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L? ESTIMATES ON THE RESTRICTION OF SCHRODINGER EIGENFUNCTIONS
WITH SINGULAR POTENTIALS

MATTHEW D. BLAIR AND CHAMSOL PARK

ABSTRACT. We consider eigenfunction estimates in LP for Schrédinger operators, Hy = —Ag + V(z),
on compact Riemannian manifolds (M, g). Eigenfunction estimates over the full manifolds were already
obtained by Sogge for V = 0 and the first author, Sire, and Sogge [BSS21], and the first author,
Huang, Sire, and Sogge [BHSS22] for critically singular potentials V. For the corresponding restriction
estimates for submanifolds, the case V' = 0 was considered in Burq, Gérard, and Tzvetkov [BGT07], and
Hu [Hu09]. In this article, we will handle eigenfunction restriction estimates for some submanifolds ¥ on
compact Riemannian manifolds (M, g) with n := dim M > 2, where V is a singular potential.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without boundary. The main purpose
of this paper is to find estimates on restrictions of eigenfunctions to submanifolds, associated with the
Schrédinger operator Hy

Hy = —Ag + V(CL‘),

where Ay is the Laplace-Beltrami operator associated with the metric g, and V' is a real-valued potential.
We shall focus mostly on critically singular potentials V' (x), and so, mostly we shall assume that

Ve L (M).

We know from [BHSS22, Appendix] that if V € L= (M), the Schrodinger operator Hy is bounded from
below and a semi-bounded self-adjoint operator on L? (see [BHSS22, Proposition A.1]), and thus, adding a
positive constant if needed, we may assume that the spectrum of Hy is positive and its eigenfunctions ef\/’s

are satisfying
(1.1) HyeY = M\e for some A >0, ie, +/Hyel = \ey.

The Kato class potential is also known as a critically singular potential with the same scaling properties
as the L= (M) potentials. We recall that a potential V is said to be in the Kato class, denoted by V' € K(M),
if

timsup [ ho(dy )V ()] dy =0,
O w S B(a)

where dg(-,-) denotes geodesic distance, B,(z) denotes the geodesic ball of radius r centered with z, dy

denotes the volume element on (M, g), and, for r > 0,

|[logr|, ifn=2,
1.2 ha(r) =
(12) (r) {TQ" if n > 3.

By definition, we note that
K(M) c LY (M),
and thus, we will make use of this whenever we need in the calculation with the Kato class potentials.
As explained in the work [BSS21] of the first author, Sire, and Sogge, there are some advantages of

assuming the Kato condition on the potential V. First, it helps us to make use of a heat kernel bound and
to obtain quasimode estimates for p = co. Second, if V € K(M), then the e} are continuous on M. In
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addition, the Schrédinger operator Hy is self-adjoint when V is a Kato potential or V € L3 (M), i.e., we
may assume that the spectrum of Hy is positive and its eigenfunctions e} ’s are satisfying (I1]).

Thoughout this work, let A > 1. There are substantial results when V' = 0. We denote by 1y xyn())] (VHy)
the spectral projection operator associated with the operator v/Hy where the eigenvalues lie in the interval
[\, A+ h(N)], for some h(A) > 0. If V =0, we write Hy as

Hy = -A,.
For h(A) = 1, Sogge [Sog88] showed that, for all n > 2, there exists a uniform constant C' > 0 such that
(1.3) ||]l[>\,)\+1](\/ HO)HL?(M)%LQ(M) < C)\U(q), when V =0,

where

- )

(1.4) olq) = (1 1)

2 g
Consequently, if €9 is the eigenfunction of /Hy in that v/ HoeQ = Ae%, we have
(1.5) €3] Lacary < CATP™ €8] L2 r)-

If (M,g) has nonpositive sectional curvatures, there are logarithmically improved estimates of the case
h()\) = (log \)~* of the form

(@)
(1-6) Hﬂ[)\,AqL(logA)*l](\/ HO)||L2(M)—>L‘1(M) < Oan when ¢ > 2,
for some constant a(g,n) > 0. It then follows that
0 (@) 0
llexllLacary < prﬂexﬂm(zw), when ¢ > 2.

If ¢ > go = 22D then it has been known from [HT15] and [BHS22] that

n—1 7
2, ifn>2and g = g, = 20
17 alg,n) = (n+1)QC7 1 — c n_1 >
o (- {%7 ifnZQandq>%_

There are many prior results on these estimates. We refer the reader to Bérard [Bér77], Hassell and Tacy
[HT15], Canzani and Galkowski [CG20], the first author and Sogge [BS17[BS18/BS19], Sogge [Sogll], Sogge
and Zelditch [SZ14], and the first author, Huang, and Sogge [BHS22].

On the other hand, Burq, Gérard, and Tzvetkov [BGT07], and Hu [Hu09] proved the following restriction

versions of (3]
(1.8) a1 (VHo)llz2ay - pacsy < CAT@H (log A) @),

where X is a k-dimensional embedded submanifold of M, and

"—71—”771, if%<q§oo,k:n—1,
1 n—

(1.9) 0(g, k) = it — 52, if2<q< 2 k=n—1,

5 if1<k<n-—2,

and
1o _
@10 R HE
This gives us automatically that
e pacs) < CN(@R) (Jog A)V(@:R) |eX | rz(ary, when V = 0.
We note that, if dim M = 2 and ~ is any curve, then this estimate is translated into
(1.11) €Sl zagyy < CXCDeR]] 2 (ar) -

If the potential V' is non-zero, we may need different arguments to find eigenfunction estimates. Finding
analogues of “uniform Sobolev estimates” of Kenig, Ruiz, and Sogge [KRS87] and Dos Santos Ferreira,
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Kenig and Salo [DSFKS14], the first author, Huang, Sire, and Sogge [BHSS22, Theorem 1.1] proved that if
V € L?(M), u € Dom(Hy ), and

2
2<g< —

4forn25, or 2<qg< oo forn=34,

then
(1.12) ull Lacary < Cv AT DT (Hy — A + iX)ul|p2(ar), when A > 1.

See also the work of [BSS21, Theorem 1.3] for similar estimates with V € L2 (M) N K(M). Our first result
is a restriction analogue of the estimate ([I12) with n = 2 and V' € (M) for curve segments.

Theorem 1.1. Let dimM =2,V € K(M), and X > 1. Suppose the curve v is any curve segment. If (g, 1)
is as in (L), then
if 2<q < o0 and u € Dom(Hy),

1.13 oy < Cy N @D=1(H L, — (X + )2 ,
(113) - fullzoe) < Cv I(Hy = A+l if ¢ = oo and u € Dom(Hy) N C(M),

where C(M) denotes the space of continuous functions on M.

As a consequence, for any eigenfunction as in ([ILI]) we have
(1.14) leX llLagyy < Cv A’ @D leX || L2(ary,  when 2 < g < o0.

In what follows, we focus mostly on the estimates of the form ([I3)), since estimates of the form ([I3)
automatically imply the estimates of the form ([L.I4) and the estimates for quasimodes as well.

Burq, Gérard, and Tzvetkov [BGT07], and Hu [Hu09| also showed that, if dim M = 2, « is a curve with
nonvanishing geodesic curvature, and

. 11
1.15 S(g)==-——, 2<q<4
(1.15) (a) = 3 3g0 2Sa=4
then
(1.16) 1oty (VHV) 202007y < CA°® ) when V=0and 2 < ¢ < 4,
and thus,
(1.17) 1€ La(y) < CND Rl L2(ar),  When 2 < g < 4.

Our next result is a restriction analogue of (LI2) with n = 2 and V' € K(M) for curve segments with
nonvanishing geodesic curvature.

Theorem 1.2. Let dimM =2, V € K(M), and A > 1. Suppose v is a curve segment with nonvanishing
geodesic curvatures, i.e.,

9(Dey, Diy) # 0.
If 6(q) is as in (LIH), then
(1.18) [l agyy < Cv XD [(Hy — (A +19)*)ull2(ary, o u € Dom(Hy).
As a consequence, for any eigenfunction as in (LI we have
(1.19) leX 1 zay < Cv N @)jeY | r2(ar),  when 2 < ¢ < 4.

