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Abstract

The inverse scattering method for the Novikov-Veselov equation is
studied for a larger class of Schrodinger potentials than could be handled
previously. Previous work concerns so-called conductivity type potentials,
which have a bounded positive solution at zero energy and are a nowhere
dense set of potentials. We relax this assumption to include logarithmi-
cally growing positive solutions at zero energy. These potentials are stable
under perturbations. Assuming only that the potential is subcritical and
has two weak derivatives in a weighted Sobolev space, we prove that the
associated scattering transform can be inverted, and the original potential
is recovered from the scattering data.

1 Introduction

Given a potential ¢ € LP(R?) with 1 < p < 2, we study the scattering transform
for the two-dimensional Schrédinger equation. We recall Faddeev’s complex
geometric optics solutions at zero energy [6], defined as the solution ¢ (z, k) of
the equation

(1.1)

(=A+q()P( k) =0
e~ kTh(z, k) — 1 € WHP(R?).

Here 2 € R? is identified with the complex number z = z; +izz, and k € C\ {0}
is a parameter. The exponent p is defined by 1/p = 1/p — 1/2. Such a solution
is not guaranteed to be well-defined. If the Schrédinger equation in has a
solution with e~***h(x) € W1P(R?) we call k an exceptional point.

If k is not an exceptional point and ¢ is integrable, the scattering transform
T :q — t is given by

6(k) = /]R (), K. (1.2)

We will show the scattering transform is well-defined for a certain class of
potentials for every k € C\ {0}. We will then show that the renormalized



solutions u(z, k) = e~ %1 (x, k) satisfy the 0y equation

t(k)

ék.u(xv k) = e—m(k)mu(xv k)

p(z,) — 1€ L7(C)

G _Ll(o0 9
o\ ok, " Oky )

e_o(k) = exp(—i(kz + kZ)).

and p < r < oco. Theorem and large-k estimates on t(k) imply that
t(k)/(4rk) € L%(C). This allows us to use uniqueness theorems for equations
of the form (L.3), so p(z, k) can be recovered from the the data t(k) by solving
that equation. This equation and the large-k limits of its solutions are the basis
for recovering ¢(x) via the inverse scattering transform defined by

where we define

Qt(x) = %@ /C %e_m(k)u(x,k)dk, (1.4)

where dk is the Lebesgue measure.
The main interest we have in the inverse scattering transform is eventually
to use it to solve the (24+1) dimensional Novikov-Veselov equation:

_ 3 3
g =—-03q— g+ 10:(a0) + 50:(qv)
v =0, "'0,q.

Formally, B
g(z,t) = Qe HFIT [g(-, 0)]) (x, 1).

The reader can find a review of the general methods in two-dimensional in-
verse scattering in Beals and Coiffman [2]. The inverse scattering method
for the Novikov-Veselov equation was formulated by Boiti, Leon, Manna, and
Pempinelli in [3]. We would direct the reader to the article by Croke, Mueller,
Music, Perry, Siltanen, and Stahel [5] for an overview and other references for
the inverse scattering method in the Novikov-Veselov equation. We hope this
paper’s analysis of the two transforms leads to a proof showing that the inverse
scattering solution is a classical solution to the Novikov-Veselov equation for
subcritical potentials.

The inverse scattering method for solving the Novikov-Veselov equation was
previously studied by Tsai [I7] using small data assumptions to recover ¢ from
the scattering data. In [I6], he gave a formal derivation of the evolution equa-
tions associated with the Novikov-Veselov equation. A breakthrough in the area
came from work on the inverse conductivity problem in 1996 by Nachman [13]. A
potential, ¢ is called “conductivity type” if ¢ = y~/2A~y*/? where v € L>(R?)
and v > ¢ > 0. Define LA(R?) = {f : (z)*f(x) € LP(R*)}. Nachman [13]
Theorem 3] proved the following:



Theorem 1.1 (Nachman, 1996). Let g € LE(R?) for 1 <p <2 and p > 1. The
following are equivalent:

1. q s conductivity type

2. the scattering transform has no exceptional points and |t(k)| < c|k|¢ for
some € > 0 and k sufficiently small.

In the work of Lassas, Mueller, and Siltanen [g], this result was used to
attack the inverse scattering problem without small data assumptions They
prove regularity results for the direct and inverse scattering transforms, and they
prove the identity Q[T ¢q| = ¢ for a class of conductivity type potentials. Later,
Lassas, Mueller, Siltanen, and Stahel [9] study the inverse scattering evolution
of radially symmetric, compactly supported, smooth initial data. In particular,
they show that the evolution is well-defined and preserves conductivity type.
Using the Miura map, Perry [I4] proved that the inverse scattering method
yields global solutions to the Novikov-Veselov equation for conductivity type
initial data.

