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HEAT KERNEL ESTIMATE IN A CONICAL SINGULAR SPACE
XTAOQI HUANG AND JUNYONG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Let (X, g) be a product cone with the metric g = dr® +r%h, where X =
C(Y) = (0,00)»xY and the cross section Y is a (n—1)-dimensional closed Riemannian
manifold (Y,h). We study the upper boundedness of heat kernel associated with
the operator Ly = —Ay + Vor~2, where —A, is the positive Friedrichs extension
Laplacian on X and V = Vo(y)r~2 and Vo € C*(Y) is a real function such that the
operator —Ay, 4+ Vo + (n — 2)?/4 is a strictly positive operator on L*(Y). The new
ingredient of the proof is the Hadamard parametrix and finite propagation speed of
wave operator on Y.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (Y,h) be a (n — 1)-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold, we consider the
product cone X = C(Y) = (0,00), x Y and the metric g = dr? + r2h. The product
cone is an incomplete manifold, however one can complete it to C*(Y) = C(Y) U P
where P is its cone tip, see Cheeger [5[6]. Let A, denote the Friedrichs’ self-adjoint
extension of Laplace-Beltrami operator from the domain C°(X) that consist of the
compactly supported smooth functions on the interior of the metric cone. One can
write

(1.1) — Ay =0 - =0+ 5

where —Ay, is the positive Laplacian on the closed Riemannian manifold Y, see [7, p.
302] and [20, Theorem 2.1]. The heat kernel associated with the operator A, has been
investigated, we refer to Mooer [20] and Nagase [21] for asymptotic expansion, to Li [I7]
for upper boundedness and to Coulhon-Li [3] for lower boundedness.

In this paper, we consider the heat kernel associated with the Schrodinger operator
(1.2) Ly =-Ng+V, V=Vyr?

where Vp(y) is a smooth function on the section Y such that the operator —Ay + Vj +
(n—2)2/4 is a strictly positive operator on L?(Y) space. The decay of the perturbation
potential considered is scaling critical and is closely related to the angular momentum as
r — 00, hence the Schrodinger operator Ly has attracted interest from other topics. For
examples, we refer to [2l25] for the asymptotical behavior of the Schrodinger propagator,
to [13l[16] for the Riesz transform, to [10,28-30] for the Strichartz estimates and the
restriction estimates. In the present paper, we focus on the upper boundedness of heat
kernel. More precisely, we prove

Theorem 1.1. Let Ly be the operator on metric cone of dimension n > 2 given in

([C2) and suppose { A, i}, to be the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the operator
1
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—Ap, + Vo(y) + (n — 2)%/4, which satisfies
(—An+Voly) + (n —2)%/4)or(y) = M (v),
Jy len(m)? dy = 1.

and the eigenvalues {\;}72, enumerated such that
(1.4) 0<Ag <A <o

repeating each eigenvalue as many times as its multiplicity. Then, for t > 0 and
(r,y), (s,y') € X, the heat kernel can been written as

(1.3)

_ 7‘2+s2
e 4t

2t

s
%)

(1.5) eV (r,y;5,y') = (rs) 7> or@) e (W) I, (

keN

where pp = /A, and I, is the modified Bessel function of the first kind of order p.
Furthermore, there exist positive constants ¢ and C such that

=0 n _d2((r)(s¥)
(1.6) |e‘t£V(r,y;s,y’)| < C’[min{l, <%) H t_Ee_#,

where o = 52 —pg. Here d((r,y), (s,y')) is the distance between two points (r,y), (s,y') €
X

(1.7) d((r,y), (s,9)) = {

V2482 = 2rscos(dp(y, '), dn(y,y)
r+s, dn(y,y')

and dy, is the distance on the section Y .

Remark 1.1. From (LQ), the square root of the smallest eigenvalue Ao plays a non-
trivial role. In particular, when Y = S"~ ' and Vo(y) = a with a > —(n — 2)?/4,
then

n—2 (n—2)?
5 1 + a,
which is positive when —(n — 2)%/4 < a < 0 while is nonpositive when a > 0. Hence if

—(n—2)2/4<a<0, then

[min {1.(F)}] " < 0min {1} " [mim {0}
together with (LGl shows
/| /

‘e_t(_AJra‘Z‘iQ)(z, z/)‘ < C’[min {%, 1}] - [min {%, 1H _Ut_%e_ o )

which consists with the results of Liskevich-Sobol [18] and Milman-Semenov [19].