We note that (LI4) and (LI9) are analogous to (LII) and (II7), respectively. The work of [BGTO07,
§5] showed that the estimates (I.I4) are sharp when V = 0 and M = S?, in that, there exists a set of
eigenfunctions on S? such that

el zagyy > XN @V||ef]| p2(s2), for some uniform ¢ > 0, and 2 < ¢ < .

The work of [BGTO7, §5] also showed that the estimates (LIJ) are also sharp when V =0, M = S?, and v
is any curve with nonvanishing geodesic curvatures. For constructing examples of exact eigenfunctions and
quasimodes, we also refer the reader to Tacy [Tacl§].

The next two results are the restriction analogues of (ILI2]) to obtain the analogue of (L8) when V €
L% (M) for hypersurfaces and (n — 2)-dimensional submanifolds.
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Theorem 1.3. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 and X be a hypersurface of
M. Suppose X\ > 1,V € L3 (M), and u € Dom(Hy). Let ¥ be a hypersurface.

(1) We have
(1.20) [ullLogsy < CvA* @™ DY (Hy = A +iX)ull L2 ().

provided that
(a)n€{345}and 201’ < 20D,

—3n+4 n—3 ’
(b) n €{6,7} and 2 T 457;f84 <qg< 2(:_31), or
(c) n>8 and 727?2 fﬁf; <qg< 2(: 31).
(2) If either g = 2("71) andn >4, or g = %ﬁl and n > 8, then
(121) il zagsy < CyABEmD= log X)[(Hy — A2 + iN)ullaan

We note that even if the Sobolev trace formula holds for V € L3 (M), i.e.,
1 o) < AT zaan,  for £ = Lpoasy (VEV)AY
then by this and [BHSS22, Theorem 1.1], we have that, for ¢ > %,
1 2oz < CATIAY zaqar
< Cy i (AT-E 1 lzan))

<A T T Y e
_ 2(n+1
= O NI Y gy, gz 2t D)
n—1
We note that the condition g > 2("+11) is essential in this computation, since (q) = 251 —2 when g > 2("—_+11)
q n
This means that even if the Sobolev trace formula holds, we have the quasimode estimates only for ¢ > %,
and thus, the advantage of Theorem [[.3]is to consider the quasimode estimates for the ¢’s less than %

Theorem 1.4. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 and ¥ be a submanifold of
dimension k =n — 2. Suppose A > 1,V € L= (M), and u € Dom(Hy).

(1) ]fn23andmax(2,%><q< 2n=2) ) , then
(1.23) ull pagsy < Cv X @271 (Hy — N+ iX)ul| 2(an)-
(2) If (n,q) = (3,2), then
HUHM(Z) < Oy XD~ (log \) 2 [|(Hy — A% + iAullLz(ar)

(3) If n>4 and q € {-Z ng}then

m’
lull oy < Oy A @D~ (log A) 2621 | (Hy — A2 + idJull g2(an).
(4) If n =3, suppose ¥ is either a geodesic or a curve with nonvanishing geodesic curvatures. Then
(1.24) ullL2(zy < Cy N CVTY|[(Hy = A+ iX\)ul| L2 (ar)-

Since we know that

2
ni@gjig =1, when n = 3,
22" _ 9 hen n = 4
n?—bng8 2 when n = =,
2< nz(n&flg < 2(7:1:32), when n > 5,

n2)

the estimate (L.23)) holds for 2 < ¢ < 2(" 2) when n = 3,4. If n = 3, we interpret ( —~ as 00.
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We also note that as above, even if the Sobolev trace formula holds for V € L% (M), then as in the
computation in (I22)), we would have that, for the quasimode fY,

2 1
1 Nencey < Ov XD Y gy, dimS =n—2, > 224D,

2(n+1)

for quasimode
n—1

and again, the advantage of Theorem [[4] is to consider the exponents ¢’s less than
estimates.

If we further assume V' € L3 (M)NK(M), by using [BSS21}, Corollary 1.4], we have eigenfunction estimates
in Theorem and Theorem [[4] with larger ranges of exponents ¢’s.

Corollary 1.5. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 and ¥ be a submanifold of
dimension k € {n —1,n—2}. If V.€ Lz (M)NK(M) and the e are eigenfunctions as in (1)), then

(1.25) leX lacsy < Cv X @R el || L2 ary,
when one of the following holds.
(1) k=n—1,ne{3,4,5}, and 220" < ¢ < .

n23+4
2) k=n—1,n¢€{6,7}, and%fm:;<q§oo.
3) k=n—-1,n2>8, and%ml<q§oo.

n, k) =(3,1), and2<q<oo

(n
k=n-2,n2>4,and ; ( 2)° < q < o0.

5 —5n+8

(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
Proof. In the proof, the constants Cy may be different on different lines, but they are independent on A.

We recall a basic LP norm property:

p~l —¢ !

(126) If0<a<b<c<oo 6= -, and f € L*NLC, then f € L and || f[|s < [I£1I5]1F]157°

a1 —

We note that since V € K(M), the e} are continuous on M (see e.g., [Giin12, Theorem 2.21] and [Stu93]),
and so, by compactness of M, we can freely apply (L26) to the e} . We first show that

(1.27) If we have ||e} || fao(s) < Cv)\é(qo’n_l)||6§\/||L2(M) for some gy > %, then
leX I pagsy < Cv A @ Dl[eX || 12 (ar) for all go < g < oc.

The assumption in (27 is

(1.28) eX 1l ao ) < Cv AV 1eX || L2 ar)

We recall that by [BSS21l Corollary 1.4]

(1.29) leX 1 Lecsy < l€X [ near < Oy =T ||6,\ l2ary, V€ Lz (M)NK(M), n=>3.

Since 2 < gy < g < o0, 1fweset9—z 1782% by (L26), (L28), and (L.29), we have

o]

leX | zacy < llex 1%a lleX ||Loo(g

n—1

< (O A D e 1200 (Cv A= [l [l z2any) ' °

n—1
= Cy Nolaon—1)f+55=(1-0)) ¥ |2 (ar)s

which proves (I.27).
We first consider the case where k =n — 1, n > 3, and % < g < 0. It follows from Theorem [L3] that

leX 1, 2o o < CVAT eXllzany, V€ LE(M), n € {3,4,5,6,7}.

By this and (L27)), we have (.25 where k =n — 1, n € {3,4,5,6,7}, and % <q < o0, ie.,

2
(1.30) leY |l as) < CyA@™ DY || 12(a),  where n € {3,4,5,6,7} and n—fl <g< .
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Ifk=n—1n¢€{3,4,5} and 2220° < ¢ < 20 then by Theorem I3, we have that

leX |l < Cy @Y -1 o 2 VelL¥(M 3,4,5
Araz) < Oy A L2(M)s n2_3n+4_q_n_1, € (M), ne€{34,5}
Combining this with (IL30), we have (L2H) when the first condition holds, i.e., k =n — 1,n € {3,4,5}, and
b%(fgi_):él < g < 00. The second case, i.e., n € {6,7} and Qn’f_j% <qg< %, follows similarly. By Theorem

2n%2 —5n+4 2n
——F——— <¢q< ;
n2 —4n + 8 n—1

By this and (I30), (C25) holds for the case where k =n — 1, n € {6,7}, and %ml < ¢ < 2%, When
n > 8 for k = n — 1, the results follow similarly from (30) and ([T20) for n > 8.
The codimension 2 cases follow if we apply Theorem [[4] instead of applying Theorem Indeed, if we

set

leXlzacsy S A@DeY r2ary, V€ LT (M), n=6,7.

0<2<q <g<oo,

then the above argument gives us that
v v a1 Vv 1—91
le¥ oy < lleY o s lleX s

_ T nm
< (V@D e Y aan) © (A leX lzon)

n—1_n-—2
= )\ 2 q |

a1
q

|€‘A/||L2(M).

If (n,k) = (3,1), then we choose 2 < ¢1 < ¢q. If k = n — 2 and n > 4, then we choose fg(fgjfg <q <gq

This completes the proof. O

As in (L6, if we assume nonpositive sectional curves in (M, g), we have logarithmic improved estimates
of the form
No(a:k)
(1.31) 1T a2+ og 211 (VHo) | 2 (0= La(s) < CW,

for some constant k(g, k) > 0 with the same 0(q, k) as in ([9). For details, we refer the reader to Chen
[Chel8], the first author and Sogge [BS1§]|, the first author [Blalg], Xi and Zhang [XZ17], Zhang [Zhal7],
and so on.