We are interested in extending the result of Nachman to a larger class of
Schrodinger potentials called “subcritical” by Murata in [I0]. Murata groups

the set of all L (R?) potentials into three categories:

Definition 1.2. A potential g € LY. (R?) is

loc

(i) subcritical if there is a positive Green’s function for the operator —A + g,
(i) critical if there is no positive Green’s function but —A +q >0 , and

(ii) supercritical if —A + ¢ # 0.

For q € Lg(RQ) with 1 < p <2, p > 2/p’ where p’ is the conjugate exponent
1 =1/p+ 1/p', Murata [I0, Theorem 5.6] shows that critical potentials are
equivalent to the conductivity type potentials of Nachman.

There are two theorems from Murata’s paper that help us understand the
space of subcritical potentials. Theorem 2.5 from Murata’s paper says that if
we L. (R?) is a nonnegative function not identically zero and q is critical, then
q+w is subcritical. If instead ¢ is subcritical, then ¢+ w is also subcritical. This
result tells us that the set of critical potentials is small compared to the set of
subcritical potentials. Theorem 5.6 of the same paper proves that if g € Lg(]l@)
is subcritical, that there is a unique positive solution vy to the Schrodinger
equation and the solution has large-x asymptotics

do(x) = alog|a] +O(1) (L5)

where a > 0. The difference between the critical and subcritical cases then comes
down to whether there is a bounded positive solution or a positive solution with
logarithmic growth.



To prove the absence of exceptional points for critical potentials, Nachman
uses the bounded positive solution to decompose the Schrodinger operator into
first-order operators. A Liouville theorem for pseudoanalytic functions shows
that there are no exceptional points. We do the same in this paper to prove the
following:

Theorem 1.3. A subcritical potential q € Lg(RQ) with1 <p<2andp>2/p
has no exceptional points.

In order to do this, we prove a new Liouville theorem in Lemma which is a
modified version of Theorem 3.1 from Brown and Uhlmann [4].

We know from Nachman [I3 Theorem 3| that the only potentials which have
no exceptional points and with scattering transforms that behave like ¢|k|¢ for
small k are critical. Therefore, the scattering transform for subcritical potentials
must have more singular behavior . In fact, we prove:

Theorem 1.4. For a subcritical potential q € Lg(Rz) forl<p<2andp>1,
the scattering transform satisfies

2mwa
Coo — a(log k| +7)
where a > 0, ¢ € R, and |k| sufficiently small.

The a in this theorem is the same as that in equation , and the cy is
another constant related to vg. This result was proved for a small class of
radial potentials in [T1] and for point potentials in [7].

We will then prove that the scattering transform and the inverse scattering
transform are true inverses of each other on the space of subcritical potentials.
Lassas, Mueller, and Siltanen [8] proved Q[Tq](z) = ¢(x) for conductivity type
potentials of the form ¢ = y~1/2Ay'/2 where v — 1 € Cg°(R?). We weaken the
regularity required and extend their result to subcritical potentials to prove:

t(k) = + O(|k[) (1.6)

Theorem 1.5. For a critical or subcritical potential q € sz’p(RQ) with 1 <
p <2 andp>1, we have

Q[Tql(x) = g(x).

For the potentials Lassas, Mueller, and Siltanen consider, t(k) is Schwartz
class. They use this regularity in their proofs, but because of the small-k be-
havior of our scattering transform we will need to use different methods. We
prove in Lemmal[5.2] that t(k) will have more decay as |k| — oo when the poten-
tial is regular. The invertibility of the scattering transform then follows from
analyzing the large-k behavior of u(zx, k).

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some previous
known results that will be used throughout the paper. Section 3 proves Theorem
the absence of exceptional points for subcritical potentials. In section 4,
we prove Theorem the behavior of t(k) for small k. The final section is
devoted to the large-k behavior of t(k) and a study of the inverse problem .
After deriving a large-k expansion of u(z, k) in Lemma we use it to prove
Theorem



2 Preliminaries

Here, we collect some of the results that are already known which we will be
using throughout the remainder of the paper. The following Liouville-type the-
orem from Brown and Uhlmann [4, Corollary 3.11] will be useful in many results
throughout the paper. We will extend this result to a slightly larger class of
functions in Corollary

Corollary 2.1. [/]] Suppose u € LP(R*) N L2 (R?) for some p, 1 < p < oo and
satisfies the equation

ou = au + bu (2.1)
where a and b lie in L?(R?). Then u = 0.
In the paper, we draw heavily from earlier results of Nachman [I3]. In

Theorem 1.1 of his paper, he proves that if ¢ € LP(R?) , 1 < p < 2 has no
exceptional points, then for £ € C\ {0} there is a unique solution ¥ (x, k) of

equation (|1.1)) and
le™™ (-, k) = Llwes < clkl* gl e (2.2)

for 0 < s < 1 and k sufficiently large. We can rearrange the Schrodinger
equation (1.1)) when we replace 1 (z, k) with e~ u(z, k) to get

80 + k) = %. (2.3)

One particular tool for studying this 9-equation which we shall employ in Section
5 is Lemma 1.4 from Nachman [I3] which we restate below.