Remark 1.2. The proof is based on the Hadamard parametriz and finite propagation
speed of wave operator on'Y', which is a bit different from [17] due to the perturbation of
the potential V. In [17], Li used a theorem of Grigor’yan [11, Theorem 1.1] which claims
that if the heat kernel H(t,r,y;s,y’) on Remannian manifolds satisfies on-diagonal
bounds

H(t,rysry) St72, H(t,s,y'is,y) St72,
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then we have
d(r,y;s,y')°
ct )
However, we do not know whether the analogs hold or not for the Laplacian with the
perturbation of Hardy type potential. Therefore, we have to use a different argument
instead.

H(t,ry;s,y) St72exp ( -

Remark 1.3. As an application of the estimate (L6l of the heat kernel, one can use
the argument of [1j] and the Hardy inequality in [2] to establish the Littlewood-Paley
theory, Sobolev embedding associated with the operator Ly . For example, we can prove
the Mikhlin Multipliers estimates: Suppose m : [0,00) — C satisfies

(1.8) |Pm(\)| SN forall j>0

Then m(\/Ly) is a bounded operator on LP(R™) provided that either
e o> (M—2)/2 and 1 <p < oo, or

n
o

© 0 <y < "5% andpy < p < pp =
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2. CONSTRUCTION OF THE HEAT KERNEL

In this section, in spirt of functional calculus in Cheeger-Taylor [7L8], we construct
the heat kernel associated with the operator Ly . Since the metric g = dr? +r2h(y, dy),
we write the operator Ly in the coordinate (r,y) ,

-1 1
0, + = (= Bn+ Voy)-

_ _ 92 _
(2.1) Ly = -0 - —

where Ay, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (Y, h).
From classical spectral theory, the spectrum of —A, + Vo(y) + (n — 2)?/4 is formed
by a countable family of real eigenvalues {\;}7° , enumerated such that

(2.2) 0<X <A<

where we repeat each eigenvalue as many ti@es as its multiplicity, and limg_,oo A\ =
+o00. Let {¢r(y)} be the eigenfunctions of —A;, = —Ay + Vo(y) + (n — 2)2/4, that is

(2.3) {(—Ah+Vo(y)+(n—2)2/4)sok(y) = Akr(y),
' Jy lee@)?dy = 1.

Therefore, we obtain an orthogonal decomposition of the L?(Y') in a sense that
r’y)=pn, N={012-}
keN
where
#* = span{py}.
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Define the orthogonal projection 7, of f onto H* by

(2.4) mf = [ fEdn, € )
Y
where dh is the measure on Y under the metric A and the kernel
(2.5) Hi(y, ') = e (y)er(y),
then
26) 1) =Y m =Y e a)= [ [y d
keN keN Y

Let p = pp = /A, for f € L?(X), as [, Page 523], we define the Hankel transform of
order u

o _n=2 n—
27) Do) = [ o) 5 o)

where the Bessel function of order pu is given by

r L
(2.8) Ju(r) = I -(I- g);(l/Z) /_1 e (1 — 2205 > —1/2,1 >0,

which satisfies the following equation

2 d2 d 2 2
P2 ulr) + T () + (2 = i) () = 0.

Following the [24], (8.45) ], for well-behaved functions F', we have by the functional
calculus

0o 2w
(29) Fenfoo) = [ [ KGsa) ) 577 ds dnty)
the kernel
K(T, Y, S, y/) = (Ts)_nTiz Z @k(y)spk(y,)Kuk (7", 8) = (,r,s)—"sz Z Hk(y7 y/)Kuk (7", 8)7
keN keN
and
(2.10) K, (r,s) = /0 F(p?) T, (rp) . (59) pilp.

