a<-1/2 and B=1/2. (4.6)
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Indeed, if & < —1/2, then —2a > 1. So, if we choose v € [0,1/2) sufficiently large
that —2a > 1+ (14 D/2)(1 — 2v), then

[ Voo 2101+ dist(z,2) /)
1/2
< ( /Rz(l + dist(z, 2/) /)2 (1 + (2, 2') ™2 d“")

1/2
. (/ (1 + @ (2, 2)) Kz (2, 2)| dz)
RQ
Se Imllpa

o Imllzg .

Interpolation between the two ranges (5] and (6] finally yields that (£4]) also
holds for

a=0 and B >1,
thus verifying assumption of Theorem 2Tl with ¢ = 2/2. O

The rest of the paper is aimed at proving that, under the assumptions (L) on
V, the weighted Plancherel estimate (4£1]) indeed holds in the case ¢ = oo; in light of
Theorem [£.]] this will prove Theorem[[.Il As we shall see, the unweighted estimate
(v = 0) of assumption [(B)| holds in greater generality, and the full strength of (I6)
will only be needed for the weighted estimate (v > 0) in assumption [(A)|

As mentioned in the introduction, the proof of the weighted Plancherel estimate
will be given in Section[@ Instrumental in the proof is the theory of one-dimensional
Schrodinger operators developed in Sections Bl to [

5. SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS ON A HALF-LINE: GENERALITIES

This section is devoted to establishing some general properties of real-valued
solutions of a second-order ODE of the form

- +Vu=w

on a half-line, where the real-valued potential V is assumed to be continuous. In
particular, in Section [5.1] we discuss the existence of recessive solutions for appro-
priate choices of the inhomogeneous term w. In Section the exponential decay
at infinity of such solutions is established. Finally, in Section some results on
the smooth dependence on parameters are obtained.

While most proofs are relatively straightforward adaptations of standard tech-
niques, the generality and uniformity of the obtained results will be crucial in the
subsequent developments.

5.1. Existence of solutions vanishing at infinity. The proof of the following
result is an adaptation of arguments in [BS91l Section 2.3], where the case of the
homogeneous ODE (w = 0) is considered.

Theorem 5.1. Let I C R be an interval with supl = 400, and V : I — R be
continuous and such that
liminf V > 0. (5.1)

Tr——+00
Let w : I — R be continuous and such that
NIC))
x—+00 V(:C)

—0. (5.2)

Then, for all solutions u on I of

—u" +Vu=w, (5.3)
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the limit lim, o u(x) exists and is one of +00, —00,0. Solutions with each of these
limits exist, and those with limit zero form a one-dimensional affine subspace of
C?*(I;R).

Proof. Note first that, by the classical theory of linear ODE, solutions on I of the
equation (5.3) exist and form a two-dimensional affine subspace of C?(I;R).

Step 0. Let u be a solution of (53) on I. If there exists x. € I such that V' > 0 on
[, +00), u'(2+) > 0, and u(zs) > supy,, 4 o) [w/V], then lim, 4 o u(x) = +oo.

Proof. We claim that u(x) > u(z,) for all > .. Indeed, if this is not the case
and x2 = inf{z > z, : u(z) < u(z,)}, then x5 > z, (because u'(x,) > 0) and
u(x) > u(xs) > SUpP[,, 4oo) W/ V] for all z € (x4, 22), whence u”(z) = V(x)(u(x) —
w(z)/V(z)) > 0 and u'(x) > v/ (zs) > 0 for all € (x4, z2), so u(za) > u(xy),
which contradicts (by continuity of u) the definition of 5.

Now, since u > u(z«) > supp,. ;o) [w/V] on [z, +00), from (5.3) we deduce
again that «” > 0 on [z, +00), whence v’ > «/(2,) > 0 on [z, +00), which clearly
implies that limy_, o u(z) = +00. O

Let U be the set of all solutions u : I — R of (53] which do not tend to £oo as
x — +oo (note that we do not assume a priori that lim,_, - u(z) exists for u € U;
we only ask that, if the limit exists, then it is neither 400 nor —oo).

Step 1. If uw € U, then limsup,_,, . u(z) > 0 and liminf, | o u(z) < 0.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that liminf,_, 4o u(x) > 0. Then, by (E.3) and
(G2), liminf, 4 %/( y > 0, whence, by B.1), liminfy 1o u”(x) > 0 too. This

clearly implies that lim,_, 1. u(z) = 400, thus contradicting that v € Y. In a
similar way one rules out that limsup,_, , . u(z) < 0. O

Step 2. If uw € U, then lim,_, . u(z) = 0.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that u does not vanish at +oco. From Step
@ we deduce that limsup,_,, . u(x) and liminf, ;. u(z) must be different, so
one of them must be nonzero. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
§ :=limsup,_, u(x) > 0 and liminf, 4 u(xz) < 0. By (&1) and (E2) we can
find M € I such that |w/V| < /3 and V > 0 on [M, 4+00). In addition, we may find
x1 > x9 > M such that u(zg) < 26/3 and u(xy) > 26/3. If T = sup{z € [z, 21) :
u(z) < 2§/3}, then, by continuity of w, u(Z) = 2§/3 < wu(z1); consequently, by
Lagrange’s Mean Value Theorem there exists x, € (Z, 1) such that «’(z,) > 0 and
u(zy) > 20/3. By Step[d, this implies that limy_, 1 o u(z) = 400, thus contradicting
that u € U. O

Note that Step 2] shows that all solutions u of (.3]) on I have limit at +oo and
the limit must be one of +00, —00,0. We now show that solutions with each of
these limits exist.

Take x¢ € I such that infj,, o)V >0, and for all A € R let uy be the solution
of (B3) on I such that u(zg) =0 and u'(xg) = A

Step 3. If A > )\ then uy(x) > uy () for all > xo.

Proof. The function v = u)—uy is a solution of the homogeneous ODE —v" 4+ Vv =
0 with v(zg) = 0 and v'(z9) = A— A" > 0, hence v cannot vanish on (zg, +o00) [BS91,
Corollary of Theorem 3.2, Section 2.3] and consequently it must be strictly positive
there. O

From Step [ we deduce that R = A_oo UAgU Ajs, where Ay, = {X € R :
lim, 00 ux(x) = p}; moreover, by Step B the A, are intervals and A, < A, (in
the sense that the inequality holds for any respective elements) whenever p < pu'.
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Step 4. A_ and A, are open and nonempty.

Proof. We only consider A, the argument for A_,, being analogous.
Let M = supy, ;1) [ug(2)]. Then, by Step [} for all A > 0,

uy =Vuy—w>Vuy—w=ug >-M
on [xg,zg + 1]. Consequently, by Taylor’s Theorem,
(o +1) > A — M, ux(ro +1) > A — M/2.

This shows that, if we take A sufficiently large, then we may ensure that v} (zo+1) >
0 and ux(xo + 1) > SUP 41, 400) [0/ V], and Step [ yields that limg o0 u(z) =
+00 in this case. This shows that A is nonempty.

Let now Ag € Ajoo, that islimy oo un, () = +00. Then from (B3) and (52) we
deduce that lim, 1o uY (z) = +oo, whence also lim,, 4o u) () = +00. In par-
ticular, we can find @, > g such that v} (x.) > 0 and ux, (z+) > sup(,, 4o0) [0/ V].
By classical ODE theory, ux(z.) and v (z.) depend continuously on A, hence the
inequalities u) (z.) > 0 and ux(2+) > sup(,, 1) |w/V| also hold for all A sufficiently
close to Ag, and, for these values of A, Step [ yields that lim,_, . ux(xz) = 400,
that is, A € Ayo. This shows that A is open. O

In conclusion, since R is the disjoint union of A_,, Ag and Ay, and moreover
A_ o and A, are open and nonempty by Step[] from the fact that R is connected
we deduce that Ag # 0.

This shows in particular that I/ is nonempty. We also note that, for all uy,us € U,
the difference v = u; — us is a solution of the homogeneous ODE —v” + Vu = 0
such that lim,_, . v(z) = 0. Since the space of these solutions is one-dimensional
[BS91, Theorem 3.3, Section 2.3], we deduce that U/ is a one-dimensional affine
subspace of C?(I;R). O

5.2. Agmon estimates. In this section we exploit a classical technique due to
Agmon [Agm82] to obtain information about the decay of recessive solutions.

Theorem 5.2. Let V : RT — R be continuous. Let p : Rt — R be Lipschitz and
such that

(p/)2 < V+a (54)
where Vi (z) := max{V (z),0}. Assume that w : R™ — R is continuous and u is a
solution of

—u"(z) + V(z)u(r) =w(x) (z€RT), (5.5)
such that limsup,_, , . |u(z)| < +00. Then
/+°° ePVu? < /+°° e27pw—2 + 1 /b 2Py (5.6)
b ~7 a 14 (b - a)Q a .

for every v € [0,1) and a,b € RT such that b € (a,+o0) C {V > 0}.
Proof. Let E(ui,ug) = [p, ujub + [p Vuiug and E(u) := E(u,u). One first ob-

serves that, by the Leibniz rule, the localisation identity
) = 00 + [ 2
R+
holds for any v Lipschitz and n Lipschitz and compactly supported. Additionally,
by (&3] and integration by parts,

E(Cu) = - Cw
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for any ( Lipschitz and compactly supported. We apply the above identities to
v=u, ( =nu, n = x."°, with v and p as in the statement, and

o

if z <a,

x—a)/(b—a) ifa<z<b,

c—z)/(c=b) ifb<zx<e
ifx>c

Xe(z) =

o S

for ¢ > b > a. The result is:
[ e <em
R+

- / Xee Puw + / (s + 70 xe)” €7Pu?
R+ R+

< / 2,29077,2 4 1 / 2 2’ypw2
€ e U — e P —
— ]R+ XC 45 ]R+ XC V

+(1+ 5—1)/ (xX.)?e®Pu® + (1 + 6)72/ (') x2e*Pu?
R+ R

+

1 2
<(e+(1+ 6)72)/ Xee PVt + - / e
R+ € Jr+ 14

—1 b -1 c
+((1b+5)2)/ 627pu2+((1+€b)2)/ e
—a)* Ja c— b

where £ > 0 is arbitrary, and we have used that (a, +00) C {V > 0} and (54)). Since
v < 1, we can choose € so small that (¢ + (1+¢)y?) < 1. This allows to absorb the
first term of our estimate into the left-hand side. Moreover, if p is bounded above,
then we can let ¢ tend to +o0o and use the assumption limsup,_, . [u(z)| < +oo
to conclude that (5.6) holds. To remove the additional boundedness assumptions,
one may just apply the estimate to min{p, T} in place of p, where T' € R, and let
T tend to +o0o. We omit the easy details. (I

A particularly important instance of the previous estimate is given in the follow-
ing statement.

Theorem 5.3. Let V : Rt — R be continuous and strictly increasing. As-
sume that w : RT — R is continuous and u is a solution of ([B.B) such that
limsup,_, o |u(x)] < +oo. Let A < B be nonnegative values of V. If v € [0,1),
then

/ exp (27 ’ \/V) V(z)u(z)? dx
V>B

V(B)
i w(z)?
< exp | 2v VvV dz
K /V>B ( V< (B) V(z)

w(z)? 1 / 5
+ dx + wu(x)? dx.
/A<V<B V@) P A<V <BIE Jyerp "W

Proof. Apply Theorem 0.2 with a = V< (A), b =V (B), and p(z) = f‘iF(B) VV.
(]

The L? estimates of the previous theorem imply corresponding pointwise bounds,
contained in the following corollary.
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Corollary 5.4. Let V : RT — R be continuous and strictly increasing. Assume that
w: RY — R is continuous and u is a solution of (B.3) such that lim,_, oo u(z) = 0.
Let A < B < C be nonnegative values of V and e, € (0,1). Define

y .

¢ = / exp (25 W) Vy) dy (j=0,1)
V>C Ve(B)

and

o [ ) e
0= /V>B p<27 Ve (B) W) V(y) i

w(y)? 1 / 2
+/ dy + u(y)” dy.
a<v<n V(y) HA <V <B}? Jacves
Ifx € {V > C} and 8 > 0 are such that 8+ < v, then

()] Sy V@D exp (ﬂ ) \/‘7> ; (5.7)

Ve (B)

if moreover B+ 3¢ <y, then

lu(z)] Sy Cov/E1D exp <ﬂ ’ \/‘7> . (5.8)

Ve(B)

Proof. Define I(y) = exp (ng(B) \/V) for y € {V > 0}.

Let us first prove the estimate for v’. We may assume that €;0 < oo, otherwise
the desired estimate holds trivially.

Let z € {V > C}. For every x, > z,

e - i< ([ )
g/:oo 1—2vv./:°° IQV(“‘I/JQ — Di(2)- h(). (5.9)

Now, trivially, if € <+, then

2

Ji(z) < € I(z) 2079, (5.10)
as I is an increasing function. Moreover, as u is a solution of (&.1]), we deduce that
(u//)2 9 ’LU2
— <2V 2—

AR T

and therefore Theorem gives that

Y

o)
Jo(x) < / exp | 2v vV dy S+ 9. (5.11)

V>B ( V< (B) ) V(y)
As e < 4, the estimates (BI0) and (EIT)) imply in particular that the integrals
Ji(z) and Ja(z) are finite and tend to zero as x — +o00. From (B.9)) we then deduce
that lim, o u/(y) exists and is finite. On the other hand, lim,_, . u(y) = 0, so
u’ must vanish at +oco. Taking the limit as . — +oo in (59) and bounding the
right-hand side by (B.I0) and (BIT)) finally gives the desired bound (&1 for u'(z).
Analogously we can prove the estimate for u. Again, we may assume that

CovV&1D < oo. Since limy 1o u(y) =0, by (1),
“+oo “+o00
lu(a)| < / | <, VED / 079 < o /EDI ()39

whenever 3¢ <, and (5.8)) is proved. O
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We now apply the above estimates to solutions of
—u'’(z) + V(z)u(z) = Fu(x) (x € RT), (5.12)
where the potential V' belongs to the following class.

