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ABSTRACT. Let H = —A 4+ V be a Schrédinger operator on L?(R*) with real-valued
potential V', and let Hyp = —A. If V has sufficient pointwise decay, the wave operators
Wi = s — limy_y4oo € e 70 are known to be bounded on LP(R4) forall1 < p <

if zero is not an eigenvalue or resonance, and on % < p < 4 if zero is an eigenvalue but

not a resonance. We show that in the latter case, the wave operators are also bounded on
LP(R*) for 1 < p < % by direct examination of the integral kernel of the leading terms.
Furthermore, if fR4 2V (z)¥(x) dx = 0 for all zero energy eigenfunctions 1, then the wave

operators are bounded on L? for 1 < p < co.

1. INTRODUCTION

This work is inspired by a conjecture of Jensen and Yajima in [16] on the range of p for
which the Schrédinger wave operators are LP(R*) bounded in the presence of a threshold
eigenvalue. In [16] it was proven that the wave operators are bounded on LP(R?) for
% < p < 4 in the presence of a threshold eigenvalue and conjectured that the boundedness
is true on 1 < p < 4 as well. Recent works of Yajima, [25] and the authors [12] prove a
similar results extending the lower range of p for which LP(R™) bounds hold in dimensions
n > 4. In this article we prove the conjectured bounds in four dimensions, and also show
that the range of p can be extended upwards under certain orthogonality conditions on the
Zero energy eigenspace.

Let H = —A+YV be a Schrodinger operator with a real-valued potential V and Hy = —A.
If V satisfies |V (z)| < (x)727, the spectrum of H is the absolutely continuous spectrum
on [0,00) and a finite collection of non-positive eigenvalues, [19]. The wave operators are

defined by the strong limits on L?(R")

_ itH ,—itHo
(1) Wyf tl}inooe e f.
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Such limits are known to exist and be asymptotically complete for a wide class of potentials

V. Furthermore, one has the identities
(2) W;W:I: = I, W:I:W; = Pac(H)a

with P,.(H) the projection onto the absolutely continuous spectral subspace associated
with the Schrédinger operator H.

We say that zero energy is regular if there are no zero energy eigenvalues or resonances.
There is a zero energy eigenvalue if there is a solution to Hvy = 0 with ¢ € L?(R"), and a
resonance if ¢ ¢ L?(R") instead belongs to a nearby space whose precise definition depends
on the spatial dimension n < 4. In dimension n = 4, a resonance satisfies (-)~¢ € L?(R%)
for any € > 0.

There is a long history of results on the existence and boundedness of the wave operators.
Yajima has established LP and W*P boundedness of the wave operators for the full range
of 1 < p < oo in [22, 23] in all dimensions n > 3, provided that zero energy is regular under
varying assumptions on the potential V. The sharpest result for n = 3 was obtained in [3]
by Beceanu .

If zero is not regular, in general, the range of p on which the wave operators are bounded
shrinks. When n > 4 it was shown in [24, 8] that the wave operators are bounded on
LP(R™) when -5 < p < 5. Independent results of Yajima [25, 26] and the authors [12]
then brought the lower bound on p down to 1 < p < § (with the authors obtaining p = 1
as well), and found conditions under which the upper bound may be raised. When n = 3
Yajima [27] showed that the wave operators are bounded on 1 < p < 3 in the case of a zero
energy eigenvalue and on 1 < p < 3 but not p = 1 in the case of a zero energy resonance.
This extended the range % < p < 3 proven in [24]. Finally, with conditions as in [12, 26],
the full range of 1 < p < ¢ is recovered when n = 3.

Results are also known in one dimension. In [21], Weder showed that the wave operators
are bounded on LP(R) for 1 < p < oo, and that the endpoint p = 1 is possible under certain
conditions on the Jost solutions, but is weak-type in general. Further work in one dimension
was done by D’Ancona and Fanelli in [4]. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there are
no results in the literature when zero is not regular and n = 2.

An important property of the wave operators is the intertwining identity,

(3) f(H)Poe(H) = Wi f(=A)WZ,
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which is valid for any Borel function f. Using this, one can deduce properties of the operator
f(H) from the simpler operator f(—A), provided one has control on mapping properties of
the wave operators W1 and W}. In four dimensions, boundedness of the wave operators

on LP(R*) for a given p > 2 imply the dispersive estimates
. 44
(4) e Pac(HD ot Sy < 167275

Here p’ is the conjugate exponent satisfying % + 1% =1.

There has been much work on dispersive estimates for the Schrodinger evolution with
zero energy obstructions in recent years by Erdogan, Schlag, Toprak and the authors in
various combinations, see [7, 9, 6, 5, 10, 11, 13] in which L'(R") — L*(R") were studied
for all n > 1. Estimates in LP(R™) are obtained by interpolating these results with the
L? conservation law. These works have roots in previous work of [17], and also in [15, 18]
where the dispersive estimates were studied as operators on weighted L?(R") spaces.

