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DISPERSIVE ESTIMATES FOR MATRIX SCHRODINGER
OPERATORS IN DIMENSION TWO

M. BURAK ERDOGAN AND WILLIAM R. GREEN

ABSTRACT. We consider the non-selfadjoint operator

—“A+p—-W —Va
Vs A—p+Wi
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where p > 0 and Vi, V> are real-valued decaying potentials. Such operators arise when
linearizing a focusing NLS equation around a standing wave. Under natural spectral
assumptions we obtain L'(R?) x L'(R?) — L (R?) x L>(R?) dispersive decay estimates
for the evolution ™™ P,.. We also obtain the following weighted estimate
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with w(z) = log?(2 + |z|).

1. INTRODUCTION

The free Schrédinger evolution on R?,

) 1 .
(1) e "2 f(2) = Cazg /R e T f (y)dy,

satisfies the dispersive estimate
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In recent years many authors (see, e.g., [30} 39} 23 4T, 241 [49, 20} @, [15] 25, 5], and the survey
article [43]) worked on the problem of extending this bound to the perturbed Schrédinger

operator H = —A + V, where V is a real-valued potential with sufficient decay at infinity
(some smoothness is required for d > 3). Since the perturbed operator may have negative
point spectrum one needs to consider e P,.(H), where P,.(H) is the orthogonal projection
onto the absolutely continuous subspace of L?(R%). Another common assumption is that
zero is a regular point of the spectrum of H.

We note that the L' — L* estimates were preceded by somehow weaker estimates on
weighted L? spaces, see, e.g., [37, 27, 35)].

Date: September 11, 2018.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.4036v1

2 M. B. ERDOGAN, W. R. GREEN

Although the L' — L™ estimates are very well studied in the three dimensional case,

there are not many results in dimension two. In [41], Schlag proved that
i H B
(2) 1€ Pacll 12y oo m2) S I

under the decay assumption |V| < (z)73~ and the assumption that zero is a regular point
of the spectrum. For the case when zero is not regular, see [16]. Yajima, [48], established
that the wave operators are bounded on LP(R?) for 1 < p < oo if zero is regular. The
hypotheses on the potential V' were relaxed slightly in [29].

Note that the decay rate in (I]) is not integrable at infinity for d = 1,2. However, in
dimensions d = 1 and d = 2, zero is not a regular point of the spectrum of the Laplacian
(the constant function is a resonance). Therefore, for the perturbed operator —A + V', one
may expect to have a faster dispersive decay at infinity if zero is regular. Indeed, in [35]

Theorem 7.6], Murata proved that if zero is a regular point of the spectrum, then for [¢t| > 2
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Here w; and wsy are weight functions growing at a polynomial rate at infinity. It is also
assumed that the potential decays at a polynomial rate at infinity (for d = 2, it suffices to
assume that we(z) = (z)737 and |V ()| < (2)7%" where (z) := (1 + ]az\2)%) This type of
estimates are very useful in the study of nonlinear asymptotic stability of (multi) solitons
in lower dimensions since the dispersive decay rate in time is integrable at infinity (see, e.g.,
[42, [31]). Also see [45] 8, [36l, [47] for other applications of weighted dispersive estimates to
nonlinear PDEs.

In [43], Schlag extended Murata’s result for d = 1 to the L' — L™ setting (also see [22]
for an improved result). In [I7], the authors obtained an analogous estimate for d = 2: If
zero is a regular point of the spectrum of H, then
) S

|t log=([¢[)
with w(z) = log?(2 + |z|) provided |V (z)| < (z)=3~.

In this paper we extend Schlag’s result (2)) and our result (3] for the 2d scalar Schrodinger

3) o™ e Poc(H) f| oo (g2 lwfllio gz, [t>2,

operator to the 2d non self-adjoint matrix Schrodinger operator

~A+pu 0 ] Vi —V,

4 H=Ho+V =
(4) 0 oW

. u>0.
0 A—p a

Such operators appear naturally as linearizations of a nonlinear Schrodinger equation around
a standing wave. Dispersive estimates in the context of such linearizations were obtained
in [11], 40, [44] 19] 13] 32, 25].
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Note that, by Weyl’s criterion and the decay assumption on V; and V5 below, the essential
spectrum of H is (—oo, —u] U [, 00). Recall the Pauli spin matrix

1 0
o3 = .
T lo -1

As in [19], we make the following assumptions:

Al) —o3V is a positive matrix,

2) Lo =-A+pu—-Vi+V2 >0,

A3) Vi(z)| + [Va(z)| < (x) = for some 3 > 3,
)

A4) There are no embedded eigenvalues in (—oo, —u) U (p, 00).

=

A5) The threshold points +u are regular points of the spectrum of H, see Definition 3]
below.

As it was noted in [19], the first three assumptions are known to hold in the case of the
linearized nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) when the linearization is performed about
a positive ground state standing wave. Let, for some y > 0, 1(t, ) = e ¢(x) be a standing

wave solution of the NLS
(5) i0p + A + [P = 0,
for some v > 0. Here ¢ is a ground state:

po— A=, p>0.

It was proven, see for example [46] 6], that the ground state solutions exist and further are
positive, smooth, radial, exponentially decaying functions, see [19] for further discussion.

Linearizing about this ground state yields the matrix Schrodinger equation with poten-
tials Vi = (74 1)¢?? and Vo = v¢?7. Note that Vi > 0 and Vi > |V5|, which is the same as
Assumption Al). Assumption A2) holds because of the exponential decay of ¢. Also note
that L = —A +pu — ¢?7 > 0, since L_¢ = 0 and ¢ > 0. The assumption A4) seems to
hold for this example in the three-dimensional case as evidenced in the numerical studies
[14, 33].

The assumption Ab) is also standard, since the behavior of the resolvent near the thresh-
olds, -, determine the decay rate (see [43] [16] for the scalar case). We do not consider the
case when the thresholds £y are not regular in this paper.

Our main result is the following

Theorem 1.1. Under the assumptions A1) - A5), we have

(6) €% Pac f || 1o (m2) x Lo (R2) S I ”f”Ll(R2 L1 (R2)5
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(7) Hw_leitHPaCfHLw(R?)xLOO(R? lwfllo@meysxpi w2y, [t > 2,

) S 12
|t log=(|t])

where w(z) = log(2 + |z).