Lemma 2.2. [13] For any f € LP(R?) and any k € C\ {0}, there is a unique
weak solution u € LP(R?) solving

80 + ik)u = f. (2.4)
Furthermore, v € WY and
allyyes < W%anp for |k| > const. > 0,0< s < 1. (2.5)

In Section 4, where we study the small-k behavior of t(k), we will need
various estimates on Faddeev’s Green’s function, g, given by

1 ei®8

here x - £ = x1&1 + x2&2. This is the convolution operator for equation ([2.4).
For f € LP, we may write u = gy * f. To find out how u behaves near k = 0, we



split off of gi(z) a logarithmic function £(k) = (log|k| 4+ v)/27 where ~ is the
Euler constant. We then define

gr(x) = gi(z) + L(F), (2.7)

because g does not have the singular small-k behavior that g does. Denoting
Go(z) = —log |z| /27, Nachman [I3] Lemma 3.4] proves the estimate

|9k () — Go(@)] < Cclk|*(2)° (2.8)

for 0 < e < 1 and for all 0 < |k| < 1/2. Along with this estimate on g (z), we
need the following two inequalities to help us with a uniqueness result in the
proof of small-k behavior of t(k). The next lemma is also from Nachman [I3]
Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 2.3. [13] Let f € L for 1 <p <2 and p>1. Then

|G s+ 5-toglel) [ 1

<l (2.9)
b

and
VGo * fllLs < el fllLe. (2.10)

The inverse problem for the Novikov-Veselov equation relies on studying
equation ([1.3)). In order to prove Theorem we need these solutions to be
the same as those from equation ([2.3). Nachman proves u(x, k) satisfy

Dtala, k) = ey (k)2 ua, )

point-wise in the topology Wi’g(Rz) ={f: (x)7Pf € WHP(R?)} for any k €
C\ {0} which is not an exceptional point. Combining this with inequality
and identity (4.6) shows that u(z, -) defined by is in L™(C) for r > p/, and
so it satisﬁes. Therefore, the solutions defined by each equation are the
same.

To finish studying the properties of t(k) and the large-k asymptotic behavior
of yu we will will need various results on the operator 9~'. Part 1 is the classical
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality which can be found in Astala, Iwaniec,
and Martin section 4.3 [I]. A version of parts 2 and 3 can be found in Nachman
[13, Lemma 1.4], or a slightly more general version in [I]. Define 9~ 1f for
functions in LP, 1 < p < 2, by

1w,

R2L —Y

07 f(z) =

)

and for functions in L" for r > 2 by density.

Lemma 2.4. [1[15]



1. If f € LP(R?) for p < 2 then |07  f|lzs < || fllze

2. If f € LYR2) for ¢ > 2 then O~'f belongs to the space C*(R?) for
a=1-2/q.

3. If f € LPNLY(R?) for 1 <p <2< gq, then

107" fllzee < cqp(IfllLe + 1f1Lo),

and lim ;| u(x) = 0.

3 Absence of exceptional points

We prove that the exceptional set is empty by showing that any solution to
the Schrodinger equation with e**%h(x) € W1P(R2) gives rise to an auxiliary
function which solves an equation of the form with L?(R?) coefficients.
This means we will need to use the Liouville theorem from Brown and Uhlmann
[4]. One problem that the following Lemma and Corollary handle is that the
auxiliary function, v, will not necessarily belong to any L? space. It will instead
belong to a weighted space L” (R?) for any ¢ > 0, because our positive solu-
tion to the Schrodinger equation, g, has logarithmic growth instead of being
bounded.
In the proof, we define 9~! for L?(R?) functions by

9 f(z) = %/}R [xly - XS’)] fy)dy

where x(y) € C* is zero for |y| < 1 and equal to one in |y| > 2. Note that this
gives a particular representative for 971 f in the class of functions of bounded
mean oscillation. With that in mind, we extend Brown and Uhlmann’s Liouville
theorem to include some negatively weighted spaces.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose f is in L?(R?) and w € L’ip(RQ) for1 <p < oo and
p < min(1,2/p), and assume that wexp(—0~1f) is holomorphic. Then w is
zero.

Proof. Let B,.(z) be the disk {y : |z — y| < r}. We denote the average of the
function v on a disk B by

vp = u(B)_l/ vdx.
B

Also let u = —0~'f. We collect here the estimates that Brown and Uhlmann
prove for exp(u).

