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ABSTRACT. We consider fractional Schrodinger operators H = (—A)® 4+ V() in n dimensions with
real-valued potential V' when n > 2a, a > 1. We show that the wave operators extend to bounded
operators on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo under conditions on the potential that depend on n and
a analogously to the case when a € N. As a consequence, we deduce a family of dispersive and

Strichartz estimates for the perturbed fractional Schrédinger operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the non-local fractional Schrodinger equation
iy = (—A)% + V7, r €R™, a>1, a¢N.

We consider spatial dimensions n > 2a, and V is a real-valued, decaying potential. When a ¢ N, the
non-local operator (—A)® is defined via the Fourier multiplier [€]2®, that is (—A)® f = F~1(|€]2* f(£)).
We denote the free fractional Schrodinger operator by Hy = (—A)%, and the perturbed operator by
H=(-A)*+V(x).

Similar to the integer order Schrodinger operators, for the potentials we consider there is a Weyl
criterion and o4c(H) = 04c.(Hp) = [0,00). When a # 1, decay of the potential is generally not
sufficient to ensure the lack of eigenvalues embedded in the continuous spectrum for the fractional order
operators. In [10], Cuenin constructs examples where embedded eigenvalues can occur for generalized
Schrédinger operators. On the other hand, Ishida, Lérinczi and Sasaki provided conditions on the
potential when 0 < o < 2 in [37] for which H has no embedded eigenvalues. We leave the lack of
embedded eigenvalues as an overarching assumption.

We study the LP boundedness of the wave operators, which are defined by

Wy =s— lim etHe Ho,
t—+o0

As in the classical Schrodinger operators, see the work of Agmon, [1], Hérmander, [36] and Schechter,

[52], sufficient decay of the potential at infinity to ensures that the wave operators exist and are
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2 ERDOGAN, GOLDBERG, GREEN
asymptotically complete, [38, 63]. In particular we have the intertwining identity
(1) f(H)Poe(H) = Wo f((=A)")W].

Here P,.(H) is the projection onto the absolutely continuous spectral subspace of H, and f is any Borel
function. Asymptotic completeness and lack of embedded eigenvalues for magnetic fractional equations
were studied in [55]. For a more detailed discussion of the existence and asymptotic completeness see
[63].

Fractional Schrédinger equations have garnered interest in the physics literature, see for example
[44, 45], where the Feynman path integral is taken over Lévy flight paths in place of Brownian paths.
For applications in optics see [46], further applications are considered in [33]. Mathematically, one
can view fractional Schrodinger equations as models of nonlocal dispersive equations.

We use the notation (z) to denote (1+ |z|2)2, F(f) or f to denote the Fourier transform of f. We
write A < B to say that there exists a constant C' with A < C'B, and write a— := a—e¢ and a+ := a+e¢
for some € > 0 throughout the paper. We use the norm ||f||gzs = ||<>5f()H2 We define zero energy
to be regular if there are no non-trivial distributional solutions to Hy = 0 with (z)~“~(x) € L*(R")
when 2a < n < 4o and ¢ € L?(R™) when n > 4a, which correspond to resonances or eigenvalues

respectively, see [15]. We show We first state a small potential result.

Theorem 1.1. Fiz « > 1 and let n > 2a. Assume that V is a real-valued potential on R™ and fix
0 <d < 1. Then 3C = C(,n,a) > 0 so that the wave operators extend to bounded operators on
LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo, provided that

4a+1l—n

i) |()2 V()| < C when 20 < n < 4o — 1,
it) ||[(VTV ()| ys < C whenn =4a—1,
i) H}—(UUV())HL n-1-s < C for some o > 2272% 4 § when n > 4o — 1,

7203 n—1-94

w) H=(—A)*+V(x) has no positive eigenvalues and zero energy is reqular.

The assumptions on the potential are the generalizations of the @« = m € N case studied in [16]
obtained by bounding the contribution of the Born series terms in Section 2 below. There are technical
hurdles to overcome to adapt the argument to the non-local fractional Schrodinger operators, and the
analysis is rather delicate.

Furthermore, one may remove the smallness assumption above provided V decays sufficiently at

spatial infinity. We write n, to denote n + 4 if n is odd and n + 3 if n is even.

Theorem 1.2. Fiz o > 1 and let n > 2. Assume that V is a real-valued potential on R™ so that
i) |V (2)| < (x)~P for some B> n, ,

i) |(VFV ()| o+ < 0o when n = 4o — 1,
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iii) for some 0 <0 < 1 and o > 222% || F(()7V(-)) 1-5 < 00 when n > 4a —1,

I, nmi=s
w) H=(—A)*+V(x) has no positive eigenvalues and zero energy is reqular.

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

These results are, to the best of our knowledge, the first results studying LP-boundedness of the
wave operators for the non-local fractional Schrodinger operators.

From the intertwining identity (1) one may obtain LP-based mapping properties for the more com-
plicated, perturbed operator f(H)P,.(H) from the simpler free operator f((—A)*). The boundedness
of the wave operators on LP(R™) for any choice of p > 2 with the function f(-) = e~ *() yield the

family of dispersive estimates

Corollary 1.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1 or 1.2, for any 1 < p < 2 we have the following

family of dispersive bounds
(2) le™ Pac ()| oy o S 111575,
where p’ is the Holder conjugate of p.
In particular in all dimensions n > 2«, we have the global bounds
le™ ™ Pae(H)|| 1 poe S 18725,

which extends the recent work of the authors, [15], to dimensions n > 4o — 1. Another consequence,

following the seminal work of Ginibre and Velo, [28], is a family of Strichartz estimates:

Corollary 1.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1 or 1.2, we have

e~ PocE)Flzgi; S 1 Flzes - = (2 - ) 2 <1< oo

Noting that the Fourier transform of ei|€|2a|§\””" is bounded when % < aand 0 < v < na, by
scaling the free operator satisfies the bounds

—
7 |lpisree

le =2 (~A) St
We have the following corollary. Similar bounds were proved in [14] for integer o € (%, 5).

Corollary 1.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1 or 1.2, for any 0 < v < na we have the following

family of dispersive bounds

e H Poo(H) 1 poe S 175
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This work is inspired by previous work of the first and third authors, [16, 17], studying the bound-
edness of the wave operators when @ = m € N. There are several technical challenges in this
adaptation, such as the lack of a “splitting identity” that allows one to explicitly equate the integer
order Schrodinger resolvents to the more-well known second order resolvent, see (4) below.

There has been substantial work on the LP(R™) boundedness of the wave operators when o =
m € N, with recent growth in the literature when m > 1. The first higher order result, when
(m,n) = (2,3) was established by the second and third authors in 2020, [27]. The first and second
authors extended the range to (m,n) for all n > 2m in [16, 17]. Mizutani, Wan, and Yao studied
the case of (m,n) = (2,1) in [48], and studied the endpoints and effect of threshold resonances in the
(m,n) = (2,3) case in [49, 50]. Galtbayar and Yajima consider the case of (m,n) = (2,4) in [24].

The study of the wave operators when m > 1 partially built upon work on dispersive estimates.
Feng, Soffer, Wu and Yao proved “local dispersive estimates” on the solution operator as a map
between weighted L2-based in [22]. The third author and Toprak, [31], along with the first author,
[20], provided “global dispersive estimates” considering the solution operator as a map from L' to
L for the fourth order operator in dimensions n = 4 and n = 3 respectively. The authors recently
proved dispersive estimates for scaling-critical potentials when 2m < n < 4m, [14].