In an attempt for brevity of this paper, we will try to use the lemmas from the scalar
results [43, [I7] as much as possible. The most important step in the proof of Theorem [
is the analysis of the resolvent around the thresholds +u. Once we obtain these expansions,
it will be possible to relate and/or reduce the proof to the scalar case for most of the terms.

In addition to being of mathematical interest, we wish to note that such estimates above
are of use in the study of non-linear PDEs, particularly the NLS. Much work studying the
NLS linearizes the equation about groundstate or standing wave solutions. We note, in
particular, [36] 21} [47, 11}, 31, [34], 12, [13], 44} 4] and the survey paper [42].

2. SPECTRAL THEORY OF MATRIX SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

Consider the matrix Schrédinger operator, given in (@), on L?(R") x L?(R™). Here p > 0
and Vj, Vo are real-valued decaying potentials. It follows from Weyl’s criterion that the
essential spectrum of H is (—oo, —pu] U [u, 0), see e.g. [26], [38].

For the spectral theory of the matrix Schrodinger operator, we refer the reader to [19].
Since most of the proofs presented in [19] are independent of dimension, we cite the results

without proof. Further spectral theory for the three dimensional case can be found in [3, 10].

Lemma 2.1. [19, Lemma 3] Let 5 > 0 be arbitrary in A2), then the essential spectrum of
H equals (—oo, —p] U [, 00). Moreover spec(H) = —spec(H) = spec(H) = spec(H*), and
spec(H) C RUIR. The discrete spectrum of H consists of eigenvalues {zj}év:l, 0 <N < oo,
of finite multiplicity. For each z; # 0, the algebraic and geometric multiplicity coincide
and Ran(H — zj) is closed. The zero eigenvalue has finite algebraic multiplicity, i.e., the
generalized eigenspace U,;";lker(’}-lk) has finite dimension. In fact, there is a finite m > 1

so that ker(H*) = ker(H**Y) for all k > m.

As in the scalar case, see [23| [16] etc., the proofs will hinge on the limiting absorption
principle of Agmon [2]. We now state such a result from [19] for (H — 2)~! for |z| > p.
Define the space

Xo = L*7(R?) x L*7(R?), where L*7(R") = {f : (z)7 f € L*[R")}.

It is clear that X} = X_,. The limiting absorption principle of Agmon is formulated below.
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Proposition 2.2. Let 5> 1, 0 > % and fix an arbitrary Ao > p. Then
1 . p—
(8) sup  [AZ[|(H — (A £ie) ]| < o0
[A|>A0,e20

where the norm is in X, — X_,.

Proof. See Lemma 4, Proposition 5 and Corollary 6 of [19]. O

Using the explicit form of the free resolvent Ro(\) = (Ho — A) ™1, A & (—o0, u] U [, 00)

(see the next section), one can define the limiting operators (X, — X_,)

RE(N) := lim Ro(\+ie), A€ (—oo—pu)U (i, 00).

e—0t

By Proposition 2.2], for fixed Ao > p,
1

9) sup A2 [ Ry (M)l x,—x_, < oo
[AI>A0

One also have the derivative bounds

(10) sup [[OARG (M)l x, »x_, < o0,
[Al>Xo

for k =0,1,2 with o > k + 3.

By resolvent identity, one can also define the operators

Ry (V) := lim Ry(A£ie) = lim (H — (A+ie)) ™"

e—07+ e—0+
for A € (—oo — ) U (i, 00) and they satisfy (@) and (I0Q)), see [19] for details.
We also need the following spectral representation of the solution operator, see [19,

Lemma 12].

Lemma 2.3. Under the assumptions A1)-A5), we have the representation

eith — eimPac + Z eimPAj, where
J

. 1 .
(11) ethPac - 2— e [R;()‘) - RX_/()‘)] dA,
T JN>p

and the sum is over the discrete spectrum {\;}; and Py, is the Riesz projection corresponding

to the eigenvalue ;.

This representation is to be understood in the weak sense. That is for v, ¢ in W22 x
W22 N X, we have
. 1 . B ;
(12) (g, p) = —— /AI ERE() — Ry (W], 0) dA + S (e ™ Py 6,0).
>u ;

211

In light of this representation, the first claim of Theorem [Tl follows from the following
theorem. Let x be a smooth cutoff for the interval [—1,1].
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Theorem 2.4. Under the assumptions A1) — A5), we have, for any t € R,

(13) swp | [ EOVDRF) - Ry W) | £
eyeR2,L>1 1 S|\ [>p It]

The second claim of Theorem [I.1] follows from the following theorem and Theorem [2.4]
by a simple interpolation (see [17])

Theorem 2.5. Under the assumptions A1) — A5), we have, for |t| > 2,

j w(zx)w 2)3/2 /2
(14) Sup‘/A|> MY (A/DRY (N — Ry (V](, ) d)\‘ < @uwly) | (2)°y)°

L>1 [t]1og?([t]) jtfte

where w(z) = log(2 + |z|) and 0 < a < %

3. PROPERTIES OF THE FREE RESOLVENT

For z ¢ (—o0, —pu] U [, 0), the free resolvent is an integral operator

. RS RO(Z_:U) 0
(15) Ro(z) = (Ho )" = | F0C _RO(_Z_M)],

where Ry denoting the scalar free resolvent operators, Ry(z) = (—A — 2)~!, 2z € C\[0,00).
We first recall some properties of Ry(%).

To simplify the formulas, we use the notation

f=0()
to denote
i O id i =0,1,2,3
Wf_ (Wg)7 J=0U,1,4,9,..

If the derivative bounds hold only for the first k derivatives we write f = Oy (g).
Recall that

1
(16) Ro(2)(z) = THG (7l — ).
where S(2'/2) > 0 and Hi are modified Hankel functions
Hyy (2) = Jo(z) + i¥o(2).

From the series expansions for the Bessel functions, see [I], we have, as z — 0,

(17) Jo(z) =1— 322 + 6—1424 + O0g(2%),
Ya(e) = 2(loa(s/2) + ) u(a) + 2 (12 + O

(18) _ %log(z/2) + 2% +O(210g(2)).
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Further, for |z| > 1, we have the representation (see, e.g., [1])
+ iz A -1
(19) H (z) = ¢*w(z), w(z)=0((1+]z])"2).