In particular, F(p?) = e‘t”2, by using the Weber’s second exponential integral [26]
Section 13.31 (1)], we obtain

r24s2 rs

(2.11) K, (r,s) :/ e_tszMk(rp)Juk(sp) pdp = (2t)te™ Tar IN(E), t>0.
0
where [,,(x) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind in series version

1

[e.9]

I,(x) = —_——(x/2 “+2j,
or in the integral representation
1 x 1 1
L) = ———— (% “/ e~ (1 — 722 dr.
8 ﬁr(ﬂ+%)(2) -1
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Therefore we obtain (LH])

s
%)

_ 1 _r?+s? _n=2
eV (ryss,y) = (20T T (rs) T2 Y ok(y)k () L (
keN

3. THE PROOF OF THE UPPER BOUNDEDNESS

In this section, we prove the upper boundedness (6. To this end, by observing
(L) and scaling (r,s), it suffices to show

7‘2+52

‘e_ 1 (7”8)_”772Z‘Pk(y)sok(y/ﬂuk(%)‘

min | _dZ((ny),(s, !
<C 1 { ’<7"28)}:| e M,

which is the consequence of the following lemma

Lemma 3.1. Let z = %rs, o= "7_2 — po and & = dp(y,y'), then there exist constants

C and N only depending on n such that
e cither for 0 < z <1,

32 7T Y en@)er @) L (2)] < 0277 x
keN

e or forz2=1

1
zcosd + zNeZCOS(gﬁo)’ 0<6< %507

€
(33) |27 T Y orW)en(y ), (2)] < C x § 2Nezeosd Leg <5<,
keN e T S 57

[ 1N

where €y is the injective radius of the manifold Y with 0 < ¢ < 7.

Remark 3.1. If the injective radius €y of the manifold Y is larger than m, we do not
need to introduce the cutoff function x in the Step 1 below, and we can follow the same
argument to obtain, for z 2 1

34 Y ew)er@) L, (2)] < C x

{ezcosé’ 0§5§7T,
keN €

<9,

[SIEY

which is better than [B3)). Hence we omit this easier case in the following argument.

Now we assume Lemma [B.1to prove ([B1I)). We divide into two cases z < 1 and z > 1
where z = . When 2z < 1, we recall the distance (L7) and put ([B.2]) into the left hand
side of (B.I)) to obtain

2442 n-2 rs s\~ _d3((rw).(sv)
(3.5) le™ 3 (rs)” 2 Zwk(y)wk(y/)fuk(gﬂﬁ(f(j) e e
keN
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Next we consider the case that z > 1. In the subcase that 0 < ¢§ < %eo of B3), we
have

_r272r'scos6+s2 _7-272rscos(%50)+32
LHS of @1 Se Z + Ve 1
r2—2rs cos 6+52 z 1 d2((r,y).(s.9")
— N —Z(1—cos(5¢€0 — RS
Se 8 <1+z el (5 )))ge c .

In the subcase that 1y < 6 < 7 of ([B3), we have

_7“2727'3 cos&+52 _7“272745 cos 6+32
4 8

LHS of @1) < 2Ve

Since %60 < ¢ <, onehas 1—cosd > €?/4 > 0. Hence, for z > 1, no matter how large
N is, there exists a constant C independent of z such that

5 ZNe—i(l—cos 6)6

r2—2rscos 5+s2 _d2((7‘7y)7(37yl))
8 < e c

LHS of 1) < Ce™

In the last subcase § > 7w, we have

~

2 _ 7'272rs+52 _ (7‘+S)2

T'2 S
LHS of BI) < Ce™ e 8 < Ce 16

Therefore we prove ([B.]) once we could prove 2] and (33, which are our main tasks
from now on. To this end, we first claim that

n—2 n
(3.6) i (0, 9)] < [or@)[[ 7y < CO+ M) < CLA+R)T,

where we used the eigenfunction estimate (see |23, (3.2.5)-(3.2.6)]) and the Weyl’s
asymptotic formula (e.g. see [27])

(3.7) Mo~ (LHR)TT, k21, = g~ (14 k)7,

3.1. The proof of ([F2). For the case 0 < § < m, we first notice that e* < e*%9 if
0 < z <1, then the modified Bessel function satisfies

(5)" s &
(3.8) [Iu(2)] S Vs s S € > o,
g D(p+3) 21T (1 + 5)
Therefore, from (B.6]), we have
n—2 n—2 ZUO
LHS of @) < 2T e* < N (1 4 k)it ———

1
Note that ux > po and pr = V/Ag ~ (1 + k)»-1, then the summation converges. Hence
we show

(3.9) LHS of @) < 710" 0<5<m,
as desired. For the case that 6 > 7, we replace ([B.8]) by
(E)MO ~HO
- S M2 -

|I.(2)] < Vme? N ;
g D(p+3) "~ 24T (n+3)

Therefore, as before the summation converges, we obtain
LHS of 2) < 2 "7 .
which complete the proof of (B:2]).
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3.2. The proof of ([B.3)). In this case, we need the integral representation (see [26], [21]
p. 419] or [9 (10.32.4)]) of the modified Bessel function

1 /™ : 00
L O A o ey
0 0

7r T
We divide into three steps to prove ([B.3]).