Assuming nonpositive curvatures on M, the work of [BHSS22| Theorem 1.3] also proved estimates anal-
ogous to (LB) with V € L"/?(M) (see also [BHSS22, Theorem 5.1] for V € K(M)) in that

ull zagary < CATDTE(e(A) @ |(Hy — (X +ie(N)?)ull 2an,
for a(g,n) > 0 as in (1), where €(A\) = (log(2 + A\))~!, and

2 1 2 2 1
ngg n ifn>5 or M§q<oojfn:3,4_
n—1 n—4 n—1

As a consequence, this gives an analogue of (L8) for V € L™/?(M).
Motivated by [BHSS22], our next result is analogous to (L3I)) when 2 < n < 4, and V € K(M) or
V € L= (M). Suppose the curves ; denote that, for i = 1,2, 3,

v is any curve segment,

(1.32) 2 is a geodesic segment,
~3 is a curve segment with nonvanishing geodesic curvatures.
Let
6(q,1):%—%, if vy =1 and ¢ > 4,
(1.33) (g, 7i) = { 6(g, 1) = 1, if 7 =72 and 2 < ¢ < 4,

S(q):% 3—1q, if 9 =v3 and 2 < g < 4,
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and
3, if v =7 and ¢ > 4,
1 .
=z, ifv =7 and 2 <q <4,
(1.34) wg,v) =91 .
5, ifvi=73and 2 < q <4,
1

if v; = 3 and ¢ = 4.

o)

By the work of [Chel5|, [BS18|, [Blal8], [XZ17], and [Par23], if n = 2, then (I31) is translated into

)\5(117%')

1T ia A+ (t0g 2)-11(V Ho)l L2 (ar) = La (i) < OW’ when dim M = 2.

We also recall that the first author [Blal8] and Zhang [Zhal7] showed r(q,k) = 3 in (I3I) when (n,k) =
(3,1), where M has constant negative sectional curvatures and the submanifold is a geodesic segment. For
higher dimensional cases, Chen [Chel5] showed £(q,k) = & when k =n—1 with ¢ > 2% and 1 < k <n-—2
with ¢ > 2. We have the following analogues of n = 2 with V € K(M), or n € {3,4} with V € L3 (M).
Theorem 1.6. Suppose (M, g) is an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with nonpositive sectional
curvatures, v € Dom(Hy ), A > 1, and

e(\) = (log(2+ ).
(1) Let n=2 and V € K(M). For the curves ~; as in (L32), if the exponents §(q,v:) and k(p,i) are as
in (L33) and [L34), we have
(1.35) lull Loy < Cvm @I (e(A)) 7@ (Hy — (A + ie(A) )l L2 ary.
where if ¢ = oo in (L33) and ([34), we further assume u € Dom(Hy ) N C(M), where as usual,
C (M) is the space of continuous functions on M.

(2) Let n =3 orn=4. We assume that ¥ is a k-dimensional submanifold.
(a) Suppose

(1.36) VelL3M), and (n,k) =(3,2), and 3<q< o0, or
| 7 (n,k)=(3,1), and 2 < q < 0.

Then we have
(1.37) ull gy < Cv A @R eN) T2 (Hy — (A +ie(A)?)ull p2(ar)-
(b) Suppose

(n,k)=1(3,2), and 4 < q < o0, or
(1.38) VelL3M), and (n,k)=(3,1), and4 < q < o0, or
| 7 (n,k) = (4,3), and3 <q<6, or
(n,k) =(4,2), and2<q<4.

Then we have
(1.39) | Lagsy < CvAT @R (e(N) 2 |(Hy — (A +ie(0)*) 12 ()-
The estimates so far may be improved when M is a torus.
Theorem 1.7. Let T™ be an n-dimensional torus, and v € Dom(Hy ).
(1) If n=2,V € K(T?), ¢ > 4, 7 is a segment of any curve, and
(1.40) M) =\, g>4,
then
(1.41)

Cy A1) —1 (6()\))7% |(Hy — (A + ie(/\))Q)uHLz(Tz)
ull Lags) < FAS[|(Hy — (A4 iA~3))ull ey |, if 4 < q < o0,

Ov)\i‘% [((Hy — (A + i/\i%)2)u”L2(—H~2), if ¢ =00 and u € Dom(Hy) NC(M),
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where C(M) is the space of continuous functions on M.
(2) Ifn=2,V € K(T?), v is a geodesic segment, and

(1.42) eN) =N, if2<q< g,

then

3

]l Loy < Cv | A3 (eN) " FI(Hv = (A + ie(A\)?)ull z2(r2)
(1.43)

ol

F AT (V)2 [(Hy — (A 4427 3)2)ul| L2 (r2y | -

(3) Letn =3 orn =4, and V € L= (M). We assume that ¥ is a k-dimensional submanifold, and the

following.
2 (n=1_2 A~ 16+ ifn=3
1.44 A) = A (), \) = 1o, ,
(1.44) €1(M) €2(A) {)\_5+007 ifn=d,
where co > 0 s arbitrary.
(a) If
(1.45) (n,k) =(3,2) and 4 < ¢ <8, or
' (n,k) = (3,1) and 2 < q < 4,
then
[ull Lagzy < Cy A2 @R ((él(k))_éll(Hv — (A +ier(N)*)ul L2crs)
(1.46)
+ @) HIHY - O+ i)l )
(b) If
(1.47) (n,k) = (4,3) and 4 < ¢ < 6, or
' (n,k) = (4,2) and § < q <4,
then
(1.48) ||u||Lq(E) < Cy ()\5(11,1@)—1(61 ()\))_% I(Hy — (A + iel()\))z)u||L2(vﬂ-4) + )\2*% ||U||L2(T4)> .

Note that (41 is not sharp by many existing results. For example, Burq, Gérard, and Tzvetkov [BGT07,
Introduction] showed that, for any 0 < € < 1 and a curve segment v € T?, if V = 0, then

e z2¢y) < CX°[leR [l L2(r),
e e yy < CANlel2(r2)-
By interpolation, we then have
e Lacy) < CANeRL2(re), 2 < g < oo,
and this is much better than the following result from (4T]).
lleX [ pacy) < CV/\%_iHeYHL%T?)v if ¢ > 4.

We note that ([43]) is also far from being sharp by many existing results. For the spectral projection
estimates, estimates in Lemma [82] are better than ([43). For the estimates for exact eigenfunctions, Huang
and Zhang [HZ21] showed that there exists an eigenfunction e for V = 0 such that

e/ NaalleXl 22y < €] 22¢) < CV/Natllel zzer2y,  Coe>0,

for a geodesic segment v C T?, where N, ; is a number-theoretic constant, which is known to be

0 < Ny1 <Clogh.
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To the best of our knowledge, it is conjectured that the desired bound is Ny 1 < C (cf. [HZ21, Introduction],
etc.). This is better than the following result from ([43])

a . 8
HGYHLQ(’y) < Cv)\241 ||e§\/||L2(T2)7 if 2<¢g< g

Outline of the work. In §2] we review the notion of submersions with folds, or fold singularities, in
Greenleaf and Seeger [GS94] and Hu [Hu09], since the oscillatory integral estimates related with fold sin-
gularities are used throughout this paper. In §3] we will reduce Theorem [[LTHI4] to Proposition by
using the perturbation arguments in [BSS21] and [BHSS22|]. A resolvent formula in Bourgain-Shao-Sogge-
Yao [BSSY15] will play an important role in the computation. We will prove Proposition B.23.4] in §4-§6]
completing the proofs of Theorem [LIHT.4l For Theorem [[L.IHT.2] we shall use the perturbation arguments
of [BSS21] and [BHSS22]. We will also make some scaling argument, which is a reminiscent of the work of
Sogge [Sog88|, Huang-Sogge [HS14], Bourgain-Shao-Sogge-Yao [BSSY15], and so on. We need interpolation
computation at the end to finish each proof of Theorem

In §7 and §8] we will prove Theorem and Theorem [[.7] respectively. As in the other theorems, the
main idea here is to consider a resolvent operator as in [BSSYTH| first, and the perturbation arguments as
in [BHSS22] next.