In the proofs of Theorem [2.4] and Theorem 2.5 without loss of generality, we will perform
all the analysis on [y, 00). Writing z = 1 + A%, A > 0, we have the limiting operators

Ry (\)(z,y)

0
(20) Ry (n+ N)(z,y) = N ]
0 0 —LHF (in/2p + 22|z — y])
where
7 7 1
(21) RE(N)(z,y) = iZHSEMI:v —yl) = £ H Az —yl) = 7Yo(Nz — yl).

Thus, we have

(22) RE(n+ A2) (2, y) — Ry (1 + A2)(z,y) = % [ JO(A"’S—yD 8 ] .

We also have the bound, with Ro(A\?)(z,y) := —2H (iv/2p 4+ A2|z — y|) and for A > 0,
(23)  [Re(N)(@9)| S1+1og™ [z —yl, and [RR(V)(w,y)| ST, k=1,2,..

To establish these bounds consider the cases \/m |z —y| < % and \/m |z —y| > %
separately. For the first case we use (I7) and (I8) noting that |z —y| < x~/? <1, and that
|0%\/21+ A2| < 1. For the latter case, using (I9), the bound follows from the resulting
exponential decay.

Below, using the properties of Ry listed above, we provide an expansion for the matrix
free resolvent, Ry, around A = 0 (i.e. z = u). In the next section, we will obtain analogous
expansions for the perturbed resolvent. Similar lemmas were proved in [28 41l 17] in

the scalar case. The following operators and the function arise naturally in the resolvent

expansion (see (I8]))

(24) Gafa) =—3= [ logke = sl (),
(25) ) = (£ 5 - 5-los(2) — o)
o Go(l‘,y) 0
2 R B ) ] |
Note that
~1
(27) Go = _OA A£)2,u ] = (Ho—pl)~".
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Further, for notational convenience we define the matrices

10 00
My = . My = .
. [00] » [01]

We will use the notation K (x,y)M;; or K Mj; to denote the operator with the convolution

kernel
K(z,y) 0
0 0
similar formula holds if K is a matrix kernel. We also use the following notation, for a

matrix operator M if we write
M| ST, or  M=0(f)
with f a scalar-valued function, we mean that all entries of the matrix M satisfy the bound.

Lemma 3.1. We have the following expansion for the kernel of the free resolvent
Ry (1 + X*)(2,y) = ¢ (\) M1 + Go(x,y) + By (N)(z,y).

Here Go(x,y) is the kernel of the operator in ([28), gt(\) is as in (25), and the component
functions of ESE satisfy the bounds

W

EF| S N3A (@ —y)%,  |JOES| S (NIA 2@ —y)7,  |BEF S NI (@ —y)s.

Proof. The expansion of the scalar free resolvent was derived in [I7, Lemma 3.1]. For
the free resolvent evaluated at the imaginary argument, the proof easily follows from the

properties of the Hankel function listed above. O
Corollary 3.2. For 0 < a <1 and 0 < 21 < 29 < A1 we have
0N (22) = DN (21)| S 21 P lea — (= )3+
4. RESOLVENT EXPANSION AROUND THE THRESHOLD

It is convenient to write the potential matrix as V = —o3vv := vivy where v1 = —o3v,

:[bb]

vy = v, and

1| Vh+V+V -V v+ -V -1,
2| Vit Va—VVi=Va VVI+ Vo +VVI V3

By assumption A3), we have

(28) la(z)|, |b(z)] < (z)7P/2,  for some B > 3.
We employ the symmetric resolvent identity

(29) RE(+A) = RE (1 + %) — R (0 + A v (MEN) o RE (1 + A?),
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where
(30) M*EN) =T+ R (1 + Aoy

The key issue in the resolvent expansion around the threshold p is the invertibility of the
operator M*(\) for small \. Using Lemma B in 29), we can write M*(\) as

(31) MEN) = g5 (N ve Mo + T + ve EE (M),
where T is the transfer operator on L? x L? with the kernel
(32) T(z,y) = I + va(z)Go(z, y)v1(y).

Consider the contribution of the term with ¢g*(\) in (3I). Recalling the formulas for v; and

vy, We obtain

a 0 a b -
gi()‘)U2M11’U1 = —gi(A) [ ] [ = —Ha2 + b2HL1(R2)gi()‘)P =: gi()\)R

b 0 00
where g=()) := —[la® + b?|| 1 g2)gT(N), and P is the orthogonal projection onto the span
of the vector (a,b)” in L? x L%. More explicitly
f 1 a /
33 P =0 a(y) f(y) +b(y)g(y)) dy.
(33) e A AR T)

This gives us the following expansion:

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < a < 1. For A > 0 with M*()\), P and T as above. Then
ME\) =g\ P +T + Ef(N).

Further, the error term, EfE = ng(]—Lvl, satisfies the bound

L 1
A_7 E:t )\ )\* E:I: )\
H0<S;\lf>\1 2| 1( )‘HHS-F Hojg),\l 2|0y 1( )’HHS

<1’

~

1
+|  osup 2P (22— 21) IONET (22) — OAET (20)||| g
0<z1<z2<\1

provided that a(x),b(x) < <x>_%_°‘_. Here || - ||gs is the Hilbert Schmidt operator norm on
L? x L

Proof. The expansion is proven above. The bounds for Eli = nggEvl follow from the
bounds for ESE in Lemma B.1] and in Corollary since

e P

We make the following definitions.
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Definition 4.2. We say the operator T : L? x L?> — L? x L? with kernel T(-,-) is absolutely
bounded if the operator with kernel |T'(-,-)| is bounded from L? x L? — L? x L2.

Note that Hilbert-Schmidt operators and finite rank operators are absolutely bounded.

Definition 4.3. Let Q = I — P be the projection orthogonal to the span of (a,b)”. We say
w is a reqular point of the spectrum H provided that QTQ is invertible on Q(L? x L?). We

denote (QTQ)~* by QDoQ.
Note that by the resolvent identity

QDoQ = Q — QDoQu2Gov1 Q.

Since @ is a projection, it is absolutely bounded. By assumption A3), (26]), (24), and (19)),
we have |v2Gov1 (2, 1) < (1 + |log |z — y||)(z)~3/>~ (y)~3/2~. This implies that vyGou; is a
Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Therefore, QD@ is a sum of an absolutely bounded operator
and an Hilbert-Schmidt operator, which is absolutely bounded.

We also note the following orthogonality property of Q:

(34) Qua My = My1v1Q = 0.

