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Low energy resolvent estimates for slowly
decaying attractive potentials
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Abstract

We discuss the low energy resolvent estimates for the Schrodinger opera-
tor with slowly decaying attractive potential. The main results are Rellich’s
theorem, the limiting absorption principle and Sommerfeld’s uniqueness the-
orem. For the proofs we employ an elementary commutator method due to
Ito—Skibsted, for which neither of microlocal or functional-analytic tech-
niques is required.
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1 Introduction

In the present paper we discuss the uniform low energy resolvent estimates for the
Schrodinger operator on R? with d € N = {1,2,...}:

H=—-IA+V+q.
The operator A is the ordinary Laplacian, and we shall often write it as
—A=p"=ppi=p-p, p=—iV=—id.

Here and below the Einstein summation convention is adopted without tensorial
superscripts. The potential V' is slowly decaying and attractive, and q is a pertur-
bation of short-range type for —%A + V. Precise assumptions will be given soon
below in Assumption 1.1.

The scattering theory for slowly decaying potentials, whether attractive or re-
pulsive, was first studied by Yafaev [13], and was developed by Nakamura [10]
and Fournais—Skibsted [4] in connection with the threshold resonances. These ap-
proaches were even further sophisticated by Skibsted [11], where the full stationary
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scattering theory was carried out with sharp estimates involving long-range per-
turbations. Our goal is very similar to that of [11], but we would like to relax the
smoothness assumption and simplify the proofs. In fact, almost all of these former
results impose C'™ smoothness on the potential, since they are dependent on the
pseudodifferential techniques. Recently, Ito—Skibsted [6] developed simple com-
mutator arguments to discuss the stationary scattering theory for strictly positive
energies. We are going to follow their approach for the low energies including 0.

The setting of the paper is in part stronger than it should be, in that the
principal part of the potential has spherical symmetry, and in that the perturbation
is of short-range type, either of which were not assumed in [11]. However in
the present paper we can relax smoothness to C? with a new technique from
[6]. We expect that the paper could be extended to the setting of [11], if we
employed a method of an even recent paper by Ito-Skibsted [7]. This would require
much longer and more complicated preliminaries, and for this reason here we have
decided to present only simple startup arguments for the subject. Hopefully, we
could discuss such an extension elsewhere.

If the leading part of the potential is spherically symmetric, one can extract
precise information on the scattering matrix, see e.g. [1]. In particular, Derezinski-
Skibsted [2, 3] and Frank [5] computed its FIO expression at energy zero. The
uniform resolvent estimates for slowly decaying potentials have an application
to the Strichartz estimates, see [8] and [12] for the repulsive case. Mochizuki-
Nakazawa [9] also investigated slowly decaying potential in an exterior domain.

1.1 Basic settings
1.1.1 Slowly decaying attractive potential
Throughout the paper we use notation (x) = (1 + 22)'/2.

Assumption 1.1. Let V € C?(R?) be spherically symmetric, and there exist
v,e € (0,2) and ¢,C > 0 such that for any |a| < 2 and z € R?

|0V (z)| < C(x}‘”_‘o‘l, Viz) < —c(x)™, z-(VV(x)) < —=(2-¢)V(x).

In addition, let ¢ € L®(R%), and there exist v/ € (v,2] and C’ > 0 such that for
any v € R?
la(2)] < C'{a) "2

Remarks 1.2. 1. We shall often write simply
r=lz|, 0, =r"'2-V, x-VV=rdV,

and also abuse notation as V'(z) = V(r).



2. Assumption 1.1 is not directly comparable with those in the previous works
(13, 10, 4, 11], but we would like to emphasize that our V' is only C?. Such
a relaxation is possible since we avoid the microlocal techniques.

3. The spherical symmetry of V' is more or less necessary if we finally aim at
the stationary scattering theory, which we shall not discuss in the paper.
In fact, it excludes logarithmic spirals in the classical orbits. See [13, 11]
for the related results. [11] is much more general in this aspect, including
long-range perturbations, although in the C'*° settings. On the other hand,
such symmetry was unnecessary in [10, 4] since their goals are different.

4. Under Assumption 1.1, H is self-adjoint on the Hilbert space H = L*(R?).
The self-adjoint realization is denoted by the same notation H.

1.1.2 Agmon-Hormander spaces

We define an effective time, or an escape function, as
T(\x) = / a(\, ) tds;  a(\r) = (2max{\,0} — 2V (r))"/? (1.1)
0

for (\,7) € R x R% See Proposition 2.2 for a motivation of these terminologies.
Here we only remark that there exist ¢, C > 0 such that

)2 (r) 2 <7 (0,2) < OO (r) (1.2)
and that for any A\g > 0 there exist ¢, C’ > 0 such that
Y2 <7\ ) < C'(A)7Y2r uniformly in A > . (1.3)

Using the function 7, we introduce the associated Agmon-Héormander spaces
as

B\ = {v € Li [l < oo}, Wllsoy = D 22 La(N) el

neN
ey = sup 22| 1 (N) ¢,
neN

B*(\) = {v € L ; W]y < o0}, ¥

By(N) = {v € B(V; Tim 2721, (Al = 0},

where we let

11(\) = 1({3: cRY: T\ x) < 2}),
1,(A) =1({z e R% 2" < 7(\,z) < 2"}) forn=2,3,...



with 1(S) being the sharp characteristic function of a subset S C R? Note by
(1.2) and (1.3) that, if we define the weighted L* spaces as

L, =(r)""H for s €R,
then for A € R and any s > 1/2
LN G B S Ly G HC L, S BN CB'(\) € L2, ).

We also note, for any compact interval I C (0, 00), the spaces B(\) are identical
for all A € I along with uniformly equivalent norms. The same is true for B*(\)
with A € 1.

1.2 Main results

Now we present a series of the main results of the paper.

1.2.1 Rellich’s theorem

We start with Rellich’s theorem, or absence of generalized eigenfunctions in Bj. It
is a basis of our theory, and will be repeatedly referred to in the latter part of the

paper.
Theorem 1.3. Suppose Assumption 1.1. If A > 0 and ¢ € Bi(\) satisfy

(H—X)¢ =0 in the distributional sense,

then ¢ = 0. In particular, the self-adjoint realization of H on H does not have
non-negative eigenvalues: op,(H) N [0,00) = 0.

Remark 1.4. For a positive spectral parameter A > 0 the result is already known
under a more general assumption, see e.g. [6]. For A = 0 a similar result can be
deduced from [11], but the setting and the proof are different from ours.

1.2.2 LAP bounds

We next present the LAP (Limiting Absorption Principle) bounds for the resolvent
R(z) = (H —2)"' € L(H) for z € p(H).

Let us introduce

A =i[H,7] = Re(a"'p,); p, = —i0,, (1.4)



and
L= pilizpj;  Llij = 0y — 1~ wiw; = r(V*r)y, (1.5)

where 0 is the Kronecker delta. Note that for x # 0 the matrix ¢ represents the
orthogonal projection onto the spherical direction. Set for any p > 0 and w € (0, )

Ii(p,w) = {z €eC 0<|z|<p, O0< targz < w},
respectively. In addition, for an operator 7' on H we denote (1), = (¢, T9)y.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose Assumption 1.1, and let p > 0 and w € (0, 7). Then there
exists C' > 0 such that for any ¢ = R(2)Y with z =X +ip € T'1(p,w) and ¥ € B

— — — 1/2
llls- o + o™ prolls-x) + (6,072() " L6)"* < Ol

respectively. In particular, the self-adjoint realization of H on H does not have
non-negative singular continuous spectrum: os.(H) N [0,00) = 0.

Remarks 1.6. 1. Theorem 1.5 provides a refinement of a part of the results from
[10, 4], while [11] proved a similar result in a different setting with a different
proof.

2. We can deduce uniform estimates in the high energy regime A\ — oo by
simple scaling arguments. We present it in Appendix A for completeness.
See also [10].