Step 1: we consider the case 0 < § < %eo which is the most difficult case. We first
introduce a function y € C2°([0,7]) such that

T le
N P

Lemma 3.2. For fired 0 < § <7 and m > 0, let x be in BII]), we have

l /7r ez(COST—COS(S) COS(,UT)dT _ SiIl(/“T) /OO e—z(cosh'r—l—cosé)e—'rudT
0 0

T s

_ l/ ?(cos T—cos 5)X(7-) COS(/LT)dT
(3.12) o

. (_1)771 /ﬂ— 0 \2m z(cos T—cos d) COS('&T)
- 1-—
+ s 0 <87’> (e ( X(T))) pAm "
B sin(/ur) o 2 2m —z(cosh T+-cos §) ﬂ
s /o <87') (e ) P> o

Proof. This is a variant of [2I} (5.30)]. We prove this lemma by using induction argu-
ment and the argument of [2I]. We first verify m = 1. By integration by parts, we
have

l /ﬂ ez(cosr—cos6) COS(/LT)dT _ Sin(/“'r) /oo e—z(coshr—i—cosé)e—rudT
™ Jo ™ 0

T=T

1 T —COsS 1 Z(COS T—COS Sin T
_ / gz(cosT 5)X(7—) cos(ur)dr + —(e ( 6)(1 - X(T))) L)
™ Jo T .

n (=1 /07T (8%) (e¥leosmeoso) (1 _ X(T)))SiHLW)dT

™
& Sin(,mr) >0 —2z(cosh 74cos §) e H
S G )i

7=0

n M (E_Z(COSh T+cos 5)) ﬂ

I

Note the boundary term

l (ez(COST—COS(S)(l B X(T))) Sin(/LT) Tiﬂ n M(e—z(cosh T+cos 6)) ﬂ oo_
™ )% =0 ™ Mmoo 1r=0
_ lez(cos T—cos d) Sin(,Uﬂ') _ Sin('u’ﬂ-) (e—Z(COSh T+C056)) ﬂ = 0.

T 1% T=T s 1% 7=0
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By integration by parts again, we have

l / ez(cos T—cosd) COS(/LT)dT o Slngrluﬂ-) / e—z(cosh T+cos §) e THdr
T Jo 0
L[ COS T—COSs 0 170 z(cos T—cos ¢ COS(,UT) =
= /0 e ) x(7) cos(uT)dr + — (E) (e ( (1 — X(T)))T .
(1) /” 9 \%/ (cos —cos ) cos(u7)
v z(cos T—cos _ d
+ ™ Jo (87’) (e (1 X(T))) 112 T
Sin(/“-r) 0 —z(cosh T+-cos §) e oo Sin(uﬂ-) >0 —z(cosh T+cos §) e ™k
= (E) (e ) w2 =0 7w 0 (E) (e ) 2 ar.
Again we observe that the boundary term
1,0 _ cos(ut) 7= sin(pmr) / 0 _ e TH o0
(Y z(cosT—cosd) 1 z(cosh 74cos §)
™ (87’) (e (1=x(r)) w? =0 T <87’> (e ) p? lr=o0
1,0 _ cos(ut) sin(pum) /1 0\, _ e TH
N z(cosT—cosd) 1 o v z(cosh 74-cos §)
T <87’> (e (1= x()) w2 lr=n ™ (87’) (e ) w? lr=o0

vanishes due to the fact sinm = sinh0 = 0. Therefore, we have proved ([BI2]) with
m = 1. Now we assume (B.12]) holds for m = k, that is,

1

- /7r ez(cos T—cosd) COS(,U,T)dT - Sin(uﬂ-) /OO e—z(cosh T+Cost5)e—'rud7_
T Jo ™ 0
1

__/ ez(cosr—cos6)X(T) COS(MT)dT
T Jo

(_1)k /ﬂ— é 2k z(cos T—cos §) (1 _ COS(/“—)
| <aT> (e (1= x(r))) T

sin(,mr) o 2 2k —z(cosh 7+cos §) ﬂ
B T /o (87) (e ) I i

we aim to prove ([BI2]) when m = k+ 1. To this end, it suffices to check the boundary
terms vanish. Indeed,