In the scalar case, see e.g. |28, [16], the invertibility of QT'Q is related to the absence of
distributional L*° solutions of Hiy = 0. It is possible to prove a similar relationship for the
matrix case. Define S; to be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of QT'Q) as an operator
on Q(L? x L?).

Lemma 4.4. If |a(z)| + [b(z)] < (x)717 and if ¢ = (¢1,¢2) € S1(L? x L?), then ¢ = v19)
where 1) € L x L™ and (H — pl)p = 0 in the sense of distributions.
Proof. Since ¢ € S1(L? x L?), we have Q¢ = ¢. Also using Q = I — P, we obtain
0=QTQ¢= (I —-P)T¢p=(I+v2Gyv1)d— P(I+ v2Gyv1)0.
Noting that (a,b)” = wvy(1,0)T, and that P project onto the span of (a,b)’, we have
PT$ = couz(1,0)T with cq a constant. Therefore,
qb = —1)2901)1(25 + U2(CO7 O)T = ,U2¢7

where 1 = —Gov1¢+ (cp,0)”. By assumption |a(z)|+ |b(z)] < (z)7'~ and ¢ € L? x L?, and
recalling (27)), we have
(Ho — uI)Go(v19) = v1¢

in the sense of distributions. It thus follows that

(Ho — pl)y = (Ho — pI)[~Govrd + (c0,0)"] = —v1¢ = —v1v99p = —V4.
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Thus (H — pl)y = 0.

Now we prove that ¢ € L x L. The first bound in (23] and the fact that the entries
of ¢ are in L? and the entries of vy are in L> N L? imply that the second entry of 1 is
bounded. We note that the first entry of 1 is

_QL log |2 — y|(aly), b(y))d(y)dy.
™ JR2

Since P¢ = 0, we can rewrite this as

o [ (tog | — 4] ~log ) (aly), b)) o )y
™ JR2

The boundedness of this integral follows immediately from the bound

r—Y _
|10g|w—y|—10g|w||=‘log(| 7 |)‘§1+log<y>+10g |z =yl

We refer the reader to Lemma 5.1 of [16] for more details.
(]

It is also possible to prove a converse statement relating certain L* x L solutions of
(H — uI)p = 0 to the non-invertibility of QT'Q as in Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 of [16]
(also see [28]). We don’t include these statements and proofs since they can be obtained
from the scalar case as above.

The regularity assumption A5) allows us to invert the operators M*(\) for small A as

follows:

Lemma 4.5. Let 0 < a < 1. Suppose that u is a reqular point of the spectrum of H. Then
for sufficiently small \; > 0, the operators M*()\) are invertible for all 0 < XA < A\; as

bounded operators on L? x L?. Further, one has

(35) M=) =h*(N)7IS +QDoQ + EX(N),

Here h*(\) = g (\) + ¢ = —|la® + b?|| ;19T (\) + ¢ (with ¢ € R), and
(36) S =P —-PTQDyQ — QDyQTP + QDyQTPTQDyQ

s a finite-rank operator with real-valued kernel. Further, the error term satisfies the bounds

1 1
A2 EE(N + A2 |9\ EE(\
”03351 2[EX (V)| s ”05351 2|NET V)| 116

H| o sup AT = N TUREE () — WEEWV]|| e S 1.
0<ANSA<A,

3

provided that a(z),b(z) < (x)"27%".
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Proof. We give a proof for the operator M T ()), the expansion for M~ () is similar. We drop
the subscript ‘+’ from the formulas. Using Lemma [41] with respect to the decomposition
of L2 x L? = P(L? x L?) @ Q(L? x L?),

g\ P+ PTP PT
Moy = | IV S NN
QTP QRTQ
2
ij=1"
Since QT'Q is invertible by assumption, by the Fehsbach formula invertibility of A(\)
2

Denote the matrix component of the above equation by A(X) = {a;;()\)

hinges upon the existence of d = (a1 — a12a2_21a21)_1. Denoting Dy = (QTQ)~! : Q(L? x

L?) — Q(L? x L?), we have
a11 — a12a55 ag1 = g(\)P + PTP — PTQDyQTP = h(\)P
with A(A\) = g(\) + Tr(PTP — PTQDyQTP) = g(\) + ¢, where ¢ € R as the kernels of

T, QDyQ and vy, vy are real-valued. The invertibility of this operator on PL? for small A
follows from (28). Thus, by the Fehsbach formula,

d —dayzay;
A()‘)_l = —1 -1 a12a—212 —1
—Qg5 0210 Gy A21dA12055 + Gy
P —PTQD
(37) = h () @@ +QDoQ = h™H(\)S + QDo Q.
—QDoQTP QDyQTPTQDoQ

Note that S has finite rank. This and the absolute boundedness of QD@ imply that A~!
is absolutely bounded. To avoid confusion, we will write S as a sum of four components
rather than in a matrix form.

Finally, we write
M) = AN) + Bi(N) = [L+ B (M)A (V)]AN).

Therefore, by a Neumann series expansion, we have

-1

(38) M) =AY+ BEi(WNATT )] =h(A) 7S + QDo@ + E(N),

The error bounds follow in light of the bounds for F;()\) in Lemma [4.1] and the fact that,
as an absolutely bound operator on L2, [A71(\)] <1, [0,A7E(N)] S AL and (for 0 < A <
n < At)

WATHN) = AT ()| S (= NN

@ arises from the case when the derivative hits

In the Lipschitz estimate, the factor A3
A7L(N).

O
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We finish this section by noting that, using Lemma [4.5] in (29]), one gets
(39) RE(u+AY) = Ry (1 +A%) — Ry (u+ A1 [AE(N) TS+ QDoQ + E* (\)]ua Ry (1 + A?).
5. PROOF OF THEOREM FOR ENERCIES CLOSE TO U

Let x be a smooth cut-off for [0, A\;], where A; is sufficiently small so that the expansions

in the previous section are valid. We have

Theorem 5.1. Fiz 0 < a < 1/4. Let |a(z)| + |b(z)] S <x>_%_a_. For any t > 2, we have

(10) | /0 T ARG (i X2) — Rip (1 + A2 () i w(@wly) | (x)2(y)?

tlog?(t) ti+a

In the proof of this theorem we need the following Lemmas, which are standard and their

proofs can be found in [17].