1.2.3 Radiation condition bounds and applications

We next discuss the radiation condition bounds, and present their applications.
We introduce an asymptotic complex phase b: For z = A + iy € C\(—o0, 0]

b=1b.=2(z—V) F iz (1.6)

respectively. Here we choose the branch of square root as Re/w > 0 for w €
C\ (=00, 0]. We also set for any p > 0

i 2—v_ VvV -—v 243¢ : ES -1
Be,p = min {2(2+V), s g inf (llm inf Tar ) } )

Ael0,0) \ Jal—o0

We note that 5., > 0 for any p > 0 by Lemma 4.2.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose Assumption 1.1, and let p > 0 and w € (0, 7). Then for
all B €0, B.,) there exists C' > 0 such that for any ¢ = R(2) with z = X £ipu €
P (p,w) and 1 € (7)PB()

I7%a= (pr F b2)l|+ ) + (&, 70 *(7) "' L)

1/2

< CI{m)P |50
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Theorems 1.5 and 1.7 imply the LAP, or existence of the limiting resolvents
R(X\ £10) of the following form.

Corollary 1.8. Suppose Assumption 1.1, and let p > 0 and w € (0, 7). For any
s > 1/2 and v € (0,min{s — 1/2,8.,}) there exists C' > 0 such that for any
2,2 €ly(p,w) or any z,2" € I'_(p,w)

| R(z) — R(Z')HB(
() (

la™"p,R(2) — a™'p,R(2)|

1y

1.2 1.2 ) S C’Z -z | Y

s,min{Re z,Re 2/}’ —s,min{Re z,Re 2’} (1 7)

(12 12 < Clz = 2.
s,min{Re z,Re 2/}’ —s,min{Rez,Rez/})

In particular, the operators R(z) and a 'p,R(z) attain uniform limits as z €
Ii(p,w) = A €[0,p) in the norm topology of B(Lim L%s’)\), which are denoted by

R(A£1i0) = Zerilbr)ilu)_})\ R(z),

1.8
a'p,RIAN£i0) = lim o 'p.R(2), (1.8)

z€l4 (pyw)—A
respectively. These limits R(\ +10) and a™'p,R(A +1i0) belong to B(B(\), B*()\)).
The radiation condition bounds extend to the limiting resolvents R(\ % i0).

Corollary 1.9. Suppose Assumption 1.1, and let p >0 and w € (0,7). Then for
all B € [0, B.,p) there exists C' > 0 such that for any ¢ = R(A£10)y with A € [0, p)
and 1 € (1) 7PB(N)

1/2

I7%a™ (p, F b.)o < Ol s0y-

B\ + <¢, TQBCL_2<T>_1L¢>

Finally we present Sommerfeld’s uniqueness theorem, which characterizes the
limiting resolvents R(\ +i0).

Corollary 1.10. Suppose Assumption 1.1, and let X > 0, ¢ € L2 and ¢ €

(T)"PB(X) with B € [0,B.1) Then ¢ = R(\£i0)y holds if and only if both of the
following conditions hold:

(1) (H— X))o =1 in the distributional sense.
(i1) ¢ € (1)B*(A) and a™'(pr F ba)¢ € (1) Bi(N).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the analysis of the cor-
responding classical mechanics, which motivates our proofs. We prove Theorem 1.3
in Section 3, Theorem 1.5 in Section 4, and Theorem 1.7 and Corollaries 1.8, 1.9
and 1.10 in Section 5. We discuss the uniform resolvent bounds for high energies
in Appendix A.



2 Classical mechanics

In this section we study the classical mechanics for the classical Hamiltonian
H(z,p) = 1p* + V(2). (2.1)

We hope, even though we use the same notation as in the quantum mechanics,
there would be no confusion. Here we try to understand rolls of the effective time
from a classical viewpoint. The results of the section are in fact not necessary for
our purpose, but would provide good motivations for the later arguments.

For the arguments of the section, we can slightly relax the conditions on V.

Assumption 2.1. Let V € C'(R?) be spherically symmetric, and there exist
v,e € (0,2) and ¢ > 0 such that for any x € R?

V(z) < —cfx)™, 2 (VV(2)) < =(2 =)V (2).
Recall the Hamilton equations associated with (2.1) are given by
r=p, p=-—-VV.
A classical orbit (x,p) = (x(t), p(t)) is forward/backward non-trapped if

Jim_[2()] = o

respectively.

2.1 Effective time

Here we discuss the order of scattering of the classical particles. Let us start with
a rough estimation. Let (z(t),p(t)) be a forward/backward non-trapped classical
orbit of energy A = 0, and suppose as t — too

w(t) = [t*, p(t) = [t
Then by the law of conservation of energy
7%~ () = —2V(2(t) R |o(@)|™" ~ [t
and this implies we should have o« > 2/(2 4+ v). Hence
|z(z) |72 > Jt| as t — oo,

and (the lower bound of) z'**/2 should play a roll of an effective time for energy

A = 0. We actually chose a more involved function 7 from (1.1) for all the energy
A > 0, and we can verify the corresponding property as follows.
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Proposition 2.2. Suppose Assumption 2.1. If (x(t),p(t)) is a classical orbit of
energy A > 0 with
+9,.(0) := %[2(0)|"*z(0) - p(0) > 0,

then for any £t > 0
T(A,z(t)) = a(X,2(0))"'pr(0)t + 7(A, z(0)),
respectively.

Proof. Since

§TOz() = a(\z(®)'pe(t): pr=(Vr)-p=r""2-p,

it suffices to show that
2
LT\ z(t) > 0.

Below we would like to avoid explicit t-derivatives to motivate the later stationary
approach to the quantum mechanics. For that we employ the Poisson brackets.
Let

D= = {1} 22
and introduce a classical observable A as
A=Dr={H,7}=a'p,,
see also (1.4). Then we compute
D*r ={H, A} =a?(0,V)p> +a 'p- (V*r)p —a (0,V).

Using Assumption 1.1, the identity Vr ® Vr +r(V?r) = 4, the law of conservation
of energy and the convexity V2r > 0, we can proceed as

D*r > a[(0,V)p: + (0,V)p- (rV?r)p+ (2A — eV)p - (V?r)p — a*(0,V)]
=a?[(2A = eV)p- (V?r)p+2(0,V)(H — )]
> 0.

Hence we are done. O

To prove Proposition 2.2, we show that the Poisson bracket between H and A
is non-negative. In order to establish the main results, we analyze the quantization
of the Poisson bracket between H and A.



3 Rellich’s theorem

3.1 Main propositions

In this section we prove Rellich’s theorem, or Theorem 1.3. The proof has two main
steps, a priori super-exponential decay estimate and absence of super-exponentially
decaying eigenfunctions. Their precise statements are the following. Throughout
the section we assume Assumption 1.1.

Proposition 3.1. If ¢ € Bj(\) with A > 0 satisfies
(H—X)¢ =0 in the distributional sense,
then e3¢ € Bg(\) for any a > 0,
Proposition 3.2. If ¢ € Bj(\) with A > 0 satisfies
1. (H—X)¢ =0 in the distributional sense,
2. e3¢ € Bi(N\) for any a > 0,
then ¢ = 0.
Here, the function S is defined by

S\ z) = /07" a(A, s)ds, (A, 1) € [0,00) x RY,

and solves the associated eikonal equation. Theorem 1.3 follows immediately from
these propositions. We will prove them in Subsections 3.2 and 3.3, respectively,
somehow following the scheme provided in the proof of Proposition 2.2. In fact,
we are going to compute and bound a distorted commutator

Im(AO(H — \)). (3.1)

Here the conjugate operator A is from (1.4), and the weight function © is of the
form

s
O = Xm7n829, 0 =aS + B/ (1+ S/R)_l_é ds (3.2)
0

with parameters m,n € Ny, o, 8 >0, 6 > 0 and R > 1. The cut-off function x,,
is given as follows. Fix any xy € C*°(R) such that

1 fort<1 ,
= - 7 <

and let X, Xn, Xmn € C°(RY) be defined as
Xn = X(T/Zn)a Xn=1=Xns  Xmn = XmXn- (3.4)

We note the integral from (3.2) is the so-called Yosida approzimation, so that it is
bounded for each R > 1, and converges pointwise to S as R — oc.
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3.2 A priori super-exponential decay estimate

Here we prove Proposition 3.1. Before computations of (3.1) let us present some
preliminaries.