(_1)k 0\ z(cos T—cos 0) Sin(:u’T) =
—(5) =D~
Sin(/“-r) 3 2k —z(cosh 7+cos §) I

* T (87’) (e ),u%Jrl =0

—1)F /9 \2k sin(ur
— ( 7:) (E>2 (ez(cosr—cosé)(l_X(T))) Mg(k/il)

T=T

Sin(:u'ﬂ') 9\ —z(cosh T7+cos & e —
R (E> (e ( " ))M2k+1‘T:0_O’
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and
(_1)k+1 9 2+l z(cos T—cos COS(/“—) =
- <E> (6 ( 5)(1 — X(T)))W o
sin(,mr) 0 \2k+1 —2z(cosh 74cos §) e T oo
T <§) (6 ) ,u2k+2 ‘7’:0
(_1)k+1 9 \2k+1 z(cos T—cos COS(IUT)
= p (E) (e ( 5)(1 — X(T)))W e
N Sin(,mr) 9 \2k+1 —2z(cosh 74cos §) et _
s <E) (6 )u2k+2 =0 N 07
where we use the facts derived from [21, Pag. 420]
O\ 2k 0\ 2k
_N\k+1[ Y —z(cosd—cosT) (1 _ (Y —z(cos 6+cosh T)
( 1) (87’) (e (1 X(T))) T=T n ((97') (e ) 7':07
and
O\ 2k+1 O\ 2k+1
_N\k+1( Y —z(cosd—cosT) (1 _ (Y —z(cos +cosh 1) _
( 1) <6T) (6 (1 X(T))) T=T N (8’7’) (6 ) 7=0 =0
O

Let P = \/—Ah + Voly) + %, then the left hand side of (3] can be regarded
as the operator

g cos6,—"52 (l /7r e*(cosT=e030)y (1) cos (1 P)dr
0

™
(=)™ [T 0 \2m z(cos T—cos cos(7P)
(3.13) T /o (57) (1= () T
B SiH(TFP) o 2 2m —z(cosh 7+cos §) i
T /o (87’) (e ) pam dT>.

The cos(tP)f in the first term is the unique solutions of wave equation

(3.14) {(8§+(_Ah+vo(y)+%)u:0,

uli=o = f,  Owuli=o = 0.

By the finite speed of propagation [4, Theorem 3.3], cos(7P)(y,y’) vanishes if 7 <
dn(y,y") where dj, denotes the distance in Y, then ([BI3]) equals

g7 0080 =132 (l/ e?(cosT=c030)y (1) cos (1 P)dr
4

™
(_1)m T 0N z(cos T—cos 0) COS(TP)
(3.15) +T/6 (E) (e (1= x(7) g dr
Sin(ﬂ'P) 0\ —z(cosh T+cos §) e 7!
I /0 <E) (e ) Dam d7'>.

Then the first case of ([B.3) is a consequence of the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3. For 0 < ¢ < %60 and z > 1, there exists a constant N such that

n—2

(3.16) ‘2_2/ e(cosT=eosd)y (1) cos(TP)(y,y')dT‘ <1
6
and

2 S et ([ (57) 0=y () costrimie
(3.17) ken

_ Sin(ﬂ',u,k)/o <%>2m (e_z(coshT+cos5))e—7—,ukd7_>‘ S.; ZNez(cos(%eo)—coscg).

Proof. We first prove [BIT). Notice that z > 1, by the chain rule, we obtain

(3.18) ‘ (%)M (em(cosdcosT) (1 X(T)))‘ < (le—Hleoso—cosT) 2m.
and

0 \2m )
(3.19) ‘(E) (e—z(cos5+cosh7—))‘ < (e=(cosd+5 cosh) 2m

Therefore, by ([B.0) and the support of 1 —y, we show that the LHS of (8I7]) is bounded
by

Z2m—"772 Z(l + k)z—fulz%n(/w e—z(cosé—cosr)dT + e—zcosé /oo e—%costhT)
€0

keN El 0

n—2 7

5 2m—"5 ez(cos(%eo)—cosé) Z(l —|—]€) 7;:?/“;2771'
keN

Note pur = VA ~ (1 + /<;)ﬁ again, we choose m large enough to ensure that
S+ k) S 1
keN

Therefore, we obtain (3.I7)) by choosing N = 2n — 3.