Our main result confirms the conjecture of Jensen and Yajima, as well as extending the

range of p upward under certain conditions on the zero energy eigenspace.

Theorem 1.1. Let o0 > 2. Assume that |V (z)| S (x)= for 8> 6,
(5) F(()*V) € L (RY),

and H = —A 4V has an eigenvalue at zero with no resonance.

i) The wave operators extend to bounded operators on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < 4.
i) If [ga 2V (x)(x)dx = 0 for all zero energy eigenfunctions 1, then the wave operators
extend to bounded operators on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < oco.

We expect that the endpoint case p = oo holds if one has the additional cancellation
Jpe 2?V (2)¢(z) dz = 0 and slightly more decay on the potential, see Remark 3.4 below.
The corresponding dispersive estimate from L'(R?*) to L>°(R*) was recently shown to be
true even without this extra hypothesis by the second author and Toprak in [13].

We prove Theorem 1.1 for W = W_, the proof for W, is identical up to complex conju-
gation. Define RE(\?) := lim (Hp— (A +i¢)?)~! and R{;(\?) := lim (H — (A +ig)?) " as

e—0+ e—07t
the free and perturbed resolvents, respectively. These operators are well-defined on polyno-

mially weighted L?(R*) spaces due to the limiting absorption principle of Agmon, [2]. We
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use the stationary representation of the wave operator

1 o0
Wa—u— L [TARGOBVIRG0) - Ry (¥ wax

(6) .
—u— [ ARG — REOWVREON)| VIR (V) — By (W) ud

™ Jo

The resolvents are related by the identity R{;(A\?) = R§(A\?) — Rj (A\*)VR{(A\?), which
justifies the equality in (6). In dimension n = 4, the free resolvent operators RB—L()\Q) are
bounded as A — 0, as are the perturbed resolvents R‘i,(/\Q) if zero is regular. When zero is
not regular, the perturbed resolvent becomes singular as A — 0.

We divide the representation for W in (6) into ‘high’ and ‘low’ energy parts, by writing
W = W®2(Hy) + W¥2(Hy) with &, ¥ € C§°(R) smooth cut-off functions that satisfy
®2(N\) + U2()\) = 1 with ®(\?) = 1 for |\| < \g/2 and ®(A\?) = 0 for || > ) for a suitable
constant 0 < A\g <« 1. This allows us to write W = W + W~ with W. the ‘low energy’
portion of the wave operator and Ws the ‘high energy’ portion. The high energy term Ws
is controlled in [16], and this argument remains valid when zero energy is a resonance or
eigenvalue, whose effects are limited to only an arbitrary small neighborhood of zero energy.
Our technical analysis proceeds much in the same vein as [12]. We isolate the leading order
terms of W caused by the singularity of R{(A\?) near A = 0 and determine their LP(R*)
operator bounds through a careful, pointwise analysis of their integral kernels.

The next section introduces some ideas for controlling the size of the leading order ex-
pression in W when there is a zero energy eigenvalue, and describes how certain pointwise
bounds on the integral kernel correspond to operator estimates in LP(R?). In Section 3
we calculate the leading order expression in detail and complete the proof of Theorem 1.1,
modulo a number of integral estimates that are stated in Appendix A. The discussion
concludes in Section 4 with some remarks about the case where a zero energy resonance is

present.

2. PRELIMINARY STEPS

In four dimensions it is well-known (see [16, 5, 13]) that if there is a zero energy eigenvalue
but no zero energy resonance, then the perturbed resolvent R;;(A?) in (6) has a pole of order
two whose residue is the finite-rank projection P, onto the eigenspace. Furthermore, each

zero energy eigenfunction 1 has the cancellation property

(m | @@ ds=o
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which we express in the shorthand P.V1 = 0. This fact is crucial in obtaining the full
range of p as it permits improved estimates for the most singular terms in the expansion
of W, that dictate the allowable range of p. The extra cancellation condition in part ii) of
Theorem 1.1, namely that [p, 2;V(x) dz = 0 for each j € [1,n], will be called P.Vz = 0.

Using the low energy expansion for W in [16], the leading term is given by the operator

1 [ -
®) Wo= = [ REOOVRV(ES () ~ By 02)B0)A dr
T Jo
In the absence of a zero energy resonance, the next operator we need to control is
1 [ =
o) Wiog = = [ REODLIR %) = Ry (%) @A log(3) A
T Jo
where L4 is a finite rank operator with kernel
d
Li(z,y) = > appViy(@)Ve(y), aji € R,
k=1

and {@sz}?:l form an orthonormal basis for the zero energy eigenspace.

One can show that the remaining terms in the expansion of W. are better behaved. Thus
the estimates on Wy, and to a lesser extent Wj,,, dictate the mapping properties of W
itself. The presence or absence of threshold eigenvalues has little effect on properties of the
resolvent outside a small neighborhood of A = 0, so the estimates for W are unchanged.