It will be useful to decompose H into the radial and spherical parts with respect
to (1.4) and (1.5).

Lemma 3.3. One has a decomposition
H-X=1A4A+ 1L - 1a®+q on R\ {0},
where ¢ € L= (R?) satisfies that there exists C' > 0 such that for any x € R?
1 ()] < Cla) ™72,
Proof. By definitions (1.4) and (1.5) of p, and ¢, respectively, we first rewrite
H—-X=1ipip,+iL—1a*+q¢. (3.5)
Noting
Ar=(d—1)r 1, (3.6)
we can have
A=a'p, =iV (a'Vr)=a'p, = 3(a? 0, V) + (d— 1)ra™"), (3.7)
so that
pr=aA+3(a 20, V)+ (d—1)r ). (3.8)

Then by substituting (3.8) into (3.5) we can proceed as

H == 4[Aa— ${a*(0V) + (@ 1))
oA+ H(aHOV) + (- Dr )] + 1 - Ja 4 g
= yAA+ 3L — 50" + g+ ja [0 (a7 OV) + (d = 1)ra)
+ La2(0,V) + (d—1)r)
Hence we are done. 0

Lemma 3.4. There exist ¢, C > 0 such that for any (\,r) € [0,00) x R?

cr(z)a(X, z) < S\ x) < Cr(z)a(), x)
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Proof. By Assumption 1.1 we have

1/2 1/2

¢ (max{X, 0} + (z)™") "~ < a(\, z) < Cy (max{\,0} + (z)™") (3.9)

Hence the asserted bound for S from below is obvious. As for the one from above,
we can compute it by using (3.9) as

S\ z) <Cy /T (max{\"/2,0} + (s)™/?) ds

< Cor(max{A'2,0} + (r)™/?)
< 2Cor (max{A,0} + (r>_”)1/2
< Csra(A, x).
Thus the assertion follows. O

For simplicity of notation we denote
0o =1+ S/R.
We also denote by primes the derivatives of x,,, in 7, and of 0,6, in S, such as

i[A,0] =0 = a+ B0, 7,
[A,0]=0"= BRI (1+6)6,%°,
i[4, 0] = X, ,a”%e” +20'0.

1

We shall repeated use the following estimates without a reference.

Lemma 3.5. Fiz any A > 0 and 6 > 0. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that
uniformly in R > 1

c(S)t <ot < 1.

In addition, for any k = 2,3, ... there exists C' > 0 such that uniformly in > 0
and R >1

0< (_1)k+19(kz) < 06<S>1_k80_1_5.
Proof. These estimates are trivial. We omit the proof. [

Now we compute and bound the distorted commutator (3.1). The following
lemma is a key for the proof of Proposition 3.1.
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Lemma 3.6. Fiz any A\ >0, ag > 0 and 6 € (0,(v' —v)/(2—v)), and let § > 0
be sufficiently small. Then there exist ¢,C > 0, Ny € Ny and Ry > 1 such that
uniformly in a € [0, 9], n > m > Ny and R > Ry

m(AO(H — \)) > cr’laé’o’é@ — C(Xm-1m+1 + Xn_l,nH)T’le%
+ Re(f(H — N)),

where f is a certain function satisfying supp f C sSupp Xmn and | f| < Cpne?

Proof. Fix A\, ap and § as in the assertion. We will for the moment discuss uniform
estimates in 8 € (0,1], @ € [0,0], n > m > 0 and R > 1, and at the last step
choose 8, Ny and Ry so that the assertion holds. By Lemma 3.3 we have

m(AO(H — X)) = : Im(AOAd°A) + £ Im(AOL) — 1 Im(ABOa?)

+Im(AOq), (3.10)

and in the following we further compute each term on the right-hand side of (3.10).
There appear many terms that will turn out to be negligible at last. For short we
shall gather them, and write simply

Q=r""20+ Ar " POA+ (Xl + IXnla™2)e? + - X nlae™p.

In particular, once a derivative hits on X, in ©, the corresponding term is ab-
sorbed into (). The term @ will be computed and bounded later on.

Now the first term on the right-hand side of (3.10) is rewritten and bounded
by using (3.7) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as

1 Im(AOAa*A) = 1 4a(9,0)A+ $Aa""(9,V)OA (3.11)
> 1Aa*0'0A + 1 Aa71(6,V)OA — C1Q. '
Here and below ¢, C, > 0 are uniform in 5 € (0,1], « € [0,0], n > m > 0 and
R > 1. We use the adjoint of (3.7), (1.5) and (3.6) to rewrite the second term of
(3.10) as

(AOL) = $ Im(pia ' Opilip;) + 1 (a8, V) + (d — 1)r'a™")OL
— %Im(plpk (Vir)a G&Jpj) + = Re(pk(V2 )ika~ @&Jp]) (3.12)
+1(@?@V)+(d-1)rtah)OL
—19eL+ ;r—la—l@L — Q.
Here we have also used that
(Vir)liy =0,  (Vir)(Oplij) = =1 2 (Opr*2y;) = 0. (3.13)
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The third and fourth terms of (3.10) are computed and bounded by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality as

—1Im(A40a”) + Im(AO¢q) > 3a°0'0 — La™"(9,V)0 — C5Q.
Thus we have (3.10) bounded as

m(AO(H — \)) > lAaQH'G)A +14a7(0,V)OA - L0OL + r'a7'OL

12200 — 1a 7 (8,V)0 - C1Q. (8.14)

We continue to compute the right-hand side of (3.14). Using Lemma 3.3 and
S~la < Csr~!, we combine the third and fifth terms of (3.14) as

—10'0L + 1a’0'0 = L Re(0'OAd”®A) + 10’0 — Re(0'O(H — X))
=1Aa*0'0A — 1a7(0,a(9,0'0)) + 10’6 — Re(0'O(H — X))
> ;Acﬂe’@A +a7'(0,V)876 — a’0”0 — 3a°0'0"0

— CsQ — Re(0O(H — N)).

Similarly, by Lemma 3.3, Assumption 2.1 and S~'a < Csr~! the second, fourth
and sixth terms of (3.14) are combined as

14a71(0,V)OA + Lrta™'OL — 10 (0,V)O
:;T 'a”?(a® =19, V)OL + ;a~' (9, a(aa (0,V)0))
(0,V)q1© + Re(a™(0,V)O(H — \))

> cr ta'OL+a7'(0,V)070 — C7Q + Re(a™?(9,V)O(H — N)).
Thus we obtain

m(AO(H — X)) > Aa®0'OA+ c;r'a 'OL — a®0°0 — 3a*0'6"O

+2a71(9,V)0?0 — CsQ + Re(f1(H — N)). (3.15)

Here and below f, satisfy the same conditions as f in the assertion.