Definition 5.5. Let HP be the class of the functions V : Rt — R which are con-
tinuous, strictly increasing, and such that lim,_,o+ V(z) = 0 and lim,_, ;- V() =
+00.

In other words, a V' € HP is “half of a potential” in the class P introduced in
Section [7 below.

Corollary 5.6. Let V € HP and E > 0, and set § = E|{E <V < 2E}|?. Letu
be a solution of ([I2) such that limsup,_, . |u(z)| < co. Then

/ Vu? < 5—1E/ u?, (5.13)
V>2F E<V<2E

/ u? < 5*1/ u?. (5.14)
V>2FE E<V<2E

Proof. By applying Theorem [£.3] to the potential V — E with w =0, v =0, A =0,
and B = F, we immediately obtain that

/ W2 {E<V < 2E}|2/ Vu?. (5.15)
E<V<2E V>2E

Multiplying both sides of (&.I5) by F gives (513), and (5I4) follows immediately
from (5I3) and the trivial bound [,z Vu2 > 2FE Jvsor u?. O

Finally, we record here an elementary proposition for solutions u of (5I2]), which
will be used in Section [T7]

Proposition 5.7. Let V : RT — R be continuous and E € R. Let u be a solution
of B&I2)) that is recessive at +o00 (that is, limy_s 400 u(x) = limy 400 v/(z) = 0).

(i) For every a > 0,
“+o0 —+oo —+oo
/ (u')? + Vu? = E/ u? — u(a)u'(a). (5.16)
(ii) If moreover V.€ CH(RT) and lim,_ o V(2)u(x)? = 0, then, for every a > 0,
+oo
(E —V(a))u(a)* +u'(a)* = / V' u?. (5.17)
Proof. The equation ([B.12) and an integration by parts yields

/ab(u’)2 + /ab Vu? = E/ab u? + u(b) (b) — u(a)u (a).

Letting b tend to +oo gives part
As for part by integrating the identity

(B = V)2 + @)?) = V"2, (5.18)

we get, for all a < b,

a

b
(B — Va2 + (u)2] = _/ V2.

Letting b tend to +o0o and using that lim, 4o (u(z)? + v/ (2)? + V(z)u(z)?) =

0
gives (B.17). O
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5.3. Smooth dependence on parameters. Let I C R be a closed upper half-
line, V' : I — R be continuous, and « > 0. Define the spaces of real-valued functions

W]
Py =L W e C°I;R) : |
v { € C°(R) Sl}p1+|v|<00},

z=oo 14 |V (x 1+ |V(x
Dvo={ucC*LR) : 14 |V|)u€ Ry, v’ € Ry.o}-

R, = {wECO(I;R) : lim &)” =0, /IeQO‘IL)Q”dx< OO},

Clearly Zv, Zv,o and Py, are Banach spaces with the norms
Wy =W/ A+ V],
[wllzy.. = lw/(1+V])leo + lle®w//1+[V][2,
[ull2y.o = lulloe + 0"/ + [Vlloo + €™ ur/T+ [VI[l2 + e " //1+ V]2

Note that V € &y

Proposition 5.8. Let I be a closed upper half-line, V : I — R be continuous,

and o > 0. Assume that Ky o = ([;(1+ |V (2)]) e"2** dx) V2 < Then, for all
U € Dy, limg_oo t/(x) = 0. Moreover, for all § € (0, ), if Ky,a—p < 00, then

(@) < B Kvia-pllullgy.e™, [ (2)] < Kva-gllully..e~*
forallxz € 1.

Proof. Note first that liminf,_, o |u’(2)| = 0 (otherwise lim,_, o, u(x) = oo, which
is not the case, since u € Py,o). Now, for all z1,29 € I with 1 < z3, by the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

To 0o 1/2
o aa) ol < [ < ol ([ VD)
T Tl
and the last integral tends to zero as x1 — oo under our assumptions, so the limit
lim, 00 v/ (z) exists in R, and therefore it must be zero.
Assume now that Ky ,_g < oo for some § € (0, «); then, by taking the limit as
T9 — 00 in the previous inequality we obtain that

0o 1/2
o] < o, ([ @4 V@D ) < oy Kvampe ™,

1

and consequently

oo

o0
()] < / ] < [l 2y, Kv.a_s / Bt dt = 7 |ul gy, Ky a_pe

x1 1

for all z1 € 1. O

In order to present the results below about smooth dependence on parameters,
it is convenient to make use of real analyticity of maps between Banach spaces;
for basic definitions and results about real-analytic maps in the context of Banach
spaces, we refer to [BT03, Chapter 4].

Lemma 5.9. Let I CR be a closed upper half-line, V : I — R be continuous, and
let o« > 0.

(i) For all W € Py, the Schridinger operator HW| = —8% + W maps Dy.a
into Zv.o boundedly.
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(i) The map © : Py X Dy > (W,u) = H[W]u € Ry is real-analytic and
dOw.u) (H, f) = HIW]f + Hu

for all (W), (H, f) € Py X Dyq.
(iii) The map R xR 3 (t,E) — tV — E € Py is linear and bounded.
Assume now that liminf, , ;. V(z) > o?.
(tv) The operator H[V]: Dy,o — Rv,« is surjective.
(v) The kernel of H[V] in Dy q is one-dimensional, and coincides with the set of
the uw € C*(I;R) such that —u” + Vu =0 and lim, o u(z) = 0.

Proof. Parts|(i)| to are easily checked; we only remark that the map © can be
written as the sum of (W, u) — —u’ and (W, u) — Wu, which are a bounded linear
map and a bounded bilinear map respectively.

Assume now that liminf, ;o V(z) > o?. Let w € Zv,o. Then, by Theorem[5.1]
there exists u € C?(I;R) such that H[V]u = —u” + Vu = w and lim, . u(z) =
0. We now show that every such w is in Py ,. Since w € Zy,, we know that
limg 4 oo w(z)/V (x) = 0, so from the ODE we deduce that limg_, o v (2)/V (z) =
0 too. Moreover, from Theorem [5.2 applied with vp(z) = az and ~ sufficiently
close to 1, and the fact that [, e***w(xz)?/(1+ |V (z)]) dz < 400, we deduce that
J; €2 (1 + |V (x)])u(z)? dz < 400, so the ODE implies that [, e***u”(2)?/(1 +
[V (z)]) dz < +o00. Hence u € Dy 4.

The above argument shows that H[V] : Dy — Py, is surjective, and that,
moreover, the kernel of H[V] in Py, coincides with the set of the u € C?(I;R) such
that —u” 4+ Vu = 0 and lim,_, - u(z) = 0, which we know to be a one-dimensional
subspace of C?(I;R). This proves parts and O

Theorem 5.10. Let I C R be a closed upper half-line. Let V : I — R be continu-
ous, a > 0, and set Qyo = {(t, E) € RT xR : liminf, ,o tV(z) > E+a?}. Then,
for all (t,E) € Qv.a, there exists a unique ug. g € C*(I;R) such that

"
—uy g+ tVu,p = Eu g

onl, [, ufE =1, and us, g(z) > 0 for all sufficiently large x. Moreover, us g € Dy,
and the map Qv.o 3 (t, E) — up.p € Dy, 15 real-analytic.

Proof. Note first that, if (¢,E) € Q = Qy.,, then a solution u € C?(I;R) of
—u” +tVu = Eu tends to 0 or £oo at +oo, so if u € L?(I) then necessarily
limg s 400 u(z) = 0.

Note also that, for all (¢,E) € Rt xR, Zyv_pa = Dv,a and Ziv_g.o = Zv,as
with equivalent norms. In particular, from Lemma 59 if (¢, E) € Q, then the set

AT {u € C*(I;R) : —u" +tVu = Eu, llff u(r) = 0}

is the kernel of H[tV — E] in Py, and is a one-dimensional subspace thereof;
moreover, by classical Sturm—Liouville theory [BS91, Corollary of Theorem 3.2,
Section 2.3], every nonzero u € ;v _p is strictly positive or strictly negative in a
neighbourhood of +o0. Since Py, C L*(I), there exist exactly two elements u €
Hyv—p with [;u® =1, and u; g is uniquely determined by additionally requiring
that u; g > 0 in a neighbourhood of +ooc.

Define now the map ® : R? x Dv,a = R X Ry o by

O(t, B u) = (/ u?, H[tV — E]u) .

I
By Lemma 5.9, the map & is real-analytic and

d® (¢, gy (s, F30) = <2 / uv, H[tV — Elv + (sV — F)u)
I
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for all (¢, E), (s, F) € R? and u,v € Dy 4.
Let now (¢, E) € Q and set u = u; p. We claim that the map

Do 20+ AP g.0)(0,050) € R X Py

is an isomorphism of Banach spaces, i.e., it is injective and surjective. Indeed, for
allv € Dy,a, if AP ,,)(0,0;v) = 0, then [, uv = 0 and H[tV — E]v = 0; the second
condition tells us that v € #y_g = Ru, and together with the first condition this
implies that v = 0. This shows that ® is injective. As for surjectivity, if w € Zv o
and h € R, then by Lemma [5.9] there exists vg € Py, such that H[tV — Elvg = w;
in particular, for all A € R, we also have H[tV — E](vo + Au) = w, and moreover
J; u(vo + Au) = A+ [} uvo, hence we can choose A € R so that v = v + Au satisfies
2 [, uv = h.

By the Implicit Function Theorem (see, e.g., [BT03| Theorem 4.5.4]), there exist
open neighbourhoods A of (¢, E) in Q and B of us, g in Pv,4, and a real-analytic
map ¥ : A — B such that U(¢, F) = u¢ g and, for all (s, F;v) € A x B,

O(s, Fyv) = (1,0) if and only if v="U(s, F).

In particular, for all (s,F) € A, H[sV — F]¥(s,F) = 0 and [, ¥(s,F)* = 1,
which implies that ¥(s, F) = tus . Up to shrinking A, we may assume that
A C [tg, +00) x (—o0, Ep] for some (tg, Ey) € €; in particular, we can find z, € T
such that [z.,4+00) C{zx €T : txV(z) —Ey >0} C{x el : sV(x)—F > 0}
for all (s, F) € A. Hence, by Sturm-Liouville theory, us g > 0 on [z, +00); since
U(s, F)(x) is a continuous function of (s, F), we conclude that ¥(s, F) = us r,
that is, (s, F') — us p is real-analytic in a neighbourhood of (¢, E). O

6. SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS ON A HALF-LINE: REGULAR POTENTIALS

6.1. Summary of the results. The general results of Section [l are applied here
to obtain pointwise and integral bounds for real-valued L? solutions of

—u"(z) + V(z)u(z) = Eu(x) (x € RT) (6.1)
under a quantitative C! assumption on the potential.

Definition 6.1. Let k > 0. We denote by HP1 (k) the class of positive functions
V € C1(RT) such that

kW(z) <2V'(z) <kV(z) VreRT.

Our estimates will have the desired uniformity as long as the natural “adimen-
sional” quantity

VE|{V < E}|

is bounded away from zero. This condition will be automatically satisfied in later
applications to eigenfunctions of Schrodinger operator on R, thanks to the eigen-
value estimates of Theorem below. We point out, however, that the following
bounds apply to arbitrary recessive solutions of ([G.I]) on R*, which need not cor-
respond to eigenfunctions of Schrédinger operators on R; this generality will be
crucial in the proof of the eigenvalue gaps in Section [Z.7

Theorem 6.2 (Pointwise bounds). Let V- € HPi(k). If 6 > 0, E > 0 are such
that

VE[{V < E}| >, (6.2)
and u € L2(R") is a real-valued solution of ([6.1]), then
) W} I )
sup <u”+ Sks Tr— u”. 6.3
V<E/2{ E HV < E}| E/2<V<2E (6:3)
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Moreover, there exists ¢ = ¢(k) > 0 such that the inequality
( )2 N ’U/(.’L‘)2 - e—cz\/V(m)
u(x Sk T ——

E {V < E} Jecv<ar
holds for every x such that V(x) > 4F.

u? (6.4)

Theorem 6.3 (Integral bounds). Let V € HP1(k), d >0, E >0, and u € L*(RT)
be as in Theorem[G 2 Then:

(i) If W:Rt =R}, a,b € R and C > 0 are such that

1 xT
W(zx) + 5/ W < Cz*V(x)® Vx>0, (6.5)
0

W u? (w)” < C < E|*E?
W) Sabws CHV < BYE” |
R+ R+

(ii) The assumption ([6.5) holds whenever W (z) = 2V (x)® and a + k=10 > —1,
with C = C(a, b, k).
(iii) For all a,b € R,

/ 2V (2) w(z)? de Zap.s {V < E}|aEb/ u?.
R+ -

then

The rest of the section is devoted to the proofs of the above results.

6.2. An auxiliary class of functions on a half-line. Let d; < ds be real num-
bers. We denote by D(dy, ds) the collection of positive functions U € C*(R™) such
that

diU(x) <2U'(z) <dU(z) Vo € RT. (6.6)

Notice that HP1(x) = D(k~!, k). The next proposition collects a few elementary
algebraic properties of the classes D(dy, ds).