Lemma 5.2. Fort > 2, we have

e’} - t—1/2
‘/ ¢ X E(N) A — 25(0)( < %/ €[N +
0 0

(5|

gl(t—1/2)‘ 1 /oo
Rl S P —
2t £3/2 t2 Ji-1/2

Lemma 5.3. Assume that £(0) = 0. Fort > 2, we have

(41) ‘/OOO ei”zAs(A)dA( S %/OOO Mdhﬁ/ﬁ &A1+ mt=IA=2) — E'(N)|dA.

1+ )\215) t Ji-1/2
We start with the contribution of the free resolvent in (39) to ([@0Q). Recall (22I):

_ )
Ri (1 + X*)(@,y) = Ro (1 + X*)(@,9) = 5 Jo(Ax — yl) Mz
Therefore, the following proposition follows from the corresponding bound for the scalar free
resolvent, Proposition 4.3 in [I7]. The proof uses Lemma 5.2 with £(\) = £Jo(A|lz — y]).

Proposition 5.4. We have

W

/ T AR (14 A%) — Ry (4 A gy dr = -y + o R
0 t4

Now consider the contribution of the term involving (h*)~1S in (B9) to (@0). Using

Lemma [B.1] we have

RiviSvaRT  RyviSvaRy )2 )2
(42) 0 1h+ 29 o 0 1h_ 2% — ((il—i_) _ (gh_) )MllUlS'UQMll
11 9" g P
+ (h—Jr - h—_)QOU15U2QO + (h_+ - h__)(M11U15U2g0 + Gov1SvaMi1) + E5 — Ej

where
Egv1Sva(gF M1 + Go) N (g% My + Go)v1 S E N EFv S BT

+ _
E2 - hE ht ht
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Using the orthogonality property (B4]) and the definition ([B6l) of S, we obtain
Mll’l)lS’Ungl = M11U1PU2M11 = —”CL2 + b2”L1(R2)M11-

Also recall that h*(\) = —||a® + b%|;19T(\) + ¢, ¢ € R, and (from (28)) that gT(\) =
—5-log A+ 2 with g~ (A) = gT()) and z — Z = L. Therefore we can write
1a 109
My +
(log(A) +b1)2 + 2 (log(A) + ba)? +

ia
TR 23)2 — (M11015v2Go + Govr SvaMu) + Ef () = B5 (A),
3

where a;, b;, ¢; are real. Using this the following proposition will follow from the bounds
obtained in [17].

(43) @) = %Mll + 2 Gov1Sv2G0
2

i

Proposition 5.5. Let 0 < a < 1/4. If |a(x)| + |b(z)| S <x>_%_a_, then we have

/“gvmﬂﬂRﬂu+VWﬁwRﬁu+V)_RMM+VWﬁwRMM+V)
0

n(\) (V) JIEX2

wummw>+0(@ﬁ“”@ﬁ““>

1
=~ My +0(
a4 tlog2(t) tita

Proof. First consider the contribution of the first term in (43]):

. o )
“My / N AX(N) dX = —— My + O(t72),
21 ) 4t
where the equality follows from Lemma

The contribution of the second summand in (43]) can be handled using the bound

44 itA? \ X( d\= Ot Ylogt)™2),  t>2,
(44) A N T T2 (1 (log 1) 2)

which is essentially Lemma 4.5 in [I7] and it is proved by using Lemma
The contribution of the third (similarly the fourth) summand in (43]) can also be handled
using (44]) along with the bound

(45) ‘govlSvggo(x,yﬂ

< H\5\HLz_wzHgo(ﬂfaﬂfl)vl(ﬂ?l)HL%lHgo(yyyl)w(yl)HL%l S Vw(z)w(y).
The last inequality follows from the absolute boundedness of S, the bound
(46) 1Go(,21)| S 1+ [log |z — a1 S Vw(z) + k(z,z1),

where k(z,21) =1 +log™ |z — 21| 4+ log™ 21|, and

| (Vw(x) + k(%xl))@ﬁ_?’/zHL%l < Vuw(z).
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We now consider the error term, E5 (\). Note that

‘gi(k) c2 ‘

hi()\)‘ - ‘Cl T REON S L ‘akgi(A)‘ S 1k= 1,2,3,...

Using this, the absolute boundedness of S, the decay bounds |a(x)| + |b(z)] < <x>_%_°‘_,
the bound (46)), and the bounds in Lemma [3.]] and Corollary as in the proof of ({4H]), we
obtain (for 0 <A <n SA < Ap)

N

[\ (XN EF (W) (@, )| S x(V) () {y)) TA~3,
(DA (X() B3 (1)) — DA (x(NV EE (W) (2, 9)| S x (W) (@) () 2FON"27% (1 — \)°.

Therefore the contribution of the error term is controlled by using Lemma [£3] as in
Lemma 4.6 of [17]. O

Now we consider the contribution of the term QDyQ in ([39) to (@0).

Proposition 5.6. Let 0 < a < 1/4. If |a(z)| + |b(x)]| < <x>_%_°‘_, then we have

< e . P _ (wyztot(yyatot
¢ A (V) [REm1QDoQuaRE — Ry v1QDoQuaRy ] () dA = 0( o )
0

Proof. Using Lemma [B.1] and (B34 we have
(47) REviQDoQuaRy — Ry v1QDoQuaRy = Gov1QDoQua(Ef — Ey )
+ (E(—)I_ — EO_)UlQDQQU2QO + E(—)l—'UlQDOQ'UQES— — Eo_leDongEO_ =: Fjs.

Since QDg(Q is absolutely bounded, Fs3 satisfies the same bounds that we obtained for the

error term Fy above. (]

Finally the contribution of E*()\) in 9) to (@) can be handled exactly as in Proposi-
tion 4.9 of [17]:

Proposition 5.7. Let 0 < a < 1/4. If |a(x)| + |b(z)| S <x>_%_a_, then we have

/0 h VAN [RE D0 ET (N uaRE (A2) — Ry (A2)ur E~ (M waRy (A2)] (2, y) dA

This finishes the proof of Theorem [5.11
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM FOR ENERGIES SEPARATED FROM THE THRESHOLDS

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem by proving

Theorem 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [2.3, we have for t > 2

[S][94

(48) sup
L>1

(SIS

DO o~
<

<

[ AR LR (14 0 = Ry -4 | <

where Y =1 — x.