We can see the third term on the right-hand side of (3.15) is the worst negative
contribution. To remove it we further exploit the first and second terms of (3.15)
as follows. Let us split them as

Aa?0OA + cyrtatOL > A(a29' — clr_laeo_d) OA

3.16
+ i Artaf PO A + cir a0, °O L. (3.16)

Then the first term of (3.16) is bounded by using S~'a < Csr~! as
A(a®0 — err'afy°)OA = (A +i0') (a®0' — cir'aby°)O(A — i)
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+a ' (0,(a*0 — cir"aby*)0'O)
— (a0 — cir'aby %) 0”0
> (A+10)(Ba’0,"° — crr by °) O (A — 10') + a?070
+2a%0'0"0 — 2a71(0,V)0?0 — c17ab; 000 — CyQ.
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.3 and S~'a < C5r~! the second and third terms
of (3.16) are combined as
aAr~taf PO A 4+ cirta 16, °O L
= %a_l (ara(arr_la_l%_‘s@)) + clr_chQO_‘S@
— 2177 'a0,° 1O + 2¢1 Re(r a0, °O(H — N))
> clr_laﬁo_é@ + 2017“_1a90_56"2@ — CoQ + 2¢¢ Re(r_IQO_‘Sa_l@(H - )\))

At this stage we also bound @), similarly to so far, as

Q < Cur ™20 + Cri (Xt mr1 + Xnotng1)T e
+2Re(r7"2a20(H — \)) + 2Re(|x},0la2® (H — N)).
Therefore we obtain
Im(AO(H — \)) > (A+10)(Ba*0y 0 — cir ™'l °)O(A — i)
+ e 'aly’O + eir'afy 0070 + La’0'0"0
— Cyr~ 17720 — Cra(Xm—1,m+1 + anl,n+1)7_le%
+ Re(fg(H - )\))
> (A+10)(Bar — et R7'S — e1)r taly O (A — i6)
+ 027"_1@00_5@ + (c2 — 013/8)7“_1@00_6@
+ (027‘_1_”/25_5 — 0127“_1_”//2)@
— Cio(Xm—1.m+1 + Xn-1.0+1)7'€* + Re(f2(H — X)).

(3.17)

Now we choose and fix # > 0 small enough that the third term on the right-
hand side of (3.17) is non-negative. Then we can choose Ny € N and Ry > 1
large so that the first and fourth terms are non-negative for any n > m > Ny and
R > Ry. Hence we are done. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ € Bj(A) and A > 0 satisfy the assumption of the
assertion, and set

ap =sup{a > 0]e™ ¢ € Bi(\)}.

15



Assume oy < oo, and we deduce a contradiction. Fix 0, 3, Ny and Ry as in the
assertion of Lemma 3.6, and take any oo € {0} U0, ag) such that a+ 8 > ap With
such parameters evaluate the inequality from Lemma 3.6 for the state x,,—2,+29,
and then we obtain for any n > m > Ny and R > Ry

1108550) 26| < Conl| 21 mir 0l + Cr2 2N eS| (318)

The second term on the right-hand side of (3.18) vanishes in the limit n — oo by
the assumption, and hence by Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem

1106550) 26| < Conll X216 (3.19)

Next we let R — oo in (3.19) invoking again Lebesgue’s monotone convergence
theorem, and then it follows that

X%2r—1/2a1/2e(a+ﬂ)s¢ c Lz(]Rd).

This implies e*¥¢ € Bg(\) for any k € (0, + 3), contradicting a + 3 > . Thus
we are done. O

3.3 Absence of super-exponentially decaying eigenfunction

Here we prove Propositions 3.2. The proof is very similar to that of Proposi-
tions 3.1, but we focus on different parameters. In fact, we let 5 = 0, so that

0 =2aS, ©= Xm,neas,

and we deduce uniform estimates in a > 0 as follows. Note here § and R are
irrelevant.

Lemma 3.7. Fiz any A > 0, and let B = 0. Then there exist c,C' > 0 and Ny € Ny
such that uniformly in a« > 1 and n > m > Ny

Im(AO(H — \)) > ca’r~'a® — Ca2<Xm—1,m+1 + Xn—1,n+1)7'71629
+ Re(f(H — \)),

where f is a certain function satisfying supp f C Supp Xmn and |f| < Cae®
uniformly in o > 1 and n > m > Nj.

Proof. We repeat computations similar to the proof of Lemma 3.6, however focus-
ing on different parameters. Fix A and [ as in the assertion. We will again for the
moment discuss uniform estimates in a > 1 and n > m > 0, and then finally fix
appropriate Ny so that the assertion holds. By Lemma 3.3 we write
Im(AO(H — X)) = 1 Im(AOAd’A) + 1 Im(AOL) — 1 Im(ABOa?) (3.20)
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and further compute the right-hand side below. The terms to be negligible are
gathered and denoted by
Q=ar V2O +atAr17V/204
+ (@ Xl + Al ala™)e® +p - X5, la™2e*p,
and it will be estimated later on.
The first term on the right-hand side of (3.20) is rewritten and bounded by
using (3.7) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as
1Im(AOAa*A) = 1 4a(8,0)A + $4a™"(9,V)OA
> %AaQ(ﬂA + %Aail(arV)@A — (10Q.
Here and below ¢, C, > 0 are uniform in o« > 1 and n > m > 0. By the adjoint
of (3.7), (1.5), (3.6) and (3.13) we compute the second term of (3.20) as
1Im(AOL) = 1 Im(pia~'Opilip;) + (a0, V) + (d— 1)r 'a™')OL
= %Im(pz-pk(vkr)a_l(%&jpj) + %Re(pk(VQT)ika_l@&jpj)
+ a0, V)+ (d-1)r'a")OL
> —5OL+ %r’la’l@L — (5Q).

The third and fourth terms of (3.20) are computed and bounded by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality as

—1Im(A0a”) + Im(AO¢q) > 2a°0 — 1a7'(9,V)0 — C5Q.
Thus (3.20) is bounded as

Im(AO(H — X)) > 2Aa®©OA + LAa™'(0,V)OA - 2O0L + 1r 'a”'OL

3.21
— 2’0 — 3a7'(0,V)0 — C4Q. (3:21)

We continue to compute the right-hand side of (3.21). Using Lemma 3.3, we
combine the third and fifth terms of (3.21) as

—90L + 24’0 = $ Re(0Aa’A) + aq1© — aRe(O(H — X))
= 2Aa*0A — 2a7"(8,a(0,0)) + aq1© — aRe(O(H — X))
> 24a’0A+ a’a”(9,V)0 — a’a®O — C5Q — aRe(O(H — \)).

Similarly, by Lemma 3.3 and Assumption 2.1 the second, fourth and sixth terms
of (3.21) are combined as

$A4a7N(0,V)OA + Lrta™'OL — a7 (0,V)O
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= L1 73(a? = 10,V)OL + La 1 (9,a(8,a3(5,V)0))

—a*(0,V)q10 + Re(a*(8,V)O(H — \))

> cor la'OL + o’ (9, V)0 — CsQ + Re(a*(8,V)O(H — V).

Thus we obtain
Im(AO(H — \)) > aAd’0OA + c;rta 'OL — o*a’0 (3.22)
+202a71(0,V)0 — C7Q + Re(fi(H — \)). '

Here and below f, satisfy the same conditions as f in the assertion.
The first to fourth terms of (3.22) are further bounded as

aAd’OA + c;rta ' OL — a2a’0 + 207071 (0,V)O
> a(A+1ia)a*O(A —ia) + e ta 'OL — CsQ
> (A +ia)r taO(A —ia) + cor OL — CsQ
> o ArtaOA + corT'OL — 0 r71a0 + ey 0 — CyQ
> %Qa_l (ara(&m_la_l@)) + corta® — 2cor a7 1O — coa’rta®
+ o020 — CoQQ + 2¢5 Re(r‘la_l@(H — )\))
> co(@® + 1)r'a® — C1oQ + 22 Re(r'a 'O(H — V).
We also bound @), similarly to so far, as
Q < Cpar 77?0 + C110® (Xm—1m11 + Xn—l,n+1)7'_1€20
+2a ' Re(r7"2a20(H — ) + 2Re (|}, la 2(H = N))..
Therefore we obtain
Im(AO(H — \)) > ca(a? +1)r1a® — Crpar™17/20
— C120® (Xm—1,m11 + Xn—1.041)7 €% + Re(fo(H — N)).
Hence by letting Ny € Ny be large enough, we obtain the assertion. O]