Proposition 6.4. Let dy < ds be real numbers. The following hold.
(1) D(d1,d2) is a convex cone: if U, W € D(d1,dz), then \U + uW € D(d1,d2)
for every A\, u > 0.
(ii) If U € D(dy,ds) and b > 0, then U € D(bdy, bds).
(iii) If U € D(dy1,d2) and W € D(d},d}), then UW € D(dy + d},ds + df).
() IfU € D(dy,d2) with dy > 0, then U : RT — R is invertible, and the inverse
function U< is in D(dy*,d ).

Proof. Parts|(i)| to follow immediately from the definition and elementary dif-
ferentiation rules.

Part is also elementary, once one realizes that U is invertible. To see this,
notice that, if we define v : R — R by v(t) = logU(e'), then the condition (G.6])
can be equivalently rewritten as

dy <'(t) < ds vt € R. (6.7)

In particular, if dy > 0, then v is strictly increasing and lims—, 1 o, v(t) = 00, thus
v : R — R is invertible by continuity, and therefore U : R™ — R* is invertible
too. (|

We now discuss a number of “doubling” properties satisfied by functions in the
classes D(d1, ds).

Proposition 6.5. Let dy < ds be real numbers. The following hold.
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(i) If U € D(d1,ds), then we have the doubling inequality
Uz) < \2U(z) VYo eRT, YA>1, (6.8)
and the reverse doubling inequality
UMx) > A\ U(z) Ve e RT, VA>1. (6.9)
(i) If U € D(dy,dz2) with dy >0, then
HMUHU < EY < {U <cE} <MR|{U<E}Y VE>0, Vee (0,1),
1 —cl/d
Tl/dl
(ZZ’L) IfU S D(dl,dg) with dy > 71, then
/ U,Sdl,)\/ U Ya >0, VA > 1.
0 a/A
() If U € D(d1,ds) with dy >0, and E > 0 is such that

VE|{U < E}| >,

{cE<U<E} > {U<TE} VE>0, Vee (0,1), VT > 1.

then

/ 2*U(x)’e VU dz <g, 4y 5.0, {U < B} T E
U>E

for every a,b € R and € > 0.

Proof. Part|(i)| follows from the observation that, if we define v: R — R by v(t) =
log U(e'), then the conditions (G.8) and (E3) can be equivalently rewritten as

v(t) +dis <v(t+s) <v(t) +das YVt e R, Vs >0,

and in turn these inequalities are elementary consequences of the rephrasing (G.7))
of the condition U € HP1(dy,dz).

Part follows from part|(i)|and Proposition plus the trivial observation
that [{U < E}| = U (E) for all E > 0.

Part follows from the reverse doubling inequality (G.9)):

Let us prove part [(iv)] Set zo := U (E) = {U < E}| and D := max{bdy, bda}.
If A > 1, then Proposition and part|(i)| give that

()\,TO)GU()\xO)b exp (_E)\.’L'O U(}\mo))
< XN TP 80U ()" exp (—s)\1+d1/2:co U(zo))
= U < BY BN oxp (e AVE (U < )

< {U < EY|*E*A**P exp (—65)\1+d1/2) :
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Hence
/ z°U(z)" exp (*f—:xm) do
U>E
+oo
= zo/ (Az0)U (Axo) exp (*E)\:CO U()\xo)) d\
1
+oo
< {U < E}[*HE? / NP exp (X2
1
Sdr.das,abe |[{U < E}|a+1Eb,
as desired. )

6.3. Pointwise bounds in the exponential region. The goal of this section is
to prove the exponential decay part of Theorem More precisely, we are given
V € HP1(k), 6 > 0, E > 0 such that /E |{V < E}| > 4, and a real-valued solution
u € L2(RT) of

—u"(z) + V(2)u(x) = Bu(z) (z € RT),
and we want to prove that, for every = such that V(z) > 4F,

2
’U,(ZL')2+ u’(:c) < 1 —c(k)z\/V () ul.

~K,0 €
E HV < E}| E<V<2E

To achieve this, we invoke Agmon theory, in the form of Corollary 5.4l applied to
the potential V — E, with w = 0 and with the following choices of parameters:

A=0, B=E, C=3E, B=1/2, ¢ =1/12, v = 3/4.
So we obtain that, for all z such that V(z) > 4F,

ul($)2

1 x
u(z)® + 5 S (@3 + E) €19 exp ( /VF(QE) vV — E) , (6.10)

where

1 (v ,
¢; = / exp (——/ VV — E) (V(y) — E)’ dy,
V>4E 6 Jv—(2m)

1
D= 2/ u?.
HE <V <2E}? Jpevesr
To bound the above quantities, it is useful to notice that

/I VV — E~, 24/V(x) Vr: V(z) > 4E. (6.11)
V< (2E)

In fact, the upper bound is trivial, and the reverse doubling inequality (6.9]) of
Proposition 6.5 applied to V¢ gives (for V(z) > 4F) that

/z VV —E >271/2 ’ vV
V< (2E) V< (2E)
> 27/ V(z) (x =V (V(2)/2))
> 2711 — 27 V%) o/ V ().

Now, by (6I1)) and Proposition [6.5(iv)l we see immediately that

€ Shs {VSEY, CZes{VSEHE
for every x such that V(z) > 4E. Moreover, part of Proposition [6.5] yields
ZD§H|{V§E}|‘2/ o2
E<V<2E
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Hence, by (6.10), in the range where V(z) > 4E,
u’(m)2

u(@)® + —5

x

1
§n5<E VLE +7)exp — V-F / u?
o (P = B o=y Ve pevesm
< $2V($) + 1e—c(ﬁ)z\/V(m) / u2
E<V<2E

- {V < E}
< L eV 2,
HV < E}| E<V<2E

where we used ([G.I1) and the fact that t? < 2a=2e® for every t,a > 0. This
completes the proof of inequality ([6.4]) of Theorem

6.4. Pointwise bounds in the classical region. We now come to the first half
of Theorem Under the usual assumptions that V € HP(k), § > 0, E > 0,
VE|{V < E}| > 6, this time we want to prove that every real-valued solution
u € L2(RT) of

—u"(z) + V(z)u(z) = Eu(z) (x € RT) (6.12)
satisfies the bound

2 (u/)Q} 1 2
sup qu”+ Sdide,d TT— u>.
V<E/2{ E HV < E} Jpj2<v<aE

Before giving the details of its proof, let us remark that the key ingredient is the
positivity of a certain derivative (see ([GI3]) below), already exploited in [Tit62]
Theorem 8.3] (see also [Sze75l, Theorem 7.3.1]) to deduce bounds for eigenfunctions
of Schrodinger operators in the classical region. Since here we do not assume any
boundary condition on the solutions of ([6.12)), we cannot directly invoke the theory
in [Tit62].

We need the following energy estimate.

Lemma 6.6. Let V € HPi(k), § > 0, E > 0 be such that VE|{V < E}| > §
holds, and let uw € L*(RT) be a real-valued solution of (612). Then

/ (u’)2 <k.6 E/ u?.
V>E/2 E/2<V<2E

Proof. By |Nir59l Inequality (2.6)] and (612),

/ () < / u? / (uy2
V>E/2 V>E/2 V>E/2
< / u2/ V2u2 + FE u?.
V>E/2 V>E/2 V>E/2

By the already established exponential decay (6.4)),

/ VZu? < 16E2/ u? —|—/ V2u?
V>E/2 E/2<V<AE V>4E

51{,5 E2 / ’LL2
E/2<V<4E

1
V(z)2efcz\/v(z) dr / u2

4+
|{V < E}| V>4E E<V<2E

2 2
5&,5 E u-,
V>E/2
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where Proposition [6.5(iv)| was used in the last inequality. Thus,

N2 2 2
/ (u')* Sk B u® Sk B u-,
V>E/2 V>E/2 E/2<V<2E

where we used once more Agmon theory, in the form of Corollary B.6l O

Thanks to the energy estimate of Lemmal6.6] we can run the positivity argument
alluded to above. Consider the function

and notice that

N2

u2—i—i (u')

o<, J
E/2<V <3E/4 E Jej2<v<sp)a

/E/2<V<3E/4
5&,5 / ’U/Qa
E/2<V<2E
where the last bound follows from Lemma A simple computation using the
equation (GI2]) yields
V(@) ! (z)?
(B —V(x))?
It follows that the maximum of g on the interval {V < E/2} is attained at the right
endpoint and it must be less than or equal to
. PRIy p——— u?
HE/2 <V <3E/4}| Jgj2cv<3p/a HV < B} Jgjocv<ar

(here Proposition [63(ii)| was also used). This is exactly the content of inequality
[©3) of Theorem [6.2] whose proof is now complete.

g (z) = >0 Vo : V(z) # E. (6.13)

6.5. Integral bounds. Here we prove Theorem [6.3]
Let W :R* - R{, a,b € R and C > 0 be such that

W(z) < Cz®V(x)® and / W < Cxo TV (x)b Vo > 0. (6.14)
0
Theorem m namely the integral inequality
2, (W)? b 2
R+ E R+

follows from the pointwise bounds of Theorem Let us see the details.
Clearly we may assume C' = 1. Define

We decompose our integral as follows:

WU:/ +/ +/ =: T+ 1II + III.
R+ V<E/2 E/2<V<4E JV>4E

For the first term, the classical-region bound (63 of Theorem [6.2] gives that

1
15,{757/ u2./ W,
HV < E}| Jr+ V<E/2

Now, by (614)) and Proposition [6.5]

/ W < |{V < E/2}* TN (E/2)" ~pup {V < E}*TEP.
V<E/2
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Hence
I<nsap{V< E}|aEb/ u>.

R+
Next, since W (x) < 2V (x)?,

I1 <, E’max{|{V < E/2}|%, {V <4E}|*} v
E/2<V<4E

SV < EYE [
R+

In the last step we used the energy estimate of Lemma and the usual doubling
property of Proposition Finally, the exponential decay part of Theorem
and Proposition [6.5(iv)| take care of the tail of the integral:

1
111 <K " ays b —cz\/V(z)d / 2
e HV < E}| V24E$ (=)e v R+u

Sesan [{V < BB / 2,
R+

and this completes the proof of part |(i)| of Theorem B3

We now verify part that is, the assertion that the assumption (6.I4]) holds
whenever W (x) = 2%V (z)® and a + k~'b > —1, with C = C(a, b, k). Indeed, note
that such W lies in D(a + b1, a + bk) by parts [(ii)] and of Proposition [G.4
Hence, if a + bx~! > —1, then the desired assertion follows from parts [(i)] and
of Proposition

We are left with the proof of part of Theorem For all a,b € R,

/R+ 2V (z)’u(z)? dz > / 2V (2)’u(x)? do

E/2<V<2E

>y EPmin{|{V < E/2}|*,{V < 2E}|?} u?
E/2<V<2E

Zean BNV BN [
E/2<V<2E
The desired estimate follows by Corollary and the pointwise bounds in the
classical region, which imply that

2 2
/ u® 25 / u”.
E/2<V<2E R+

7. ONE-DIMENSIONAL SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

7.1. Summary of the results. We now switch to the study of Schrodinger equa-
tions on the real line R. We begin by introducing three useful classes of “single-well”
potentials on R.

Definition 7.1. Let P be the class of continuous nonnegative potentials V : R —
Ry such that:

(1) V(0) =0,

(2) V is strictly increasing for 2 > 0 and strictly decreasing for z < 0,

(3) limg 400 V() = +00.

Let P* C P be the subclass of potentials satisfying the additional temperate growth
condition

(4) V(x) < CeM®l for some C, M > 0 and all z € R.

Finally, let P! be the class of potentials V' € P* which are continuously differentiable
on R\ {0} and such that
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(5) xV'(x) < CeM*l for some C, M > 0 and all z € R\ {0}.

Fix a potential V € P. Asis well-known (see Remark[T.21below), the Schrédinger
operator

H[V] = 02+ V(z), (7.1)
initially defined on CZ°(R), is essentially self-adjoint and its unique self-adjoint
extension has pure point spectrum consisting of a divergent sequence of simple
eigenvalues {E,(V) : n > 1}. We denote by v, (z; V) the eigenfunction of H[V]
corresponding to the eigenvalue E,(V), i.e.,

— (V) + V(2) hn(; V) = En(V) (23 V) (x € R),
normalised by the two conditions
/wn(:c; V)idr =1,
R
Yp(x;V) >0 for all > 0 large enough

(7.2)

(see Section for details). Whenever the potential V is clear from the context,
the lighter notation F,, and ¢, (z) will be used.

Remark 7.2. Essential self-adjointness of H[V] holds more generally for locally
square-integrable nonnegative potentials [RS75, Theorem X.28], and the spectrum

of H[V] consists entirely of a divergent sequence of simple eigenvalues if and only if
x+T
lim V(y)dy = 400

T—r00 T—r

for every r > 0 ([Mol53], cited in the introduction of [MS05]).

Under the aforementioned temperate growth conditions on the potential V', we
shall derive the following important relations.

Theorem 7.3 (Virial theorem). Let V € P' and n € Ny. Then E,(tV) is real-
analytic as a function of t > 0 and

Fo(V) = Qs En (1V) = / V() v (2 V)2 da. (7.3)
R
If moreover V€ P}, then
/ 2V () Y (x; V)2 da = 2/ ! (x; V)2 da. (7.4)
R R

Remark 7.4. Under the additional assumption 2V’ (z) ~ V(x), the identity (T4)
tells us that potential and kinetic energy associated to eigenfunctions are compa-
rable. This justifies the terminology “virial theorem”, cf. [Foc30, (Wei67, [GG99).