Therefore our primary effort will be to control the mapping properties of the operator Ws.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that |V (2)| < (2)7 for some 6 > 0.
i) If § > 4, then Wy is bounded on LP(R*) for 1 < p < 4.

ii) If 6 > 6, and the zero energy eigenspace satisfies the cancellation condition P.Vx =0,

then Wy is bounded on LP(R*) for 1 < p < oo.

The proof of this proposition is based on pointwise bounds for the integral kernel K (x,y)

of the operator Ws. To get started, the kernel of Wy is a sum of integrals of the form
a0 &)= [ [ REOHE VY @

(N
(RS — Ry) (M) (w, y)&) dwdz d\,
where the functions {v; }szl form an orthonormal basis for the zero energy eigenspace, and
®(\) € C(R) is such that ®(N\)B(A\2) = &(A2).
For the remainder of the paper, we omit the subscripts on the eigenfunctions as our

calculations will be satisfied for any such . Our estimates are stated for an operator kernel
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K (x,y) with the understanding that each K7*(z,y) obeys the same bounds. To analyze
the kernel, we split into three regimes based on the relative size of |x| and |y|: |z| > 2|y|,
ly| > 2|z|, and |z| = |y|. The operator estimates resulting from a typical pointwise bound

in each regime are summarized in the following three lemmas.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose K(x,y) is an integral kernel supported in the region of R® where
|z > 2|y, and |K (z,y)| S (x)~**.

i) If @ > 0, then K defines a bounded operator on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < oco.
i) If o = 0, then K defines a bounded operator on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < oo but it may
not be bounded on L'(R*).

Lemma 2.3. Suppose K(x,y) is an integral kernel supported in the region of R® where
ly| > 2|z|, and |K (z,y)| < (x)"V{y)™P for some 0 < <4 and y >4 — . Then K defines
a bounded operator on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < ﬁ.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose K(x,3) is an integral kernel supported in the region of R® where
slzl <yl < 20al, and |K (2,y)] S (@) 7>~ *(e| = y))~'77 for some a, f > 0.

i) If o+ 8 >0, then K defines a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < co.
i) If a« = 3 =0, it is not guaranteed that the operator is bounded on LP(R*) for any p.

The proofs of Lemmas 2.2-2.4 are technical and are provided in Appendix A. There are
two main factors which control the integrability and size of (10). The integral in A is highly
oscillatory due to the presence of Bessel functions in the formula for the free resolvents
Rg()\z). In the w and z variables, decay of the potential V' and the eigenfunctions v
effectively localize most integrals to a neighborhood of the origin. A representative example

of each kind of estimate are as follows.

Lemma 2.5 ([12], Lemma 2.2). Let RE (A%, A) denote the convolution kernel of RE(\?)
evaluated at a point with |x —y| = A. For each j >0,

(11) /OOO RE(N2, A% (RE — Ry ) (A2, BN\ (M) dA < A2<A+B>1<A—B>1+j‘

Two variations of this bound, with different powers of A in the integrand and different
placement of the partial derivatives, will also be required. These are stated as Lemmas A.3

and A.5 in the Appendix. The first one is proved in [12] along with Lemma 2.5.
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Lemma 2.6 ([12], Lemma 4.3). Let 5 >1 and 0 < a <n—1. If N > n+ f3, then for each
fized constant R > 0, we have the bound

/ (=)~ Qs < 1
re o —z[*(z = z[+ R)(|lz —2[ = R)? ™ (z)*(ja| + R)(R — |z[)#"

The (z) =" decay in the numerator of Lemma 2.6 is achieved by the combined decay of the
potential V' (z) and eigenfunctions ¥ (z). Eigenfunctions at zero energy have a characteristic
rate of decay which comes from the Green’s function of the Laplacian and the additional

cancellation property P.V1 = 0.
Lemma 2.7. If |V (z)| < (x) 737, and ¢ is a zero energy eigenfunction, then | (z)| < (z)73.

Proof. By definition, every eigenfunction (x) satisfies Ay = Vb, After applying the
Green’s function of the Laplacian to both sides, ¥(x) = C(|z|~2 x V). Using P.V1 = 0

allows us to write

vie) = ¢ [ Vo) (=os - ) o

R4 |z —yl?
When |y| < %|z|, we have the bound “:E —y|™2 - |x|_2’ < |y||=|~3, hence

[y [V (y)] [Vip(y)| [Vab(y)| 1
< i T <
1““””)’~/|y|<;x| | d“/w;m P YL

a:fy\<%|:(:\ ‘aj - y‘Q

provided |V (y)| < (y)~>. Since we have the a priori estimate that |¢(z)] < ()72, see
Lemma 2.1 in [12], it suffices to assume that |V (z)| < (z)73~. O

3. MAIN ESTIMATES FOR K (z,y)

The technical tools required to prove Proposition 2.1 are somewhat different depending on
the relative size of |z| and |y| in the integral kernel K (z,y). In order to employ Lemmas 2.2-
2.4, we proceed by making separate estimates where |y| is greater than, approximately
equal to, or smaller than |z|. The region where |y| > 2|x| plays a key role in distinguishing
the two cases of Proposition 2.1. In the following subsections we provide the necessary
bounds on the integral kernel of W to verify both claims in Proposition 2.1 and formulate
a similar proposition about the operator Wj,, defined in (9). Once these facts are in hand,

Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence.