The wave operators for the usual Schréodinger operator —A + V', when m = 1 are well-studied,
beginning with the pioneering works of Yajima, [56, 57, 58]. Which inspired further work when m =1
in all dimensions n > 1, see [40, 41, 11, 47, 59, 60] for example. On R3, Beceanu and Schlag obtained
detailed structure formulas for the wave operators, [2, 3, 4]. The L? existence and other properties
of the higher order wave operators have been studied by many authors, including Agmon [1], Kuroda
[42, 43], Hérmander [36], and Schechter, [52, 53].

There has been much interest in non-linear fractional Schrédinger equations, see for example [7,
35, 32, 21, 51, 12, 5], studying well-posedness, blow-up and scattering. However, the linear analysis
is more limited with results focusing on the free equation iu; = (—A)%u. Cho, Ozawa, and Xia
studied dispersive and Strichartz estimates for the free operator assuming initial data in distorted
Besov spaces, [9]. Further study of Strichartz estimates for related operators may be found in [8, 30],
for example. To the best of our knowledge, the only results on dispersive estimates for a perturbed
equation is that of the authors in [15] and a recent paper by Taira, [54], which considers local time
decay on weighted L? spaces for positive potentials.

Our analysis relies on careful study of the resolvent operators, which are defined by Ry (\) =

(=A)* +V — X))t and Ro(A) = ((—A)* — A)7L. Our usual starting point to study the wave
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operators is the stationary representation
1 o0
Wiu=u—— REAWVIRE(N) — Ry (N)]udA,
27TZ 0
here the superscripts ‘+’ and ‘-’ denote the usual limiting values as A approaches the positive real
line from above and below, [15]. Since the identity operator is bounded on LP, we need only bound

the second term involving the integral. It is convenient to make the change of variables A — A2* and

consider the integral kernel of the operator

a > a— « — «
(3) o | TTRENEVIRS — Ry 0% dA

Our result in Theorem 1.1 follows by using resolvent identities to expand R‘J; in an infinite series and
directly summing the series. To remove the smallness assumption to show that the operator defined
in (3) extends to a bounded operator on L? requires different strategies in the low (0 < A <« 1) and
high (A 2 1) energy regimes. To delineate these cases, we use the even, smooth cut-off function x
with x(A) = 1 for |A| < A¢ for some sufficiently small A\g < 1, and x(A) = 0 for |A| > 2Ag, as well as
the complimentary cut-off Y(A) =1 — x(\).
When oo = m € N, we have the splitting identity for z € C\ [0, 00), (c.f. [22])
=

(4) Ro(2)(x,y) = ((—A)" —2) " H(2,9) = —— Y weRo(wez™)(z,y)
=0

mz " m

h roots of unity, Ro(z) = (—A — 2)~! is the usual (2"¢ order)

where wy = exp(i2mf/m) are the m!
Schrodinger resolvent. For the fractional operators, when a ¢ N, we lack this explicit relationship
to the m = 1 Schrodinger resolvents. We instead utilize the representations developed in [15] stated
in Proposition 3.3 below as well as directly bounding Fourier multipliers corresponding to the Born
series in Theorem 2.1 below.

We note that the different assumptions on the potential we impose based on the size of n versus
« in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are natural. Smoothness of the potential is required for the integer order
Schrodinger operator in high dimensions since the kernel free resolvent Rﬁ()@) grows like AT 2m ag
the spectral parameter A — oco. This causes the L' — L dispersive estimates to fail in dimensions
greater than 4m — 1 without some measure of smoothness on the potential, see the counterexample
constructed by the second author and Visan [29], later extended by the authors to the higher order
case, [13]. In particular, when n > 4m — 1 one can construct a compactly supported potential

VeC*R") forall 0 < oo < 2H —2m — % for which the wave operators are unbounded on LP(R")

2n

for n—4am+1

< p < co. As in the integer order analysis, [56, 16], we impose a condition on the FL"
norm of the potential, which requires sufficient smoothness. The e-smoothness requirement in the

case n = 4a — 1 could be an artifact of our methods.
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We assume that zero energy is regular, that is there are no threshold resonances or eigenvalues.
These can be characterized in terms of distributional solutions to Ht = 0, with ¢ in weighted L?(R")
spaces, see Section 8 of [22] for the integer order case and [15] for the fractional case. The effect of
zero energy resonances or eigenvalues on the LP-boundedness of the integer order wave operators is
well-studied. In the classical m = 1 case the wave operators are generically bounded on 1 < p < 5
in the presence of a threshold obstruction when n > 3, while further orthogonality conditions allows
one to obtain a larger range, [60, 26, 61, 62]. In the higher order case, m € N and m > 1, the wave
operators are bounded for 1 < p < 57 in the presence of zero energy eigenvalues when n > 4m, [18].
In lower dimensions, there is a more complicated resonance structure, see [6] for odd n. In the case of
an eigenvalue only, if the zero energy eigenspace is orthogonal to x®V (z) for multi-indices |a| < ko,

the wave operators are bounded on 1 < p < #ko and one can recover p = oo if kg > 2m, [19].

2
One expects analogous results would hold for the fractional operators in the presences of zero energy
obstructions, we plan to address this in a future paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we begin by analyzing the Born series terms that
arise by iterating the resolvent identity for the perturbed resolvent in the stationary representation,
(3). Next in Section 3, we control the contribution of the tail of the Born series in the low energy
regime, when the spectral parameter A is in a neighborhood of zero. In Section 4, we provide the

technical arguments about inverse operators in the low energy regime to complete the low energy

analysis. In Section 5 we control the remainder in the high energy regime, when A 2 1.

2. BORN SERIES

By iterating the resolvent identity, one has the expansion

20

() Ry (2) = Y [Ro(2)(=VRo(2))”] = (Ro(2)V) Ry (2)(VRo(2))".
J=0

Consider the contribution of an arbitrary summand in the Born series to (3),

Wy = (07 [ REQVIRE )~ Ry (V]
2w Jo

In this section, we modify the proof in [16], which was inspired by Yajima’s work at [56] for the
classical Schrodinger, to control the Born series terms for the fractional Schrédinger operators. We

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

Theorem 2.1. Fiz o > 1, a natural number n > 2a, 1 < p < o0, and 0 < § < 1. Then IC =

C(6,n,a) > 0 so that for 2a < n < 4a — 1, we have

da+l—n

IWillLr—rr <C7II() T2 POV ()|ILa,
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forn=4a — 1, we have
IWllzr—re < C7 ) 0V 176,

forn > 4a — 1, we have

2n—4a
IWsllzo—se < CTF (@) =50V s

Ln—2a=3

In what follows we will ignore most implicit constants; the factor C/ accounts for their contribution
depending on n, a. The small potential result, Theorem 1.1, follows from these inequalities.