We now introduce a more stringent growth condition on potentials V', which
corresponds to the assumption ([LGal) discussed in the introduction. In what follows,
for any f: R — C, we denote by fg, fo : R(J{ — C the functions defined by

fo(z) = f(z),  fo(z) = f(-2) (7.5)
for all z € Rar.

Definition 7.5. Let x > 1. We denote by P;(k) the class of potentials V : R —
[0, 4+00) such that:

(1) V(0) =0;

(2) V(—z) < kV(x) for every z € R;

(3) both Vg and Vg lie in HP1 (k).
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Notice that conditionamounts to comparability of Vg and Vg, while condition
(3)] amounts to comparability of 2V’ (z) and V(z) (see the definition of HP1 (k) at
the beginning of Section[f]). From the doubling properties discussed in Proposition
[65 one immediately deduces that P;(x) C Pj.

Under the assumption V' € Pi(k), we shall prove the following fundamental
estimates for eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of H[V].

Theorem 7.6 (Eigenvalue and eigenvalue gaps estimates). Let V € P;(k). Then,
for everyn > 1,

E (V)2 {V < E,(V)} ~e (7.6)
and, if 1 <m <n, then

En(V)

E,(V)—En(V) ~, (n—m).

Theorem 7.7 (Eigenfunction estimates). Let V € Py(k).
(i) For everymn € N and x € R such that V(z) > 4E,(V),

2, Yn(@V)? 1 —e(w) 2|/ V()

(i) If W:R - RE, a,b € R and C > 0 are such that

||
W) <C |z|aV(z)b and W(t)dt <C |z|a+1V(:c)b VeeR, (7.7)

—|z|
then

. 2 7/’%(%‘/)2 a
[ W (vntav+ BT o S 0V < BB

(i4i) The assumption (T1) holds whenever W (x) = |z|°V (2)® and a+r~1b > —1,
with C = C(a, b, k).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proofs of the above results.

7.2. Auxiliary solutions of one-dimensional Schrodinger equations. Let
V € P. By Sturm-Liouville theory, for every E > 0, there exists a unique global
solution v(z) = v(z; E) of the stationary Schrédinger equation

—v"(z) +V(z)v(z) = Ev(z) (v €R) (7.8)

satisfying the following properties:

(a) v is recessive at 400, that is

lim v(x; E) = lim Oyv(x; E) =0.
T—+00 T—+00
(b) v(z; E) > 0 and dyv(z; E) < 0 for = large enough.
(c) fooo v(z; E)? dr = 1.

The spectrum of the self-adjoint operator H[V] := —92 + V(x) coincides with the
set of E > 0 with the property that v(; E) € L*(R). The eigenfunction v, (x; V),
normalized as in (Z2), is the unique positive multiple of v(z; E,) whose L? norm
on the whole real line is 1.
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7.3. The virial theorem. Here we prove Theorem Let us introduce the
Banach spaces

k
é"é“ =<{uecCFR;R) : supeﬁmz |9 ()] < o0 p,
z€R =0

where £ € N and § > 0.

Proposition 7.8. Let V € P.

(i) For all n € N4, the function t — E,(tV) is real-analytic from RT to RT.
(i) If V€ P, then, for all B > 0 and n € Ny, the map t — Y, (tV) is a
real-analytic map from RT to the Banach space 551

Proof. According to [Kat95, Chapter VII, Section 4.8, Example 4.24, p. 409], the
operators H[tV] constitute a “selfadjoint holomorphic family of type (B)”, hence
the eigenvalues E, (tV) are analytic functions of ¢ for all n € N [Kat95, Chapter
VII, Section 1.3, Theorem 1.8, p. 370]. This proves part

Moreover, combining this with Theorem 510 easily gives that, for all n € N and
a > 0, the map t + 1, (-;tV) is real-analytic from R™ to the Banach space

Dv,o ={u e CQ(R; R) : ug € Dvy,ar o € Dvgal-
If V € P*, then by Proposition the space Py, is continuously embedded in éaﬁl
for all 8 > 0, and part is proved. ([

Corollary 7.9. Let V € P.
(i) For all n € N4, the function t — E,(V (t-)) is real-analytic from RY to RT.
(ii) If V € P, then, for all B >0 and n € Ny, the map t — ¥, (-; V (t)) is a C*
map from Rt to the Banach space 6"50.

Proof. Both assertions follow from Proposition [.8 and the relations

U (23 V() =t/ 20, (t2; 72V, (7.10)
which are obtained rescaling the variable in the equation (L8] with E = E,(V (¢-))
and v(x) = ¥y, (x; V(t-)). O

By the previous results, if V; is either of the families of potentials ¢tV or V(¢-), then
the corresponding eigenvalues E, (V;) are analytic functions of ¢ for any n € N .
In the next proposition, we obtain a formula for the derivative of the eigenvalues
Ot(E, (V1)) involving 0, V;.

Proposition 7.10. Let V € P'. Then the identity
O (En(Ve)) = ((0:V)n (5 Vi), ¥n (5 Vi)

holds with V; = tV. The same identity holds for Vi, = V (t-) provided V € P}.
Proof. From Proposition [[.8, Corollary [[.9, and

OtV (z)) = V(a), 0(V(tz)) = V' (tz), (7.11)
we easily deduce that, under our assumptions on V', any of the functions v, (z; V%),
Vi(@)n (2; Vi), and @) (x; Vi) = (Vi(x) — En (Vi) Yn (z, 1), as well as their first-order
t-derivatives, decay exponentially as |z| — oo with locally uniform bounds in t.
This justifies differentiations under the integral sign and integrations by parts in

the following argument.
First, from the L?-normalization of eigenfunctions we deduce that

<8t1/}n(a Vt)v"/)n(a Vt)> =0.
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Now,
O (En (Vi) = O (H[Ve]ton (5 Vi), on (5 V)
= ((0:Ve)on (s V2), ¥n (5 Vi)
+ (H[Vi]0uton (5 V2), ¥n (5 V2))
+ (H[Veln (5 V2), Ostpn (-5 Vi)
On the other hand, the last two summands vanish, since
(HVe]0eon (5 Vi), ¥n (5 V1))
= (Otn (s V2), H[Vi]on (1 V2))
= En(Ve) (0 (5 Va), ¥n (s V2)) = 0,

and we are done. O

We now have all the ingredients to prove Theorem [[.3] Formula (73] is an
immediate consequence of Proposition [(.I0 applied to V; = tV. To prove formula
[T4), we apply Proposition [[.T0 to V; = V (¢-), combined with the identity

Otlt=1En(V(t)) = 2E,(V) — 2F,(V),

which is an elementary consequence of (7.9)).

7.4. Elementary doubling properties of regular potentials. We record here
a couple of useful elementary properties of potentials in the class Py (k).

Proposition 7.11. Let V € Py(x). Then, for all a € RT,
{Vo <a}| = {Vo < a}| ~: {V <a}], (7.12)

and

{V < E}| ~¢ . {V <cE} VE >0, c€(0,1). (7.13)
Proof. By the definition of P;(k) and part of Proposition [6.5]
{Vo < a}| <[{Vo < ra}| Sk {Ve < a}].

The reverse approximate inequality is proved analogously. Since

{V <a}[=[{Ve < a}| + {Vs < a}], (7.14)
the approximate identities (Z.12) follow, while (ZI3)) is a consequence of ([Z12) and
part of Proposition O

7.5. Eigenvalue estimates. In this section we prove the first half of Theorem
[C6 namely the approximate identity (.6]), under the assumption V € P; (k). This
will follow from the inequalities of Bohr—Sommerfeld type contained in the theorem
below, which are valid more generally for potentials in the class P.

Theorem 7.12 (Bohr-Sommerfeld inequalities). Let V € P. Then
4
VEVI{V <eE(V)} 2 5=(L—e)’r Ve €(0,1), (7.15)
VE,V){V < E,(V)}| > 7(n—1) Vn > 1, (7.16)

E,(V) E.(V) ™m
AV i > . .
Vi {v< s vzl w0 (7.17)

It is clear that the desired approximate identity (Z.6]) can be obtained by com-
bining the three inequalities above and Proposition [[.T11

and
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Proof. Inequality (ZIH) can be proved by using a formulation of the uncertainty
principle due to Donoho and Stark [DS89] (see also [FS97, Section 8]). To state it,
we need some terminology: 1 € L%(R) is said to be e-concentrated on a measurable
set A C Rif [p 4 |¢]* <& [y [¢°. Then, the Donoho-Stark inequality says that

if ¢ € L3(R) is e-concentrated on A and ’L//J\ is d-concentrated on B, where d,& > 0
and § + € < 1, then
|A||B| >21(1 — e — 6)%; (7.18)

here () = (2m)~1/2 [ b(x) e €7 dz. Let V € P and take ¢ = ¢, the ground-
state e1genfunct1on of H[V]. Then for any fixed ¢ € (0,1),

that is, the ground-state elgenfunction is e-concentrated on the sublevel set A =
{V < e 2E;}. By ([IJ), if ¢ is d-concentrated on (—b,b), where § € (0,1 — ¢),
then necessarily |A|b > 7(1 — ¢ — §)2. Therefore, for any b < (1 —e — §)%/|Al,

5 for= fir+ [

2 2
> /R €210(6)? de

b2 b(E)|2 d
> /R e e
b26% | (€)1 de = 262 | o?
> /R D) de /R ¥
Thus,
VEL{V < e 2B} > m6(1 — e — §)?

and optimizing in ¢ gives (T.I5)).
For the remaining bounds, we make use of the classical inequality

/ e / P (7.19)

valid for all f € W12([0,1];R) which are either vanishing at the endpoints (see,
e.g., [DMcKT2, p. 47]) or with zero mean (see, e.g., [KN15, Sect. 1.1]).

Given n > 1 and E > 0, we decompose {V < E} into n subintervals of equal
length I, ..., I,. We define M (n, E) as the linear subspace of L?(R;R) defined by
the n conditions flj =0 (j=1,...,n). Then, by (ZI9),

/RW) / >Z/ P V>Ew
S 2 25 n 2 2
; /7/) b v2E¢ HV < E}? V<E1/} +E VZEw.

for every ¢ € M(n, E). Now, for every n, there is a unique F = En > 0 such that
n?/|{V < E}|*> = E. So, by the max-min theorem [LLOT, Chapter XII],

2,2

E, 1= sup inf ("2 + / Vip? > En,
MCL?(RR) YEM JR R
codim M=n J¥?=1

where the latter inequality follows by taking M = M (n, E‘n) This implies that
Enii {V < Enpi}? > E,{V < E}> =70 Vn>1,
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and ([Z.I6)) is proved.
Next, let us prove (ZIT7). Let n(z) := v/2sin(rz)1) 1)(z) and notice that [ n* =
L and [(n')? = % (that is, n extremises (T.19)). leen any finite interval I = [s, ],

we let nr(z ) mn( ) Of course, [n? =1 and [(n})? = x2/|I|.

Givenn > 1 and E > 0, we decompose {V < E} = U?Zl I; as before and denote
by L(n, E) the R-linear span of {n;, : j =1,...,n}. Then, it is easily checked that

o [ver< (mfzm2 £) [

for every v € L(E,n). Now, for every n > 1, there is a unique E = E, > 0 such
that 7°n?/|{V < E}|?> = tE, where t > 0. So, by the min-max theorem,

B,= _inf  sup /(w’)2+/w2 < (1+1)E,,
LCL*(RR) ¢eL JR R
dim L=n f¢2:1

where the inequality follows by taking L = L(E,n). This readily implies that
2 2,2

E E, ~ ~ mén
= V . <E,|{V < E,})?
{v<ifm}| < By <Bae-

1+t t 7

and we are done. O

We record here a consequence of Theorem [[.12] for doubling potentials, which
will be used later.

Proposition 7.13. Let V € Py(k).
(i) For every m < n,

(E)zn/(wn) < jlg?m((“//)) <. (E)2/(2n+1).

(i1) For all E € RY, if E > E1(V) then
V(E™Y?) S4B
Proof. We first prove part Consider the function
W) = VAVE () + VaVE (@) (2> 0)

By Proposition 6.4, W € D(1/2 + 1/k,1/2 + k) and therefore the doubling and
reverse doubling inequalities of Proposition imply that

(ﬂ) v W (En) < W(E,) < (5—:) v W (Ep)

for all m,n € Ny with m < n. On the other hand, by the approximate Bohr—
Sommerfeld identity (Z.6]),

W(E,) = VE,{V < En}| = n (7.20)
for all n € N4, and the desired estimates follow.
We now prove that, for all n € N,

V(nE;Y?) ~, E,. (7.21)
Indeed, the estimate (Z20) and Proposition [[IT] also give that
Vi (Bn) = {Vo < En}| = nE V2,

Proposition applied to Vg then yields (T21)).
Finally, the case n = 1 of (T2I]) gives part when E = FEj, and the general
case follows from the monotonicity of V. O

n
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7.6. Eigenfunction estimates. In this section we prove Theorem [T7l Let us
begin with the pointwise bounds of part Let V € Py(k) and n € N. By the
already established Bohr—Sommerfeld type approximate identity (Z.6) of Theorem
[[.6] we know in particular that

VE NV < B} 2k 1.
Hence, by Proposition [Z.I1] we deduce that

Thus, by applying the exponential decay inequality (64]) of Theorem to ()
and ¢, (—z) (where x > 0), we obtain the estimates

/ 2
2, Yn(@)” 1 —e(r)|z|\/V (@) S
Y 4F

2, Yn(@)? 1 —e(w) |zl /V (@)
: > n-
Un(z)” + B < Vo <0 : V(z)>4E

Another application of Proposition [Z.11] finally gives the desired pointwise bound
/ 2
2 (@) 1 (W)l /V (@)
e T S L
for every z in the range V(z) > 4E,.