Proof of Propositions 3.2. Let ¢ € Bj(A) and A > 0 satisfy the assumption of the
assertion. Choose Ny > 0 as in Lemma 3.7, and we evaluate the inequality from
Lemma 3.7 for the state x,,—2,42¢. Then a > 1 and n > m > N

10 @) 2692 < ol eS|+ Co2 2 e (3.23)

Since e*¥¢ € Bi(\) for any o > 0, the second term on the right-hand side of
(3.23) vanishes in the limit n — co. Hence by the Lebesgue monotone convergence
theorem we obtain

70500 250 < s el 320
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Now assume Y,,120 # 0, and then we can deduce a contradiction from (3.24) as
a — 0o. Thus Y,i2¢0 = 0, and we obtain ¢ = 0 by the unique continuation
property. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The assertion is obvious by Propositions 3.1 and 3.2. [

4 LAP bounds

4.1 Main proposition

In this section we prove the LAP bounds, or Theorem 1.5. The proof depends on
a commutator argument as in the previous section, but we use a different weight
function of the form

@:@5}2:%09,

where Yo is from (3.4) with n = 0, and
T/R
6 = / (1+s)'Pds=6"1-(1+7/R)°]; 6>0, R>1. (4.1)
0

Note we put yo to remove a singularity of A at the origin. In this section we denote
derivatives of functions in 7 by primes, such as

0 =R '1+7/R)'° 0 =-R21+61+71/R)">°. (4.2)
We quote the following estimates from [6].

Lemma 4.1. For any 0 > 0 there exist ¢,C,Cy, > 0, k = 2,3,..., such that for
any k =2,3,... and uniformly in R > 1

min{c, cr/R} < 60 < min{C, 7/ R},
c(min{R, 7})°r7 179 <0 <1719,
0 < (—=DF 1™ < Cpr e,

Proof. We omit the proof, see e.g. [6, Lemma 4.2]. O
Lemma 4.2. There exist ¢,C > 0 such that for any (\,z) € R x R?

cr(z)a(\, )t < 7(\z) < Or(z)a(\, z) !
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Proof. By (3.9) the bound from above is easy. As for the bound from below, we
estimate it by using (3.9) as

r

T\ x) > cl/ (max{X, 0} + (s>7”)_1/2 ds

/2
a r(max{)\, 0} + (%TYZ’)

—-1/2

Hence we are done. O

We now present a key estimate for the proof of LAP bounds. It is essentially
a consequence of commutator computations.

Proposition 4.3. Fiz any p >0, w € (0,7) and 6 € (0, (v —v)/(2+v)). Then
there exist C' > 0 and n € Ny such that for any R > 1, z =X +ip € I'L(p,w) and
€ B(\) the state ¢ = R(z)y satisfies

1621 + la™ 02, g||* + (¢, a=*(7)"'0LS)

< C (I3 + lolls-oollellse + lla pedlls- oyl ¢lls + B 811?) -

Proof. Fix p, w and 9 as in the assertion. Clearly it suffices to show there exist
n € Ny and ¢, C; > 0 such that

Im(AO(H — 2)) > 10 + cipia0'p, + cra (1) 10L

— C1R'Xxn + Re(y(H — 2)) — C1(H — 2)7(H — 2), (4.3)

uniformly in R > 1 and 2z = A £ip € I'y(p,w), where v = 7, is a certain
uniformly bounded function: |y| < C. In the below we compute and bound the
quantity on the left-hand side of (4.3). As in the proof of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2
we gather admissible error terms, and write them for short as

Q=r"1""2O+ Ar VP04 + R 'pixipi.

For the moment the following estimates are all uniform in R > 1, z = At iu €
I't(p,w) and n € N, and we will fix n only at the last step of the proof.
Similarly to (3.10), we first rewrite

Im(AO(H — 2)) = 1 Im(A0Aa’A) + 1 Im(AOL) — 1 Im(A4O0a?)

)

+Im(A0q;) — Im(A0z). (44)

Partially similarly to (3.11), the first term of (4.4) is computed as

1Im(AOAa*A) = $4a(8,0)A — 1 Aa™"(0,a*)OA
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=1A0'A + L Aa7(0,V)OA.
We can also use a part of (3.12) to compute the second term of (4.4) as
%Im(A@L) = %Im(pipk(vkr)a_l@&jpj) + % Re(pk(VQT)ika_l@&jpj)
+ a0, V)+(d-1)rta")OL
= —1a°0'L+ $r'a'OL.
We can directly compute and bound the third to fifth terms of (4.4) by using the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as
— 1Im(A40a”) + Im(AB¢q;) — Im(AOz)
=1a71(9,0a%) + Im(AO¢q) + 1Xa™(0,0) F nRe(A4O)
> 10— 1a7M(0,V)O + iXa?0' F pRe(40) — C5Q.
Thus it follows that
Im(AO(H — z)) > 1A0'A+ 1 4a™"(0,V)OA — La?0'L + Lr~'a7'OL
+10" = 1a71(0,V)0 + 1Xha?0" F pRe(A0) — C5Q.

We continue to compute the right-hand side of (4.5). We can combine the
third, fifth and seventh terms of (4.5) as

—1a?O' L+ 10"+ IAa?0" = 1 Re(a?O'Ad’A) + a7 ¢ ©
— 1Re(a?O'(H — 2))
iA@/A — C4Q — C4R71X1
—1Re(a?O'(H - 2)).

The second and sixth terms of (4.5) are rewritten and bounded by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality as

14a7Y(9,V)OA - a7 (9,V)O = 1 Im(a(8,a7*(5,V)0O) A)
— %a_?’(ar‘/)@[/ —a?(0,V)q.©
+ Re(a(9,V)O(H — z)) (4.7)
> —%a’g(&nV)@L — C5Q — CsR 'y
+ Re(a™(0,V)O(H — 2)).

The eighth term of (4.5) requires a technical treatment as follows. We first use
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 4.1 as

FuRe(AB) > —Cosp — Coppixoa™ ps
> —Crp — 2CspRe(xoa 20(H — 2))
> FC; Re(i(H — 2)) — Cap®xor”/* a0
— Cs(H — 2)1(H — 2).

(4.5)

N (4.6)
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The first and third terms on the right-hand side of (4.8) are negligible, see the last
two terms of (4.3). The second term of (4.8) is bounded as follows:

—Cpxor”*ra™20 = :t%Cg/L Re((@rior"/2_1a_29)pT)

+ CspIm ()Zor”/Q_la_ZH(H —2))

> —Cop — CoppiXor™ *a ?0p; — CoQ — CoR™ 'y
— Cop®xor" 20720 — Co(H — 2)7(H — 2)

> —Chop — 2Cyu Re ()Zorz”_4a_29(H — z)) (4.9)
— C10Q — CroR™ x4
— Cop*xor”2a™20 — Cy(H — 2)7(H — 2)

> FCipRe(i(H — 2)) — C10Q — C1oR™ x4
— Cpxor’ a0 — O (H — 2)7(H — 2).

Note the fourth term on the right-hand side of (4.9) has a better decay rate than
on the left-hand side, or the second term on the right-hand side of (4.8), and all
the other terms of (4.9) are negligible. Thus, by repeating this procedure, the
second term of (4.8) can get any extra decay rates up to negligible errors, so that
we obtain

TuRe(A40) > CiaRe(i(H — 2)) — C13Q

4.10
— CI3R_1X1 — Clg(H — Z)T(H - Z) ( )

Hence by (4.5), (4.6), (4.7) and (4.10)
Im(AO(H — z)) > $A0'A+ ir'a™'OL — 1a™3(9,V)OL — C14Q (4.11)

- 014R_1X1 + Re(’yl(H — Z)) — 014(H — E)T(H — Z),

where 7 is a bounded function uniformly in z and R.
Now we deduce the main positive contributions from the first to third terms of
(4.11). By using Assumption 2.1 we bound them below as

TA'A+ 1rta™'OL — 3a7(9,V)OL

> 1A0'A+ <rta'OL
> 20, AO'A + a7 2O'L + co7 10 T2OL — C15Q
> 50" + A’ A + coa271OL — C16Q
— CiR™'x1 — Crgpt + 24 Re(a_Q@’(H - z))
> o) + copia 20 p, + cya (1) 0L — C17Q
— C17R™"'x1 F Cie Re(i(H — 2)) + 22 Re(a 20 (H — 2)).
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Here we also bound () as
Q < 0187“_1_”//2@ + Ci1sR 71 yg + 2 Re(a_27“_1_”//2@(H — z))
+ 2R Re(x1(H — 2))
S 0187’717’//2)_(719 + 019R71Xn -+ 2 Re(cfzrflf'//z@(H — Z))

+ 2R ' Re(x1(H — 2)).