As in [56, 16], we bound the adjoint operator Z; = W7 on LP, which for fixed f € S is defined by

(6) Zyf(zx)= lm --- lim lm Zjz f(z),

614)0+ E,]*}O+ Eo*>0+

where
Zng,eof({E) = QLTFZ A [Ro()\ - iEO)VRo()\ + iel) s V’R,()()\ + iEJ)f] (x)d)\

As in [56], it suffices to prove that the limit above exists in L? and the bounds stated in the theorem

hold for f € 8 and V € C§°. Following the steps in page 7 and 8 of [16], we write

() Zsf(x)

= lim --- lim T]?lel{/ Tlcag,ez{'” KJ(]{)l,kg,...,k‘J)TSJ)EJkako}"'}dk‘g}dk‘l,
R™ Rn Rn

€1—071 e;j—0t

where Ky (ky, ka, ..., ky) = [1]_; Vk; — kj—1) (with ko := 0) and f, () := ™% f(z), and

~

®) TE f = f-l( © )

€= kP~ — [P e

Accordingly, we need to understand the operators Ty . Let

_ e —wP P _ kg
(9) pw(g) = W, where w = m es .

Unlike the case when a € N, we cannot neatly factor here. We therefore have

~

S (R L -

2i[k]2o T — B i £ — PulslR)

Tief =

It is easy to see that p,,(£) > 0, in fact, the proof of Lemma 2.2 below implies that p,, (&) ~ (£)272% > 0.

Writing
- 1 E— / o= Ul pitu-g  ~ FREET gy
—% +iw- & — 76;‘2(‘%‘,1') 0
we obtain
P g s Y@ == [T ek



8 ERDOGAN, GOLDBERG, GREEN

where * denotes convolution and

B = F 1 (pal&/ Ik r+E/1D).

With this notation, we have

[} i > —1
Tef@) = gt [ [ -y ) dy

P2|k|2a—1

To study the limit as e — 0", we need the following lemma:
Lemma 2.2. We have the following bounds (with k = sw,s > 0,w € S*~1)

[Fsup heef] 1 S 1,
€

2a—1 |||L1 ~

H sup | h, < <sI, j=1,2
>0

Furthermore, hy . converges to hy := hyo and 99 hg,, converges to dJhy as € — 0 a.e. and in

e
S2a—1

L', and hy, satisfies the same bounds above.
To prove this lemma, we need the following lemmas from [15]:

Lemma 2.3. If g compactly supported on R™, and is smooth on R™ \ {0} with [VNg(¢)| < [¢[7~N
for some v > —n and N =0,1,... for £ #0. Then |Vig(z)| < (z)™""779, j=0,1,2,... In particular,
ge L' ify>o0.

Lemma 2.4. Let g be a smooth function, supported away from zero on R™, that satisfies |V g(€)| <

~

|E=N for some v <0 and N =0,1,2,.... Then g is a smooth function on R™\ {0} satisfying

|| if y 4§ > —n,
IV7g(@)| < q (loglz|)  ifv+j=—n,
1 ify+j<—n.

Morever for |x| 2 1, |VIig(z)| < |z|=™ for all M, j.
Proof of Lemma 2.2. We first prove the claims for hj;. Note that
hsw(x) = s"F 1p,(x5) = s"h,,(s7)

Therefore ||hsw| 21 = [|hw||r1 and we may take s = 1. Without loss of generality, we also assume that
w = e;. We decompose p., into three pieces, when £ is near zero, near e;, and away from both. We
write pe, = p1 + p2 + p3 respectively defined by smooth cut-offs and define h; = F~1p;.

First, we consider p; (&) = p,,(§)x(100¢) and write

1—2&
& — ]2

(10) p1(§) := d(§) + 9(§), where $(£) = x(100¢)
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Note that ¢ € S(R™), and
9 = | L2 v 1000),

L —enPr — g € — e

is easily seen to satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 2.3. So that

F100)p ()@ = [ a)] S ()72

Moreover, analogous bounds hold for p2(£) = x(100| — w|)p,, (&) and hence hs.
We define x3(-) = 1 — x(100-) — x(100| - —w|), and consider p3(§) = x3(£)pw(§). Here we note that

P3(©) = x3(6) 12 _ XS<5>|5|“%(1 - 251),

(67 + 1 =26)> — [¢f** €12
where
z
n(z) = mkac,c](z)-
Here X[—14c,c)(2) is smooth cut-off to the interval [~1 4 ¢, C] for some ¢,C' > 0. Note that, on the

support of y3(£), we have 1‘_5‘2251 € [~14c¢, C]. Since 7 is analytic and bounded in an open neighborhood

of this interval in the complex plane (the singularity at z = 0 is removable), 1 has bounded derivatives

to arbitrary order.! Using the chain rule, we see that

Vs ()] < (§)* 7>,

Therefore, using Lemma 2.4, we conclude that
ha(x) = F 1 (ps)(x) = O(min(|a| ™", [x|"F2472)),

which implies that hs € L' (since o > 1). This yields the claim for j = 0.
For 57 > 0, note that

0.F py(sw) = o [VF ' pa](ws) = L F (V- Eps(€))(s).

Similarly, (s9s)‘F 'ps(sz) = FL((V - €)*p3(€))(xs). Therefore,
J
00" F~Ipa(sa) S 3 8™ s THFTH(V - ) pa(§)) (s
=0

The claim for hy = F~1p;3 follows from this as above since (V - £)’p3(€) satisfies the same bounds as

p3(§)-
We now turn to p;, and the proof follows as above since (V - €)%y satisfies the same bounds as g.

For po, we write

pa(€) = x(100[¢ — e1|>2551|;a1 + 0(6),

L Also note that 1 > 1 on the interval [~1+-¢, C], which implies that on the support of x3, p, (¢) = |£|272%. Observing

that pyw ~ 1 on the support of x1 + X2 implies that p,, (&) ~ (£)2722.
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and
B 1-26 2 -1
92(6) = Ls e —jepe T Jepe

Now, (V- €)%g2(€) satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 2.3 (centered at & = e; instead of zero) for £ < 2

]x<100|§ ).

and v =2a -2 > 0.
Now, we consider hy . Let H,(e,z) = F~! (pwe_ez’w)(x). We first consider

Hs(e,z) := F ! (Xgpwe*p“) (x)=F! (pge%p”) (z).

Using the bounds on the derivative of p3 and noting that sup,~ aNe=@ <1 for any N > 0, and that

|Vip,| < |V7ps| on the support of x3, and that 0 < p3 < p,,, we conclude that

1
[V [ps(€e™ @] < @2 2iN N=0,12,...

Therefore we have
(11) |Hs (e, )| = |[F~ (pse™P)(2)| < min(|z| 7", |z 7"H272),

uniformly in € > 0. This yields the claim for j = 0 for the contribution of Hs to hy. = s"H, (€, sx).

We now turn to
Hy(e,z) := Fl (lewe_ﬁp“) (z) = Fi (ple_eﬁl) (z),

where p1(€) = x(10&)p,(€). Using (10), we have p; = ¢ + ¢g. Defining 5,'gv analogously, we have
0<¢<¢and0<g<g. Sothat

pre” Pe = gbe*e‘g + qﬁe*e‘g(e*eg -1+ gefege*“g.

The last two summand satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 2.3 while the first summand is in S(R™) with

uniform in € bounds on the derivatives. Therefore,
|Hi(e, )| < (x)~" %

uniformly in € > 0. A similar argument for ps yields the same bounds for Hs(e,z). Therefore, we

conclude that

|7n71 |7n+2a72)’

sup [Hy (€, )| < min(fz|™"", |2

>0
which yields the claim.
Similarly, note that

€

|V?[p3(§)(€76p“(5) -] S (@t AN N=0,1,2,....