Parts and of Theorem [ follow similarly from parts and of
Theorem [63] by using (C.22) and Proposition [[.T11

7.7. Eigenvalue gap estimates. We now prove the eigenvalue gap estimate of
Theorem [.6] namely the approximate identity

E,
E,—E, ~;, —(n—m) n>m>1,
n

under the assumption V' € P;(k). Let us first show that this follows from
E,
Epyr — Ep o~y 22 Wn> 1. (7.23)
n

In fact, by Proposition [[.I3] there exists Top = To(k) > 2 so large that n > Tom
implies F,, > 2F,,. Hence

E,
E,-FE,~E,~—(n-—m) Vn > Toym.
n

If instead m < n < Tym, then for m < £ < n we have { ~, n and, by Proposition
[[13 Ey ~, E,. Thus

n—1 n—1
Eé n
E,—-FE, = ;(Eul — Ey) ~4 2 7 ~, W(H —m),

as desired.

We are now reduced to proving (T.23). The proof that we present follows the
lines of arguments in [KS85].

Assume, to begin with, that V' € P*. Given E > 0, let v(z; E) be the solution
defined in Section If A > 0 is a parameter, we introduce the Priifer variable
6(z; E,\), defined as “the” argument of the complex number \v(z; E) + iv'(z; E).
Notice that v(z; F) and v'(z; E) cannot vanish simultaneously, so 6(z; E, \) is de-
fined modulo a constant integer multiple of 2. We normalise it requiring that
O(z; E,\) € (—n/2,0) for = in a neighbourhood of +oco. This is possible, since
v'(z; E) < 0 <wv(z; E) in a neighbourhood of +00. The key feature of §(z; E, A) is
that v(z; ) vanishes if and only if 6(z; E, \) € 7/2 + 7Z.
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The relevance of the Priifer variable 8 = 6(z; E, \) stems from the identities
contained in the following proposition.

Proposition 7.14. Let V € Pt. Then the following identities hold.

N E)v? — (0,v)? B f;roo v(y; E)? dy
00 = A 0= A (7.24)

Proof. Ift — z(t)is a C! complex-valued function without zeros, it is easily checked
that arg(z)'(t) =S (Zl(t)). We now apply this to z(z; F) = M(z; E) + i0,v(x; E)

(1)
and use the differential equation (Z.8) satisfied by v to compute the derivatives 9,z
and Ogz. The former identity in (Z24) is now straightforward:

5.0 = % 022\ o (A0 +i(V—E\ (V- E)? —(9,v)?
eSS\ T AV + 1030 B A202 + (0,v)2

as desired. As for the latter,

Ogz ANOpv + 1050 v w
/B (Rl i I o (b i i U R e S
959 =3 ( z ) > < Av + 10, v ) A202 + (0,0)?’

where w := vOg0,v — 0,v0pv. Now, the differential equation (T8) implies that
2

O, w = —v?. If we show that lim, 4. w(z) = 0, then we can conclude that
w(z) = f:oo v? and derive the desired identity.

To verify the vanishing of the limit of w, notice that by Theorem [B.10] for all
closed upper half-lines I C R and all « > 0, the map F +— v(-; E)|; is real-analytic

from R to the Banach space Py |, . In particular, if V € Pt then, by Proposition

By

. Bx ak . _ . Bz ak . _
zgr}rlooe Opv(x; E) = Igr}rlooe Op0zv(z; E) =0 (7.25)
for all k € N and 8 > 0, and so lim,_, o w(z) = 0. O

We can apply exactly the same construction to the reflected potential ‘7(z) =

V(—z). Let us denote by v(z; E) the solutions of Section associated to the
reflected potential, and by 0(x; E, \) the corresponding Priifer variable. The next

proposition describes the relationship between 6(z; E,\) and 0(x; E, \), and be-
tween v(z; F) and v(x; E).

Proposition 7.15. Let V € Pt and n € N,. Then, for allz € R and X > 0,

O(z; Eny A) + 0(—z; By A) = (n — D), (7.26)
where B, = E,(V) = E,(V). Moreover, there exists E! € [En, Ent1] such that
m T E) dy N Jo =y By dy
Eorr — BB~ Bnt2(0,5) + 0,000, )2 | But®(0; ) + 0,00 B )2
(7.27)

Proof. The first identity of Proposition [Z.14] implies in particular that whenever
v(z; E) vanishes, 0,0(x; E,\) = —\ < 0. Recalling our normalization of 8, we see
that if zo(E) > xz1(F) > ... are the zeros of v(-, E') arranged in decreasing order,
then 0(zy(E); E,\) = /2 + k.

By Sturm-Liouville theory, any nonzero eigenfunction of H[V] of eigenvalue
E, = E,(V) has exactly n — 1 zeros. Therefore, 0(z; E,,, A) = m/2 at the rightmost
zero of v(+; Ey,), and 0(x; E,, \) = 7/2 + (n — 2)7 at the leftmost zero of v(-; Ey,).

Clearly similar considerations hold for the solutions v(x; E') associated with the
reflected potential V. Note now that v solves ([ZR) if and only if 5(z) := v(—z)
solves the reflected equation —u” + Vu = Eu. Therefore, #[V] and #[V] have
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the same eigenvalues and reflected eigenfunctions. Hence, when E is an eigenvalue,
v(x; E) = p(E)v(—=z, E) for some p(E) € R\ {0}. This means that

0(x; En,\) + 0(—2; B, \) € 7Z Yz € R. (7.28)

By continuity, the multiple of 7 is independent of xz. To compute it, we evaluate
the left-hand side of ([Z28)) at the rightmost zero of v(; E, ), so that —z equals to
the leftmost zero of v(x; F). This gives (.20).

In particular, if we choose A = \/E,, then (Z.26) and Lagrange’s Mean Value
Theorem imply that

7 = 0(0; Eny1,VEp) + 0(0; Eny1, VEy) = 0(0; En, VE,) = 0(0; En, VE,)
= (Bu+1 — En)0p(0 +0)(0; E,,, VEy)
for some E!, € [Ey, Ent1]. The formula for 06 in Proposition [[14] finally yields
217). O

Now that all the ingredients are in place, we can prove (.23]), under the assump-
tion V € P1(k). Let n € N4, and let E!, be as in Proposition [[.T5l By Proposition
(13 E/ ~, E,. Thus, the identity of Proposition combined with (7.22)
and Theorem [6.3] gives that

Env%(0; E) 4 0,v(0; E!)? ~,. E/v*(0; E) + 0,v(0; E!)?

+oo
:/ V() olys B, dy

+oo
E/
{v =7 / vl

Notice that the condition V' € P;(x) has been used in the last step. At this point,
Proposition [[.TT] and (78] yield

S v Ep)?dy [V <EJD . n
E,v2(0; E) + 0,v(0; E7)2 — " E, -n E,S;/Q.

Of course, a completely analogous argument gives the same estimate for the term
involving ¥, and the desired bound (T.23]) follows from (T.27).
The proof of Theorem is complete.

8. MATRIX AND SPECTRAL PROJECTOR BOUNDS

8.1. Summary of the results. Let V be in the class P* (see Definition [T.]]).
Define the “differentiated eigenfunctions”

on(z; V) i= Oflp=19n (x5 tV)

for n > 1 (this makes sense by Proposition [.8]). We define the real-valued matrices
P(V) and A(V) associated to the potential V as

Pum (V) = V(5 V), ¥m(5V)),
and
A (V) = (00 (5 V), (5 V)),
where n,m > 1 and (-,-) stands for the L?(R)-inner product. These two matrices

are crucially related as follows.

Proposition 8.1. Let V € P'. The matriz P(V) is symmetric and the matriz
A (V) is antisymmetric. For allm # m,

Pum (V) = Apn (V) (En(V) = En(V)). (8.1)
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The relation (8J) is only meaningful away from the diagonal. As shown in Theo-
rem[7.3] the on-diagonal terms of P(V') are given by the “differentiated eigenvalues”
Fo(V) = O¢4=1 En(tV).

An important part of this section is devoted to proving estimates for the matrix
coefficients of P(V) and A(V') under the assumption V' € Py(x). In light of the
relation (81]) and the gap estimates in Theorem[7.6] off-diagonal estimates for P(V)
imply corresponding estimates for A(V) and vice versa, so we only need to state
and prove our estimates for one of the two matrices.

It is convenient to introduce some notation. For T > 1, let Nt be the matrix
whose (n,m)-entry is 1 if m € [T~!n,Tn] and 0 otherwise, and Fz the matrix
whose (n,m)-entry 0 if m € [T~'n,Tn] and 1 otherwise (here N and F stand for
“near” and “far” from the diagonal). Moreover, let ® denote the Schur product
between matrices; namely, if B and B’ are matrices, then B ® B’ is given by

(BO® B )pm = BumBl,,- (8.2)
Note that, for all T' > 1, every matrix B decomposes as
B=BONr+BOF7;

we can think of B @ N and B ® Fr as the near-diagonal and far-diagonal parts
of B respectively. We will also write |B| to denote the matrix whose components
are the moduli |B,,,| of the components of the matrix B.

The following statement includes a useful “a priori” bound for the coefficients of
A(V), as well as a sharper bound in the far-diagonal region.

Theorem 8.2 (Matrix bounds: A). Let V € Pi(k). Then, for every n > 1,

R m
Moreover, for all T > 1,
1 Em(V) 3/4

AL (V)| <k , Yn,m : n>Tm, 8.4

| ()|NTM<EH(V)> n,m :n m (8.4)
Consequently,

AW ©Frlle—e Serl

for all T > 1.

We also obtain bounds in the “near-diagonal” region, which for convenience will
be stated in terms of the matrix P(V'). In order to prove bounds with the required
summability properties, here we make an additional regularity assumption on the
potential V', corresponding to the assumption (L6H) of the introduction.

Definition 8.3. For 6 € (0,1) and x > 1, we define P11¢(k) as the class of the
V € P1(k) such that
‘V’(ehz) —V'(z)| < K|V (2)] | Ve e R\ {0} Vhe[-1,1]. (8.5)
We can now state the near-diagonal bounds for P (V).

Theorem 8.4 (Matrix bounds: P). Let V € Py(k). Then, for all T > 1,
En(V)

—_— Vn,m : T 'n <m < Tn. (8.6)
14 |m —n|

P (V)] Sh.r

Assume moreover that V. € Piyo(k) for some 6 € (0,1). Then there exists € =
€(0,k) > 0 such that, for all T > 1,

En(V)

ﬁ Vn, m : T_ln S m S Tn. (87)
m—mn|-T€

|an(V)| 59,H7T
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Finally, we state some pointwise bounds for “clusters” of eigenfunctions and
differentiated eigenfunctions of bounded energy. We note that the supremum in
r € R of the left-hand side of ([88) below is the squared L? — L% norm of
the spectral projector of the Schrédinger operator H[V] associated to the interval
[0, Eo]; for this reason, by a slight abuse of language, we will refer to the estimates
below as “spectral projector bounds”.

Theorem 8.5 (Spectral projector bounds). Let V € Pi(k). Then, for all Ey > 0,
Z Q/Jn(xv V)2 Sk VEo (1V§4E0 + e—clzly V(I)1VE4EO) . (8.8)
En(V)€[0,Eo]
Let Ty > 1, and define, for all n € Ny and © € R, the “modified differentiated
eigenfunctions”
pn(@; V) 1= on(z; V) — Z(A(V) O N7y )umm (25 V)

; 8.9
- Z(A(V> © FTO)nm"/)m(l'; V) ( )

Then there exists Ty = T1(k,Tp) such that, for all Ey > 0,
Z pn(2;V)? Sy vV Eo (1V§T1E0 +e el V(I)lvalEU) :
En(V)€[0,Eo]

The rest of the section is devoted to the proofs of the above results.

8.2. Elementary properties of the matrices A and P. Here we prove Propo-
sition Bl Due to the assumption V' € Pt, all the differentiations used in the proof
are allowed in light of Proposition [[.8

First, the symmetry of P(V) is obvious, and the antisymmetry of A(V") follows
by differentiating in ¢ = 1 the identity (¢ (-;tV), ¥m (-5tV)) = dnm.

Differentiating in ¢ = 1 the equation H[tV ], (2;tV) = En(tV) i, (x;tV) gives
the inhomogeneous equation

— 0o (1; V) +V(2) on(2;V) = En(V) on(2;V) + (Fu(V) = V(@) (23 V), (8.10)

where F,, (V) is the differentiated eigenvalue, as in (Z3). Multiplying both sides of
®I0) by ¢m(x; V) with m # n and integrating gives

ExA(V)nm — P(V)pm = (H[V]on, ¥m) = (00, H[V]Ym) = En AV )nm,

and rearranging yields the desired identity (81I).

8.3. Differentiated eigenfunctions: L? bound. Here we work under the as-
sumption V' € P;(k) and obtain the L? bound (&3] for the differentiated eigen-
functions o,, = 0,,(+; V'), which proves the first part of Theorem B2

By Proposition 8] and Theorem [0, for all n > 1,

/}Rai =3 A (V)

m#n

In the last step we used Theorem [T.71
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8.4. Differentiated eigenfunctions: exponential decay. Thanks to the above
L? bound, we can now apply Agmon’s theory (Corollary 4] to show that the
differentiated eigenfunctions o, (-; V') have a similar exponential decay far from the
classical region as the one proved for the eigenfunctions ¢, (-; V') in Theorem [[77

Proposition 8.6. Let V € Pi(k). Then, for every n € N1 and x € R such that
V(z) > 4E,(V),

1
V2 < - —c(w)|z[y/V(x)
V) S T S By '

Proof. We prove the statement for x > 0. The statement for z < 0 is proved
identically, by considering V(—z) in place of V(x).