1. For z,y € R? with r < s, we have

|up, @) = un,w)| < Clfllee Qog(le —yl/s +s/r+2))/2. (3.1



2. For given p > 1, there exists C > 0 and 7o = 7(p, f) so that if r < rg
then

/ ( )exp(p’|u —up, ()|)dr < Cu(B,(x)). (3.2)
B, (x

3. For each ¢ > 0 there exists an Ry > 0 and C' > 0 such that the following
inequality holds:

/B o Pl 2 BO) e (ClS ), 7> R (39

Equation immediately implies that for fixed r,
UB, (z) = O((log |z])'/?), as & — oo.
Taking the exponential of the function we find that for fixed r and any € > 0,
exp(ug, (z)) = o(|x[%), as T — 00. (3.4)
Using and Holder’s inequality we find

[(e"w)B| < 1e®|u(B) (@) || = () | | exp ([ = un ) L (3) lw(2) =7l o)

<t lu(m) " (supto)?) ( [ explo/lu uB|>dx)1/p/ iz

zEB
Using (3.4) and (3.2)) we see that for fixed ro = ro(p,u), p<lande=1—p
[(e"w)p| = o(|z|), as & — 00

Since e w is assumed holomorphic, this implies that e"w is constant, so we have

w = Cpe ™.

We want to prove Cy = 0. We have from Hélder’s inequality

1/p
/ ol dx < / @ dz | ol
B,.(0) ~(0) L

< 2 (B, ()7
< (B, (0)) /2w
By assumption 1/p—p/2 > 0, so choosing 0 < € < 1/p—p/2 in (3.3) we see that

the asymptotic growth of the two averages are different. The two inequalities
then imply that Cy = 0. O

This leads to a new Liouville theorem for pseudo-analytic functions (see
Lemma for the original version by Brown and Uhlmann [4]):



Corollary 3.2. If the function v € inp NLE.(R?) for1 < p < oo andp <
min(1,2/p) solves B
v = av + bv

with coefficients a,b € L*(C) then v = 0.

Proof. We define a new function f by
a+ b% if v 0

0 if v=0.

Then 0 (ve*ai_lf) =0. By Lemma v=0. O

When we use equation , our coefficients are of the form Ji /1 and
Ovo /1o where 1 is the positive solution to the Schrédinger equation for the
subcritical potential ¢. To use the Liouville theorem, we need these two functions
to be in L2, Define the weight W (z) = log(|z| + e).

Lemma 3.3. If q(z) € LE(R?) for 1 < p < 2 and p > 2/p’ then the functions
oo (z) /W (x) and Oo(z)/W (x) are in L*(R?).

Proof. We write 0tho(z) = f(x) + 10~ 'qio(z) for some analytic function f(z).

We will show that f(z) # 0 is incompatible with the growth of v¢. By
the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, 0 'qipg € L for all p < r < oc.
We will integrate against a radially-symmetric non-negative bump function,
g € C*(R?), which is 1 for |z| < 1 and 0 for |z| > 2. For fixed x € R? and large
R > 0 we have

’/g <y;zm> (%)o(y)dy‘
> ‘/g ("ny') f(y)dx‘ - ‘/9 <|ny> iélqz/fo(y)dy’-

Integrating by parts on the left and using the mean value property and Hélder’s
inequality on the right, we get

faosii+omyan (V7)o 2 arl (o) - s 15 vl
We have 9g(|x —y|/R) = O(1/R), so

csR > e1 R?| ()] = 2R [0 qubo -

Taking R large shows f(x) =0 for all x.



Using the equality 0tv(z) = 107 qipo(x) we show Ovo/W € L?*(R?). Let
f(x) = qipo € L’;(RQ) for 1 < p < 2and p > 2/p'. First we separate the L?
norm into three regions.

”(W ; S% e|<1 W(lx)z ( o g{(—x; dy>2 dx

2
1 1 f(y)
+ = —_— / dy | dx
T Jig)>1 W(x)? ( lz—y|<|z|/2 T — Y

2
1 1 / fy)
4+ = dy | dx
T Jjoj>1 W(x)? ( o—y|>lzl/2 T~ Y

=1+ II + III.

For the first two integrals we will not use the extra W(z) weight. For integral
I, we have since f € LP(R?) that 0-'f € LP(R?) C L% _(R?) by the Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality.

For integral IT , we use Holder’s inequality and then the Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev inequality on (-)?f € LP for 1 < p < 2 to get

(z)=2 )" f(y) i
M<e | o ey W) dx
B ~/|z>1 W(z)? </x—y|<|w/2 r=y y)

1) =21 o 107 )P F O T 202
1) =2 o 112 £ N T -

For integral III, we simply use Holder’s inequality, the embedding Lg(R2) C
L'(R?), and the extra (log|z|)? weight to get

2
<2 1 . / IO ) e
T Jig>1 W(x) lo—y|>||/2 T — Y

sC/W G </«; If(y)ldy)2

<cll£II7s

The last because for || > 1, the function (|z|W (x))~2 € L*(R?). O

<c
<c

We are now ready to prove Theorem This result should be compared to
Nachman’s Lemma 1.5 [13].

Proof of Theorem[1.3 Assume that k is an exceptional point for a subcritical
q € Llp’(RQ). Then there is an h # 0 satisfying (—A + ¢)h = 0 and he™** ¢
Whe(R?) for some 2 < ¢ < co. We will show that this implies h = 0.