In §9 we shall briefly talk about partial results and related future work.

Notation. If we consider an integral operator K, then we denote it as its kernel K (x,y) in that

Kf(z) = / K(x.9)f(y) dy.

The constants C' are uniform constants with respect to A\, may depend on manifolds M, curve ~y, and exponent
p, and may be different at different lines, but each of the constants are different up to some uniform constant.
We write A < B when there is a uniform constant C' > 0 such that A < CB. We write A~ B, if A < B
and B < A. We also write A < B or B> A, if CA < B for some sufficiently large C' > 0.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Christopher Sogge for helpful and numerous comments and sug-
gestions throughout the course of this work, which greatly improved the early version of this work. The
second author is also grateful to Xiaoqi Huang, Andreas Seeger, Yannick Sire, and Cheng Zhang for helpful
discussions for this work. The second author is also grateful to Suresh Eswarathasan and Blake Keeler for
helpful comments and suggestions and for their hospitality during his visit to the Dalhousie University.

2. REVIEW OF SUBMERSIONS WITH FOLDS

In this section, we briefly review the parts of the work of [GS94] §2] and [Hu09, §4], since we will make
use of the arguments in the papers frequently in the rest of this paper.
Let M and N be smooth manifolds and F : M — N be a smooth map. If ¢ : R — N is a C°° map with

¢(0)=y €N, ¢(0)=n€kerF'(y).
As in the computation in [Hor07, Appendix C.4], one can consider an invariantly defined quadratic form
ker F'(y) 2 n— (F"(y)n,n) € cokerF’(y).

This is called the Hessian of F. With this in mind, we first recall the definition of a submersion with folds
(for details, see [GGT3l Chapter 3] [GS94] p.36], [Hor0T, Appendix C.4], and so on).

Definition 2.1. Let M and N be smooth manifolds of dimensions m and n, respectively, with m > n. Then
a C* map F : M — N is a submersion with folds at o € M if the following hold.

(1) rankF’(x0) = n — 1 (and thus, dimker F'(z9) = m —n + 1 and dim cokerF’(x¢) = 1), and
(2) The Hessian of F' at z is nondegenerate.

If m = n, a submersion with folds is a Whitney fold.

Asnoted in [GS94, p.36], the variety £ where F” is degenerate is a smooth submanifold in M of codimension
m-—n-+ 1.
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We now suppose U and V are open sets in R% and R**", respectively. We define the oscillatory integral
operators T by

Trf(z) = / eV a(z,y) f(y) dy,

where ® € C°(U x V) and a € C§°(U x V). If we consider the canonical relation Cg associated with the
phase function ® of the form
Cq) = {(Ia (I)/z(xa y)7 Y, _(I){g(xa y))}7
we define the left projection 7y, and right projection 7 as follows.
T :Co = T7(U), mr(z,y) = (z,24(z,y)),
TR :C<I> _>T*(V)7 WR(‘Tuy) = (yu_q)ly(xvy))
Moreover, if dimU = dim V, the variety £ for the left projection 7y, is the submanifold of codimension

1, i.e., the hypersurface. If 7V : £ — X is a submersion, then for each z the projection of £ onto the fiber,
denoted by

(2.1) H, =7"=Y(L),

is a hypersurface in T;U. In [GS94], Greenleaf and Seeger showed the following.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 2.1 in [GS94]). Suppose dimU = d, dimV = d+r, and that the left projection wp,
is a submersion with folds. Let A > 2.

(1) If r =0, then

d—1

_d—-1_ 1 .
AT 4||f||L2(V)7 Zf2§qg47

T3 fllLaqwy S 9 _a ‘
A fll2vys if 4 < q < 0.

(2) If r =1, then

A2 (log N2 || flleevy, if g =2,

ITafllLawy S 9 _a )
@ A" fllz2 vy if 2 < q < oo.

(3) Ifr > 2, then

_d .
ITxfllLawy SA el fll2qvy, if2<q< oo

Theorem 2.3 (Theorem 2.2 in [GS94]). Suppose dimU = dimV = d and that the left projection 7y, is
either nondegenerate or a Whitney fold. Suppose in addition that for each x € U, for each ( € H,, at least |
principal curvatures do not vanish, where Hy is as in 21)). Then for A > 1

d—1 _ 141

Tt ; 244
I3 Aoy S 470t 1 llz2qv), zf2l§q§ T
AT [ fllzzvy, if 2L < g < o0,

We now let (M, g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without boundary. Let ¥ be a
k-dimensional submanifold of M. We also let dg4(z,y) denote the Riemannian distance between z and y. In
the geodesic normal coordinates centered at xg € M, ¥ can be parametrized by

x(uy, ug, - ,ug), and z(0)=0.

Using a partition of unity, we may assume that ¥ is contained in a coordinate patch U so that |z(u)| < ce
and z(0) = 0, and cie < |y| < cqe. If we use the polar coordinates for y, we can write

y=rw, cre<r<co, wE sm1
In this setting, if we set
(2.2) U(z,w) = —dg(x,rw),
then Hu showed the following.
Theorem 2.4 (§4 in [HuQ9]). Let ¥ be the phase function defined as in (2.2).
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(1) If dim¥ = k < n — 2, then the left projection 7y, associated with the phase function U has at most
fold singularities, i.e., ¥ is a submersion with folds at most, satisfying dim ¥ = d, where d is as in
the hypothesis of Theorem [Z2

(2) If dimX = k = n — 1, then the left projection 71 associated with the phase function ¥ is either
nondegerate or a Whitney fold. Also, for each x in a coordinate patch U containing X, for each
¢ € H,, at least n — 2 principal curvatures do not vanish.

In other words, Hu showed that the phase function ¥ in (2.2) satisfies the hypotheses in [GS94, Theorem
2.1-2.2], and this is how Hu showed (L.g]).

3. PRELIMINARY REDUCTIONS FOR THEOREM [ IHI 4]
Let P = ,/—A,. By [BSSYI5, (2.3)] and [BHSS22] §3-5], we can write

1

(A, — (A +i)~t /00 eMe~t(costP) dt.

DA
Let po € C§°(R) be such that, for 0 < ¢y < 1,

1, ifft| <@
) — ’ = 9
tol?) {0, if |t > €o.

We then write
(—Ag — (A +1)) 7" =Sy + Wi,
where
)
A+

= )\:_ / (1 — po(t))eMe t (costP) dt.
tJo

We first note that we can obtain the estimates of (—A, — (A 4 4)%)™! from the estimates (L3).

Sy =

/ po(t)e*e ! (costP) dt,
(3.1) 0

W

Lemma 3.1. Let ¥ be a k-dimensional submanifold of M. Suppose that
Mg s

(3.2) €(X) is nonincreasing, —and
e(4X) < e(N).

We also assume that, for A > 1

33)  pare(Pllzzan o) S AP (log )09 (e(A)P29), - for some 0 < p(q, k) < 1.
If 6(q, k) < 3, then for A > 1
(34) ||(_Aq _ ()\ + ie()\))2)71”L2(M)%Lq(E) S )\&‘Lk)*l(log A)V(q7k) (G(A))p(q7k)71,

where 6(q, k) are v(q, k) are as in (L) and (CI), respectively.

It is natural to assume (B2)), since in this paper we want to consider the e()) satisfying either e(\) =
(log(24+X))~1, or €(X) = A= for some 0 < a < 1 (in particular, (\) = 1 when a = 0). See also [BHSS22, §2]
or [HST23| Introduction] for details explaining that assuming (B.2)) is reasonable.