Write E,, = E,(V), F,, = Fo(V), ¥n(x) = ¢ (2;V) and o, () = o, (x; V) for
simplicity. We know that o, solves the differential equation (8I0). Recall the
definition of Vg from (ZH). If we apply Corollary [£.4] with potential Vg — E,, and
w = (F, — Vg )n, with parameters

A=E,/2, B=E,, C=3E,, B=1/2, ¢ =1/12, v =3/4,
then we obtain, for all © > 0 such that V(z) > 4F,, that

\/V—E,,), (8.11)

x

on(7)? < €2 D exp (—/(

Vo)< (2E5)

where

1 /Y .
¢; = / exp |1 / VB, | (V(y)— B dy
Vo >4E, 6 Jve)«(28.)

and
2

o= [ |, ew (g /. m) (VD

V)< (2En) (y)

[(Fn =V (y)¥n(y)]?
d
* /3En/2<V@<2En V(y) — Ey, Y
1

{8E,/2 < Vg <2E,}|? /1’>En/2<V@<2En
Since vV E, [{Ve < En}| 2« 1 by (T22), we obtain as in Section [63 that
€ Sk {Ve < En}| and & S [{Ve < En}| En

+ | on(y)® dy.

Moreover,
0<F,<E, (8.12)

by Theorem [3] hence

3 Yy
D < 4/ exp (5/ V V- En) (V(y) - En)"lpn(y)'Q dy
Vo >2F, (Vo)1 (2En)

+3 / V(y)en(y)? dy
3E, /2<Vg<2E,

e <3E |
Jr
H3E./2 < Vg <2E.}? J3g, j2<vy <2E,
We can bound the first summand by Theorem 5.3 (applied with potential Vg — E,,,
w=0,v=3/4, A=0,and B = E,) and the last summand by ([83]), thus obtaining
1 n?

N IBE 2 < Vs < 2B, )7

on(y)® dy.

D <,
~HE, < Vg < 2E,}?
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here we used that
HE, < Vg <2E,}? ~. {3E,./2 < Vg <2E,}|? ~. {V < E,}|? ~n?*/E,

by Propositions and [Z.11] and Theorem Hence (8I1) gives, for all z > 0
such that V(x) > 4E,, that

x

ImwaQSHIﬂésﬁliﬁfﬁﬁexp<—l/
(Vg)< (2En)

1
< (E4V T Qe—c(fi)z\/V(m)
e<ay” W

SR By
>V <EN |

where Proposition [[.11] was again used in the last step. O

8.5. Off-diagonal decay: the commutator argument. This and the following
two sections are aimed at proving the bounds for the matrix coefficients of A(V)
and P(V) stated in Theorems and B4 We point out that the bound (&3) for
A (V) has already been proved in Section B3] and that moreover the on-diagonal
bounds (n = m) for P(V) in Theorem [84] are trivial. What effectively remains to
prove is the off-diagonal decay that those bounds entail.

Fix V and write ¢, (z) = ¢(z;V), E, = E,(V), and H = H[V] for simplicity.
The main heuristics at the basis of this section is contained in the following formal
chain of identities:

<[H7 V]"/)na wm> = <HV1/}TH wm> - <V/H'¢)n7"/)m>
= <V"/)nv7'“/}m> - <V/H'¢)n7"/)m> (813)
= (Em - En) <V’Lpn, ’L/Jm>

This looks promising, because it allows to convert any (yet to be proved) upper
bound on |([H, V], ¥m )| into an off-diagonal decay for P, (V) (and A, (V), in
virtue of ([81])). Moreover, by iterating the above argument, one could potentially
obtain an even faster off-diagonal decay by considering iterated commutators.

To rigorously justify the above identities (8I3]), one would need to ensure that
eigenfunctions are in the natural domain of the operator [H, V], namely that Vi,
is in the domain of H. This would require in particular some control on the second
derivative V”. Correspondingly, higher-order derivatives of V' would need to be
controlled in order to deal with iterated commutators.

Nevertheless, the theory developed below allows us to obtain off-diagonal decay
for an arbitrary potential V' in P;(k) or Pi4e(k), for which bounds on the second
and higher-order derivatives may not be available.

As we shall see, the estimates for P(V) will be derived from estimates for the
matrix coefficients (Ut)y,, ¥n,) associated to a more general function U : R — C.
We begin by introducing some terminology that will be convenient when justifying
integrations by parts.

Definition 8.7. Let U : R — C. We say that U has moderate growth if there
exist M, K > 0 such that |U(x)| < eM|*l whenever |z| > K. Moreover, we say that
U has fast decay if for all M > 0 there exists K > 0 such that |U(z)| < e~ M=l
whenever |z| > K.

The following statement, applied with U = V, provides a replacement of (8I3)
that does not require V' to be twice differentiable.
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Lemma 8.8. Assume that V € Pt. Let U € C°(R) N C*(R\ {0}) be such that U’
1s locally integrable at 0, and moreover U, U’ have moderate growth. Then

(B = Ba) (Ut ) = [ U (0 = 6m) (814)
R
where the integrals are absolutely convergent.

Proof. Note that 1, ¢, and v, = (V — E)1),, are continuous and have fast decay
(see Proposition [[8). So

(Em - En) <U7/’nv7/’m> = <U7/)n77'“/)m> - <UH7/1n; 7/1m>
= / U"/)n(f"/)xl + Vwm) - / U(*i/};; + an)"/)m
R R

= [ Uittt [ Vo,

where the integrals are absolutely convergent because of the fast decay. Since
U’ € L{ ., integration by parts (cf. [GTOI eq. (7.18)] and [CMIL3, Proposition 3.6])

loc?
[ vvtn == [ vitn — [ viiwi.

gives that
Clearly a similar identity holds with n and m swapped. As a consequence,

~ [vonii+ [vvin = [ v~ [ U0,
R R R R
The proof of ([814) is complete. O

As we shall see, the off-diagonal decay provided by (8I4]) will not be enough for
our purposes. To obtain a faster decay, we can iterate the above argument, under
additional assumptions on V' and U.

Lemma 8.9. Assume that V € P? and V' is locally integrable at 0. Let U €
CLR) N C?R\ {0}) be such that U" is locally integrable at 0 and U,U’,U" have
moderate growth. Then

(Em - En)2 <U1/]na wm>
= / VU +2VU" — (B, + En)U") Yty — 2/ U’ (8.15)
R R
where the integrals are absolutely convergent.

Proof. Note that, under our assumptions, ¥y, 4., ¥ = (V — E)i),, are all continu-
ous on R and have fast decay (see Proposition [I.g]), while ¢}/ = V4, + (V — E)¢1,
is continuous on R\ {0}, locally integrable at 0, and has fast decay.

Invoking (8T14) yields
(Em - E")2 <U1/J’m Q/Jm>

= (Ew — Fy) ( [~ [ U’wawm>

- / U~ + Vi)' — / U~ + Vi)
R R
+ /R U (— + Vi) o — /R U/ (! + Vi)l

) / VU b + / U (W + 0l — Pt — ).
R R
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All the above integrals are absolutely convergent because of the aforementioned
continuity, integrability and decay properties of the eigenfunctions and their deriva-
tives, the local integrability of V', the continuity of U’ and the moderate growth of
V' and U’.

As in the proof of Lemma B8] since U”, 4! € L] ., integration by parts gives
that

_/ Ul'l/] 1/]/// — / Ul'l/]l w/l + / U”'[/J 1/]//
R m R nrm R m?
and similarly

Jvvn=- [ v, - [ v,

Moreover analogous identities hold with n and m swapped. All in all,
(Em - En)2 <U1/}n7 ’l/)m>
=2 [ VUt 2 [ Ui+ ) + [ U7+ 0u)
R R R

i /R VU b — 2 /R Ul + /R U (4 m + u %)

— / VU +2VU" — (En + Ep)U") Ynthm — 2/ U "y,
R R
and we are done. O

We now combine the identity in Lemma B8 and the weighted L? eigenfunction
bounds in Theorem [T7 to obtain, under the assumption V' € P;(k), the following
bound for the matrix elements associated to U.

Proposition 8.10. Let V € Pi(k) and U € C°(R) N CY(R\ {0}). For all « > 0
and for all n,m > 1 with n # m,

U’
Va

1 \/(En + Em)E7ll/2+ozE71n/2+oz
o |Bn — En| nm '

(U, Ym)| Ska

Thus, for every T > 1,

24U

Ve Vn,m : T 'n<m<Tn.

|<U1/J’m wm>| ,Sn,T,a énzl%?i

By
o L+ |m—n|

Proof. We may assume M = ||zU’/V%||» < co. Since |U’(z)| < M|z|~'V (z)* and
V € Py(k) with o > 0, from Proposition [6.5 we deduce that U’ is locally integrable
at 0. Hence, by Lemma B8] the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Theorem [7.7]

(B = En) (Uthn, )|

< (/RW’wnw;QZ (/wa;wml)Q

<o ([lermtvest [lmve s [mve @ [laves)
R R R R
_ELFEg + BBy

Swa M :
{V < Eo}[[{V < En}
Since VE, |[{V < E,}| ~, n by Theorem [(6] we finally deduce that

E1/2+aE1/2+a

nm

|(Em - En) <U1/]na wm>| Sn,a M\/(En + Em)
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If T='n < m < Tn, then Theorem and Proposition [[.13] yield the estimate

E, E7ll+a
|m - n| |<U1/J’m wm>| SR,T,(){ M s
n n

which proves the desired near-diagonal bound, at least for n % m. On the other
hand, if n = m, we have simply

Uty )] < [TU/V e / V2 <o IU/V o B2,
by Theorem [Tl O

A faster decay for matrix coefficients is provided by the following lemma, which
exploits the identity of Lemma [89 and consequently requires additional conditions
on U and a.

Proposition 8.11. Let V € Py(k). Let U € C°(R) N C%(R\ {0}). For all a > &,
and all n,m > 1 with n # m,

Lr7(0) 1+a pl+a
U 1 (En+E)VESEL
U mny m <K'/(X .
U m)| Swa e || =20 Lo (B — E)° .
Thus, for every T > 1,
Lrr(6) o
z*U E
s Um)| Sk Toa n T In < < Tn.
(0 )] S e [ S| i Vmm s T < m < T

Proof. We may assume M = ||zU’/V%| s + [|2°U" /V%|| s < oo. Note that, under
the assumption V € Pi(x), V' is locally integrable at 0, because |z|~1V is (see
Propositions and [65). Moreover, |U’(z)] < M|z|~'V(x)*, which tends to 0
as z — 0 because a/k > 1, and consequently U’ extends to a function in C°(R).
Furthermore |U”(z)| < M|z|=2V (x)®, which is locally integrable at 0, because
a/k > 1. Hence, by Lemma[89] the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Theorem [7.7]

|(Em - En)2 <U1/’na ¢m>|2

2
< ! ! " " "0 /
< ( LAV VIO DIl + B+ B [ 10701+ [ 107500

< M?

Jlalzvertaz. [larverts

R R

Bt Bl [ a2V [ el ve o,
R R

-2 6% / 2. -2 a !/ \2
+ / 272 Ve (4) / 1272V (4)

<, . M? E7lz+aErln+a + (En + Em)QEgEgz

~e {V < E} PRV < En}f?

E, + Ey,)?Elo Blro
n2m?

since vV E, |{V < E,}| ~. n by Theorem [[.6} the fact that a/k > 1 was used in

the application of Theorem [T.71
If T—'n < m < Tn, then, by arguing as in the proof of Proposition B0, we get

~ MQ(

)

E2 E2+a
_;|m - 7’L|2 |<U1/}na wm>| SK,Q,T M n2 y
n n

and the remaining bound follows for n # m; the on-diagonal bound for n = m is
already proved in Proposition [8.10 (I
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Remark 8.12. The assumption a > & in Proposition BII] may be relaxed for
particular potentials V. For example, if V satisfies, for some exponent d > 0, the
reverse doubling condition

V(Ox) 2 XV () VreR,VA>1, (8.16)

then we can run the same proof for any o > 1/d (indeed under (8I6) the function
W (z) = |z| =2V (x)® satisfies the condition (Z.7)) of Theorem [T.7] whenever a > 1/d).
The choice d = 1/k in ([BI6) is always possible for any V € Pi(k) in light of
Proposition [68, but a specific V' may satisfy (8I0) for some larger exponent d as
well (e.g., in the case V() ~ |z|?). However the implicit constants in the resulting
matrix bounds would then also depend on d and the implicit constant in (8.I6]).

8.6. Off-diagonal decay: the interpolation argument. We note that Propo-
sition can be applied to U = V' for any « > 0; in particular, when o = 1,
we obtain some bounds for the matrix P(V'), which however will not be enough for
our purposes in the near-diagonal region.

Proposition BI1] in principle would provide better bounds. However it cannot
be directly applied to U = V¢ without additional smoothness assumptions on V;
moreover, one cannot take @ = 1 when « is too large, thus preventing in general
its direct application to the matrix P(V'). Nevertheless, an interpolation argument
allows us to weaken the smoothness requirements and remove the restrictions on «,
while still yielding an improved near-diagonal decay compared to the one given by
Proposition

In order to run the interpolation argument, it is convenient to introduce the
following quantity, which, roughly speaking, should be thought of as interpolat-
ing between the “weighted C™ norms” max,—g, ... m erU“)/VaHoo of U used in
Propositions and 81T with m = 1 and m = 2 respectively.