3.1. Estimates when |y| > 2|z|. We begin the analysis of K(z,y) in the region where y
is large compared to x. As suggested by Lemma 2.3, the decay as |y| — oo dictates the

upper range of exponents for which Wy is bounded on LP(R*). Our use of the cancellation
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condition P,V1 = 0 (which always holds, see (7)), and (when it is assumed) P.Vx = 0
mirrors its treatment in [12].

We first rewrite the K (x,y) integral in the following manner.

12) K@) = [[ [T Veevewri o)

_ _ D(A
(R~ B5) Oy — wl) — (B~ B )2 [ol) ) axdz
Subtracting (R — Ry )(A%,|y|), which is independent of w, from the integrand does not
affect the final value due to (7).
The strong decay of V(z) and Vip(w), together with compact support of ®(\) and
boundedness as A — 0 (due to (34)) allows the order of integration to be changed freely.

For any function F(), |y|) one can express

! —w) - — Sw
(13) F(A,|y—w|)—F()\,]y\):/0 B F Oy — sw) T = sw)

|y — swl
Here we are interested in FI(A, |y|) = (R — Ry ) (A%, Jy|), whose radial derivatives are consid-
ered in the statement of Lemma 2.5. Identity (13) is most useful in the region of (12) where
lw| < %|y|. In this region we use the righthand side of (13) to express the contribution to
K(z,y) as

1 00
z w)RT (M2, |z — 2 T ROYOZ. |y — sw
00 [ L ] eV @IRE G = o (RS RO = su)

(—w) - (y — sw) 2(\)

dsd\dz dw,
ly — swl A

where 0, indicates the partial derivative with respect to the radial variable of R(jf()\Q,r).

Applying Fubini’s Theorem and then Lemma 2.5 with j = 1 we obtain the upper bound

1 V(o) [wVo(w)]
| /|w|<'g | e e e LA

By Lemma 2.7 and our assumption that [V (z)| < (2)~*~, we can control the decay of the

numerator with [V (z)| < (2)757 and |wV(w)| < (w)=%~. These are sufficient to apply

Lemma 2.6 in the z variable, then Lemma A.1 in the w variable to obtain

1 wV(w)
i< | /|w|<'g' Vel + Ty — swl)(al — Ty — swl)? ¥
1 1

1
S / 2 3ds S 73 2
o (@)%l + lyD{l=] — [yl (@)* (|| + |y {l=] = Ty])
In the region where |y| > 2|z, this yields |(14)] < (z)~2(y) 3.

(15)
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For the portion of (12) where |w| > %]y|, we do not seek out cancellation between
(Rf — Ry)(A\%, |y — w|) and (R§ — Ry )(A?,|y|) and instead treat the two terms separately.
For the term with (R — Ry ) (A%, |y — wl), we have

KA

/R4 /| >yl /OOO RS‘(AQ, @ — Z|)V¢(Z)V1/J(w)(RJ - R()_)()\27 ly —w|) () d\ dw dz

V()] [Vip(w)]
< dwdz
~ /R4 /w>g' [z — 22 (|x — 2| + |y — w]){|lz — 2] — |y — w])

< ! .
~ )2 Jal + Dl = v]) (o)

The first inequality is Lemma 2.5 with 7 = 0. The second is a combination of Lemma A.2

y ‘

(16)

with £ = 1 and a = 0 for the w integral and Lemma 2.6 for the z integral. When |y| > 2|z|
this is also bounded by (x)~2(y) 3.
The estimate for the term with (R — Ry )(A?, |y|) is more straightforward, we obtain the

same bound as before,

/R/ > lul /Ooo Ry (W, o — 2))V(2)Vip(w) (Rg — R )(X, Iy\)q)(f) )\ dw dz

V| IVibw)
</, /wl 2= 2Pz — 2 + [y (o — 21— o) %

1
(17) < .
(@) (] + [yl (| = Tyl) ()
We have used Lemma 2.6 in z, and the estimate f|w|>‘y|/2<w>_N dw < (y)*=N (for N > 4) in

lieu of Lemma A.2. Put together, the integral bounds (15)-(17) show that where |y| > 2|z|
1
(x)*(y)*’

so its contribution to W; is bounded on LP(R?*) for 1 < p < 4 by Lemma 2.3 with 3 = 3

(18) (K (z,y)| S

and v = 2.