Therefore (4.11) and the above estimates imply
Im(AG(H — 2)) > b — Chsr ™17V 25,0 + copra”20'p, + coa”*(7)1OL
- CQOR_IXn + Re(/}/Q(H — Z)) — CQO(H — E)T(H — Z)

By letting n € Ny be sufficiently large we obtain (4.3), hence the assertion. O

4.2 Proof of LAP bounds
Now we prove Theorem 1.5. We combine Proposition 4.3 and contradiction.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Fix any p > 0 and w € (0, 7) as in the assertion.

Step 1. Here we assume

@ll-n) < ChllYllsry; @ = R(2), z € T'i(p,w), 1 € B(A), (4.12)

and deduce the assertion by using (4.12). Note all the following estimates are
uniform in z € I'L(p,w) and ¥ € B(A). By Proposition 4.3 with any ¢ € (0, (v' —
v)/(2+4 v)) and (4.12) we can find Cy > 0 such that uniformly in € € (0,1) and
R>1

a0 2p,@||* + (¢, a (1) '0Lg) < e|la ',

Noting the expressions (4.1) and (4.2) from 6 and ', respectively, take the supre-
mum of each term on the above left-hand side in R > 1, and we obtain

la™ el By + (6, a7 2(T) ' L) < eCylla'pro
Therefore by letting € € (0,C5') it follows that

la™ Pl ny + (0,0~ 2(7) " L) < Culliblleny-

Hence the assertion reduces to the single bound (4.12).

5oy € Ol B

5o € COsl[9] 30

Step 2. Next we prove (4.12) by contradiction. Let us discuss only the upper sign.
Assume there exist z, € I'y(p,w) and ¢, € B(X) such that

B =1 or = R(zk)Vy. (4.13)

li =
Jim |UkllBy =0, || dw

23



By choosing a subsequence we may let z;, converge to some z € T', (p,w) as k — o0.
If Imz > 0, then (4.13) contradicts the bounds

Prll5=(n) < Csl|R(z) ]l < 1R(2x) [ 2 1]l < Coll R(20) L 19kl 500
and the norm continuity of R(z) € L(H) in z € p(H). Thus we have a real limit
lim z, = 2= X€0,p] (4.14)
k—oo

Fix any s € (1/2,(2 4+ ¢')/(2(2 + v)). By choosing a subsequence again we
may further let (1) *¢p € H converge weakly to some (1) *¢ € H. Then, in fact,
(T)®¢y converges strongly to (7)"*¢ in H. To see this take any ¢t € (1/2,s) and
f € C*(R) with f = 1 on a neighborhood of [0, p], and decompose ()¢, for
any m € Ny as

(1)720r = (1) F(H)) Oxm (7)) ({T) " %)
+ () T H) () (X (7)) ()" ) (4.15)
+ (1) (1 = f(H)) R(zk) Y

By (4.13) the last term on the right-hand side of (4.15) converges to 0 in H. Since
(T)~*f(H)(7)® is a bounded operator on H, by choosing m € Ny sufficiently large
the second term of (4.15) can be arbitrarily small in H. Lastly, since (7)~*f(H) is
a compact operator on H, for any fixed m € Ny the first term of (4.15) converges
strongly in H. Therefore (1) *¢y is a Cauchy sequence in H, and converges there
to (1) ~°¢:

lim (1) *¢y, = (1) ¢ in H. (4.16)

k—o0

By (4.13), (4.14) and (4.16) it follows that
(H —X)¢ =0 in the distributional sense. (4.17)

In addition, we can verify ¢ € B(A). In fact, letting 6 € (2s—1, (v —v)/(2+v)),
we apply Proposition 4.3 to ¢ and let & — oo. Then by Lemma 4.1, (4.16) and
(4.13) we obtain for all R > 1

16" 26]| < C-R7||xY?9]. (4.18)

n

By letting R — oo in (4.18) we obtain ¢ € Bj(\). Therefore by (4.17) and
Theorem 1.3 it follows that ¢ =0
Now we have a contradiction. In fact, as in Step 1, we can show

L= [0kl < Cs (Inllze) + I >el®),

but the right-hand side can be made smaller than 1 by taking £ large enough. [
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5 Radiation condition bounds

In this section we discuss the radiation condition bounds and their relevant conse-
quences. Throughout the section we prove the statements only for the upper sign
for simplicity.

5.1 Commutator estimate

Lemma 5.1. Let p > 0 and w € (0,7). Then there exists C > 0 such that
uniformly in z € T+(p,w)

b| <O, ITmb>—Clz) a2 |pb+b>—2(z-V)| <Clx)2

Proof. 1t is clear from the definition (1.6) that the first and second inequalities
hold. Since we can write,

2 . 92v 5(0,V)?
prb 40" =2(2 = V) =~ — 1o

Hence the last bound is also clear. O

To simplify a commutator computation in Lemma 5.3, we introduce B as
B = Repr =Pr — %AT,
and decompose H — z into a sum of radial and spherical components.

Lemma 5.2. Let p > 0 and w € (0,7). Then there exists a complez-valued
function qo and a constant C' > 0 such that uniformly in z € T'£(p,w)

H—z=4B+b(B-b)+iL+¢ on RN\{0}
where g € L™ (R?) satisfies that there exists C' > 0 such that for any x € R?
a2 (2)] < C ()72,
Proof. Using the expression (3.5) we can write

H-z=3B-b)(B+b+1iL+gqg
+1pb+ 0" —2(z = V) + 10.(Ar) + $(Ar).

Hence we are done. O
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Let us introduce the weight
©=0%=xb 0§6>0 R>1 1=123,....
where Y; is a function defined in (3.4) and 6 is

6 = /T/R(l +5) " 0ds =61 - (1+7/R)°].

Next we state and prove the key commutator estimate of the section that is
needed for our proof of the radiation condition bounds.

Lemma 5.3. Let p > 0, w € (0,7) and fizx any 6 € (O,min{Qé:/y),l;::})

and B € (0,B.,). Then there exists C > 0,1 > 1 such that for any R > 1,
z=A+ip el (p,w) and p € C(RY) the state ¢ = R(2)y satisfies

1(xu0) 20 20 (p, — b.)¢||* + (¢, 72 a2(T) " L)
< C(10%a (p, — b.)Bll - 0%l + || )~ > a5 o g g 2

2

Ty datE g2,

Proof. Fix p,w, 9, B, , in the assertion. Clearly it suffices to show there exist [ > 1
and ¢, C' > 0 such that

Im((a™(B = b)) 0% (H — 2)) > c(a” (pr — )" 0x:0* (™ (p, — b))
+epa ()1 ;0% p;
- C<T>—1—2min{(2—y)/2(2+l/),(y’—u)/(2+l/)}+26026
— Re(v6%(H - 2)),
(5.1)
uniformly R > 1, z = A+ ip € I'y(p,w), where v is a complex-valued function
satisfying |y| < O/(r)~1=2min{(2=v)/2@+v),("=v)/2+1)}+2 [ the below we compute

and bound the quantity on the left-hand side of (5.1). We gather admissible error
terms, and write them for short as