This implies the a.e. and L' convergence of the contribution of Hs in hi.e to hy.
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For H, we write

1 (E)(e= PO _ 1) = g(€)e—cB© (e—e§(€) _ 1) + () (e—e$(f) _ 1) (e) (e—emx) B 1).

The first and third summands satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 2.3 with an additional factor of e.
The second summand is in S(R™) with all derivatives bounded by €. A similar argument applies for
the contribution of Hs, hence hy . converges a.e. and in L' to hg.

For the jth derivative of hy ., by chain rule and scaling as above, it suffices to prove that the L!
norms of sup, €197 (x - V)2 F~[pye~P<](x) are < 1 for ji,ja > 0 with j; + j2 < 2. Noting that
le/1071e=Pe | = |(—epy,)te™Pe| < e~ P</2, the arguments above remain valid. Convergence of the s

derivatives of Ay  follow similarly. |

Using Lemma 2.2 and dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that for f € S and for all
z e R",
i > —it|k|/2 . o
61_1>Té1+ Tp f(z) = W/o e kY - hi(y) f(x —y + tw) dy dt == T} f(x).

Following the notation of [56], for € > 0, let

G.f = /RnT;Sfef(kw)dk, Gof = [ T2 (k. )k

Rn

Note that

(12) G f(z) = /2 2al/ / e M2 h 0 (y)fk,x — y + tw) dy dt dk.
rr 2K n 2[k26=T

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

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

o0
F.(t,w,x) :/ eTI2gn=20 o x f(sw, ) (@ + tw) ds.
0

where

1os2a—1

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

Lemma 2.5. Let e >0, 1 <p < oo, and f(k,z) € S(RY,SRY)). For all n > 2a:+ 1, we have

dk
|Gefllzr < Chia /Rn Z |Dy.f \LPW
For2a <n <2a+ 1, we have
dk
Gefller < Croa Tt Dl f P
IGflus < Cr [ 02 Zn Mer s

Moreover, G.f — Gof in LP as e — 0T.
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We note that the exponents here on the factor of |k| in the denominator differ slightly from the
analogous bounds when a = m € N in Lemma 2.3 of [16]. This is the result of not bounding positive

powers of s = |k| in the proof below (k), this choice does not affect the subsequent analysis.
Proof. Note that
o0 o0
[Ftw oy S [ 52 sup sl s Mr ds S [ 572 s, ) o s,
’ 0 € 0

which suffices for the integral in 0 < ¢ < 1. For ¢ > 1 and n > 2« + 1, we integrate by parts twice in

the s integral to obtain

1 > 9
Pt S [ 102 ) (s =y 1) ds .
nJ0

2s2a—1

Let Hyy(y) = |SUDP 5o j=0.1,2 5 0l hg, <t (y)]. Using this we obtain the bound

15g2a—1

2
1 o .
|Fe(taw7x)| 5 tj/ / <S>28n_2a_2st(y) E }agf(swax_y—’_tw”d‘gdy
n JO

3=0
1 > e
So [ ] Hal el S 00 (s =y )] ds
n O .
7=0
By Lemma 2.2, |Hg, ||z < 1, therefore uniformly in ¢ and w, we have

1 [ PRI
IEts g S gz [ 0222 S 0w )],
=2 Jo im0
which implies the claim for G f when n > 2a+ 1. The convergence of G f to Gof in LP also follows
by applying the same argument with hg, o= hsw replacing hg, o and using dominated
' pg2a— ) 5g2a—

convergence theorem.

We now consider the case 2a < n < 2a+ 1 and ¢ > 1. After an integration by parts, we have

* f(sw, ) (z + tw)] ds.

F(t,w,x) = f—/ et/ [sm 2

t o Sw, 252‘&:—1
We cannot integrate by parts again to gain another power of t. Therefore we utilize the identity (with

K(s) = 0s[s"2*h ¢tk f(sw, ) (z+ tw)])

Wy 5 2a—1

o ) 1 27/t ) 1 [ )
/ e 2K (s)ds = 5 / e 2K (s)ds + 3 / e T2 (5 4+ 21 /t) — K(s)]ds.
0 0 0

This implies that (with n = § —a € (0, %])

<

~

H / e_iSt/2K(s)ds‘
0 Ly
s+2m/t

27/t o n
| K@z + [ 20l 1K) ([ 10Ky s
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_ _ > 1—
St swp K@+ [ [ sw K] sw [10,K(p)|2]"ds,
0<s<1 0 s<p<s+1 s<p<s+1

Note that
1K (0)ILz < (o)™ 2 (1 (pw, )le + 10, f (o, ) o)
18,5 (0) 2 S (020" 2(11F (Yo + 10, (o, Y 2o + 182F (0, | o).

Therefore, for ¢t > 1

H /C><> e 2K (5)ds
0

0o 2
ST s 3 [0l
» +1
=0

0 s<p<s

Noting that, for s < p<s+1

s+1 3

Znaﬂ o ||LP<Z|81 sw, )l + / Znaﬂ p, Y w do,

and applying Fubini’s theorem yield the claim bounding G in LP. Convergence in L? follows similarly.

O

We now return to the operator Z; defined in (7). Taking limits as €; — 0 using the lemmas above

and tracing the steps in pages 13 and 14 of [16], we bound Z; defined in (7) as

1ZsfllLe SNFLrsn—1xrrxr)y ) [ fl e s

where

F:F(wlvylatla-"an7yJ7t.])

J
::/( )J H 71—204 —z J2J hsjwj(y]ﬂKJ(Slle .,SJCUJ) dSJ .. .d51)
0,00 -1

where KJ(k'l, k’g, ceey k'J) = H;Izl ?(k] - ]{1]'_1).

The following lemma finishes the proof of LP? boundedness of Z;.

Lemma 2.6. For 2a <n < 4a — 1, we have

datl-—n
2

1F Nl £ ((sn-1 xmm <)y < C7N() VOl
forn=4a —1 € N, we have
1|1 (51 xin sy sy < C7 )V [ o

forn>4a—1 and o > ”n__Qf‘, we have

1N s xrnxmyry < CTIF (@) VI s

Here C' depends on n,a and the actual values of + signs.
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Proof. We write I as a sum of 27 operators of the form (for each subset J of {1,2,...,J})
Fy(wi,yi,te, - wr,ys,ts) = Flwnynty ey t) [ ] x@n] [T X))
JjeJg JjE¢T
It suffices to prove that each F; satisfies the claim.
Fix r > 2 and % + 1 = 1. By Hausdorf-Young inequality, we have (with LP(Q)L%(D) =
LP(Q, L1(D)))

J
I1F 7|t (sn—1xrn)7 Lr (v 5/ {/ Sn_hhswv(y‘) %
stmrr @ S [jl;[l 5 s ()]

1/q _ s
|KJ(81W1, PPN SJ(UJ)|qd81 . dSJ] [ H X(y])] [ H X(yj)} dydw
Jjeg JE¢T

Note that, by (11) in the proof of Lemma 2.2 above (for 0 < § < 1)