3.2. Improvement when P.Vz = 0. If we assume that P.Vx = 0, this permits us to
introduce a linear approximation of (Rg — Ry )(A?, [y—w|) in the w variable without changing

the value of the integral (12). That is, we have the equality

(19) /OOO RI (N2 |z — 2)V (2)0(2)V (w)ih(w) (RF — Ry )(N%, |w — y‘)@g\)\)d)\

w -y 2()

= [ R0 Vi)V etw) [(R§—F3) 0%, ho=s)-F )-GO ) Y] 55
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for any functions F'(\,y) and G()\,y). In place of (13), we utilize the second level of

cancellation to write

(20) KOl = wl) = KOl + 0 KO o) =7
VRN = sw)?
= [ semony - sup ™
w2 w- (y — sw))?
L KO sul) <|y|_ |Sw| { |y('7i Sw|3>> )] ds.

The formula above suggests that we choose F(\,y) = (Ry — Ry)(\2,|y]) and G(\,y) =
Or(Ry — Ry )(A%,]y|) in (19) respectively.

As in the arguments of the previous section, we use the left side of (20) when |w| > |y|/2
because there is no significant cancellation of these three terms. One can imitate (16) more
or less exactly to show that they contribute no more than (x)~2(y)~* to the size of K(z,y),
provided Vi (w) decays rapidly enough to apply Lemma A.2 with k& = 2 instead of k = 1.

The portion of K (z,y) originating from the region |w| < |y|/2, consists of new terms of

the form

[e'e) 1
/<y /R4/0 /0 Vw(z)v¢(w)Rar(A2a|x_Z’)87J"'((R(T_Ra)()\Q,\y—st)

o

g\)\) ds d\ dz dw

(I —=9)(s,w,y)

with j = 1,2 and I'j(s, w, y) denoting
2 S 2 o 2
S UV O VR V)
ly — sw]| ly — sw| ly — sw]|

When |w| < |y|/2 and 0 < s < 1, these factors obey the bounds |y (s, w,y)| < |y|~!|w|? and
IT2(s,w,y)| < |w|?. The calculation proceeds in the same manner as the estimate for (14),
first using Lemma 2.5 with j = 1,2, then Lemma 2.6 in the z integral and Lemma A.1 (with
a = 2—7) in the w integral. For both terms we have the bound (x)~2(y)~* when |y| > 2|z|.

In this case the use of Lemma A.1 with 8 = 1 + j requires that |w|?|Vy(w)| < (w)~7,
from which Lemma 2.7 shows that |V (w)| < (w) =%~ is needed.

Put together with the previous claim, this implies that if P.Vx = 0, then

(21) K (z,y)] S 7 When [y| > 2|z].

1
(x)*(y)
The operator with kernel K(z,y) in this region is therefore bounded on LP(R*) for all
p € [1,00), by Lemma 2.3.
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3.3. Estimates when |z| = |y|. No new work is required to control K(z,y) adequately
when x and y are of similar size. We need only use the fact that P,V'1 = 0 as before, then
combining (15) and (16) when %|z| < |y| < 2|z| leads to the bound

3 : 3 T : S : 2°
(@)3(z| = lyl)* (@) 2| = lyl) ™ (@) (] = [y])

This is bounded on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < oo by Lemma 2.4.

(22) K (2, y)| S

Remark 3.1. In dimensions n > 5 it is possible to prove adequate bounds for K(x,y) in the
region where |x| & |y| without assuming that P.V1 = 0. Here the cancellation is essential,
as a straightforward estimation of (10) gives the bound |K (x,y)| < (x)3(|x|—|y|) =t in this

region, which does not lead to operator bounds on LP(R*) for any exponent p.

3.4. Estimates when |z| > 2|y|. In the region where |z| > 2|y| the combined bounds (15)
and (16) imply that

T S
()> (@) y) ™~ (@)

which according to Lemma 2.2 gives rise to a bounded operator on LP(R%) for all p > 1. Tt is

(23) |K(z,y)| S

certainly bounded on L!(R*) as well if we restrict to the compact region where 2|y| < |z| < 1.
In order to show that the entire kernel of W is bounded on L'(R*), we must improve
the decay as |z| — oo enough to make it integrable. This is accomplished by applying the

cancellation condition P.V'1 = 0 in the z variable in (10). Then we may write

@) K= [[ [T VeEve@ R 08 e - ) - REO2JaD)

(RT — Ry)(N2, |y — w\))(D(AA) d\dz dw.

We split this integral into two regions: where |z| > 3|z, and where |z| < &|z|.

The first region is evaluated in the same spirit as (16).

KA

W) d\dz dw

>/ ‘

/R4 / >zl /OOO RJ(Va |z — 2|)V(2)Vip(w)(Ry — Ra)()ﬁv ly — w|)

<[ eIV o
Rt Jio> L2l |z — 2[* |z — 2+ |y — w])(|z — 2] = |y —wl)
< <
(@) + [yl (= = lyl) ~ (=)
The first inequality is Lemma 2.5, and the second follows from Lemma A.2 with a = 2,

k =1, and Lemma 2.6.
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The integral with R (A2, |z|) is similar. Assuming |2| > max(1,2|y|) we have

a0

/R4 /| sl /OOO RY (2, |2V (2) Vi (w) (R — Ry ) (W2, ly — w])—— dA dz dw

V(o) Viw)) .
</, /||| 2P (al + Iy — wl (2l — ly—wl)

< 1 <4
(z)

~ @)zl + y (el — [yl)
These again follow by Lemmas 2.5, A.2, and 2.6.