We employ the resolvent expansion

2M+2
+ + + + +\ Myt +r\Mppt
(49) RE =) RE(-VRH™+ Ry (VRYMVREV(REVIM RS
m=0
33
We first note that the contribution of the term m = 0 can be bounded by % by
integrating by parts twice (there are no boundary terms because of the cutoff). We approach
the energies separated from zero differently from the small energies. In particular, we won’t

use Lemma [B.1] but instead employ a component-wise approach. Recall that
REO?) () 0
0 —iHGyIRT R )
For the case m > 0 we won’t make use of any cancelation between ‘1’ terms. Thus, we
will only consider Ry, and drop the ‘+’ signs. Using ({16), (I7), (I8]), and ([I9) we write

Re:n+ X)(a.9) =

(50) Ro(A\)(z,y) = e =¥ p (Az — y|) + p—(A|z — y]),

where py and p_ are supported on the sets [1/4,00) and [0,1/2], respectively. Moreover,

we have the bounds

(51) p—(y) = O+ |logyl), pi(y) =01+ [y)~?)

This controls the top left component of the matrix operator. The lower right term can be

similarly controlled as

Hyf (i7/2p 4 N2) (2, y) = e VAo (20 4+ X202 — y]) + p- (V20 + N — y)).

As such we can write

RE (4 22) (2, y) — e~ Mol [ pr Nz —y)) 0 ]

0 VIRl (/o R —y))

| -l =) 0 ]

0 p—(V 20+ Nz —yl)
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It is easy to see that

AV (Vo4 N —y) = O(ps (Alz — y])),
(VERF R — yl) = BNz — ).

Therefore, we can use the right hand side of (B0) for each component of Ry. The argument
for the high energy now proceeds as in Section 5 of [I7]. We provide a sketch of the details
for the convenience of the reader.

We first control the contribution of the finite born series in ([@9) for m > 0. Note that
the contribution of the mth term of ([49) to the integral in (&) can be written as a finite

sum of integrals of the form

(52) / / eWAg(A)HW(xn)dAdxl...da;m,
RZm 0 ne1

where d; = |zj_1 — x|, JU J* is a partition of {1,...,m,m + 1}, and
EN) = XWX/ L)e e 5 T pr(Mdy) [ p-(Ady).
jed teJ*
Here, with a slight abuse of notation, W (x) denotes either +V;(z) or £V2(x) (since we
only use the decay assumption and do not rely on cancelations, this shouldn’t create any
confusion).
To estimate the derivatives of £, we note that
dk

R e vALr

1
X[~ S 570 k=12,

Using the monotonicity of log™ function, we also obtain

M]p-(Adj)| £ XA + [log(Adj)xo<rd;<1/2) S XA (L +1og™(Ady)) S 1 +log™(dy).

It is also easy to see that

|05 [p4+(A\d;)] k=0,1,2,..,

L] a7

Finally, noting that (X)’ is supported on the set {\ &~ 1}, we can estimate

d 1
+l;\dk)> Hm [ +10g™(de)

LeJ*

- 1
‘8)\5‘ < X()\)(X +I;] (dk + 1

S ?()\)G + kz;] MW) T (1 +1og™(dr))

leJ*
1 1 L m+1 L m+1
T+ 3 dEA ) T+ log(d) S TN [] fe)? [ 1+ log™ (o))

keJ leJ* k=0 (=1
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We also have

‘3)2\5‘ <x(\) ( +Z m)) Hm H 1 +log™ (dy))

keJ leJ*
m+1 m+1
X A)(A—2+Zd§x%) TT (@ +log™(de)) A3 H )2 J] (1 +log™(de)).
kedJ leJ* k=0 /=1

Using Lemma [5.3] (and taking the support condition of ¥ into account), we can bound the
A integral in (52]) by

o0 /
(55) t%/o £ )’dA+ / &A1+ Tt IA2 "(A)|dA,

2
Using (B3]), we can bound the first integral in (55) by

m+1 m+1 ) m+1 m+1

(56) [T (w2 T +log™(de) / XA2a0 < T (awd? T] (1 + log™(do)).

k=0 =1 0 k=0 =1

To estimate the second integral in (B3] first note that

(57) MW1+rt A2 - A~ —

Next using (57), (53) and (54), we have (for any 0 < o < 1)

(58) |E'AV147t=1A=2) —E'(N)]

m—+1 m+1 m—+1
< x(2)) _%H H (1 +1og™ (dy)) m1n< )\Hﬂfk)
= /=1
L m+1 L m+1
< 050N [ (@ [ (1 +log~(dr).
k=0 /=1

Using this bound for « € (1/2, 1], we bound the second integral in (53] by

m+1 m+1 )
69 = [[ @t [T+ @) [ xaies
k=0 =1 0
m—+1 ) m~+1
St [ ezt T (1 +log™(de)).
k=0 =1
Combining (56) and (59), we obtain
m—+1 . m—+1
G <t I Gnd2™ [T (1 +log™(de))
k=0 =1

Using this (with 3 < o < 28 — 2) in (52), we obtain
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m~+1 m+1 m
1
B2)| < t‘l_a/z II ez TT (2 +10g™(de)) [T IV (@n)l day . . vy
RE™ k=0 (=1 n=1
_ {m0) T w2

To control the contribution of the remainder term in ([49), we will employ the limiting
absorption principle, (@) and (I0)), both for Ry and Ry .

Using the representation (5Il), and the discussion following it, we note the following
bounds hold on A > A1 > 0,

[log(Alz —y])| 0< Az —y| <
Nz —y))™2  Ne—y|21

D=

OFRE (1 + M) (z,y)| S (z — )" {

A2z -y 2 — )k,

Thus, for o > % + k,

1

2k -1 1
|l‘ _y| dy 2 5 )\—%<x>max(0,k—1/2).

(60) ARG (1 + A () lx_, SA2 [/RQ - y><y>2a

Once again, we estimate the '+’ terms separately and omit the ‘+’ signs.
We write the contribution of the remainder term in ([@9) to (8] as
[ee) \2
(61) / SN NEN) (. y) dA,
0

where

(62) EN)(x,y) = X(A\)x(A/L)x
(VR (1 + M)WV (RG (1 + NX)VIMRE (1 + X2) (- 2), (R (1 + A)V)MRG (1 + M) (-, p))-

Using ([I0), @), and (60]) (provided that M > 2) we see that

(63) 05N (2,9)] S ROXN/LYN > (2)2 ()2, k=012

This requires that |V (z)| < (z)73~. One can see that the requirement on the decay rate
of the potential arises when, for instance, both A\ derivatives act on one resolvent, this
twice differentiated resolvent operator maps X 54 — X 3o by ([Q), or is in X 3 by (@0).
The potential then needs to map X_s_ — X1, for the next application of the limiting
absorption principle. This is satisfied i2f |V ()] i<J (z)=3~.