[Prseo ()] S 8™ min((sfyl) "2, (sly)) ™) S x(@)lyl ™" s + X()ly| " s,

Since x(y)|y|~"% € L' and X(y)|y|~" "% € L for any & > 0, we can bound the norm above by

J J 1/q
[ T T s s, s f1ds]
(8n=1)7 =J(0,00)7 o7 igT

By Holder in w; integrals we conclude that

J J
(13) ”FJHLl(S"*l xRn)J L7 (RY) ,S |:/ [ H |kj‘(n72a+5)47n+1] [ H |kj|(n72af5)Q7n+l] %
R"‘] ]Ej j€J

v
1y )|k ey ‘

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

||t‘111 ce t?JFJHLl(Sn—l xR7)T LT (RT) S

— -

J
q 1/q
8?11 e 82;’ H (S?72ahsjwj (yj)) X KJ(slwl, ceey SJWJ)’ dsy ... dSJ}

Jj=1

< [ TT xw)] [ 11 %)) dye.

jeJ JeT

Since Oghg,, satisfies the same bounds as %hsw, proceeding as above, we obtain the estimate

||t‘13‘1 _..t?JFJHLl(Sn—lXRn)JLT(RJ) 5 |:/ ; [ H |k-j‘(7l—2oz+5)(1—n+1] [ H |kj|(n—2a—5)(I—n+1] «
R jeg igT

J

a; s q 1/q
TTV8 + lhs =) Ky (R, k)| g ]
j=1
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Using Hardy’s inequality, this implies that

[ H |kj|(n72a+6)qfn+1] [ H |kj|(n72a76)q7n+1] %

(14) (680 157 Fall (st wmmys 1o (er) S [/
jed igT

RnJ

J . q 1/q
TIV5 KOs hig)| b b

j=1
Let 2 < n < 4a — 1. Applying (13) with 0 < § < w and ¢ = r = 2, we obtain
||F‘7H%1(S”,1XR")JLQ(RJ) 5/ H |k |n 4a+1+25 H |k‘ |n da+1— 26]|Kj(k1,...,kj)‘2dg.
R jeg igT
Note that by Hardy’s inequality the integral in k; is bounded by

aln

da—1—n
2

/”wa EE TV (ko — k) Pdks S () PVOIZ S 1672 VOl

Repeated application of this inequality yields

4o<1n

I1E7 N L (sn-1xrny L2@sy S 1) PV

Similarly, applying (14) with r = ¢ =2 and 0 < § < 1 yield
a a 4a l n
1457 - 85 Epll i (sn-1xmmyr2@sy S 12T 4012
We lose two powers here as derivatives in k;_; and k; may both hit V (k;_; — k;). Writing

J

[Ta+ih=" > ),

j=1 ai,...,a;€{0,1}

these inequalities imply with that

4a 1 n F)
HH FJHL1(Sn 1xRn)J L2(RY) N||<> * V()Hi%
which by multilinear Complex interpolation leads to
J 4 1
1 a-l-n
[N 2 P - 16 1 e i 4O 19

This proves the claim for n < 4a — 1 by Cauchy-Schwarz in the ¢ integrals.
For n =4a — 1 € N, with ¢ = 2—, r = 2+, (13) implies

1E 1125 o 1wa),L2+(RJ)g/R H\k 1Ky (ks k) by .. dks.
"geg

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

2— 2

< / || D, I°F F(V (e =) (k)| dks S / | F((HV (e =) (k)| dky

< [V O ks 5 [ [0 O VOIED k] T S 100V Ol
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Repeating the same argument in the remaining variables yield
1E7 1|z (sm 1y 22+ ey S IOV Ol o

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

When n > 4a — 1, we apply the inequalities with 0 < § < 1 and ¢ = ”77_12;5, r= 2’;:11165 to obtain
1/q
IE7ll1(sn—1xrm) Lrm7) S [/ i H \kj|07|KJ(k1,-~-J€J)|qdk:1~--ko] < IFOHV )| L.
R jeg
Similarly, we obtain
1657 . £57 Fall i (sn-1xznyspr@sy S IF(C*HVO)La,

which implies that

J
) < 2+ J
||jU1<t‘7>F"7||L1(Sn—1XR71)JL27;_—11_—60 (]RJ) ~ ||J_-.(<:C> V)”L%l;a&.

Interpolating the two bounds we obtain (with o > n"__12f‘5)

J

Hj11<tj>"Fa!|L1(Sn_1an)JL%(RJ) SIFC@* VI woss

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

The statement in Theorem 2.1 follows by keeping track of the relationship between ¢, r, o and ¢ in

the proof above.

3. Low ENERGIES

In this section we prove the low energy result, that for sufficiently large ¢ the tail of the Born
series (5) extends to a bounded operator on LP(R™). It is convenient to use a change of variables to

respresent Wiy, ¢ as

[0 > a— o a o « — @

= XOAZTHRE (AP V) R () (VRS (W) VRG (A*) = Ry (A**)] dA
We begin by using the symmetric resolvent identity on the perturbed resolvent R?}()\za). With
v=|V|2, U(z) =1if V(z) > 0 and U(z) = —1 if V() < 0, we define MT(\) = U 4+ vRT (A\2*)v.
Recall that M™ is invertible on L? in a sufficiently small neighborhood of A = 0 provided that zero is

a regular point of the spectrum. Using the symmetric resolvent identity, one has

RENV =REN)oMT(N) .
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We select the cut-off x to be supported in this neighborhood. Therefore, we have
Wi = 25 [ XN IREOP DT O(RS (12%) - Ry (2] d,
0

where Tg(A\) := MT(\)~! and for £ > 1

L

(15) To(\) == UvRE (A2) (VR (A2) oMt (\) o (RE (A2 V)T RE (A2l

To state the main result of this section, we define an operator T': L? — L? with integral kernel T'(x, y)

to be absolutely bounded if the operator with kernel |T'(z,y)| is bounded on L?.

Proposition 3.1. Fizn > 2a > 2 and 0 < 1. Let ' be a A dependent absolutely bounded operator.
Let

K@,y)i= sup [Tyl +  sup  [N0T () ()] ).
0<A<Ao 1<k<[5]+1

For 2o < n < 4o assume that T is bounded on L2, and for n > 4a assume that r satisfies

(16) D(z,y) S (2)"F (y)~

3

Then the operator with kernel

(17) K(z,y) :/ XAZTHRG (Aol (Wu[Rg (A*) = Rg (N**)]] (2, y)dX
0

is bounded on LP for 1 < p < oo provided that |V (z)| < (z)~P for some 3 > n.

In contrast to the case when « € N considered in [16, 17] is that n — 2a can be close to zero. In
the integer order case, see Proposition 2.1 in [17], the derivatives in [ are multiplied by A*~! as one
can gain a full power of A smallness that is not accessible here. Instead the parameter n > 0 is used
to account for this lack of further smallness when n — 2a < 1, though we leave some flexibility here.

Note that boundedness of the contribution of the tail follows from this proposition and the following

Lemma 3.2. Fiz n > 2a > 2. Assume that |V (z)| < (2)7P, where B > n + 4 when n is odd and
B > n+ 3 when n is even. Also assume that zero is a reqular point of the spectrum of H. Then,
for some n > 0, the operator T'y(X\) defined in (15) satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 3.1 for all £

when 2a < n < 4o and for all sufficiently large £ when n > 4a.