Assume without loss of generality that h is real-valued. Define

v = (YoOh — hdwg)e

10



where 1y is a positive solution to (—A + ¢q)yy = 0. We have yOhe™** ¢
L% (R?) for every € > 0. We also have he™™** ¢ L>°(R?) giving us hdype ** €
L9(R?*) and so v € L? _(R?). Using the fact that h and 1) are real valued, we
find

v = (0o /vo)v — (e—k 0o /tho)0. (3.5)

Lemma [3.3| together with the asymptotics (1.5]) gives us the coefficients to v and
v are in L?(R?). An application of shows that v = 0, and so (h/1)e”* is
analytic and in L4(R?) forcing h = 0. O

4 Small-k£ behavior of the scattering transform

In this section, we prove Theorem which describes the small-k behavior of
t(k). When taking into account the decay of t(k), this theorem implies that the
coefficient t(k)/(4mk) in equation is in L?(R?). This will allow us to use
the Brown and Uhlmann Liouville theorem [4] to show uniqueness in the inverse
problem.

In Theorem [1.4] we will need to make reference to the positive solution, g
to the Schrodinger equation. When ¢ € L with 1 < p <2 and p > 1, Nachman
proves 9 solves the integral equation

Yo = oo — Go * (q0) (4.1)

for some real number co, [I3, Lemma 3.1]. It therefore will become necessary
to have ¢, # 0 when inverting the operators in the proof. The following lemma
will be used to handle the special case of ¢, = 0 in Theorem

Lemma 4.1. Forq e Lg(RQ) forl <p<2andp>1, lethg(x) be the positive
solution to (—A + q)vg = 0 which for large x has the form ¥(x)g = alog|z| +
O(1). With coo € R, the scaled potential scattering transform associated with
the rescaled potential q.(x) = r2q(rx) satisfies t,.(k) = t(k/r) with Y5(z) =
alog|z| + O(1) and -y = coo + alog]r|.

Proof. That the scattering transform behaves this way under scaling is proved in
Theorem 3.19 of [I5]. From Nachman Lemma 3.1, by integrating 1+ Go * (q¥o)
over a ball of radius R, we have

1 1 ;
cwsz_/| Rwo(z)das— <2R210gR+4R2>/R qo + O(R?P).  (4.2)
x|< 2

With the scaling we can calculate ¥ (z) = o (rz) = alog |z|+alog |r|+O(1) for
large x. Using this with the above identity gives us that ¢/, = coo +alog|r|. O

In the following proof, we need control over the small k behavior of Faddeev’s
Green’s function gj(z). The solutions u(z, k) = e~*¥(x, k) for k € C\ {0}
satisfy the integral equation

p=1+ gk * (qu). (4.3)

11



Nachman [I3] studied this operator in his section 3. At this point, it becomes
convenient to put weights on the operator g * (¢-) defined in . We define
the convolution operator K(k)f = (z) Pgx * ((-)Pqf) for k # 0 and K(0)f =
(@)= Go * ((-)7qf).

With K (k) defined, Nachman [13, Lemma 3.5] proves that if ¢ € L2(R?) for
1 <p<2and p> 1 then K(k) is bounded from W'? — W% and

VR () = R(O)lwrsws < ekl for [k < 1/2 (4.4
for 0 < e <min((p—1)/2,2/p') and 2/p+ € < f < min(1,p — e —2/p’).

Proof of Theorem[I1.j} We first study the case when co, # 0 in equation
for our unique logarithmically growing solution .

If we can show that I+ K (0) is invertible, then using ~, the more general
I + K (k) will be invertible by estimate (4.4). Assume h € W'P(R?) is in the
kernel of 1+ K(0). Then h = (z)°h € W1¥(R?) satisfies h = —Gy * (gh) and
—Ah+qgh = 0 in the sense of distributions. By Sobolev embedding, h € L%, so
by the Hardy-Little-Sobolev inequality and differentiating the integral equation,
Vh e LP.

Using the same argument as in the proof of Theorem we have the auxil-
iary function

v = h@% - ¢03h

By Lemma o/ log(|x| +e) € L* so hdyg € L? 5_ for any 0 < e < 1—B.
Simply by the logarithmic growth of g, we have ¥y € Lflz/p,fe, for 0 < € <
1 —2/p'. By Hélder’s inequality the product odh € L2 . Combining

—2/p'—e¢
the two results, we set a = max(8 + ¢€,2/p’ + €') < 1, and we get the function

v € L?, solves (3.5) with k = 0. By Corollary v = 0. This implies that

—a
(h/1o) is analytic and in L with 8 < 1 so is a constant, ¢, by the usual
Liouville theorem. However, h = —Gg * gh = —cGg * qibg = cooC — . Since
Coo # 0 by assumption, we must have ¢ = 0 and thus A = 0.