Q _ <T>—1—2min{(2—y)/2(2+1/),(V’—V)/(2+V)}+26925
+ pi <7_>—1—2 min{(2_y)/2(2+y)’(V/_V)/(2+V)}+26€ij02/8pj'
For the moment the following estimates are all uniform in R > 1, z € ' (p,w)),

and [ > 1. By the Lemma 5.2 we can write

i 3Im(Ba™'0%L) — ;Im((a'0)"©*L) (5.2)
+Im((a™ (B = 1))* 0% ¢gy).
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The first term of (5.2) is computed as
m((a™'(B = 1))"©*(B +b)(B - b))

> 5(a™(B = b))"80* 70 (o™ (B — b))
+ 3@ ' (B-1b))a'9,VO*(a”" (B - b))
+ 3@ (B = 1))*(Imb)a®* (a” (B — b))
- C1Q.
Furthermore, the following inequality holds

(2a7'0,V + L(Imb)a)©6*”

28’r
= (1m(v/2C = V) — g
(A=V)
(/\ max{/\ O})m) @2’3

= iﬂ( - 027” 1+V/2)CL@2’8.
Thus, if we take [ large enough, we obtain the following estimate:
2Im((a (B = 0))*©*(B+b)(B — b)) > % (a (B — ))*B0*'xi0/ (a (B — b)).
Next we can compute the second and third term of (5.2) as

1Im(Ba'0*L) — L Im((a7'0)*0*°L)
> %pﬂ“_la—l(l — Bra v — 1 a%ro,V + rIm b)ﬁu@ij

— 30

> %pir_la_l(l — Bra 7t + %(2 —€)a "V — %(r@ V(A= V)t ;0% p;
— 030

> %pﬂ’_la Y1 —pra v — }1(2 —€) — §(2 —€))l; ;0 p;
— C5Q.

By the definition of ., and Lemma 4.2, if we take [ large enough, we obtain the
following estimate:

1Im(Ba '©*L) — L Im((a "0)*©*’L)
> crpia” (1) ;0% p; — CsQ.

We can directly compute the fourth term of (5.2) by using the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality as

Im((a™ (B — b))*0%¢,)
> —Cy(a™(B=0))"(r)"""* (@ (B—1)) — C4Q.
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Thus it follows that
Im((a™ (B — b))*0*(H — 2))
> 3(a” (B = )" (Bxb — Cs(m) " 20)0% H(a (B 1))
+ cipia” (1) 71,07 p; — C5Q.
By Lemma 4.1, we have
3@ (B =) (Bxib — Cs(r)"7*0)0*(a™ (B ~ 1))
> co(a™ (B — b)) 00 (a (B —b)) — CsQ
> cz(a” (pr — 1)) 0O Ha T (p, — b)) — C7Q.
Finally we can bound —@) as
Q> _CS<7_>—1—2min{(?—u)/2(2+l/),(1/—l/)/(2+1/)}+2592ﬂ
Gy Re((7)~1-2min{ (2=0)/2Q40)(v/ =) @0} 26 ([ oy,

Hence we are done. O

5.2 Applications

Now we are going to prove Theorem 1.7 and Corollary 1.8-1.10 in this order.

5.2.1 Radiation condition bounds for complex spectral parameters.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let p,w be the assertion. For 5 = 0 the assertion is obvious
by Theorem 1.5, and hence we may let 5 € (0, f.,). We take any

)€ <O,min {O,min {%, %} — 5c,p}) .
By Lemma 5.3, There exists C; > 0 such that for any state ¢ = R(z)y with
Y € CP(RY) and 2z € Ty (p,w)

|Gaf)/2605 127 (p, — b.) |12 + (6, 7 a2(r) " L)
< (0% (pr = b.)olls- o 1676 lsgny + () /2 s 55 o gog 2
+ [yl S5 gy
< ClR_2B(||>_Czl/27ﬁa_1(Pr — 0)l| 5+ o) 1{T) Yl 0n) + ||<T>ﬂ@/’||§3(x))-

(5.3)

Here we note that (7)%a=!(p, — b)¢ € B* for each z € I'y(p,w) and hence the
quantity on the right-hand side of (5.3) is finite. In fact, this can be verified by
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commuting R(z) and powers of (1) sufficiently many times and using the fact that

Y € Cg°(RY). Then by (5.3), it follows
R*P||(xu0') 0% 20 (p, — b.)¢||* + R* (¢, 7°Pa (1) "' Lo)
< G170 (o = D)dlls- oy 1T sy + 1T 12 00)-

In the first term on the left-hand side of (5.4) Let R be 2™ and take the supremum
in m > 0 noting (4.2), and then obtain

CIH(Xl)l/QTBa_l(pT —b.)¢ %*()\)

< Gyl * P (o, — D)8l 5+ o 1) ¥l sny + 1T 01 0y)-

which implies

15,2720 (p, — B)ollsy < Call(T) |- (5.5)

As for the second term on the left-hand side of (5.4) we use (5.5), the concavity
of © and Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem and then obtain by letting
R — o0

(im0 (1) igpi)s < Csll(7) 0] sy (5.6)
From (5.5) and (5.6) we can remove the cut off Xll/ ? by using Theorem 1.5. Hence
we are done. O

5.2.2 Limiting absorption principle.
Proof of corollary 1.8. Let s > 1/2 and v € (0, min{s —1/2, 8. ,}) be in the asser-
tion. Let s’ = s — . We decompose for n > 0 and z,2" € ', (p,w)
R(z) — R(2") = xaR(2)Xn — XnR(2')Xn
+ (R(2) = xnR(2)xn) — (R(2') = X RR(Z) Xn)-

By Theorem 1.5 we can estimate the third term of (5.7) uniformly in n > 0 and
2,2 €' (p,w) as

(5.7)

||R(Z> - XnR(Z)XnHB<L2 2 )

s,min{Re z,Re 2/} ’L—s,min{Re z,Re 2’}
< K 7 Xn R(2) X (T) M3y + I(T) X R(2)Xn{T) I8 20) (5.8)
+ {7 "X L2(2) X (T) || B30)
< 029 = 027,

Similarly, we obtain

1R(z") — XnR(Z’)XnHB(LQ

2
s,min{Re z,Re 2’} ’L—s,min{Re z,Re z’})

< 027
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As for the first and second term on the right-hand side of (5.7), using the equation
i[H, Xn+1] = Re(xilﬂa_lpr) (5.9)

and noting the identity b; = b., we can write for n > 0

XnB(2)Xn — XnBR(2 /)Xn
= Xn ( )X n+1( Z) = (H = 2)xnt1 R(2)Xn
R(2) {(z = 2")xn41 + 1 Re(Xp 107 'pr) } R(2
= 5Xn (Z)Xn 10" ( pr = b )R(2)xn + 5Xn R(2 )(a (Pr +02)) X1 R(Z )X
SXnR(2) (a7 (b = b)) X1 R(Z )X — (2 = 2) X R(2) X R(2) X
— (2 = 2)xnR(2) Xmns1(a(b. + 1)~ )( 71(]% — b)) R(Z)xn
(Z - Z/)XnR(Z)( (pr + bi»*Xm,rH-la(bz + bZ’)_lR(Z/)Xn
—(z— Z,)XnR(Z>[a Prs Xmnt1a(bz + bz’)_l]R(Z,)Xn-
(5.10)

Here m > 0 is fixed so that (b, + b./)~! is non-singular on supp Y,,. Then by
Theorem 1.5 and 1.7 we have uniformly in n > 0 and z,2" € I'; (p,w)

X0 B(2)Xn — XnL2(2 )XTLH ( L2 )
s,min{Re z,Re 2/}’ —s,min{Re z,Re 2’} (511)

< 027 4 02" |2 — ).
Summing up (5.7)-(5.11), we obtain uniformly in n > 0 and z,2’ € Iy (p,w)
I1R(z) — R(Z')HB(LQ ) S G2 C52m0 |z — 2.