Finally the part of (24) that comes from integrating where |2| < 3|z is evaluated in the

same manner as (14). Namely,

/|<|x|/R4// Vi (2)Vip(w)dr (B (N, o — s2))) (RS — Rg) (AW, ly — wl)

o (22 @ 52) ) o g de
| — sz A

// [
o<tz Jre & — s2{|z — sz = |y —wl)

< / ez 8 S T

o {2)*(al = ly[)? (@)*
Put together, we conclude that in the entire region where |z| > 2]y,
1

2 K N
(25) K(@0)] £ 155

and this describes a bounded operator on all LP(R*), 1 < p < oo by Lemma 2.2.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. In the preceding subsections, we have assembled the following

bounds (18), (22), and (25) for the integral kernel of Wi:

s if || > 2[yl,

K@)l S 3 ammpre if lal ~ Jyl,

(ORmE if |y| > 2|z
The pointwise estimates in the first two regions are sufficient to satisfy the Schur test, so
they describe bounded operators on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < co. When |y| is large, the
integral kernel describes a bounded operator only if 1 < p < 4 by Lemma 2.3.
With the further assumption that P.Vz = 0 and some additional decay of |V (z)|, we are
able to replace (18) with the stronger pointwise bound (21), which asserts that |K(x,y)| <
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(x)~2(y)~* when |y| > 2|z|. This now describes a bounded operator on LP(R*) in the range
1<p<oo. O

3.5. Estimates for ;. Pointwise estimates for the integral kernel of W;,, follow from

the same arguments as with Wy above, only with Lemma A.3 used in place of Lemma 2.6.

Proposition 3.2. If |V(z)| < (2)7*", then the operator Wi,y is bounded on LP(R*) for
1<p<oo.

Remark 3.3. In fact Wy, is bounded on L= (R*) as well. We omit this case as a matter of

convenience, in order to present a shorter proof with no reliance on cancellation properties.

Proof. The kernel of Wi, is given by

o d
W) == [ [T R 02 1= 2| Y avunavinte)

J,k=1

Ry — Ry1(M2, |y — w)@(A)Alog(N) dA dz dw.

Applying Lemma A.3 with j = 2 and ¢ = 1, we have

) (log(J — 2| — [y — wl))|Vabs ()] [V ebe(w)
W) 5 [ [ — 22z — 2 + [y — w]){Jz — 2| — g — w])?

—7— .
<f — ()T (w) e
e o = 2P — 2l + Jy — wl) (7 — 2] = |y — w])—¢

for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0. The last inequality follows from the assumption on the
decay of V and Lemma 2.7. Now, applying Lemma 2.6 in both the z and w integrals, we
have the upper bound

, @% if [x| > 2y
W, < << 1 1 ~ .
Wiea @ 2 Gl el — o= ~ | @ lel~ 1
. TR
Applying Lemmas 2.2-2.4 concludes the proof, with Lemma 2.3 specifically showing that
Wiog is bounded on LP(R%) for 1 < p < g. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Section 4 of [16] provides the decomposition W = W + W, with
We = O(H)(1 — (Wy + Wigy + Wo + W1 + W,.))@(H), where

1 [ -
(8) Ws=— [ RIOVPV(RSF(N?) — Ry (A\2)2(MN)AdA.

71'7:0

) Wiy =~ [ REOPILRS (0) - By (2)B)Alog(3) i
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The operator Wj,, as defined here is called Wy in [16]. The remaining terms Wy, W_1, and
W, are shown to be bounded on LP for 1 < p < oo in Lemma 4.1 of [16].

Under the assumptions on the decay of V' and (5), it was shown in [16] that Ws is also
bounded on LP(R*) for 1 < p < co. Proposition 3.2 asserts that Wi, is bounded on LP(R?)
in the range 1 < p < oo.

The kernels of ®(H) and ®(Hy) are bounded by Cy(z —y) = for each N = 1,2,..., see
Lemma 2.2 of [23]. Following (8), (10), W; is bounded on LP(R?) exactly when the operators
K% are. The range of exponents p for which this occurs is determined by Proposition 2.1.

O

Remark 3.4. We note that the endpoint p = oo is not covered in Theorem 1.1. With the
additional assumptions P.Va? = 0 and |V (2)| < (2)78, one can use the techniques above
to show that the wave operators are bounded on LP(R*) for the full range of 1 < p < oco.
Here the assumption P.Vz? = 0 means that [g, Pa(x)V(z)(x)dx = 0 for any quadratic

monomial Py. As with the L> bound for W, we leave the details to the reader.