Proof of Lemmal31l. To prove this lemma, we split the operator norm into three pieces:

(g = -4 5602 Lo ey (P 2002y S AP (10 )08 ()09,
(3.5)
if 2 < ¢ <ooand d(q, k) <

)

N W

%](P)HLz(M)—)Lq(E)) S M@D=(Jog NP4 (¢(X))P@ =1 if 2 < ¢ < oo
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(=2 = (A +i€(N)*) "My o3 (P2 (an - zaey S A @V log M) ()7 @71 if 2 < g < oo,
We first prove (3.3)). By the Sobolev trace formula, if we set s = 3§ — %, then

1(=2g = (A +3e(N)*) ™ r00) (P) fllacs) S 1(=2g)F (=g — (A +ie(N)*) ™ Lar 00 (P) fll2(ar)

5(wph%#—«x+n@»%*onmmwn

T>2\
< (sp 77 ) Uz
T>2\
_ n_k__
SN lezany = A2 792 fll ez an,

provided that s — 2 < 0 if 2 < ¢ < co. We used the assumption that €(A) < 1 in the third inequality. Since
s—2 < 8(g,k)— 2, we have s—2 < 0 when (g, k) < 2, and this is where we need the assumption 6(q, k) < 3.

The estimate (3] then follows, since ABTG2 < M@= (¢(X))~2 when 2 < ¢ < 0o and (g, k) < 3.
We next show [BH). As above, it follows from (L) that

I(=Ag = (A +i€(X)*) My 2 (P)fllzas) < D I=Ag = A+ ieA)?) T o1 (P)f o)

1<5< 3

S S swp 2= (A ie(V)2] 000 (log )@

~

1<5<3 TE[j—1,5)

5)\—2(10g)\)1/(q7k) Z j5(q>k)

1<j<3

< A_z(log )\)V(qJC) A\O(a:k)+1
= M@k =1 (Jog \)¥(@F)
< )\5(q7k)—1(10g )\)V(q,k) (6(/\))9(11,7@)—17

which proves ([B.6). In the last inequality, we used the fact that A=* < e(A\) <1 and 0 < p(q, k) < 1.
We are left to prove (B7). To see this, note that if

% <e(N)j<4x and 7€ [e(N)j,e(N)(j+1)], forjeN,

then

|72 = A +ie\)? 7 = |7 = A+ ieW)| 77 4+ A +ie(V)]
SATH ) + eV =AD"

Moreover, we know €(4\) < €(A) by (82), and thus, it follows from [B.3]) that

[(=Ag — (A + i€()\))2)71]1[%,m] (P)fllzacs)
S Z A e + le(N)j = AD (,\6(q,k) (log A\)¥(@k) (e(,\))P(lN’C)Hﬂ[e()\)j,e()\)(j'i‘l))(P)fHLz(M))

3 <e(N)i<4A

S N@RTL (X)) (og \)V@R) N (14 |5 — (V) TAD) T L ez (P)F Lz car)-
3 <e(N)i<ar
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By this, if we set f; = Lj(n)j,en)+1))(P)f for convenience, then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
orthogonality we have that

1(=8g = (A +€(X)*) "My o) (P)fllza(s)

=

1
00 2

S AR ()0 Qog N 31415 = e )TN | DD Il
j=1

j=1
< A Log \) @B (e(A) T £l 2an)
which proves (371), completing the proof of this lemma. O

We note that the assumption d(g,k) < 2 in Lemma 3.1 holds in the statements of Theorem [[3{[4 In

Theorem [T IHL2}, we know 6(g,1),6(q) < 3 automatically, and thus, analogous estimates for (—Ay—(A+4)%) !
hold.

We next consider the operator Wy. If we consider the map, as in [BHSS22],
i

T+

T = my(7)

/ (1 — po(t))e™ et (costr) dt,

0

we have

(3.8) ma(T)| SATA+[A=7)N, ifr>0,A>1,N=1,2,3,---

By this, (I8)), and an orthogonality argument (as in the proof of Lemma B.1l), one can see that the operator
Wy = m(P) satisfies
(39) ||W)\ ||L2(M)~>LQ(E) S )\5(Q,7€)—1 (IOg )\)V(QJC),
and so,
(3.10) W o (=Ag — A+ 9 2m)=pacsy S M@ log \)CPIN | p2(ar)
' < AR Log A"V (Hy — (A + ) )ull L2an)

where we used the spectral theorem in the last inequality (see also [BHSS22]). Since Sy = (—A,; — (A +
i)%)~t — Wy, it follows from (3.4) and ([B3.9) that

(3.11) 1S\l L2y o) S AP@R =L (log N)¥(@F),
We note that
u=(—Ag—A+1i)*) o (=A; — (A +1i)*)u

=(Sx+ W) o (=Ay — (A +14)*)u

=S\(=Ag +V = A+ ) )u+ Wa(=Ay — (A +19)*)u — Sx(Vu).
Using this, (310) and (BI1I), we have
(3.12) [ull Loy S A@E T Qog MR (Hy — (A +0)*)ull z2an) + 1S3 (V)| Loz,
and thus, we shall focus on the term ||Sx(Vu)| pe(x) for Theorem [LIHT4l

3.1. Reductions for Theorem [I.THI.2l If (n,k) = (2,1), then v(g, k) = 0, and so, Theorem [LT] follows
from the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose V € K(M), dim M = 2, u € Dom(Hy), and 7y is any curve in M. Then
CvA~2||(Hy — (A +)?)ull z2(ar), if ¢ = o0,

(3.13) 1S (Vu)llLagyy < § CvA™ 274 ||(Hyv — (X +0))ul| 21, if 2 < q < oo,
Cy A~ t(log\)z||(Hy — (A + i)2)u||Lz(M), if q=2.
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In fact, we can also show that Proposition also implies Theorem Indeed, let v be a curve with
nonvanishing geodesic curvatures in a Riemannian surface M as in Theorem Instead of using (L)), if
we use (LIG), then similar arguments as above give us that, for 2 < ¢ < 4,

IWA(=8g = A+ )ull oy SN, 2<g<4,
1SAll L2 (ary s a(y) S A@L 2< g <4,
and thus, instead of having ([B12]), we have
(3.14) lull agyy S MO Hy — (A +0))ullzany + 1S3V W) lLagyy, 2 <a <4,

and hence, it is enough to control ||Sx(Vu)||ze(y). If Proposition holds, then it should also holds for
curves with nonvanishing geodesic curvatures. Since

1

A2Ta < M@ for 2<g<4, and Al(log )z < M@
we have
1S2(V) || pagyy < Cv N DO [(Hy — (A +19)%)ull2an, 2 < g <4,

which proves Theorem by (BI4). Thus, we would have Theorem [[LTHI.2 if we could prove Proposition
We shall prove Proposition [3.2] later in §4]

3.2. Reduction for Theorem [I.3l If £ = n — 1, then v(q, k) = 0, and thus, by [BI2]), we want to control
the perturbation term ||Sx(Vu)| r«(x) by using the following propositions.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose ¥ is a hypersurface of M, where dim M =n. If n > 3 and % — "T_l = 2, then

I £l e (arys if3<n<5, and% <qg< (n 31)7

I £l e (arys ifn>6, and Zy=pnil < g < 2(77731)’
(3.15) ISxfllzacsy S S og M flleary, if3<n<5, andq= n2(n372r47

(log M| flloary, if4 <n <5, andq= 200,

(log M fllzeary, #fm>6, andq€ {%ﬁl—t;v 2(7?:31)} ,

In this subsection, we show that Proposition B3 implies (L20) when X is a hypersurface. We note that

1) jz(ﬁgiz% < -2ifne {3,4,5},

(
(2) w<—"1fne{6 7}
(

n2 4n+8

n—5n+4

With thls in mind, we first consider either

2n 2(n—1) 2n2 — bn + 4 2(n—1)
3.16 < ——= and 3,4,5,6,7 dn>8.
( ) n—l_q< w3 o n € {3,4,5,6,7}, or 2—4n—|—8<q< .3 ondn=
By Hoélder’s inequality and Proposition [3.3] if % — "T_l = 2, we have
(3.17) I3V a)lzace S 1Vallrcan < IV o el 285 -
By a direct computation, we have that
2 1 -1 2
np > (n + ), if n_n =2 and q > il

n—2p n—1 p q n—1’
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BHSS22 1] and @I7), for V € L3 (M), o(q) as in (L4) and

and thus, for = <
u € Dom(Hy),

IS5 Vel S V1,3 o 0]
< Cy N F5) 71| (Hy — A2 + idul 2
(3.18) < oA -Gy - (At 0))ull L2 (v
= Oy N T T Y (Hy — O+ 0)2)ull 2
= Cy X D7 (Hy — (A +40)%)ul 2 (ar)-