We next prove ([B.I0). Due to the compact support of x, for |7| < €, it suffices to
prove

n—2

€0
(3.20) ‘2_2/ e*(cosT=e080) (1) cos (T P) (y, o Ydr| < 1.
§

By using the Hadamard parametrix (e.g. [23, Theorem 3.1.5]), for 7 < ¢y, we have
(3.21) cos(TP)(y,y') = Kn(7,9,%') + Rn(T59,9'), VN >n+3
where Ry (7,y,y") € CN"73([0,60] x Y x V) and

(3.22) Kn(r,y.y) = (2m)"" / eI a7y, o [€]) cos(r €] dé
Rnfl

where 1 = (1,0,...,0) and a € S° zero order symbol satisfies

(3.23) 102, Oha(r,y, 9 p)| < Camrp(1+p)7 .
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We remark here that even though P = \/ A+ Voly) + % is disturbed by a
smoothing potential which is not exact same as the Laplacian on a compact manifold
in [23] Theorem 3.1.5], the perturbation is harmless for the parametrix (3:21]).

Actually, in the construction of Hadamard parametrix, the original transport equa-
tion for non-perturbed operator is [23| (2.4.15)-(2.4.16)], which are

pag = 2(z, Vyap), ap(0) = 1
as well as oy, (z), v = 1,2,3.. so that
2vay, — pay, + 2(x, Veay) — 28ga,1 =0
In our case, the new transport equation for the perturbed operator would be
pag = 2{x, V), ap(0) =1
as well as oy, (), v = 1,2,3.. so that
2vay, — pay, + 2(x, Vaay) — 28501 — 2V - 01 =0

Thus two solutions to the transport equations only differ in o, (z), v = 1,2, 3.., which is

the reason why ([B.23)) is true. We also refer the reader to Hérmander [12, §17.4] for the

parametrix of a general second order differential operator with low order perturbations.
We choose N large enough such that

|RN(T7y7y)| < 72N+2—n < 17 T < €0,

then it is easy to see

(3.24) |z_n72/ ez(COST_COSJ)X(T)RN(T;y,y/)d7'| < C’z_n%2 <1
)

Therefore it suffices to prove

@2 o775 [ eterremings [ e Satryffe) costriasar]| <

From [22, Theorem 1.2.1], we also note that

(3.26) / L e =3 as(pdy(y, )= )
§n72 :t

where

(3.27) 0 as(r)) < Cp(l+71)""2 % k>0

Then we are reduce to estimate the integral

n—2

/ gr(cosT=cosd)y () / e W E g (1 y o (€]) cos(r]€|)dedr
6 Rnfl

s o
=" / e#(cosT=cosd)y (1) / ax(pdn(y,y'))e= PV a(r,y,y'; p) cos(Tp)p" dpdr.
o 0

To prove ([B20)), we shall divide the discussion into two cases.
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Case 1. 2z <2672 = 2d;2(y,y’). In this case, we do not need to make use of the
finite propagation speed property, by the above argument using Hadamard parametrix,
our goal is to show

iy o0
2 / eFleosT=cos )y (7) / ay (pdp(y,y) e P a(r,y,1/; p) cos(mp)p"2dpdr < 1
0 0

Since the above integral is even in 7, we can further reduced to showing that
[e.9]
(3.28) =% /]R e*eosT=e0s0)y (1) /0 b(pdn(y,y)a(r,y,y'; p) cos(rp)p™ *dpdr < 1,

where we set b(pdy(y,y') = ax(pdy(y,y'))eFrdn Wy,
Let us fix a Littlewood-Paley bump function g € C§°((1/2,2)) satisfying

Z B2 %) =1, s>0,

{=—00
and we set

Bo(s) =) _B27"Isl) € C5°((~2,2)).