4. REMARKS ON THRESHOLD RESONANCES

Finally, we discuss some aspects of how threshold resonances affect the LP boundedness
of the wave operators. There is strong evidence that they are not bounded on LP(R*) for
any p > 2 in this case. By the intertwining identity (3), LP boundedness of wave operators
with p > 2 would imply a power-law decay of the linear evolution ¢ P,.(H) at the rate

|t|(4/P)=2 as in (4). Instead it is known that, as an operator from L'(R*) — L®(R*),
e Poo(H) = ¢(t)P + Ot ™),

with ¢(¢) ~ (logt)~! and P a finite rank operator, [5, 13]. The exact form of P depends on
whether or not there is a zero energy eigenvalue as well. We suspect that the wave operators
are bounded in LP(R*) precisely in the range 1 < p < 2.

The low energy resolvent expansion of R‘%(AQ) is considerably more complicated when
a zero energy resonance is present. See, for example [15, 5, 13]. For the sake of (relative)
simplicity we consider the case of a resonance and no eigenvalue at zero. Then the most

singular A\ term is of the form

Pr(z,y)

W, QER\{O}, ZE(C\R,

where P.(x,y) is a Riesz projection onto the canonical zero energy resonance. One crucial

feature is that P.V'1 # 0 for resonances, so most cancellation arguments do not apply.
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A heuristic argument suggests that the leading order term of W, would take the form

V(2)Ve(w) -
/Rs/ R+ A, o~ |) Aalog A+ 2) [R(J)r_Ro]()\2>|y—w|)d/\dzdw,

with ¢ the canonical resonance at zero. This should have the same order of magnitude as
what we calculated for W;, perhaps even better by a logarithmic factor, except that no
cancellation may be applied. If the estimate (23) can only be improved by a factor of log(z)
for large |x|, then the operator may not be bounded in L'(R*).

In the region where |z| = |y|, the lack of cancellation suggests that the best pointwise
bounds for K (x,y) will fall into the poorly behaved o = = 0 case of Lemma 2.4. Estab-
lishing boundedness on LP(R*) for such an operator would require more precise information
about the sign and smoothness of K (x,y). This seems closer in spirit to the approach taken
n [26], where wave operator bounds are linked to weighted LP estimates for the Hilbert

transform rather than operators with a positive kernel.

APPENDIX A. INTEGRAL ESTIMATES

We begin by proving the assertions in Lemmas 2.2-2.4 regarding the LP(R*) behavior
of integral operators with certain pointwise bounds. We then proceed to prove technical

lemmas on integral bounds required to complete our arguments.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Recall the Schur test, if

sup / K (2,)| dy + sup / K (2,y)|dz < oo,
R4 y JR4

x

then the integral operator with kernel K (x,y) is bounded on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < oco. If
|K (z,y)] < (x)~47% for a > 0, the full range of p is attained as

sup / K ()| dy < suplz) / dy < sup(z)® < 1.
= JRt z lyl<3z] @

Sup/ |K(x,y)|dx§sup/ (z) 4« da:S/ ()™ dr < 1.
y Jra v Jie|>2lyl R4

If a = 0, then |K(z,y)| < ()% Note that for each z € R?,

K(x,y) () dy < o] / F@)ldy < Mf(2),

R4 ly|<|z]

where M f is the Hardy-Littlewod maximal function. The claimed range of p follows from

the well-known bounds of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, see [20] for example. [J
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Proof of Lemma 2.3. Tt suffices to prove this for v = 4 — 3, as (z)™7 < (z)#~* in all other
cases. Note that K is bounded on L!'(R?*) since, if 8 > 0,

sup / K (z,y)| do < sup(y) ™ / (2)5d < 1.
y JRra Y x| <Lyl

Now consider 0 < 8 < 4. For each z € R*, the weak-L*# norm of K(z, -) is uniformly
bounded by (x)?~*. Hence K defines a bounded operator between the Lorentz spaces
Lﬁ’l(R‘l) and Lﬁ’oo(R‘l). Boundedness on LP(R*), 1 < p < ﬁ follows by interpolation,
[14]. The case § = 4 is the dual formulation of Lemma 2.2, hence K defines a bounded

operator on LP(R*) for all 1 < p < oo. O

Proof of Lemma 2.4. Once again we can use the Schur test. This time we integrate in

spherical coordinates for y:

sup [ K (el dy Ssup(e) 0 [ (lal = lul) 7 ay

z ly|~|x]

2|| sup,, (x) " if >0
Ssupe) @ [ (el =) e .
z 3zl sup,(x)" (1 +log|z|) if5=0
These are bounded by 1 unless a and § are both zero. By symmetry the result is the same
if x and y are reversed.

If « =3 =0, let f be a characteristic function of the annulus R < |y| < 2R with radius
R > 1. Then for every point z in the same annulus, [p. [K(z,y)|f(y) dy 2 log(R). O

The following integral estimates, along with Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6, are direct quotes
or minor adaptations of statements in [12]. Proofs are presented where they differ from the

previous work.