For the next part of the proof, start by defining solutions

fila, k) = (@) (1 + K (k)" ()7,
Using the operator bounds on K in equation (4.4 shows that
1A k) = 4o/ coollyrp < clk[* (4.5)

for small k. Since I + K (k) is invertible on W7 for k # 0, we use the resolvent
equation to give

(I +K(k)™ = I+ KK) ™+ (L + K (k) 7K (K) — K(R)](+ K(k) ™

Here [K(k) — K(k)|f = (log|k| + v)/27 * (¢f). Applying both sides of the
operator to (x)~# we find

p(x, k) = (1 + £(k)7(k))iu(, k) (4.6)

12



where
()= | gl b
R2
Integrating equation (4.6) against ¢ gives
(k) = (1 + £(k)7(k))7 (k)
and solving for 7(k) gives us

7(k)

L)

Using the small-k estimate for fi(x, k), we have

< 2ma/coo + clk|C,

[#(k)] < ‘ [ i) = vojes)ds

+ ‘/qwo/cooda:

where we use the fact that fR2 qYo = 2ma. Here a is the coefficient to the loga-
rithm in equation ([1.5), which can be obtained from equation (4.2)). Therefore,
for small k,
2ma/cs + O(K°) 2ma
T k — = + O k€ .
(k) 1—(log |kl +7v)a/coo + O(k®)  coo — (log k] +v)a (k)
To finish the case when co, # 0, note that for small k, we have 7(k) = t(k) +
O(k).
Now we consider the case when co, = 0. Combining the result for ¢y, # 0
with the scaling properties from Lemma [.1] the asymptotics for an arbitrarily
scaled potential g,.(x) are

2ma

t. (k) =
") = o Tog [+ 7)a

+O(k).

Using the relation t(k) = t,.(rk) we get

2ra
cho — (log [rk| +7v)a
2ra

= (o —aloglr]) — GoglH ¥ 7)a T ")

2ma
= +0O(k%).
“logF ¥ a O

t(k) =

+ O(k°)

O

5 Large-k asymptotics of the scattering trans-
form and u(x, k)

In order to prove Theorem [1.5] we show that when ¢ is n times weakly differen-
tiable p(x, k) will be (n+1) times differentiable in x and (u(z, k) —1) will vanish
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in norm as |k| — oo. We then use this to show that |k|"t(k)/k € L"(|k| > ko)
for r > p’. With these two facts in hand, equation implies that u(x,k)
has a large-k expansion. The derivative of the first term in this expansion is
Q. Taking the L"(C) limit as |k| — oo and using equation then proves
Theorem Siltanen proved a variation on the following lemmas on the decay
of p and t for compactly supported conductivity type potentials in section 3.2.1
of [15].

Lemma 5.1. If ¢ € W™P(R?) for 1 < p < 2 has no exceptional points then
u(-, k) — 1€ WntLP(R?) and

1D (u(-s k) = Dllwer @) < N SZHQ||W’”P(R2)”Q”L2 R?) (5.1)

for0< s <1, |a| <n, ¢(n), and k > k(||q||wn.r,n).

Proof. The case n = 0 is Nachman’s Theorem 1.1. We induct on this using
Lemma Take derivatives in equation with u = (u—1), f = q(u —
1)/4 + ¢/4, and assume the result for all multi-indices less than . We have
D(u — 1) € LP(R?) solves equation with

NG

Do+ gD -1+ 3 (g)DﬁqDWmn (5.2)

B:0<B<

1
= LU+ 11+ 11T) (5.3)

We estimate the asymptotic behavior using the three parts in equation (5.3)):

1D (p(-5 ,0) = Dlwar < |k|1 ngIILP

<

= 1k |1 SUHllze + 1| Lo + |11 22)-

The norm ||I||z» < ||¢||lwn.» is independent of k and already accounted for in
inequality (5.1]). For the second norm we use the induction hypothesis with

n—1
11|z = lgD%(1 = Dllz» < a2 D* (1w = Dl < ¢ Y llallwmollallf="™
m=0

Now we show the third norm decreases faster in k then the other terms, and
therefore it will not contribute to the asymptotic behavior. Choosing 2/p <

14



s < 1,

i< Y (g)nDﬂqD”(u—nnm

B:0< <
a e

< 3 (§)ID% e 1D = Dl

B:0<B<

c e "

< Y ID%qll o llal 2 -

|| =0 B

B:0< <
Choosing k large enough finishes the result. O

In equation (T.3)), we will set s(k) := t(k)/(47k).

Lemma 5.2. If q € W;"p(R2) with p > 2/p’ and 1 < p < 2 has no excep-
tional points then |k|"s(k) € L™(|k| > ko) for all v > §' and large enough ko.
Additionally, s(k) is continuous on C\ {0}, and s(k) € L?(C).

Proof. First note that W”’p(Rg) W" ! O W”’p(Rg) when p > 1. Denote the
Fourier transform by F(g = [e_i( x) dz. Then we may write

F4(k) = F U F (@) (k) + 5! / e k(@)q(w) (u(z, k) — 1) da.