0<0

Subcase 1.1 the sub-case that |7| < 4271/2. In this case, we want to show that

Z—”Tz/ez(COST—cosé)X(T)(ﬁo(zl/QT)+5(2—1z1/27—))
(3.29) ®

X / b(pdn (y, v )a(r,y,y'; p) cos(Tp)p" *dpdr < 1.
0

If we also have p < 4z'/2, then we do not do any integration by parts, note that by
using the condition z < 26~2, the power on the exponential z(cos 7 —cos§) < 1 as long
as |7| < 4271/2. Thus the integral in [329) is always bounded by

n—1

_n=2 _
2 V2 <1

If on the other hand, we have p > 42'/2, we do integration by parts in dr, then each
time we gain a factor of p~! from the function cos(7p), and we at most loss a factor of
zsinT or z1/2, which is always less than /2 up to a constant, so after integration by
parts N times for N > n, the integral in ([3:29)) is bounded by

n—2 o0
=52 /2, N/2 / 2Ny <1
z

1/2

Subcase 1.2 7~ 272712 j > 2 and 27 < ¢yz'/2. In this case, we want to show that

_ +o0 .
Z_Tz / ez(cosT—COSJ)X(T)5(21/22—]|T|)
(3.30) —o0

X / b(pdn(y.y )a(r,y,y'; p) cos(p)p"*dpdr < e,
0
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which Would give us desired bounds after summing over j. Since 7 ~ 27272 and
z < 2d, 2(y , y') imply that |7| > 2d(y,y’), it is straightforward to check that cos T —
cosd ~ —72 in this case, which implies

— —927
ez(cosr cos ) 5 e 27

Now we can repeat the previous argument, if in this case we have p < 277 212 then
we do not do any integration by parts, the integral in ([8.30) is always bounded by

22 V2909 (n=0i "5 o= Se’
If on the other hand, we have p > 277 212 we do integration by parts in dr, then

each time we gain a factor of p~! from the function cos(7p), and we at most loss a
factor of zsinT < 272'/2, so after integration by parts N times for N > n, the integral

in (B30) is bounded by

6—23 _”; 1/22] Nz/22N] /oo pn—2—Ndp§e—j

9—j41/2

Case 2. z > 2672 = 2d,:2(y,y’). In this case, we need to make use of the finite
propagation speed property, in order to avoid the blow up of the function e?(cos7—cosd)
when 7 is close to 0. We choose a smooth cut off function n(r) = Bo(zd|T — J|) +
> o1 B(28274(r — §)). Tt is easy to see that suppn C (§ — 2(26)~!, +00) which is a
subset of (0,00) since (20)~! < §/2 in our case. Also note that n(r) =1, V7 > 4, by
using the finite propagation speed property of cos(7P) and Hadamard parametrix as
above, we are reduced to show that

——/ z(cos7— cos5 / b ,Odh(y y)) (7. n y p)COS(T,O) 2dpd7’< 1

Subcase 2.1 |7 — §| < (26)7! < 3. In this case, we want to show that

Z—"Tz/ eZ(COST—COSé)X(T)BO(Z(S‘T - (5’)
(3.31) 0

></ b(pdn(y,y"))a(r,y,y'; p) cos(tp)p" dpdr < 1.
0

If we also have p < 24, then we do not do any integration by parts, note that since in
this case 7 ~ §, we have cosT — cosd = 28111(5—'2—7—) sm( T) &~ 5(5 7), the power on

the exponential z(cosT — cosd) < 1 as long as |7 — I § (26)~!. Thus the integral in
(331 is always bounded by

2" (20) 71 (26)"2

where we used the fact that b(pdy (y, ') < C(pd)~ =

If on the other hand, we have p > 24, we do integration by parts in dr, then each
time we gain a factor of p~! from the function cos(7p), and we at most loss a factor of
zsinT < 29, , so after integration by parts N times for N > n, the integral in (B.31)) is
bounded by

7L2

+15—"T*2 <1,

z_n22(z5)_1(z5)N/2/ ,07 No="2" d,o<1
z6
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Subcase 2.2 7 — § ~ 2/(28)7!, j > 1 and 27 < ¢pzd. In this case, we want to show
that

_, [Hoo _
. = / ez(COST_COS(S)X(T)ﬁ(Z(SQ_](T _ 5))
(3.32) oo

X / b(pdn(y,y'))a(T,y,y'; p) cos(Tp)p" 2dpdr < e ™.
0

which would give us desired bounds after summing over j. In this case, it is straight-
forward to check that z(cos T — cosd) = 2z Sin(‘HTT) sin(‘g_TT) < —27 in this case, which
implies

_ 927
ez(cosr cos ) 5 e 2 )

Now we can repeat the previous argument. To begin with, we shall further assume
that

(i) 7 < 24, in other words 2j(zc_5)_1 < 0.