Definition 8.13. Let V € Pi(k). Let n € C°(R™) be any nontrivial cutoff.
Define, for s >0 and U : R — C,

1Ullv,s = sup V(&) MU (t)nl s, s
t£0

where B3, . (R) denotes the Besov space of Lebesgue indices oo, 0o and order s.

Remark 8.14. The norm || - ||y, is defined analogously to the local scale-invariant
Sobolev norm appearing in smoothness conditions (I.1]) of Mihlin—-Hoérmander type;
the main difference is the presence of the weighting factor V'(¢), which, while not
constant, nevertheless satisfies V (¢) ~, V(¢') whenever |t| ~ |¢/|. In particular, it is
easily seen that different choices of the cutoff n give rise to equivalent norms || - |
and moreover one can restrict the supremum to a discrete set of scales, namely

10l1v.e Zsen sup VO U, ..
teD

V,s»y

where D = {£2" : n € Z}, provided the set {n # 0} where 1 does not vanish is
sufficiently large that (J, o, 2"{n # 0} = R* (cf., e.g., [Marl0, Proposition 2.4.1]).
As a consequence, the Banach space determined by the norm || - ||y,s is a retract of
the sequence space (> ((V(£)7'BS, (R))iep) via the maps

U~ (Utn)en,  (Uep = Y (U,
teD
where 7,7 € C°(R™) are chosen so that ) ., 7(2"-) = 1 on RT, and 7m = n
(see [BLT76l Section 6.4] and [Tri78| Section 1.18.1] for information on retracts and
vector-valued sequence spaces in the context of interpolation theory).
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Remark 8.15. If s > 0 is not an integer and m = ||, then

(m) (ehy) — U (m) (¢
b T - U

zeU(l)‘
s t#0,|hj<1  |BETTETV(2)

\%4

lUllv,s ~k,s max
=0

=Y,...,/m

This is easily proved as a consequence of the characterisation of the Besov space
B3, «(R) in terms of finite differences [BL76, Theorem 6.2.5].

We can now state the near-diagonal bound for the matrix associated to U, which
interpolates between those in Propositions B.I10 and B.I1l

Proposition 8.16. Let V € Py(k). Then, for all « > 0 and s > 1, there exists
€ = e(k,a, 8) >0 such that, for allU :R— C and T > 1,
(U Y] S U] = Vim T < m ST
ny ¥m/| SkK,o,s [ T n,m: nsm=si1n.
s T V’1—|—|m—n|“rE
Proof. Let a > 0 and s > 1. Choose any ag € (0,a) and sg € (1,s). Then we can
find 6 € (0, 1) sufficiently small that, if o, s1 are defined by the equations

a=(1-60)ag+ bas, s=(1-0)sy+ 0s1,

then oy > k and s1 > 2.
Let T'> 1. Since sg > 1 and ag > 0, from Proposition [B.10] and Remark [B.15] we
deduce the bound
Eqe -1
|<anawm>| Sn,ao,so,T ||U||V“0,so 1 T |m — TL| VTL, m : T n S m S Tn
for all U : R — C. Similarly, since s; > 2 and a1 > k, from Proposition B.I1] and
Remark we deduce the bound

Ex )
U n, Y| Sk, 1U|lven slm Vn,m : T7'n<m <Tn

for all U : R — C. Interpolation of these two bounds (using the upper complex
method) yields the bound

By _
|<U"/)n7"/)m> nasTHUHV Sl—-i- |m—n|1+9 Vn,m : T 1n§m§Tn,

as desired.
To justify the previous interpolation, in light of RemarkRI4land [BL76, Theorem
6.4.2], it is enough to prove that

(V)™ B o (R))1en), £ ((V(£) ™™ B o (R))ien))?
=L2((V(t)" "B 0o (R))ten)-
Here we write (-,-)jg and (-, ) for the lower and upper complex interpolation

functors. The previous identity follows by duality [BL76, Theorems 4.5.1] from the
fact that

(VOB 1°(R))iep), (V)" Bri* (R))eep) o)
H((V()* B (R), V() By 1* (R))jg))tep)

(( (
H(V®)*Bri(R))en),

(
¢
¢

which in turn is a consequence of [Tri78| §1.18.1] and [BL76, Theorem 6.4.5]. O
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8.7. Off-diagonal decay: bounds for A and P. As a consequence of the theory
developed in the previous sections, we can prove the far-diagonal estimate (8.4 for
A(V) stated in Theorem [B2] and the near-diagonal bound for P(V') stated in
Theorem R4

We first prove that, if V' € P1(k), then, for all T > 1,

1 B\ 3/4
|[Avm (V)| Skt T <E—m) , Yn,m : n>Tm, (8.17)
and
E,

P..(V)| <por ———  VYn,m: T 'n<m<Tn. 8.18
Pun(V) S ey Ymm: Tln<m<Tn. (8.18)

Indeed, by Proposition [RI0], applied with U = V and a = 1, we directly obtain the
bound (BIJ), as well as the bound

1P m ( (8.19)

V)l < 1 (En+ En)EY?EN?
™" |En — B

for all m # n. By Theorem [(.6] if n > T'm, then E, — E,, ~. 1 E,. Hence (8I19)
and Proposition B give ([8I7).

We now prove that, under the stronger assumption V € Pi1¢(x) for some 6 €
(0,1), there exists € = €(f, k) > 0 such that, for all T > 1,

E,

1+ |m —n|lte
For this it is enough to note that, if V' € Piyo(k), then ||[V|vite Swo 1 (see
Remark RIH]). So the desired bound follows from Proposition applied with
U=V,s=1+40,and a=1.

nm

Prm(V)| Skt Vn,m : T 'n<m< Tn.

8.8. (2-boundedness of the far-diagonal part of |A|. Here we complete the
proof of Theorem B2, by showing how the ¢?-boundedness of |A (V)| ® Fr can be
deduced from the estimate (84 on its matrix components.

To this purpose, it is convenient to introduce the following norms for complex-
valued sequences.

Definition 8.17. Let V € P;(k) and « € R. Define

||6||(V,a) = sup E™® Z |vn|2
E>0 n:E,(V)EE,2E]

for all ¥ = (v, )n>1 € CN+.

Some useful properties of the above norms are collected below.
Lemma 8.18. Let V € Py (k).

(1) If a > 0, then

H{;H(V,a) ~, sup E7¢ Z |vn|2
E>0 n:En(V)€[0,E]

for all v € CN+.
(i) For all o € R,

[(En(V)®/V1)nen, |(via) Ska 1.
(iii) Let 6,C > 0. Let the matrix M satisfy the bounds

C (min{En(V),Em(V)})6
vam \max{E,(V), E,(V)}

M| <
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for all n,m € Np. Then, for all « € (=6,9), the bounds

E, (V)
(M. S il 2 (5.20)
||M'6||(V,a) SH,S,& CHU”(V,a)a (821)
M2 s Clile (8.22)

hold for all ¥ € CN+ and n € N.

Proof. Let us first prove part The estimate <, is trivial. As for the opposite
estimate, for all £ > 0,

SRS DD SR SRR e
n: E,€[0,E] JENnN:E,€[2-i-1E 277 E] JEN

and the desired estimate follows because a > 0.
We now prove part Clearly, for all E > 0,

Z Ega ~u ERe Z l,

n n
E,€[E,2E] E,€[E,2E]

hence the desired estimate follows once we check that

1
sup Y ~ Skl (8.23)

E>0p clE2E]
this however is an immediate consequence of the fact that, by Proposition [[.13] if

E,,E, € [E,2E] for some E > 0, then n/m ~, 1.
Finally, let us prove part Clearly we may assume C' = 1. For all n € N,

. )
M), <Y J%(;l{{ﬁg:}}) (ol

IR o P} |vml
Ss \/522 Z Nk

jez m: B €[20 B,y 2iH1E,,)

Hence, by applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to the inner sum and (8.23),

(ML)] Sup = 27 \/ S jr

JEZL m: By €[20 By 2911 E,]

Fe . .
< Tl vay »_ 27 I
\/ﬁ JEZ

E*
Soa \/—%Hvll(v,a)a

which proves (820)).
The bound (R2])) is an immediate consequence of ([820) and part

To prove ([822]), we apply Schur’s Test to M with testing sequence v,, = 1/+/n;
since ||7]|(v,0) Sk 1 by part the desired bound follows from (R20) applied with
a=0. ([

In light of the far-diagonal decay ([84) of A(V'), we can apply Lemma
with § = 3/4 and M = |A(V)|©F, and deduce the bound ||A(V)|OFr|le2—e2 Sk,
1forall T > 1 and V € Py(x). This concludes the proof of Theorem .2
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8.9. Spectral projector bounds: eigenfunctions. Here we prove the first es-
timate in Theorem B35 namely, the bound (B8 for the eigenfunctions 1, of
H[V]=-02+V.

The integral kernel of the spectral projector 1jg g, (H[V]) is given by

E,.€[0,Eo]
Thus the quantity
sup/ K(z,y) 2 dy = sup Z 7,/},1(:0)2
z€R z€R En€[0,Eo]

represents the square of the L? — L operator norm of 1y g, (#[V]). Since this
operator is self-adjoint, this is the same as its L' — L? operator norm, which can
be estimated as follows:

110,50 (HIV]D fll 2y < elle™ VVE £l oy
2
< €||€6“”/E°f||L2(1R)

. —-1/4
<e (E) T

where in the second line we used the Feynman—Kac formula (see, e.g., [Sim05l
Theorem 6.2]) and in the third line a Euclidean heat kernel bound [Dav89l p. 60].
This completes the proof of the uniform bound

S a@)? S VEo.
En,E[O,EU]

It remains to prove the exponential decay for large |z|.
By Theorem [T, if V() > 4Ey, then

1
2 < = | eIzl V(2)
En€[0,Eo] En€[0,Eo]
Moreover |{V < E,}vE, ~,; n by Theorem [[.6] hence

S e Y YEavE G

E, €[0,Eq] E,€[0,Eo]
where Lemma [BT8(i)H(ii)| was used, and the desired estimate follows.

8.10. Spectral projector bounds: differentiated eigenfunctions. Here we
complete the proof of Theorem [R5 by proving the bound for the “modified differ-
entiated eigenfunctions” p, = p,(-; V) defined in (89).

We first prove the uniform bound

Z |pn($)|2 §R7To \% Ey.
E, €[0,Eo]

By (83) and Lemma BT§(i), this would follow from the bound
[(Fr, © A(V))-¢ (@) (via/a) Seomo 1

where ¥(z) = (Yn(x))n>1. In light of Theorem and Lemma we can
apply the estimate (821]) with M = Fr, © A(V), § = 3/4 and a = 1/4; hence the
desired uniform bound is a consequence of the bound ||¢)(x 7)|[(v,1/4) Sk 1, which is
the uniform bound for the 1, proved in Section
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To prove the exponential decay part of the statement, we decompose p,, as
on + (pn — 0r), and consider the two summands separately.

First, the same argument used in Section to prove the exponential decay for
the v, using Proposition in place of Theorem [[7] yields

Z lon (2)]? S /Eg e cWIelVV(@)
En€[0,Eo
for every x such that V(z) > 4Fy. Next, by (89),
on(@) = pu(@) = Y (N7, © A(V))um ¥ (2),

m
SO

Z |pn($) _Un($)|2

E, €[0,Eo]

= Z Z Anm(V)wm(x)

En€[0,Eo] | T, 'n<m<Ton
2 2
Sk E n E Y (2)°.
E,€[0,Eo] TJInSmSTOn

by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Theorem
By Proposition [TI3} m € [T; 'n, Ton| implies E,, € 27 E,,2 E,] for some
/= fl(K,To) eN. If V(m) > 2€1+2E0, then

n e VEL {V < En}| Sw |23/ V (2) (8.25)

whenever E,, < Ey, by Theorem[Z.6l Moreover, if E,, € [0, Eg] and V (z) > 2412E,,
then

S tn@’ Y Un@)? Sem VB e ORIVVE)

Ty 'n<m<Ton En€[0,240 E,]
by ®X). Hence, if V(z) > 2“72Ey, then

Z n’ Z Y (-T)2
]

En€[0,Eo Ty 'n<m<Ton

Sy e~ OIENVVE S 2 R

E,€[0,Eo]
3 E,
S0 T OV (o V@) Y Y

Ene[O,EU]

<, VEge " lelVV(@)

~k

where (827]) and ([824]) were applied in the last two inequalities.
This proves the desired estimate with 7} = 2612,

9. PROOF OF THE WEIGHTED PLANCHEREL ESTIMATE

The aim of this section is to prove the “weighted Plancherel estimate” of Theorem
[T and Remark £.2in the case where ¢ = co and V satisfies the assumptions (L6,
that is, V belongs to one of the the classes P;4¢(k) introduced in Section 8 Note
that any V € Pi19(k) (more generally, any V € P;(x)) satisfies the assumption
B2) with D = & (see Proposition [6.5)); so Theorem E1] applies to such V' and,
combined with Theorem 2.1l and the result below, proves Theorem [T.1]
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Theorem 9.1. Assume that V € P11g(k) for some 6 € (0,1) and k > 1. Let L be
the Grushin operator on R? associated to V, as in B1). Then, for all v € [0,1/2)
and r > 0, the estimate

ess Sﬂélp 272 max{V (r), V(:C')}l/Q_"’ /]Rz ly —o/|*7 ‘Km(rq) (2, z:')’2 dz
z'e

S0 3

holds for all continuous m : R — C with suppm C [—1,1]. The analogous estimate
with v = 0 holds more generally for any V € Py(k).

We note that a sharper result, where L7 is replaced by L,2y, is proved in [MM14]

in the case where V(z) = 22.