The required bound now follows by integrating by parts twice:

@l <1 [ o (2 an < 2k,
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7. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.4] FOR ENERGIES CLOSE TO
In this section we will prove the following

Theorem 7.1. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.4), we have

(64) sup
z,y€R2

0o 1
| RS i+ 03 = R+ @) A S 7. £>0

As in Section B we will use lemmas from the proof for the scalar case given in [41].
Using (39)), we write

(65) Ry —R; =
R — R —RIwv[(W)™1S + QD ENueRE + Rv[(h)~1S + QD E Ry
0 0 ovi[(hT) +QDoQ + ETvaRy + Ry vi[(h™) + QDoQ + E7JvaR, .

First note that the contribution of the free resolvent terms in (63 to (64) immediately

boils down to the scalar case because of (22]).
Note that using @0), with Ro(A?) = LH{ (i/21 + A2|z — y|), we have RE(pn+\?) =
R(jf()\2)M11 + R3(A?)My,. Consider the contribution of ‘+’ terms in (65) with QDoQ:

[R$ Mi1 + RoMao]v1QDoQua[Ry M1 + RoMao) = R Mi1v1QDoQua My Ry
+ R M11v1QDoQua Moy Ry + RoMoov1QDoQuaMi1 Ry + RaMaov1 QDoQuaMao Ry,
The bound for the first term is in [41, Lemma 16], since My1v1QDyQuaM71 have the same
cancellation (compare ([34]) above with (44) in [41]), and mapping properties as vQDoQuv
in [41], provided that |a(z)| + |b(z)| < (x)~3/2~. The last term is killed by the ‘4’ and -’
cancellation. For the second and third terms, we note that the ‘4’ and ‘-’ cancellation says

we need only consider
(R§ — Ry )M11v1QDoQuaMao Ry + RoMaov1QDoQuaMi1 (Ry — Ry).

The following propositions finishes the proof of Theorem [.I] for the contribution of QDyQ

terms in (G3)).

Proposition 7.2. If |a(x)| + |b(z)| < (x) 717, then we have

o ) 1
sup ‘/ e“t’\z)\x()\)((Rar - R, )MllleDOQU2M22R2)(‘T7y)d)“ S 7
0

x?y

The same bound holds for the contribution of RQMQQ’UlQDQQ’UQMll(Ra_ - Ry).

The following variation of stationary phase will be useful in the proof. See Lemma 2 in
[41].
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Lemma 7.3. Let ¢'(0) =0 and 1 < ¢" < C. Then,

o0 /
‘/ eiw()‘)ﬁ()\)d)\‘ 5/ ) |€()\)|d>\+|t|‘1/ ) ('5(2” + 2 W') d.
— A<t~ 3 Ds—E N (A2 Al

Proof of Proposition [7.2 Recall that from ([23)) we have

|Ra(A)(y1,y)], |03 Ro (M) (y1,9)| S 1+ log™ |y1 — yl.-

Also recall that

(66) By (V) 71) — By (W), 21) = S Jo(Az — )
= (Al — 1)) + MR — a1 ooy (A — ) + M RIT O — a1l (A — ),
p(z) = XL+ 01()],  we(z) = O((L+|=])72).

The contribution of p is:

/ eitAQ)\X()\)p()\|x - |) (MH’UlQDoQ’UgMQQ) (l‘l, yl)Rz()\2)(y17 y)dfnldyld)\
0

After an integration by parts, we can bound the A integral above by

_ _ 1 [~ d
Ol (1+1oz™ =3+ 7 | |5 (XN = a1 Ra3%) (a1 9))
= Oft™' (1 +log™ |y1 — y)l.
The last equality follows from the bounds on Ry and 9y Rs, and by noting that

lOxo( Mz — 21))| S |2 — 21|X[0,]5—21|-1](A)-

This bound suffices for the contribution of p since QDyQ is absolutely bounded and
[oa(y1) (1 +1og™ [y — a2 S 1.

For the remaining terms in (66]), we only consider the case of w_ and ¢ > 0 (the bound
for wy follows from an integration by parts since the phase has no critical point). The
corresponding A integral is

o
| e R 1o (M — 1) RaO) (1, )N
0
It suffices to prove that this integral is O[t~!(1 +log™ |y1 — y|)].
The phase, ¢ = A2 — M|x — x1|/t, has a critical point at A\g = |z — z1|/2t. Let

EN) = W(Nw- Az = z1))X(Alz — 1) R2(A) (91, 9).

By Lemma [7.3] we estimate the \ integral by

- EN)] 1€"(N)
67 / EN)|dX+t 1/ | + dA.
(67) IA—Ao|<t—1/2 £ IA—Ao|>t—1/2 <|)\ =Xl A )\0|>




22 M. B. ERDOGAN, W. R. GREEN

The first integral in (G7) is bounded by

. Ax(A)
1+ 1o - / i
Utlog™ o =ul) | e TF Az — a2

which is O[t~*(1 + log™ [y1 — y|)] if Ao < t~1/2 (by ignoring the denominator). In the case
Ao > t71/2 we have A ~ )¢, and thus we can bound the integral by

— - 1/2
i (Lt log™ [y —yDdo 1o (1t log™ [y — )y
(1+ Xolz — 21 )V/2 ™ |z — 21|1/2

St +log™ [yr — y).