Ln 2p (M)

In the third inequality, we used the triangle inequality and the spectral theorem to obtain ||(Hy — A? +
iNullp2ny S [(Hy — (A +49)2)ullp2(ar)- By B12) and BI8), we would have (L20) for (¢,n) as in (3I6), if
we could prove Proposition [3.3]

We need to consider the remaining cases where

2n? — 5n + 4 2n
3.19 — < o d 6,7
( ) n2 —4n+8 _q<n—1 and n € {6,7},

2(n —1)? 2n
3.20 — < —_— d 3,4,5
(3.20) n2—3n+4_q<n—1 and n € {3,4,5},
and

2(n—1) 2n? — b5n + 4

(321) qzﬁandnzél, or qzmandq28

which are not in (316).
We first suppose ([B.19). By direct computations, one can see that
(3.22) o nl”;p <d(q,n—1), whenn € {6,7} and 271"2 457?:84 <g< 2

o (725) <d(a.n—1), whenne {6,7) and g = Zy=frel

Since (3:22) follows from routine calculations, we skip the calculations here and leave the details to the
reader. By (322), if we assume %57?:84 < q < 2% for n € {6,7}, then by Proposition B3, BI7),
and [BHSS22] Theorem 1.1] again,

1S3 Vallzaes) S VI g (a0l 22
(3.23) < Cy " F5) 7Y (Hy — A? + idull 2oy
< Oy N @D [(Hy — €A +id)ul peoar

If n € {6,7} and q = %fm, then since o (n’i’;p) < 6(g,n — 1) by [B322), we have, by Proposition B.3]

BI17), and [BHSS22| Theorem 1.1] again,

IS (Valzae) S Qog NIV 3 a2,

(3.24) < Cy N (F5) " log M) | (Hy — A% + id)ul| 2
< Oy N @D [(Hy — N2+ i\ul| g2 an-

Thus, the estimate (L20) is satisfied when (319) holds.
We next assume B.20). If n € {3,4,5} and 2 — "T_l =2, then

np  ngq <2(n+1)
n—2p n-—1 n—1

2(n —1)?
—3n+4

, When q=



16 M. D. BLAIR AND C. PARK

With this in mind, by straightforward computations, one can obtain that

~-1 (1 2 . +1 2
nl(fommt) <l omitne (3,4.5) 2 < 2 and Hll <g < e
n(%_%)_§<71_n2_7127 ifn€{345} MS%’ andnz( 3n-)‘r4<q§"2n1’
-1 (1 2 ( -1)?

i (1) <o e 0,5, -

This gives us that

o (22 ) <(g,n—1), whenn € {3,4,5} and 2" Dk <g< -2

n—2p n2—3n+4 = n—1’
1
o (%) <d(g,;n—1), whenn € {3,4,5} and ¢ = n2(n3n14,

and thus, by this, Proposition B3l (I1), and [BHSS22, Theorem 1.1] again, as in the computation in
B23)-24), we have that
1A (V)| pamy < Cv X0 D (Hy = A +idul| 2
The remaining cases for Theorem [[.3] are ¢ = % and n >4, or q = Qn’f_j% and ¢ > 8, i.e., (321).
For ([B21), all the computations are the same as in (3I8) except a log loss from Proposition B3] and thus,
1S3 (V)| Lags) < Cy X’ @D log M| (Hy — (A +8)*)ull L2 (ar)-
Putting these altogether with ([B12)) yields Theorem [[.31 We shall show Proposition B3] in §5l

3.3. Reduction for Theorem[I.4l Considering (B.12) again, Theorem [[dlfollows from the following propo-
sition.
Proposition 3.4. Suppose 3 is an (n — 2)-dimensional submanifold of M, where dim M =n > 3.

(1) Letn=3. If

——=2, 2<¢g< oo,

)

Tl w
| =

then
1Sxfllacsy S I fllze(any-
(2) Letn > 4. If

E—n_2:27 MSQSM,
p q n?—5n+8 n—3
then
1 2(n—2
153 f]| L= {HfHLp M) if 2 n2 5n+8 <2q< (7173),
(log)\)zm 5 1 fllzeany, ifq= 7122@5”187 or q = 2(::32)_

If Proposition [34] is true, for any codimension 2 submanifold X, by using Holder’s inequality, for V' €
L (M), 2 — "T_2 = 2, and the arguments in (BI8]), we have

' p
(3.25)
1S3 (Vu)llLacz)
OV)\zF(q,n*?)*lH(HV - (A + i)z)UHm(M), ifn=3and 2 <g < oo,
< orn >4 and - 2An— 2 <q<%,

—Bn+8
C’v)\‘s(q’"’z)*l(log ) ey [(Hy — (XA + i)z)u||Lz(M), ifn>4, and ¢ = % orq= 2(77—32)
Using 328) and B12), we have Theorem [[4] for general codimension 2 submanifolds.
We are left to consider (L24]) when X is either a geodesic segment or a curve segment with nonvanishing
geodesic curvatures for n = 3. By Chen and Sogge [CS14l Theorem 1.1] and Wang and Zhang [WZ21l

Theorem 3], we have, instead of (L)),
1
||]1[,\,,\+1] (P)f||L2(E) S Az ||f||L2(M)7
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and thus, v(2,1) = 0 when n = 3. Since there is no log loss for (n,k,q) = (3,1,2) in ([3.28), by the above
arguments (cf. [B23])), we have ([L24]), which completes the proof.
We shall prove Proposition [3.4] later in §6
4. PROOF OF THEOREM

As we discussed in §3] we shall prove Proposition [3.2] here to finish the proofs of Theorem [[L.I{T.2] By the
argument in [BHSS22| §5], we have the kernel estimates of Sy

(41) |S)\(£IJ y)|< |10g()\dq(x,y)/2)|, lfdQ(xuy)S)‘_lv
' U A ()7, AT S dg(ay) S L.

We first consider ¢ = co. We note that

[ 5600V @) \ (sup [ 156001V >|dy)||u||Loo<M>-

By (&1), we know that, for 0 < e < 1,

1Sx(v(r), 9)| S haldg(v(r), ) La, (+(r) )< (V(), )
Since V € K(M) (ie., V € K(M)NLY (M) = K(M)N L= (M) for n = 2, since K(M) C L'(M)), we then
have that, for A\ > 1 large enough,

sup / ha(dy (1) )V (9)] dy < 1,
Be(y(r))

T

sup
T

by taking a sufficiently small € > 0. By [BSS21] Theorem 1.3], we also know that
lullz=(ar) < CyA2[(=8g +V = (A + i) )ull z2(an)-
Combining these together, we have that

/SA(”Y(T)v YV (y)uly) dy} S CYATE(=Ag + V = (A +0))ull 2an),

and this proves (BI3) for ¢ = co
We next consider 2 < ¢ < co. By the triangle inequality and Minkowski’s inequality, we have that

55Vl = ([ | [ 36000V Gt as| dr)%

</ ( [18560).9V@uw) dr); dy
(12) - [([1s:s60r dr>l| V)lu)| dy
< Sup (/|S>\(7(T)ay)|q d?")é ||u||L°°(M)/|V(y)| dy

1

1Sx(Vu)|| oo () < sup

q
=l V1 an s ([ 18300 ar
Yy

Again, we can apply [BSS21, Theorem 1.3] to ||u||(as) at the end of computations. It thus suffices to
bound the last factor

1

a
sup (/ [Sx(v(r), y)|? dr)
Using (@1]), one can see that

(4.3) sup ( / 1S5 (7(r), )| dr>% < {i

if g > 2,
(log/\)%, if g = 2.

MI»—‘ Q=
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Indeed, if we take a local coordinate so that v is {(r,0) : |r| < 1} and

dg(v(r),y) = dg((r,0), (y1,92)) = (1, 0) = (y1,92)],

then the supremum over y in ([3)) is essentially obtained when |ya] < A™1, at which point the bounds are
easily verified. By ([4.2)), [@3)), and [BSS21], Theorem 1.3], we have

CvA™27a (=D + V = (A +9)2)ull L2 (), when 2 < ¢ < oo,
Cv A (log )2 [[(=Ag +V — (A +8)?)ull 2ar), when ¢ =2,

and this satisfies (B.13]) when 2 < ¢ < oo. This completes the proof of Proposition [3.21

[Sx(Vu)llLay) < {

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.3]

In this section, we prove Proposition[3.3] which proves (I20) and (L.21)) for any hypersurface, as explained
in §821 We first consider the case where X is any hypersurface of M. Let P = \/—A,. Recall from BI)
that
b :_ - /0 po(t)er et (costP) dt.