In this case, if we have p < 27724, then we do not do any integration by parts, the
integral in (3:32)) is always bounded by

P 27 (26) 71 (277 20) i oY el

On the other hand, if we have p > 27726, we do integration by parts in dr, then each
time we gain a factor of p~! from the function cos(7p), and we at most loss a factor of
zsinT < zd, so after integration by parts N times for N > n, the integral in ([B.32)) is
bounded by

_9j _n=2 _; -1 N/2 *° n-—2_pn. n-2 —j
e “ 2777 22(20)7 (29) / pz Yo zdpSe
2-328

(ii) 7 > 26, in other words 27(z6)" Z 4.
In this case, if we have p < 67127 ~ 27, then we do not do any integration by parts,
the integral in ([32]) is always bounded by

2T (28) T (671 s e Y e,

where we used the fact that z="/26~" < 1.

On the other hand, if we have p > 6~'2/, we do integration by parts in dr, then each
time we gain a factor of p~! from the function cos(7p), and we at most loss a factor of
zsinT < 07127 or 26277 < 671, so after integration by parts N times for N > n, the
integral in (332)) is bounded by

. [ee]
e_zjz_n722j(25)_1(5_12j)N/2/ p%_Né_%dp <ed,
2151

0

Step 2: we consider the case %eo < § < 7. In this case, it is more easier than
the above step. Indeed, we do not need the cut function y and we modify the above
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argument. By integration by parts and arguing as Lemma [B.2], for fixed 0 < § < 7 and
m > 0, we compute that

(3.33)
1 [T : 0o
g7 cos 6Iu(Z) _ = / ez(cosq-—cosé) COS(/LT)dT _ SIH(,L“T) / e—z(coshﬂ'-l-cosé)e—ﬂud,r
T Jo T 0
_ (_1)m T 0\l z(cos T—cos d) Sin(/“—)
oo /0 (87’) (e ) p2m—l dr
Sin(,mr) 02l —2z(cosh 7+4cos §) e H
o T /0 (%) (6 ) Iu2m—1 dr
_ (_1)m /7T 9 \2m z(cos T—cos d) COS(/“—)
oo 0 (87’) (e ) 2 dr
Sin(,mr) /OO 9 \2m —z(cosh 7+4cos §) e H
. e € __ar
0 0 (87’) (e ) pu2m g

By the finite speed of propagation and similar argument as above, it suffices to prove

Lemma 3.4. For %eo <6< mandz>1, there exists a constant N such that

e N T8 \2m
(Z_;ke%mg)wk(y')u;m(/g (37) () cos(rpp)r

(3.34) © , 5 \om ) ) N
_Sin(ﬂ',uk)/o < > (e—z(cos T+cos ))e—'rude)‘ < N

or

Proof. Notice that z > 1, we further obtain

(3.35) ‘(%)2m(e—z(cosa—cosr))‘ < Qe-leosb—cosT) 2m
and

0 \2m 1
(3.36) ‘(E) (e—z(cos5+cosh7—))‘ < (e=(cosd+g coshr) 2m

Therefore, by ([B.0]), we show that the LHS of ([B8.34)) is bounded by

(3.37) L2m=r5R Z(l + ]{;)“MI;QTH(/W e—#(cosd—cosT) g | o—zcosé /Oo e 5 COSthT).
keN 0 0

1
Note pur = VA, ~ (1 4+ k)»-1 again, we choose m large enough to ensure that
S+ k)ntp2m <1,
keN

Therefore, we obtain (3.34]) when %eo < 0 < 7 by choosing N = 2n — 3.
O

Step 3: We consider the last case that § > . Arguing as above, to prove [B.1]), it
suffices to prove
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Lemma 3.5. For m <0 and z > 1, we have the estimate

(3.38)

‘z‘%z %g@k(y)gok(y’),ufm ( /0” (%)%ﬂ (ez(COS T_l)) cos(Tug)dr

— sin(mug) /00 (%)27” (e—Z(coshr+1))e—Tude>‘ < e,
0

Proof. By the finite speed of propagation, the first term of ([B.38]) vanishes due to > 7.
Arguing as before, it is easy to see

n— n—2 o0 z
LHS of (338) < 27" e 1 E (1+ k‘)nl,u,;zm/ e 1N Ty < Che 7.
keN 0

We choose m large enough to ensure the summation converges, and the factor 2™ can
be absorbed by e 1. O
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