Now note that
XAz — 1)
(1 + Nz — xq])1/2°

Using this, we bound the second integral in (G7]) by

_ _ X(Alz — 1) A 1
t71(1+1o - / X + dA.
( g 1 —yl) o[> t-1/2 (1+)\]az—x1!)1/2(|>\—>\0|2 |/\—>\0|>

€' N S (L +1og™ [y1 —y)

We have two cases: g < +~2 and Ao 2 +2. In the former case, we have |\ — N\g| =~ A.
Thus we can bound the integral above by

XAz —x1|)  dA

711 +log™ |y — —

_ _ X(A dA _ _
=t (1+1log” |y —y|)/ﬁ7 St 1+ log” fyr — ).
In the latter case we bound the integral by
~ 1/2
_ _ XAz —z1]) 1 X 1 1
tH1+1 -~ d\
(1 +log™ [yn y’)/x_komm T — a2 (F%e* EESWEEa 7)
()\Ot)l/2 t1/4

St +1og™ Iy — ) ( +1) S 71+ log™ [y — ).

lz— 21|12 " |z —aq|1/2
In the last inequality we used the definition of A9 and the assumption that Ay = t=1/2,
O

We now consider the contribution of ‘4’ terms with S in (65) to (64):

RS—MH’UlS’UgMHRa_

ht
J’_

RT R, 1
+ h—2M1101502M2zR2 + 17%2]\/122’015’021\/[11h—gr + h—+R2M22?JlQD0QUzM22Rz-

The bound for the first term (for the difference of >+’ and *-’) is in [41], Lemma 17], it requires

U1 SUQ
ht

[R(—]"_Mll + RQMQQ] [R(—]"_Mll + RQMQQ] =

that |a(z)|+|b(x)| < (x)~3/2~. The following propositions take care of the remaining terms.
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Proposition 7.4. If |a(x)| + |b(z)| < (x) 717, then we have

/oOo eitAQAx(A)<h+1()\) N h‘l(A))(Rsz1115112M2232)("L"vy)dA - O(%)

Proposition 7.5. If |a(x)| + [b(z)| < (x) 717, then we have

/ooo e Ax(V) (hf?;\) N h{%(&)\)) (Mi1v1Sv2 Mo Ry ) (2, y)dA = O(%)

Proof of Proposition [74). Tt suffices to prove that the \ integral is O[t 1 (1+log™ |y1 —y|)(1+
log™ |x1 — z])] as in the proof of Proposition
Noting that
1 1 c
() () (logh+ci )2+’
and the bounds (23] on Ry and its derivative, it suffices to prove that

* e Ax(M)
d\ = O(1/t).
/0 © (log A + ¢1)? + 3 (1/%)

This follows by a single integration by parts. O
Proof of Proposition [7.5 Using (2I) we have

RE(N)(x,21) Ry (V) (1)
RN =0

, 1 1 1 1

= o(Alw = xlD(iﬁ()\) + h—()\)> — Yo — xl’)(iﬁ()\) N h—()\)>

2iJo(Az — z1]))(log A + €1) + 2icaYo(A|z — z1])
(log A+ ¢1)? + c3

=C

Noting the bounds
log A+ 1 log A + ¢1
=0(1/A
(log A + ¢1)? + 3 (log)\+cl)2+c§) (1/2),

we see that the proof for the contribution of the term containing Jy follows from the proof

=0(1), and 8>\<

of Proposition [7.2] since this term satisfies the same bounds that Jy does.

Essentially the same argument works for the contribution of the Yy term. Indeed, note
that Yy behaves like Jy for Az — z1] = 1, and for Az — 21| < 1, we have the following
harmless dependence on |z — z1|:

X(Mx(A|z — 21)Yo(Alz — 21)
(log A+ ¢1)? + ¢2

This estimate follows from the bound

= (1+1log™ |z — 21[)O (x(\x(Alz — 1))

[log(A|x — z1])| < [log A| + log™ |z — x1], provided Az — z1] < 1.
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The bound for the contribution of the error term, E*, in (65) to (64]) follows from [41]
Lemma 18] since E* satisfies the bounds that the lemma requires and also Ry satisfies the

same bounds that R, satisfies.

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.4] FOR ENERGIES SEPARATED FROM THE THRESHOLDS

We note [41, Lemma 3], which we modify slightly to match the notation we have employed
throughout this paper. We define

Wi == sup / (1 +log™ |z — y)2 W ()| dy.
z€R2 JR2

Lemma 8.1. Let {1,2,...,m} = JUJ* be a partition. Then

(68) sup supRQ/RQ( 1)/0 )\ei(tAziAZjej‘w”l_wj‘))z()\)X()\/L)HP+()\|%’+1—$j|)
> mo’mme m—

jeJ
m—1
I r-wemr — zely ax| TT W (@i)ldan ... damy S [E7H W
leJ* k=1

In the proof of Theorem for energies separated from the threshold, we encountered
this integral in (52]). By the discussion in that proof the finite terms of the Born series
in ([@9) can be written as a finite sum of terms in this form where W is £V or +V,. We
note that by the decay assumptions on Vj and Va, we always have |W || < co. Therefore
Lemma [8] suffices to handle the contribution of the finite terms of the Born series, (49]).

It remains to consider the contribution of the tail of the series ([d9), see (61I]) and (62I).

Note that for M|z — 21| > 1, the scalar free resolvent Ro(A\?)(z, 1) has the oscillatory

FiMz—z1] Tf 4 X derivative hits one of the free resolvents at the edges the oscillatory

term e
term produces |z — x1| which can not be bounded uniformly in . This was not an issue in
the weighted case since we are able to allow some growth in x and y.

For the non-weighted case this problem is overcome in [41], Proposition 4] by changing

the phase in the A-integral by writing
Ry a) = eG4 (V) ()

Note that oscillatory part changes the phase in the integral and G4 (\) and its derivatives
does not grow in z since differentiating G4 () in A produces |z — x| —|z| = O(|x1|) (which
can be killed by the decay assumption on the potential). In [41, Proposition 4], this implies
the required bound by an application of stationary phase and by using limiting absorption

principle.
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Since R(jf satisfies the limiting absorption principle with the same weights, it suffices to

see that we can define and bound the functions G4 ,(\) analogously. Let
R (14225 m) = NG (V) (),

where
G (W) (1) = Go (V) (1) My + TN Ry(N) (1, ) M.

It suffices to consider the second summand. Using the definition of Ry we have
eq:i)\\x\R2()\2)(x1’ l‘) _ e:l:i)\(\x\—|x—x1|)p( 2+ )\2|l‘ _ ZE1|)e(ii)‘_‘/2”+)‘2)|x_xl‘,

where p(u) = O(log(v)) for u € [0,1/2] and p(u) = O(u="2) for u > 1/2. We note that
(see the proof of [41], Proposition 4]), modulo the second exponential factor, this is identical

to G+ »(\)(x1). Therefore the required bounds follow by noting that
Qe EANVEIE = — O(1),  k=0,1,2,...
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