We want to decompose Sy as in [BSSYT5] (2.19)-(2.20)]. We first fix a Littlewood-Paley type bump function
b1 € C§°(R) such that

S

Bi(t) =0 fort ¢ [1/2,2], |B1(t)] <1, and i Bi1(277t) =1 for t > 0.

j=—o00

We then define operators

(5.1) S, f = )\ii/OOOﬂl()\Z_jt)uo(t)ei’\te_t(costP)f dt, j=1,2,3---
and

(5.2) Sof =55 " B (Mo (t)eNe (costP) f

where

Bo(t) = [1=D_B(277t) | € C=(R),
j=0

and hence, By(t) = 0 if |¢| > 4. We first consider the Sy piece.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¥ be a hypersurface of M. If n > 3 and % — an =2, then

1SofllLasy S N flleeany, 2 < g < oo.

This is one reason why the case for (n, q) = (3, 00) does not hold in Theorem[[.3] To prove this lemma, we
first recall the estimate of the kernel of the operator Sy. Using stationary phase as in the proof of [BHSS22|
(5.11)], if So(x,y) denotes the kernel of the operator Sy, then

|S0 (Ia y)| S dg ({E, 9)2_n11dg(m,y)§A*1 ({E, y)

We choose coordinates so that (z,0) € R*™! x R and (2/,s) € R*! x R are the coordinates of z € X and
y € M, respectively. Then

(dg(2,9))* ™" S (2,0) = (2/,8)]7" = (|2 = 2| + |s])* 7™
With this in mind, Lemma [B.] follows from the following proposition.

n n

Proposition 5.2. Suppose i % =2,1< pq < oo, and n > 3. We write coordinates in R" as
(y,s) € R"1 x R. Define

k(z,y,8) = (Jo —y| +|s))*™™, where z € R" L.



L9 ESTIMATES ON THE RESTRICTION OF SCHRODINGER EIGENFUNCTIONS 19

Then the operator
Tf(a) = [ by, f(,5) ds dy

defines a bounded linear map T : LP(R™) — LI(R"~1).
Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume f > 0. We begin with

i< [ ([ s as) 15l

using Holder’s inequality. For convenience, set o = |z — y| so that

L 1
7

(/'k(x’y’sﬂp/ ds)pl/ = (/(a+ [s) > ds) "o (/(1+a1|s|)(2n)10’ ds)p ,

After the change of variable s = at,

1 1
7 7

(/(1 + o sy ds) - (/(1 + [t) P o dt) "< Ca¥

for some C. Indeed, (2 — n)p’ < —1 since this is equivalent to 2 — n < —1%, which is trivial when n > 3.

This shows that
L4o-n
4@ < [l =917 1) d

The claim now follows by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev fractional integration. To see this, recall that
convolution with |y|="+ maps LP(R"~1) — LI(R"~1) boundedly if 1=1- (l - %) In our case, r must

P
satisty
-1 1 1 -1 1 1
L () (2 ) (1Y)
r p p p q p q
Dividing by 1 — n, we see that % =1- (% — %), and so the claim follows. O

By Lemma [5.1] it suffices to show that the S; for j > 1 satisfy the estimates in Proposition 3.3l By the
proof of [Sog93, Lemma 5.1.3], modulo O(A~%) errors, we can write

n—1

S, f(x) = A /eiAdg(z,y)M () dy,

where the amplitude a) is supported where
1 , ,
SO7127) < dy(y) < 207120,

By this, the kernel of S; vanishes when d,(z,y) & [A712971, A=127+1] and thus, by taking a suitable partition
of unity, it can be seen that it suffices to assume
(5.3) suppf C By-12i(0).

By construction, we note that S; = 0 if 7 > log, A + C, and thus, we restrict our attention to j < |logy A|
in what follows. If we set

(5.4) r=A"127X, y=A"120Y, d;(X,Y)=A27"9d, (A2 X, A1),
then we can write
Sif(a) = 8;fF(A12/X)

. ~19jy \—19j
-\ /eizfdj(x,y) ax(A12 X, )\wl?JY) 27" FA Y (A 1) Y
dj(X, Y)T

n—1

L R L —19j —19j .
=\ (A 120) /612 a;(x,y) AT P X, /\72 Y)f()\’12JY) ay
dj(X,Y) "

n+1

= AT (A1) 8 £,
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where f;(Y) = f(A7!127Y). We note that d;(X,Y) is the Riemannian distance between X and Y with
a “stretched” metric g;;(A7'27X). We also note that by (53], we may assume that f; is supported in a
compact set, that is, we may assume that

(5.6) suppf; C B1(0).

We are computing estimates for .S; and S'j locally, and thus, in the practical computations of the estimates,
abusing notations, we can write

1S5l Lo (arys 1S nagsys 17 e (arys and [|Sj]|pa(sy, — as
(5.7) 1951 Lo ey, 17| Lagerys 1951 Lorny, and ||Sj]| pagrey, respectively,
where n = dim M and &£ = dim X.

We can also use analogous notations for S’j. One reason why we are abusing notations here is that the
distance function d; in (5.4) is the Riemannian distance function locally (but may not be the Riemannian
distance function globally), and so, we shall use notations in (&) especially when we use the distance
function d; directly, i.e., when we estimate S’j.

We are also making use of the change of variables for S; and S;. Since S; is defined for the variable =
and S'j is defined for the variable X, to distinguish this difference, we write

I:flsgieer = ([ 185 0P )" 1838w = ([ 18:600Pav)" . n=dima,
(5.8) R R

p

1,8 luzcees = ([ 1856 @P ao) " USsllginn = ([ 1855001 ax) 7, k= din.

In fact, ||§jfj||L§((Rnfl) (similarly [|f;l[zz gy and [|S;f| Lz ey as well) may be written as

5.9) ([ smonrenax)’

where h : RF — ¥ € M locally defined by
X = (Xy,-+, Xp) = h(X) = (ha(X), - ha(X)) € B

is a smooth coordinate map, the h; are component functions, and k;,(X) is a volume element from the
coordinate map h and the (induced) metric. For simplicity, we write (59) as ||.S; ;| Lz rr) in (5.8)) considering
that k; may be absorbed to the amplitudes of oscillatory integral operators we shall think about. It then
follows that

n-3 . _ wntl n—-1_n  ~
5.10) 1Sl e @my—La@n-1y = X F (A120) =TT 78|18 e @y pe @1y, and
5.10 o3~ n n-—1
1951l @ny—La@n-1) = ()7 1S}l L2 ®n)— L9 (Rn-1),  When T 2.

We also note that if S;(X,Y) denotes the kernel of the operator S;, then by (5.5) we can write
ax(A\"129X, A"127Y)

n—1 ’

d;(X,Y) =

gj (X, Y) _ ez‘zfdj (X,Y)

and thus, [S;(X,Y)| < 1. This gives us that for any r > 1,

1

sw (([15,000rax) ", sw ([1000rar) <1
X Y

and hence, by Young’s inequality, we have that

(5.11) 1551l 22 rmy—> 23, @1y S 1, for any 1 <p < ¢ < oc.