We prove Proposition 3.1 below, and provide the argument for Lemma 3.2 in Section 4. To prove
these results we need the following representations of the free resolvent given in [15], which were

inspired by Lemmas 3.2 and 6.2 in [16].
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Proposition 3.3. Fiz a > 0 and n € N with n > 2a. Then, we have the representations, with

r= |£L’ - y|7
ei)\r
'Ra’()\Qa)(Iay) = mF(AT), and
(18) [Rg()\2a) _ RJ(AQQ)](LL', y) _ )\n—Qa [eiArF+()\r) + €_i>\TF7()\’I“)L

where, for all0 < N < w,

n—1

N F () S AN ) T

n+1

(19) O F ()] S A7V (M) 2

Further, for all1 < N < % we have

n+1 n—1

(20) 0N F(Ar)| S AN (Ap)min(ln=2e202) gy 557 =200 9N EL ()| S AV () ()~

which improves the estimate above for A\r < 1.

We refer the reader to [15] for a full, detailed proof. For convenience, we provide a brief sketch of

the argument. The free resolvent has a dilation scaling law, so all results may be derived from the case

1

where A = 1. The resolvent kernel when A = 1 is the Fourier transform of a distribution EE =)

The results follow from applying an appropriate partition in £ using smooth cut-off functions and
carefully analyzing the Fourier transform of the resulting pieces.

The singularity on the sphere |£| = 1 dominates the behavior for large r. It is a constant multiple
of the singularity for the classical Schrodinger resolvent m, plus a remainder that is locally
analytic. The bounds on F*(r) and its derivatives for large r are the same as for the classical
Schrodinger resolvent kernel modulo scaling.

The |£|>* cusp at the origin has a Fourier transform decaying like |r|~"~2%. This gives F(r) an
additional term for large r which behaves like e~ r~4®, That is why the estimate in Proposition 3.3
for derivatives of F(r) are only valid up to order %t + 2. Similarly for derivatives of Fi (r).

1

The Fourier transform of any compact cutoff of = [T0) is a spherically symmetric, analytic

function in R™. Its power series near the origin can only contain even positive integer powers of r.

|—2(x.

The tail of z=—+—0 can be expanded out in powers of |¢ For small r, the power series

[€]2>—(1+i0)

ke with logarithmic corrections if 2ka — n is an

expansion of F'(r) therefore includes terms of order r2
even integer. These terms all cancel in the difference of resolvent continuations because the difference
is just a surface measure supported on the sphere |¢| = 1.

The power series for F(r) and Fy(r) for small r all begin with an 7% term. Its N** derivative has

size zero. The improvement for N** derivative estimates for small 7 comes from considering the first

non-constant term in the power series expansion instead.
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Proposition 3.4. Fiz o > % and n > 2a. Assume that H has no embedded eigenvalues. Then when
A2 1, we have

1

()™ Ry (A*) () ™F 7 [lzamze S N2,
provided that |V (z)| < (x)=? for some B > 1. Further, for any j € N we have
)= 3 Ry () )94 a2 S AT
provided that |V (z)| < (2)™7 for some B > 14 2j.
We have the corollaries of Proposition 3.3:

Corollary 3.5. Under the conditions of Proposition 3.3 we have
n—1
sup [Ro(N**)(z,9)| S|z —yf* ™" + e -y~ 7= .
0<A<1

Further, for sufficiently small n > 0, we have

n— 144
s NN TR @, )| S Jo = g =y N TN I

IN

Proof. Using the representation in Proposition 3.3, when N = 0 the claim follows from (19) and the
restriction to 0 < A < 1. For the derivatives, the claim follows by the product rule and considering
cases of A\r < 1 and Ar 2 1. When A\r < 1, the dominant terms arise when the derivatives act
on F(Ar) and we use (20) with 7 = min(1,n — 2a,2a—) > 0. Whenever a derivative acts on the
exponential, we use that r < A71.

When Ar 2 1, the dominant term occurs when the derivatives act on the exponential leading to

the factor of |z — y|~V. For the remaining terms the claim follows by applying (19) and using that

ANV <N, O

Corollary 3.6. Let E(\)(r) := Ry (A\2%)(r) — R (0)(r). Then, for A\r < 1 and all sufficiently small

n > 0, we have
n+1+4a

IONE(N)(r)| S AT Np2emntn g < N < 5

When \r 2 1, we have

1-n  ntl _
2a+r2a n

[EN)(r)|Srz A2 , and

—n n 1+4
N Q)] S rF A R gy < B
Proof. When A\r < 1 the claim for N > 0 follows from the product rule and (20) as in Corollary 3.5.
When N = 0, we use (20) and the Mean Value Theorem.

When Ar 2 1, the dominant terms arise when the derivative acts on the exponential and the bounds
for N > 0 follow from (19). When N = 0 the claim follows since both Ro(A2¥)(r) and R(0)(r) satisfy

the claimed bound. O
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With these resolvent bounds, we now show that the low energy portion extends to a bounded
operator on the full range 1 < p < oco. We say an operator K with integral kernel K(z,y) is

admissible if

sup/ |K(x,y)|dy + sup/ |K (z,y)] dz < 0.
zeR” JRn yeRn JRrn

By the Schur test, it follows that an operator with admissible kernel is bounded on LP(R™) for all

1 <p < 0. We are now ready to prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Using the representations in Proposition 3.3 with r1 = |z — 21| and ry :=

|z2 — y| we see that K(x,y) is the difference of

v(z1)v(z i
(21) Ki(z,y) = / ) % / eMNTET2) )V AT TID(N) (21, 22) F(Ar1) i (Arg)dAdz1 d 2z,
R2n 1 0

We write
4

K($,y> = ZKj(xvy)7

j=1
where the integrand in K7 is restricted to the set 71,72 < 1, in K5 to the set 7 =~ 79 > 1, in K3 to
the set ro > (rq), in K4 to the set 1 > (r2). We define K; 4 analogously.

Using the bounds of Proposition 3.3 for Ar < 1, we bound the contribution of |K; t(x,y)| by

0(21)0(22) Xy o<y ~
/ e 251F(2’1,22)d2’1d22-
R2n

n—2o
"1

Therefore
/|K1,i(:c,y)\dx 5 Hl : |2a_nHLl(3(0’1))H'UHQL?HFHL?ﬁL2 5 1,

uniformly in y. Similarly, provided that 2o < n < 4a,
[ 1K1 sy S IElacssellolla oo — 210 £ 1
holds uniformly in z. When n > 4a, we use the decay bound (16) on IT' to obtain

/ K2 (2, y)ldy < / (21) ™" (22) 2 dzy S 1,

which implies that K is admissible.
For K, we restrict ourself to Ky _ since the + sign is easier to handle. We integrate by parts twice
in the A integral when A|ry — 75| > 1 (using Proposition 3.3 and the definition of T') and estimate

directly when A|r; — ro| < 1 to obtain

F T1RT i — —
Ko(oy) 5 [ EEERRIEInt [7 b Ol = ral) )2 ddznds
0

n—2a
R2n 7'1

+/ v(21) (21, 22)v(22) Xry morp 1 /°° XN 3X(N|ry — 7o) {Ary ) 72
R2n 0

,,,,'iL—QCt |7,.1 _712‘2

d/\dzl ng
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~

v(21)T (21, 22)0(22) Xr a1 /°° XA Ay )72
< 17572 dMdz1dzs.
/gzn p2a o (Ari—m))? e