By the Hausdorff-Young inequality and the differentiability of ¢ € W™ N
W™P(R2), the first term satisfies |k|" "'k~ F(q)(k) € L? N L>(R?). For the
second term, we may integrate by parts because e_(z) € W™ (R?) for any n
and the product q(u — 1) € W™(R?) by Lemma Therefore we have

(iF)" / e_p(@)(@) (u(a, k) — 1)dz = / (—1)"[" e (@)]q(x) (u(z, k) — 1)dx

n

:/e_k(z) Z@)ég(ul)égjq dz.

§=0
Using the decay estimate from Lemma with sg > 2/p, we get for k large,

n

K (1R — F@) < 1 {30 (j)w;‘(u— D)l 132

Jj=0

55 HQIIWMIIQII” " gl
Ikl 0

With this |k 2 decay, we get the second term is in L"(|k| > ko) if (2—s0)r > 2
which is 7 > 5= 2/p = p’. Continuity of t(k) follows in the same way as that

for conductivity type potentials. Nachman proves this in Theorem 4 of [13].
Using the continuity and the small & behavior of t from theorem implies
k=1t(k) € L?(Jk| < ¢) for small enough e. O
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In the next two lemmas, we only need the results for equation without
time included. However, under the flow for the Novikov-Veselov equation, the
scattering transform for later times ¢ becomes e“(fcg*'k?’)t(k). This extra phase
does not change the LP space properties of t(k), but proving the results in this
generality will allow their use in studying the Novikov-Veselov equation at times
t # 0. We therefore define the exponent ¢(z, k,t) = (kx + kZ) +t(k3 4+ k3). The
evolved 0, equation for p(z, k,t) then can be written as

{5ku(z, k,t) = es(k)u(x, k,t)

(1) —1 € I7(C) G4

for some r > 2. The operator we must study is then T,g(k) = 9, *("*s(k)g) (k).
We would then have that (@ — 1) solves the integral equation (u—1) = T,,1 4+
T.(pu — 1). Inverting the operator would then yield (u — 1) = [I — T,] 7T, 1.
The fact that the operator T, is compact on LP for p > 2 can be found in the
preprint to Nachman’s 1996 paper Lemma 4.2 [12]. We reproduce it here for
the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 5.3. If s(k) € L? then the operator T = 9, *(s(k)~) is compact on LP
for all 2 < p < oc0.

Proof. We will prove the result for the dual operator s(k)gk_l on Liforl<qg<
2. First, we have that the operator is bounded on LP. Take f € L4(C), then by
the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with 1/¢ =1/q — 1/2

(k)35 f(Dllzacey < HsOINOE fO)llza < elislizzllf e (5.5)

Now we assume that s(k) is continuous with compact support. We first have
0071 f € L4 from the theory of Calderon-Zygmund operators, and using this

IV fllize < IVsllz2ll0; fllza + sl IV fllze < el flla-

Thus we have ||s9; " f|wr.a < ¢||f||zs, and since s has compact support, we can
use Rellich-Kondrachov compactness to show s0~! is a compact operator on L9.
For s a general function in L?, we may approximate any 7 by these compact
operators and use inequality to show T is compact on L9. O

Lemma 5.4. If s(k) € L™ N L*(C) for some 1 < r < 2 then the operator
I — T, is invertible on L™(C) and there is a unique solution of equation
with p(x,-,t) —1 € L7(C).

Proof. From Lemma [5.3] the operator T} is compact on L™ for all 2 < r; < oo
so I — T, is Fredholm. Assume h € L™ (C) solves (I — T,)h = 0, then dyh =
e'?s(k)h. Using Brown and Uhlmann’s Liouville theorem with the coefficient
e'?s(k) € L?(C) we get h = 0. Thus I — T}, is invertible on L™ (C).

To construct a solution, we note that formally

wla, k,t) —1=[I — T, 'T,1.

We have T;;1 = 0~ 1[e'?s(k)] and using the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality
T,1 € L"(C). Thus p =1+ [I — T,]7 T, 1 solves (5.4)). O
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Equation (5.4) is conjugate linear, so we will not prove differentiability of
p(z, k,t) in the a variable by looking at the 0, and 0, derivatives. Instead we
will take real derivatives in the x = (z1, 22) variables written as

o« o\ g \*?
Dr‘(aml) (a@)

where o = (a1, @2) is a multi-index.

Lemma 5.5. Ifq € W;L’p(RZ) with 1 < p < 2, p> 1 is critical or subcritical
then the unique solution u(x,-,t)—1 € L"(C) for p’ <r < oo, of equation
is « times differentiable in x and m times differentiable in t for (3m + |a]) <
n. Additionally, the derivatives of the map (x,t) — u(x,-,t) € L"(C) satisfy
oDz, -, t) € L™(C). The derivatives are given by

O D p(a, kt) = [I — Ty 107 [s(k) f(x, k, 1)]

where S ‘ -
f(x,k,t) = "D u(x, k, t)] — 0" D u(x, k, t),
and O~ '[s(k)f(z,k,t)] € L"(C).