2
s,min{Re z,Re z/}’L—s,min{Re z,Re 2’}

Now, if |z — 2’| < 1, then we choose 2" < |z — 2/|7! < 2" and then obtain

I1R(2) = R()ll (12 < Colz =27 (5.12)

The same bound is trivial for |z — 2’| > 1, and hence the Hélder continuity (1.7)
for R(z) follows from (5.12). The Holder continuity for a='p, R(z) follows by using
the first Resolvent equation. The existence of the limits (1.8) is an immediate
consequence of (1.7). By Theorem 1.5 the limits R(z) and a'p,R(z) actually
map into B*, and moreover they extend continuously to map B — B* by density
argument. Hence we are done. O

2
s,min{Re z,Re z’}’ Lfs ,min{Re z,Re z’})

5.2.3 Radiation condition bounds for real spectral parameters.

Proof of Corollary 1.9. The corollary follows from Theorem 1.7, Corollary 1.8 and
approximation arguments. Note the elementary property

B); ¥ € B(N).

[ 1l=(x) = sup [[xn¥|
n>0

Hence we are done. O
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5.2.4 Sommerfeld uniqueness result.

Proof of Corollary 1.10. Let A > 0, ¢ € L} _and ¢ € (1) 7PB(\) with 8 € [0, B..,).

loc

We first assume ¢ = R(A + i0)y). Then (i) and (ii) of the corollary hold by
Corollaries 1.8 and 1.9. Conversely, assume (i) and (ii) of the corollary, and let

¢ = ¢ — R(\+i0).

Then by Corollaries 1.8 and 1.9 it follows that ¢’ satisfies of the corollary with
¥ = 0. In addition, we can verify ¢ € B§(\) by the virial-type argument. In fact
noting the identity

2Im(xm(H — A)) = Re(a™'b)x;, + Re(x,a™ (pr — b)),
we conclude that
0 < (Re(a™'0)X;n)e = Re(xpa™" (0r — b)) - (5.13)
Taking the limit m — oo and using ¢’ € (7)?B*(\) and a~*(p, —b)¢' € (1) PB5(\)

in (5.13), we obtain ¢’ € B{(A). By Theorem 1.3 it follows that ¢’ = 0. Hence we
have ¢ = R(A 4 10)y. O

A LAP bounds in high energy regime

A.1 Settings and results

In this appendix we discuss the LAP bounds in the high energy regime. The

settings here are slightly more general than in the previous sections, being rather

independent of them. For there do not appear the difficulties due to the energy 0.
Consider the Schrodinger operator of the form

H=1p*+V
with the following assumption on V:
Assumption A.1. Let V € L®(R% R), and there exists a splitting
V=Vi+V; VieC'R%R), Vp€L*R%R),
such that for some C' > 0 and € € (0,1)
0,Vi <Cla)™7, [Vl < Cla) '

Remark A.2. Clearly, this is weaker than Assumption 1.1.
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We also slightly refine the Agmon-Hormander spaces as, for any m € Ny,

B(m) = {v € Lie; [¥llsom < 00}, 19llseny = Y 2072 La(m)v .

neN

B (m) = {¢ € L} |[¢

with

Bem) < 00f, [¥[lBm) = SUET(”‘W)”Hln(mWHH,
ne

Li(m)=1({z e RY |z| <2'7"}),
L,(m) =1({z e R%; 2" 1 <|z| <2""™}) forn=2,3,....
Note B(m) coincide for all m € Ny as sets, and so do B*(m), however we have

B*(m+1)- (A.1)

|- NBamy = 1 - [Bm+1), |- 1By < || -

For any a,b > 0 we set
I (a,b) ={z=AE£ip e C; A >a, 0<pu<b\'/?},
respectively.

Theorem A.3. Suppose Assumption A.1. Let a > 0 be sufficiently large, and let
b > 0. Then there exists C' > 0 such that for any z = X +ip € I (a,b), ¥ € B(\)
and m € Ny with 22™ < \ < 22m—2
[R(2)P N5+ om) < C27" (|9l 0m) (A.2)
1P R(2)¥ |- (m) < Clle||B0m),
(R(2)¢, (2"x) ' LR(2)y) < C27" [

respectively.

Remark A.4. According to (A.1), this refines the ordinary B(0)-B*(0) estimates in
the high energy regime, where the Agmon-Hormander spaces approach those with
homogeneous weights.

A.2 Outline of proof
A.2.1 Reduction

The proof of Theorem A.3 depends on a simple scaling argument combined with
the following local resolvent estimates for an h-dependent Schrodinger operator

Hy = 3p° + Vi; Vilz) = h*V(ha), he (0,1].
Let Ry (w) = (Hp, —w) ™! for w € p(Hy), and also set for any b > 0
M) ={z=AtipeC; 1<A<4, 0<p<b},

respectively.
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Proposition A.5. Suppose Assumption A.1. Let hg > 0 be sufficiently small, and
let b > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that for any h € (0, hy], w € I'.(b) and
¥ € B(0)

1/2

[ R (w)p

5+0) + (Bu(w)¥, () LRy (w))

The proof of Proposition A.5 is essentially the same as [6, Proposition 4.1],
hence is very similar to Theorem 1.5. We will only present key steps later on.
Here let us verify Theorem A.3 by using Proposition A.5 and scaling.

B+0) + ||pr B (w)v < Ol[Y|5o)-

Deduction of Theorem A.3 from Proposition A.5. We shall prove only (A.2) since
the others are treated similarly. For any m € Ny and v € L% _(R?) we set

(Unmt)(x) = $(27"x).

Then by definition of the norms in B(m) and B*(m) and change of variables it is
straightforward to see that

&l (m) = [[Um®

B0 VB = 27" Ut B(0)

so that
1811y < 271U R(2)U " | c500).5+ 00 |19 30m)-
Hence it suffices to examine U,,R(2)U,;1: B(0) — B*(0). Let us rewrite

UnR(2)UE =272"Ry(w) with h =27, w = 272"z,

If we choose m € Ny such that 22™ < Rez < 22™+2 then Proposition A.5 indeed
applies, and the assertion follows. We are done. O

A.2.2 h-Resolvent estimates

In order to prove Proposition A.5 we employ the following estimates with
r/R
9_/ (115 Pds=6'L—(L+r/R); 650, R>1,
0

cf. (4.1).

Lemma A.6. Let hy > 0 be sufficiently small, and let b > 0 and § € (0,¢). Then
there exist C' > 0 and n € Ny such that for any R > 1, h € (0,1], w € I'"_(b) and
W € B(0) the state ¢ = Ry (w)y satisfies

162011 + (16" 2p, 0|1 + (&, (x)'0Lo)

< C (lI8lls=@ 1Yl + P dlls=@ 1¥]l50) + B Ixy*ol?) -
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Proof. Similarly to the proof of [6, Proposition 4.1] or Theorem 1.5, it suffices to
compute and bound from below a distorted commutator

Im(AO(Hy, —w)); A =Rep,, ©=(1-x(r),

where x is from (3.3). This can be done in almost the same manner as for [6,
Proposition 4.1], which is indeed much simpler than Theorem 1.5. The only differ-
ences from [6, Proposition 4.1] are that our r is singular at the origin, and that we
have an h-dependence. However, the former is handled by the cut-off 1 — x(r). As
for the latter, note that V}, satisfies Assumption A.1, see also [6, Condition 1.3],
uniformly in A € (0, 1], and moreover that the corresponding coefficient C' vanishes
as h — +0. Hence the assertion can be verified for any small A € (0,1] Let us
omit the further details. m

Proof of Proposition A.5. Once we obtain Lemma A.6, Proposition A.5 follows
from it by the same manner as for Theorem 1.5, or [6, Theorem 1.7]. Here we have
an h-dependence, but a modification is straightforward. We omit the details. [
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