"1
Therefore, passing to the polar coordinates in x integral (centered at z;) and noting 1 — 2a < 0, we

have
A 2a

Ko _(z,y)ldz < // (z 21, 22)v(2 drid\dzdz
Jireteies [ L[] e T e i

. ™ 2a—1
§/ / /v(zl)l"(zl,zz)v(zg)izdnd)\dzldzg51
r2n Jo JR (m)

uniformly in y. In the second line we defined 7 = A\(r; —r2) in the r; integral and used n—2a—1 > —1.
Since 11 & 72, the integral in y can be bounded uniformly in x and hence the contribution of K is

admissible. We now consider the contribution of

V(Z 22)Xr -
(22) KM(J;,y):/RZ (21)v (n2)2a1>>< )

1

/ ei/\(’miTz)F()\rl)X()\)F()\) (21’ ZQ)AnilFi ()\7“2) dAdz1dzs.
0

When Ar; < 1, using (19), we bound |Fy(Ars)l|,|F(Ar1)]

~

< 1 and estimate the A\ integral by

~

Tf"f(zl, 29), whose contribution to K4 is bounded by

/ v(zl)v(zz)f(21,Zz)Xn>><r2>
R2n

2n—2a
1

ledZQ.

This is admissible since n > 2a.

When Ar; 2 1, we integrate by parts N = [n/2] 4+ 1 times (using (19)) to obtain the bound

1 —1
|r1j:r2|N/ ‘8>\ (Ar)X(Ar) x (M) A" F(}\)(Z]_,ZQ)Fi(}\’I"Q)]‘d)\
Lo S R . \—da
<N 3 1 AT TR0 RN D (M) (21, 29 )| dA
0<j1+iz+js+ia<N,ji>0" 7y (Arg) ™=
S, Tl%_Q(X—NF(Zlv 22) Z )\%_%V_Jl—]z—m—hd)\

0<j1+jo+j3+ja<N,5;>0" r1

—2a—Li_fn1~ 1 n ~ 1
<y ey =13 }F(zl, zz)/ An20—5 {5} g\ <72 (2, 32)/ Anm2asl=egy
1 1

< r;za*éf(zl, 22),

~

provided that 0 < ¢ < n — 2a. The contribution of this to (22) is

</ ’U(Zl)U(Z2)Xn>><r2>dzleQ,
RZn

~ T‘»{L_!,-g

which is admissible as € > 0.

We now consider Kj:

23) Kaw) = [ Xeumiula)e)
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| R R GE )T () o1, ) R (02) — Ry ()] iz
We write
Ry (A*%) = Ry (0) + [Rg (A**) = Ry (0)] =: Go + E(N),
T'(A) =T(0) + [['(A) — T(0)] =: T(0) + Ty (A).
Here Gy = R(J{(O) = cn,ar%"‘_". We first consider the contribution of GoI'(0) to Kj:

/RM Xro>(r1)V(21)0(22)Go(r1)T(0) (21, 22) /000 AN RE (A*) = Ry (A)](r2) dAdzidz,.

Identifying the X integral as a constant multiple of the kernel of X((—A)ﬁ), we may bound it as
O((r5)~N) for all N since x(|¢|=) is Schwartz. Therefore, we have the bound

/ XT2>><T1>U(zl)v(zz)rfa_"rgn_lf(zl, z9)dz1dza,
R2n

which is admissible by Lemma 4.1.

It remains to consider the contributions of R (A*¥)T'1(A) and of E(A)T(0). The former can be

written as
V(21 )V (Z2)Xr, T1 * wA(r1E£r2 n—
/Rzn (1) 7({3—)20‘ > >/o et )F(Am)x()\))\ T (N (21, 20) Fi (Aro) dAdzidzs.

When Ary < 1, using [T (A)] < AT, which follows from the mean value theorem, and Proposition 3.3

to directly integrate in A, we obtain the bound

v(21)v(22) Xry> =
/l:?Zn T?iza’r‘;:i"’] <T1> F(Zl’ z2)dzldz27

which is admissible by Lemma 4.1 as n > 0. When Arg 2 1, integrating by parts N = [n/2]+1 times,

we have the bound

v(21)0(22) Xro> (ry o0 _ e
(24) / (H[)QCE 2) i) / ‘aﬁ’ [F (A1) x(V)X(Ar2) A 1I‘1()\)(zl,22)Fi()\r2)]’ ddz1dzs.
R2n Tl |T1 + T2| 0

We estimate the \ integral by (noting that A3 \8§3F1| < AT and using Proposition 3.3)
—nolo ! nil

<ry 7 T(z1,20) > / (Ary)

1
0<j1+j2+Jj3+ja<N,5;>0" 2

200\ —j1 \n—1=32 \1—js N\~ T —da g\

n-1 n+1 nt1

1
Syt F(Zl,zz)/l <>\7‘1>T_20‘)\ s[5 14+n-2 4y

T2

_";1~ min(ﬁ,l) n—{z}-32 ! "T'H—Qa 2 _2a4n—{2}-1
<ry F(Zl,ZQ)( PUiEIns FHE - % 3 dA).
L min(-1-,1)
T2 1
— n 1
For 0 < n <« 1, the first integral is at most 7, IS It contribution to (24) is at most
0(21)0(22) Xro > (r1)
\/RQ” T?_Qarg+n F(Zl, 212)d21d,2'27
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1 n

Lo . o . . _oq S4+{2
which is admissible by Lemma 4.1. Similarly, the second integral is bounded by 77 2O‘rf (53 after

n—1

multiplying the integrand by (Ar;) 2z (assuming that < n — 2a). Contribution of this to (24) is at

most

3H{%} _
[, SR e R i
R2n Ty 2712

which, by Lemma 4.1, is also admissible.
We now consider the contribution of E(A)I'(0):
(o)
(25) / v(21)v(22) Xro > (r) T (0) (21, 2’2)/ eF2 BN (1) x (M)A TLEL (M) dAdz1dzs.
R2n 0

Using Proposition 3.3 and Corollary 3.6 when Ar; < 1. Using this when Aro < 1 and using
IT'(0)(z1, 22)] < f(21,22)7 we bound (25) by direct estimate by

/ U(Zl)v(z2)XT2>><r1>f(Zly22)
R2n

n—2a—n_n+n
6! T2

d21d227

which is admissible by Lemma 4.1 since n,n — 2a > 0.

When Arg 2 1 and Arq < 1, we integrate by parts N = [n/2] 4+ 1 times to obtain

/R% r;NU(zl)v(zz)xrz>><rl>f(zl, 29) /000 ’(’X\V [E()\)(rl)X()\)X(/\rl)i()\rg))\"_lFi()\7"2)]‘ dAdz1dzs.

Using Corollary 3.6 and Proposition 3.3, we bound this by

1
1—n 5
/ r;N+TT?+2a_nv(Zl)U(ZZ)XTQ>><T1)F(21722)/ NS dAdzdzg
R2n " '

2

S / 7’27”7777"?+2a7nv(21)U(ZQ)Xr2>>(r1>F(Zl, z9)dz1dz2,
R2n
which is again admissible by Lemma 4.1.