Proof. We illustrate the case o = (1,0), m = 0. In the following, let h € R and
therefore © + h = (x1 + h) + ixe. The function

/,1,(.27 + h7 kat) B M(.’L‘, kvt)

Dhu(l'-i-h,k?,t) = h

is in L"(R?) and satisfies the equation
O Dup(a, b, t) = s(k) (1(w+ b k) De’® + e Dy, 7))

We have s(k)Dpe'® — i(k + k)s(k)e’® € L?(C) because |k|s(k) € L?, u(z +
h,k,t) —1 — p(z, k,t) — 1 € L"(R?) by continuity, and by the L" continuity of
the operators T, and [I — T,]~! we have

aixlu(x, kot) = [ — Tp] 'O i(k + k)e'®s(k)u(x, k,t) — 1 +i(k + k)es(k)).

Here we have i(k + k)e'®s(k) € L*/("+2)(R?) by Lemma and by the same
lemma, s(k) € L?(C) so s(k)(u(x,k,t) — 1) € L*/+2(R?). The Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality then shows

O ik + k)es(k)u(x, k,t) — 1 +i(k + k)e'®s(k)] € L"(C).

Derivatives in ¢ follow in the same manner except with factors of (k3 4 k3)
pulled down from the exponential. O
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Lemma 5.6. Suppose that q € WP”’I’(RQ) forl <p<2andp>2/p. Ifpu
solves the equation (5.4)) in L"(C) for some r > p', then u admits the large-k
expansion
. a'(xat) —n
w(z, k) = 1+ZJT+O(|M )
j=1
for fized x and t. Moreover, we may take o spatial derivatives and m time
derivatives with (Ja] +3m) < n to get
m o e aZanaJ(x’t) —n+|al+3m
oD (ula k) —1) = Y T”('M )

Jj=1
Proof. Note that
1 L ig@bt) T
wx kt) =14 — | ——e""""Vs(k)u(z, K, t)dk.
™ JC k

— K

1

Expanding (k — k)~ as a geometric series, we have

1 . . -
a;j(z,t) = ;/Cn]_le”’(“’“’t)s(/ﬁ)u(x,/-e,t)d/-i

with remainder

R, (z,k,t) = %k_"/ . i Kﬁ”eid’(”’“’t)s(m)u(x,fi,t)dfi.
We look at Q1 = {k : k] < 1} and Q3 = C\ O separately. In Qq, s(k) is in
L?(C), and with p(x,-,t) € L"(Q4) for p’ < r < oo, the integral over this region
decreases like |k|~! for all n.

In Qy, we use Lemma We have that k"s(k) is in L™ (|k| > 1) for all
r1 > p' by Lemmal[5.2] We also have D*(u(z,-,t) — 1) € L"(C) for p/ <1 < .
Combining these two results shows that the product is in LP* N LP2(C) for
Pr/(@ +r)<p1 <2<py<r, soR,(z,k,t)=o0(k|").

To show decay of the derivatives, we look at the difference quotients. As in
Lemma [5.5| we will take derivatives with respect to 1. Let h be a real number,
then we have

i(kh+Rh) _ 1

1 o
Dpay;(z,t) :*/H]_le“ﬂx’%’t)e
c h

s(k)p(z + hy K, t)dk
7r

1 ) ) -
—i-f/Kj_lew(”""t)s(m)Dhu(x, K, t)dk
T Jc

=I+1I

From Lemma [5.5] we have p(z + h,-,t) — p(z,-,t) € L"(C) and Dypu(z,-,t) —
Oz, p(z, -, t) € L"(C). Also, by Lemma [5.2]
. i(kh+RR) _ |

K’ 8<5)T — & li(k+R)s(k) e L
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when j < n. Altogether then, we have convergence of the partial derivative.

Using the same methods, we get may get the derivatives for R, (z, k,t), but
because we get extra factors of x (3 for every time derivative, 1 for every space
derivative) we may only take the expansion to order (n — |a| — 3m) so that the
derivatives of R,,_|q|—3m (2, k,t) will converge.

Proof of Theorem[1.5 The solutions u(z, k) from the equations ((1.3] and.
(2.3

are the same, so we may plug-in the large k expansion of p into equatlon

By our assumptions on ¢ and Lemma[5.6| E we may take x derivatives of u(x

1 € L"(C). The large-k expansion of u gives us [00u((z, k)| = o(1) as |k —> e
since ¢ has two derivatives. Thus, using equation and the formula for
ay(x), we write

q(x)pu(z, k) =40(0 + ik)p(x, k)
5/6_ w(x, k) dr + o(1).

Taking the limit as |k| — oo, and using the fact that p(z, k) — 1 point-wise as

|k| — oo, we have
47 -
= —8/ e_x(z)s(k)pu(x, k) dk.
T Jc
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