Lemma A.1. Suppose 0 < s<1,0<a<n,>1,and~y €R. If N >n+ S, then for
each fized constant R > 0, we have the bound

()™ 1
@) [\ Ty e T e R S e R

Proof. The claim for large |y| > 10 essentially follows from Lemma 4.4 in [12], which
considers only the case ¥ = 1. However one of the first steps is to observe that (|y—sw|+R) ~
(lyl + R) for all |w| < %|y| and |s| < 1, so the calculations proceed independently of the
choice of . To complete the proof when |y| < 10, we simply note that the region of
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integration has volume comparable to |y|™ and the integrand is nearly constant. Thus

[ (1)~ P
ity 9 — 5wl {ly = swl + Ry (ly —swl = B2 = (ol + B (R— [y

Lemma A.2. Let k>0 and0<a<n-—1. If N>n+1+4+k and R > 0 is fized, then
-N

/ <w> «a dw S’ : a+k’

jwl>2 (R4 |y — w[)(R — |y — w|)|y — w| (R+ [y (R — lyl){y)

(27)

Proof. The a@ = 0 case is proved as Lemma 3.2 in [12]. If a > 0, split the domain of
integration into two pieces according to whether |y —w| > 3|y| or |y — w| < F|y|. In the

former region, |w|, and |y — w| are of comparable size, so one may reduce to the o = 0 case

Nl W
/|w|>'g' R @S T

2

which suffices if |y| > 1. If |y| < 1, we bound the integral by

N

—-N —a —a —-N
[ [ () L
e (R4 [w])(R = |wl]) wi<1 (R) wf>1 (R + [wl) (R = fw[) ~ (R)
The region where |y — w| < |y| is best integrated in spherical coordinates centered at

the point y. This leads to the expression

(28) / g— [ Nawd
w wdr,
0 ,r.a<r + R> <T - R> ly—w|=r
which is precisely handled in [12, equation (31)] provided « < n — 1, with the bound
1
1(28)] <

(yN=n=1e(ly| + R)(R — |y)
0

Lemma A.3 ([12], Lemma 5.2). Let RE(\2, A) denote the convolution kernel of RE(\?)
evaluated at a point with |x| = A. For each j > 0,

00 ‘ N og(A — B
(29) /0 Ry (A2, A)(RY — Ry) (A2, B)M L (log \)‘@(\) dA < = </<11 fg < AB—>iB>"—3+J"

Lemmas 2.5 and A.3 rely on the following oscillatory integral estimate.

Lemma A.4 ([12], Lemma 4.1). Suppose there exists f > —1 and M > [+ 1 such that
|[FE N S NF for all 0 < k < M. Then given a smooth cutoff function ®,

(30) [ e rsm a5 ()
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If F is further assumed to be smooth and supported in the annulus L < A < 1 for some

L>p~1>0, then
(31) ] / GPAFO)B(N) dA| < (p) M LAH1-M
0
One additional variation is needed specifically to assist in the proof of (25) for large x.

Lemma A.5. In four dimensions we have the bound

Ay if A>2B
(32) /0 OaR§ (A2, A)(Ry — Ry) (N2, B)A10(N) d) < T if B>2A.

Proof. We recall the expansion for the free resolvent, see Section 4 of [12],
+idA
A2

1 e

(33) Ry (A2, A) U1 (A4),

where () is a bounded compactly supported function that is smooth everywhere except
possibly at zero, and each W1 is a smooth function supported outside the unit interval that
2

asymptotically behaves like (-)'/2 and whose k" derivative behaves like (-)(1=2K)/2. This

— =X
— 8nr

expansion follows from writing RE (A2, ) [Y1(Ar) FiJ1(Ar)] and using the asymptotic

properties of the Bessel functions, see [1]. Additional properties include

iAB —i\B
+/y2 — /12 2 €
(34) Ry (A, B) — Ry (A, B) = A*Q(AB) + ?W%(AB) + ?\D%(AB),
I ei)\A 1 ~
(35) OARy (N, A) = YE )\\I/%()\A) + EQ(AA).

Here (\A) is a compactly supported function that satisfies ]%Q(AAN <A,
Using the bounds proven in Lemma 2.2 in [12] which were considered when j = 1 (and
n = 4), we have
+iAB

) ei/\A 9 e ~ 1
/0 V(A ()\ QAB) + —3 \I!;(AB)> P(A)dA S A2(AT BA-B?

This satisfies the desired bounds, thus we need only bound the contribution of the terms

_ o EiAB

/OOO A4 ()\QQ(AB)Jr =3 W;(AB)> A

The first term is supported on A < min(1,A7!,B~1), and hence is bounded by

A3 min((A)~2, (B)~?). Using Lemma A.4 with p = B and L = (B)~!, the second term is
bounded by A=3(B)~2 and is zero unless A < B. O
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