It remains to consider the case Ar; 2 1. Integrating by parts once we rewrite the X integral in (25)

(26) = [T e o B )] RO N ) an
@0 + [T EO) ) 0 [RARXOWN Fa ()]

For the second integral, (27), we integrate by parts N = [§] more times using Proposition 3.3, to

obtain the bound

1 e s
gl LR BEO @) A
T2 J1+j2 <N, 0<j1,52 ¥ 1

Using Corollary 3.6 we bound this by

1
1 ! _ n—3 __ iy l-mn o 1
Sl [T N oY Pt et gy
N+%+35 -1
Ty T

-1
1 J14+j2<N, 0<j1,52 7 "1
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The first integral takes care of the additional term that arises in Corollary 3.6 (for Ar 2 1) in the case

j1 = 0. Letting {n/2} =n/2 — |n/2], we bound this by

Tin/2}+%+2o¢7n {n/2}+3% rin/2}+%

+ry

<
~ n+{n/2}+1 ~ nt{n/2}+3%’
) T

whose contribution is admissible by Lemma 4.2 since ro > (r1).
For the first integral, (26), we integrate by parts N = [ ]| more times after pulling out the phase
e to obtain the bound
1 ' Jif 2yt —js
54’%—]\7 Z . |({9)\ [E(A)(T'l)” )\ 2 d}\
rg 2lre £ ralN <N 0 I

E\)(r1) = e~ O\ [E(A) (1))

Using the representation in Proposition 3.3, we bound this by

1 ! ()\rl)nTH_za n—1 . .
—_— RS —j1—J
n+{n/2}+3% Z 1 1 Tn72a ATz LT dA
Ty J1+72<N, 0<j1,j2 "1 1
1 1 r{n/2}+%
—3/ A2 {n/2b < L
~ r;+{n/2}+érl’% ! ~ T;+{n/2}+§
which is admissible by Lemma 4.2. |

4. PROOF OF LEMMA 3.2

For small energies, it remains only to prove Lemma 3.2 stating that the operators I'y(\) defined in
(15) satisfy the bounds needed to apply Proposition 3.1. This follows, with some modifications, from
the discussion preceeding Lemma 3.5 in [16], also see Section 4 of [17]. We briefly sketch the argument
here. One of the differences here is that n — 2a can be close to zero, in which case we cannot gain
a full power of X\ in the bound (28) below. As discussed after the statement of Proposition 3.1, we
utilize a parameter n > 0 to account for this positive difference.

We write n, to denote n + 4 if n is odd and n + 3 if n is even. By Corollary 3.5, for a sufficiently
small 7 > 0, the operator R; with kernel
(28) Rj(w,y) = v(z)o(y) sup [N"OTDHRE(X)(z,y)|

0<A<1
is bounded on L?(R™) for 0 < j < [2] + 1 provided that |V (z)| < (z)~” for some 8 > n,. This
follows the argument from Section 4 of [17].

Similarly by Corollary 3.6, £(A) := v[R§ (A%¥) — R (0)]v satisfies

[EM 222 S A"
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Now, we define the operator
Ty := U +vR{ (0)v = M1(0).

By the assumption that zero energy is regular, T} is invertible with absolutely bounded inverse, see

[15]. Note that by a Neumann series expansion and the invertibility of T we have

oo

(M) = DR EWNT R

k=0
The series converges in the operator norm on L? for sufficiently small A. By the resolvent identity the

operator 9y [MT(\)]! is a linear combination of operators of the form
! N
(MO T (007 R () w[M ()1,
j=1

where >° N; = N and each N; > 1. From the discussion above on R;’s this representation implies
that
(29) sup  X"ONTD T MF ()] ()]
0<A< g
is bounded in L? for N = 0,1,...,[%] + 1 provided that 8 > n,.
Recalling the definition of T's()\), (15), and noting the L? boundedness of R;’s above we see that
sup Amax(ON=m) |8§\V (U’uRg'()\m)(VRJ()\za))Zflv)(x,y)|
0<A<Ag
is bounded on L?. This yields Lemma 3.2 when 2o < n < 4a.

For n > 4o, Lemma 3.2 follows by writing
Tr(\) = UvAN) oM~ (N vAMU,
where
(30) AN 21, 22) = [(REOZV) T RE(A2)] (21, 22)-
If £ — 1 is sufficiently large depending on n, o and |V ()| < (z)~2 ~, then

sup [ATORTIORA, 21, 2)| € () 2T () BHED,
0<A<1
for 0 </ < [%] + 1. This follows from the pointwise bounds on R; above. The iteration of the
resolvents smooths out the local singularity |z — -|?*~". Each iteration improves the local singularity
by 2, so that after j iterations the local singularity is of size |z —-|2*/~". Selecting £ — 1 large enough

ensures that the local singularity is completely integrated away. This yields Lemma 3.2, see [16, 15]

for more details.
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We recall Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 from [17], which we used in the proof of Proposition 3.1, which we

state here for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 4.1. Let K be an operator with integral kernel K(x,y) that satisfies the bound

|K($ y)| < / U(Zl)U(ZQ)F(Zl’ZQ)X{‘y—22\>>(Zl—x)}
ARy . |7 — 21|20 K|z — y[ntl

le dZQ

for some 0 < k <n—2a and £ > 0. Then, under the hypotheses of Lemma 3.1, the kernel of K is

admissible, and consequently K is a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < co.

Lemma 4.2. Let K be an operator with integral kernel K(x,y) that satisfies the bound

|K (z,y)] < / v(21)v(zz)1~“(21,22)x{|y_Z2‘>><Zl_m>}|x —

aon |22 — y|n+é le dZQ

for some ¢ > 0. Then, under the hypotheses of Lemma 3.1, the kernel of K is admissible, and

consequently K is a bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo.
5. HicH ENERGY
Since we can control the contribution of the Born series to arbitrary length, and the low energy
portion of the tail of the series in (5), we need only consider the tail when A 2 1 and show that

/ RN RV VRE(VRE)VRE (V) dA
0

extends to bounded operators on LP(R™) provided ¢ is sufficiently large. In all cases we assume there
are no positive eigenvalues of H. The argument is identical to that in [16] for the integer order
Schrédinger case using the bounds on the resolvents in Proposition 3.3 and the limiting absorption
principle in Proposition 3.4, which are tailored to the fractional Schrodinger operators. This allows

us to pointwise dominate the integral kernel of the tail of the Born series with an admissible kernel:

Proposition 5.1. We have the bound

(31) ‘ /OOO XN THRG (PO V) HRE APV (R (A*)V) R () (2, y) dA

1
)2 (z)7 (y) 2

<
(=] =Ty

provided { is sufficiently large, and |V (z)| < (z)=F for some B > n,.

The proof is a straightforward modification of the proof of Propositions 5.3 and 6.5 in [16]. To

complete the claim, we use Lemma 5.2 from [16] (also see Lemma 3.1 in [60] and Lemma 2.1 in [27]):
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Lemma 5.2. Suppose that K is an integral operator whose kernel obeys the pointwise bounds

(32) K (z,9)| <

1
(2)"2 ()T (Jal = [y) "=

Then K is admissible provided that € > 0.

The proposition and lemma imply that the kernel is admissible and hence the tail extends to a

bounded operator on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < co.

(1]
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