9.1. Preliminaries. We denote by (-, -) the ¢£?(N )-scalar product and by || - || the
associated norm. For a vector @ = (an)n>1 and a function F' of one variable, we
write FI(@) := (F(an))n>1. We also set

diag@ = (0nm@n)n,m>1 and  incd@ = (an — Am)n,m>1 (9.1)

(respectively, the diagonal matriz and the increment matriz associated to @). Recall
that, if B and B’ are matrices, BOB' is their Schur product ([82]), while |B| denotes
the componentwise modulus of B.

Let £ be the Grushin operator defined in ([B.1]), associated to a function V' € P.
The self-adjoint operator £ commutes with the differential operator —8; on R2,
and the two operators have a joint functional calculus on L?(R?) in the sense of the
spectral theorem, which can be conveniently analysed by taking the partial Fourier
transform in the variable y. Indeed, if we write, for any sufficiently regular function
fonR?and z, £ € R,

fo@) = [ Fame e ay,
then
(LN =H[EVISE, (=0 )° =€,
where, for all 7 € RT, H[rV] is the Schrodinger operator defined in (T.I]). Conse-
quently
(G(L, =0 f)" = GHIEV], &) f* (9-2)

for all bounded Borel functions G : Rz{ X Rf{ — C.

As in Section[7] we consider the eigenvalues E,, (7V') and eigenfunctions 1, (-; 7V)

associated to H[TV]. Moreover, as in Section R0 it is convenient to introduce the
infinite vector

—

(z;7V) = (Yn(z;7V))n>1-
Whenever M(7) = (M, (7))n,m>1 is a 7-dependent infinite matrix, we define, at
least formally,

kv xm) = (M(T).J(x;TV),J(z/;TV)) . (9.3)

In other words, km(-,+;7) is the integral kernel of the operator on L2(R) whose
matrix is M(7) with respect to the basis (5 (;; 7V))n>1.

By using the above matrix notation, we can conveniently express the formula

for the integral kernel of an operator G(£,—82) in the joint functional calculus of
L and —97, which is an elementary consequence of (2.2).

Proposition 9.2. Given G : Ry x Rf — C, the integral kernel Kg(z',z) of
G(L,—2) is given by

1 e
KG(Z/aZ) = %/}Rkl\/[(‘rlax;éa)ezg(y ~v) dé- (Z = (‘r)y)’ ZI = (xlay/))a
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where

M(7) := diag G(E(7V), 7). (9.4)

In light of the above formula, multiplication by (y" — y) of the integral kernel
Kg(2',2) corresponds to differentiation in £ of kn (2, z;€2). Thanks to the matrix
notation, the result of this differentiation can be expressed in a particularly concise
form. Recall that A(7V) is the matrix associated to 7V defined in Section 8l

Proposition 9.3. If km is given by (@3) for some M = M(1), then

TO-km(a’, 2 7) = kppay (2, 25 7), (9.5)
where
DM] :=70:M+ [M, A(7V)]. (9.6)
Moreover, if M(7) = diagd(r), then
D[M](7) = diag 70-d(7) + A(TV) @ inca(r). (9.7)

Proof. In light of ([@]), formula [@.7) is just a rewriting of (@.6]) in the case M is a
diagonal matrix. We are left with the proof of (@.5) for an arbitrary M.
Note that, by the definition of A(7V),
T0,9(, V) = A(rV). (-, TV).
Hence, by (@.3) and the Leibniz rule,

0 k(a2 7) = (70 M(7) (s 7V, (s 7V) )
+ (M(7). A (V) (s 7V), (a3 7V))
+ (M(7)dw; 7V), A(V) 53 7V))
Since A(7V) is skew-adjoint (see Proposition B, the desired formula follows. [

By combining the previous formulas, the Plancherel theorem for the Fourier
transform in y, and the orthonormality of the eigenfunctions ¢, (-, 7V'), we imme-
diately obtain the following “weighted Plancherel identities” for the integral kernel
K¢ of an operator in the joint functional calculus of £ and 783, which will be the
starting point for our analysis.

Proposition 9.4. If K¢ and M are as in Proposition [0, then
1 [ - 1 d
[ e P @ =5 [ M@ de e T
R2 27 Jo T
and
‘2 1 dT
TT2—,

[0 —vPiKe = 2 [T o) e o)
R2 T Jo

9.2. Decompositions. Let V € Pi(k) and m € C°([-1,1]). In order to analyse
the operator m(£) and its integral kernel, it is convenient to introduce a dyadic
decomposition along the spectrum of 785.

Namely, let x € C2°([1,4]) be such that Y, x(2/7) = 1. We set

Ga(A 1) :=m(\) x(Ar), (9.8)

where A > 0 is a parameter. Here ) is the variable in the spectrum of £ and 7 = £2
is the variable in the spectrum of —2.
In this case the matrix given by Proposition is

M(7) = diag GA(E(7V),7) = x(A7) - M1(7), (9.9)
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where
M, (7) := diagm(E(rV)), (9.10)
and Proposition yields
, [T - dr
[ aPa s a4t [ M@ d@PT. e

We now obtain a similar expression for the analogous integral with the weight
(y' — y)%. By the Leibniz and chain rules,

70 (GA(En(TV), 7)) = X(AT) - m(E, (V) + x(AT) - ' (E, (V) - F.(7V),

where x(x) = xx/(z), and F,(7V) is as in (3]). Thus, by Proposition [0.3]

4
DIM](r) = X(Ar) - My(7) + x(Ar) > My(7),
k=2
where M (7) is as in ([@I0), while
M, (7) := diagm’(E(7V)) © diag F(7V), (9.12)
Ms(7) := N © A(rV) @ incm(E(rV)), (9.13)
My(7) ;== F ® A(7V) ® incm(E(rV)). (9.14)

Here N and F denote the cutoff matrices N7 and Fr of Section 8 with T = 2.
Then Proposition yields

4 4471
1 - d’l‘
L =0 Keu P £ a2 Y [ Mm@ )P 015)
k=1747"
In light of [@IT) and ([@.I%)), we are reduced to estimating the quantities
sup My (7). (z; 7V)|12 (9.16)

rE€[A-1,4A-1]

for k =1,2,3,4. This is discussed in Sections to below, where the estimates
proved in the previous Sections [l and § will play a fundamental role. In applying
those estimates, it is crucial to remember that, if V' € P y9(k) for some 6 € [0,1)
and x > 1, then the scaled potentials 7V belong to the same class Py19(x) for all
7 > 0. A useful tool in the upcoming discussion is an elementary strengthening of
Theorem B.H, which we state here for convenience.

Lemma 9.5. Let V € Pi(k). Then, for every A, E >0,

Sup > tnlmtV)? S VE (lVS4AE + ememAT Plaly V(z)1v24AE)

—1
T2AT B (+V)e[0,E]

and, if py, is defined as in Theorem [80 with Ty = 2, then

—c(rk)A™ / z|4/ x
sup Z pn(;7V)? <, vVE (1V§T1AE + e emAT el VI )1V2T1AE) )
T2A™ B (rV)€[0,E]

where Th = T1 (k).
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9.3. The diagonal bounds. Here we continue to assume V' € P;(k), and consider
the terms (@Q.I6) with & = 1,2. First of all, since suppm C [—1, 1],

sup My (7). (z;7V)|?
TE[A—1,4A-1]

= sup Y [m(E(7V))P(a; V)2
TE[AT14AT1]) T
= (9.17)

IN

|m[%  sup S PalarV)?
TE[ATLAAT B vyelo,1]

_ —1/2
S AL TR
by Lemma 3.5

We can treat similarly the term involving Ms. In fact, by Theorem [73] 0 <
F,(tV) < E,(7V) and thus, if we define m by

m(A) := Am’(N),
then

sup || Ma(7) .0 (z; 7V)||?
TE[A1,4A-1]

SK ||IY1H20 (1V§4A + eic(n)Ail/ﬂI' \ V<I)1v24A) (918)
—c(k)A™Y 2|z x
S I (Lvan + om0 VL )
where we used again that suppm C [—1,1].

9.4. Terms far from the diagonal. Here we consider the term ([Q.I6]) with k& = 4,
still under the assumption V' € Py(x). In view of (@I4), the modulus of the nth

-

entry of My(7).4¢(z;7V) is

> A (TV) ((En(TV)) = m(En (TV))) Y (2;7V)

me[l,n/2)U(2n,00)

< |l <1En,(TV)€[O,1] lpn(z;7V)]

+ Z |Anm(TV>1Em(TV)E[O,1]wm(:C;TV>|>7

me([l,n/2)U(2n,00)
where we used the definition (89) of p,. Thus, from the (uniform in 7) ¢2-
boundedness of |A(7V)| ® F proved in Theorem [8:2] we deduce that

MLy (7). (25 7V)

S [Im1% Yoo lealmmVIP+ Y almV)P

En(TV)€[0,1] En(rV)€[0,1]

Hence, by Lemma [3.5],

sup  [My(r).4(a; V)2
rE€[A-1,4A-1]

—c(k —1/2 x x
S mllZ (1VST2AE + e~ elR AT el )1V2T2AE), (9.19)

where Ty = T (k).
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9.5. The near-diagonal bound. Finally we consider the term (@.16]) with & = 3.
For this bound we use the stronger assumption V' € Py4¢(x) for some 6 € (0,1).
In view of ([@I3), the modulus of the (n, m)-entry of Mj(7) is

Lnj2<m<an [Anm (TV)| (B (TV)) = m(Em (TV))].

Notice that m(E, (7V)) —m(E,,(7V)) vanishes unless E,,(7V) € [0,1] or E,(TV) €
[0,1]. In the latter case Proposition implies E,,(7V) € [0, 5], where S =
S(k) > 1. Hence, by Proposition [BJ] and Theorem [B.4]

|(M3) i (7)]
< [[oo Lnj2<mezn [Anm (TV) | En(TV) = En(7V)| 15, (rv)el0.s]

= [m[|oc 1nj2<m<on [Pum (TV)| 15, (rv)e(0.5]
1

1+ |m — n|i+e 1B, (-v)e,s);

S mf|oo
where € = €(k,0) > 0. Applying Schur’s Test yields

IMs(7) (@ V)P Seor w13 D Womlas V)2
E..(tV)€0,5]

Notice that in applying Theorem [R.4 we used the fact that the potentials 7V belong
to the same class Pyyg(x) for all 7 > 0. Another application of Lemma [0.5] yields

sup M (7). (a; V)|
rE€[A-1,4A-1]

- -1/
S | (Tvcaas + e V0L ) (9.20)
where, as noted above, S = S(k).

9.6. Conclusion. Assume that V' € Pi44(x) for some § € (0,1). By combining

(@II) and @IT), we obtain that
1 — -1/
/ (K (2, 2)? d' S A7 ¥ % (Lypa + e V@15 4)
R2

Similarly, from (@.I5), (@.117), @I8), (@.20), and (@.19) we deduce that
|~ PiKa, 2P
R2

5 —c(k)A™Y 2|z x
Seo AY (Il + o)) (Tvaroa + 704 V10 L)

Here T3 := max{4S,T>} depends only on k. Interpolation of the above two esti-
mates yields

[ W = vl )
R
_1 _ -1/
SB,RN HmH%ich’Y : (1V§T3A +e c(r)A™! 2|I|‘/V(z)]_v2T3A) (9.21)

for every v € [0,1]. We note that, as discussed in Section [0.3] the estimate at the
endpoint v = 0 is valid more generally for V' € P; (k).

When v < 1/2, we can sum the interpolated estimates (@.2I]) corresponding to
different scales A to obtain an estimate for Ky, (). Indeed, by (A.8),

Ky =Y Ka,- (9.22)

jJEL
Moreover, in light of Proposition @2, formula ([@3) and the support conditions
suppm C [—1,1] and suppx C [1,4], the kernel K¢, vanishes identically unless
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thereis a7 € [A™1, 447! such that E1(7V) < 1; by Proposition[Z.I(ii)| (applied to
the potentials 7V with E = 1), this in turn implies that K¢, = 0 unless A > aV (1),
where a = a(k) > 0, and the sum in ([@22]) can be restricted accordingly.

Hence, if v < 3, by ([@ZI) and the triangle inequality,

1/2
< [ =P ey )P dz')
RZ

1/2
< ¥ (Lw-oPige, ape)

j:2i>aV (1)
I(y—1 _ =i/
Somy [l Y0 28072 (1V§T32J' + e Plely V(I)lvagzj)
j:2i>aV (1)
< [m[ Z 95(v—3%)

j:29 >max{T; "V (z),aV (1)}

1 e el Ty ?al 3 23078
j:2i>aV (1)

~

Soo I Lo (maX{V(l), Viz)}: i+ V(l)i*%efc(n)Tgl/Zlﬂ)
Sy | o max{ V' (1), V ()} 377,
where the last estimate follows from the fact that
V(@) e V([2]) Se V) (14 [2))" S V(L) P17

for all 8 > 0, by Proposition [6.5
This proves the weighted Plancherel estimate of Theorem in the case r = 1.
In the general case, define

Vi(z) = r?V(rz), L,=—0%— VT(x)a;

and observe that V. € P14¢(k) for any r > 0. Moreover, if T, is the isometry of
L?(R?) defined by

T f(z,y) = r~ 2 f(a/ry),
then it is immediately checked that (r2£)T,. = T.L,, whence

K:m(r2£)((x/a y/)a (:Ea y)) = T_llcm(LT) ((ml/ra yl)a ((E/?", y))
and the desired estimate for £ and arbitrary r > 0 easily follows by applying the
previous estimate to L.
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