With this in mind, we want to find a few nontrivial estimates of S; in the following lemmas.
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Lemma 5.3. If1 < j < |log, A|, then

_2n41 o, 1
(5.12) ) AT e,
and
P 3n—1
(5.13) 1S5 fll Lao @n-1) S (27) 2@Z=22400 || f|| Loo (),
where
_2n2—2n—|—1 _2n2—2n+1 E_n—l_2
T T TR 0 ke T

Proof. We first prove (5.12). As in [Hu09], given the Riemannian distance d;(X,Y) (as in (5.3)) for z € X
and y € M with x = A712/X and y = A\~'27Y, we introduce the polar coordinates for Y, say, Y = rw for
w € S"~1. We set the operator with r fixed

g i27 (d; o @r(AT120 X A 127 rw)
Sj (f])r(X) :/ e 27 (dj)r (X,w)

gn—1 dj(X, Tw)nTil (fj)r(w) dw,

where (f;)r(w) = f;(Y), (d;)r(X,w) = d;(X,Y), and a,(A"127 X, A" 127rw) = r""lay (A7127 X, \7127Y). By
Theorem [2:4] we know that the left projection of the canonical relation associated with (d;),(X,w) satisfies
the hypothesis of [GS94, Theorem 2.2], and thus, by Theorem 23 we have

157 (f)ell 2o < @)” (Fi)rll2@n-1y-
By Minkowski’s integral inequality,

||S fJ”Ln I(Rn 1) S /"%1 ||S;‘(fj)r||Lq(Rn71) d’l"
j 7(7171)2
IS (2 ) an / ||(fj)r||L2(Sn—1) dr
r~1
< (@)”

]Rn 1)

||L2(Rn).

This and (EI0) imply (E12).

On the other hand, we have a trivial bound
15l qen-1y £ A"2@) 75T |1 cen):
Interpolation between this and (512) gives us the estimate (G13). O
Lemma 5.4. If 1 < j < |log, A|, then
(5.14) 19581 2oy ) S 200

n+1

Proof. Let p; = 27?2(":?1 so that (%, %), (";;1, 5n 31)> and (pil,O) are all collinear in the (%, l) plane.

It follows from (G.I1I) that
155 fill e rn-1) < 1511 22 (gemy -
It follows from this and (5I0) that

1837 sty S AT 129 5 1) s
Interpolating this and (.12]) gives the bound (&.14). O
Lemma 5.5. If1 < j < |log, A, then
(5.15) IS spe SISl secn o forn =345
and

(5-16) ||ij|| 2n2—5n+4 S ||f|| 2n2—5n+4 , form >6.
Lm(Rnfl) )

L nZ-n+2 (R"



22 M. D. BLAIR AND C. PARK

Proof. By Theorem and Theorem 2.4] as in the proof of Lemma [5.3]
& i\—n=2_1
155 fillzz @n-1y S (27)7 7= 74| fill L2 @ny-
We also have a trivial L' — L* bound
155 fill e ®n-1) S Ifill £ ey -

By interpolation,

@n—-3)(n—-2)

155 £ 2n=1 < (279) zen e ||fJ|| 2n+11 _
Ly™° (Rn-1) Ly (R7)

By this and (G0,

(5.17) 155 f1I 2ny S @) T aun
L2 (R7—1) L, ¥t (R™)

Recall that d;(X,Y’) as in (0.5]) is the Riemannian metric associated with the “stretched metric” deter-
mined by the metric tensor g(A~127X). By taking a partition of unity and a careful change of coordinates,
we can assume that the variables X = (X', X,—1) e R" 2 xR, Y = (Y'|Y,) € R"’l x R are such that

the mixed Hessian % is of full rank and the submanifold parameterized by X’ — m,, (X Xno1, Y, Y,)
defines a hypersurface in R"~! with nonvanishing Gaussian curvature (i.e. the Carleson-Sjélin condition
from [Sog93|, §2.2] is satisfied in n — 1 dimensions). Indeed, this can be verified in the special case where
the submanifold is a subset of the Y,, = 0 hyperplane, the restricted distance function |(Y' — X,Y,,)| is Eu-
clidean, and a partition of unity localizes to a small cone where |V’ — X| < |X,,—1 —Y,_1| and |¥,,| < 1. The
Carleson-Sjolin condition is then stable under small perturbations. Hence we can apply [Sog93, Theorem
2.2.1] in n — 1 dimensions to the following operator which fixes X,,_1,Y,

(Tyx v, C)(Y') = / S (X, X, V!, V) G(X' )X

(where as usual, S'J*(X "' Xn-1,Y".Y,) denotes the integral kernel of S’]*) Since the amplitude defining
S’]* (X,Y) is supported in a small neighborhood of the diagonal, it then follows that

(n—=1)(n—2)

||S*fa||Ln 2 gy S @) | fille @y
By duality, we have
~ m=1)(n—=2) 1)(71 2)
(5.18) 155 fill 2 re-1y S (27)~ ||f3||Ln+2 -
We first consider n = 3,4, 5, i.e., 3 <n < 5. By ([&I1), we have
(5.19) & fg|| it Sl gy
"8 (1)
We note that
2, ifn=3
- _ )y ;n—l
Tn—nz—g8 > U"TH
8 ifn=5,

but 7n —n? — 8 < 0 if n > 6, and this is a reason in Lemma why we split the cases into two cases where
n <5 and n > 6. Interpolating (BIR) and (B.19) yields

5‘" 5 n— < 2‘7 7";3 y n— 5
| ij||L:§73711+224 @1 S (27) ”LAH_IIL(RTL)
and thus, by (EI0), we have

15571 2n-n2 SIAI 2o

[ n2-3n+4 (]Rnf ) n+1 (R")

This proves (B15)).
We next consider n > 6. Interpolating (5.I8) with a trivial L!(R") — L>°(R"~!) bound

155 fill e @n-1y S I3l Ly ey



L9 ESTIMATES ON THE RESTRICTION OF SCHRODINGER EIGENFUNCTIONS 23

yields
- (n=1)(n=2)2
IS, 2mp S @)L s
LX (R"7 ) Ln Z4n— 4(]Rn)
It follows from (GI0) that
(5.20) I5:£1 < (@) EE | )
2n(2n—3
L = (®n-1) ™ L%gi:z—iz(Rn)
Interpolation between (BI7) and (B20) yields (&I6). For n = dim M > 3, we note that ?12177:”48 < 0if
and only if n = 3,4,5, and this is another reason why we need to consider the cases n < 5 and n > 6
separately. g

We are now ready to prove [B15)). Interpolation between (B13)), (EI4), (515), and (BI6) gives us that,
for some a,(p,q) > 0,

(29) = PD| fll pogny, Hf 2—22 =2 3<n<5, an d¥<q< An-l)

. p q n2—3n+4 » 1n) 3
151 (2) @D fllppny, if 2 — 222 =2 0 >6, and =Pl < g < =
jJ N Lamn-1) ||f||Lp(Rn), if%_n_—12273§n§6, andqe{%’ﬂs——}l)}’

”f”LP(R")a if % —n-1_ 2, n>6, and ¢ € {2n2—5n+4 2(71—1)}-

n2—4n+8 ° n—-3

Summing these over all 1 < j < [log, A|, we obtain

£l Lo @n)s if 2=l =2 3<n<5, and%<q<2(§;),
£l o if 2 —n=l =9 5 >6, and 2y=frbd < g < 20D
n— 2
IS Fllagn-—1) < { (og M| fllze@m, if 221 =2 3<n<5 andq= "7
(log M)|| fll ey, if 2—2L =2 4<n<5, andq=2=l,
: n n— nzf n n—
(log N[ fllzony, i2Z—2212=2n>6, andge {%ﬁsz 2(71739}7

Here, we used the fact that the case of (n,q) = (3,00) = (3, 25?—:?) does not hold by Lemma [5.1]1 This
completes the proof of (BI3]), the proof of Proposition B3 and hence, Theorem [L.3l

6. PROOF OoF THEOREM [1.4]

By the discussion in §3] we prove Proposition 34 to complete the proof of Theorem [l We define S,
and Sy as in (BI) and (B2)), respectively. Let 3 be an (n — 2)-dimensional submanifold of M. We need an
analogue of Lemma [5.] first.

Lemma 6.1. If ¥ is an (n — 2)-dimensional submanifold of M and % — "T_2 = 2, then
1Sofllacsy S N flleeary, 2 < g <oc.
As in §5] this lemma follows from the following proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose ﬁ — anz = 2 1 < p,g < oo, and n > 3. We write coordinates in R" as
(y,s) € R""2 x R?, where s = (sl, s2) € R2. Define

k(z,y,s) = (| —y| + [s])*™", where x € R" 2.
Then the operator
Tf(x) ::/k(a?,y,S)f(y,S) ds dy

defines a bounded linear map T : LP(R™) — LI(R"~2).
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As in Theorem [[3] this proposition is a reason why the case of (n,q) = (3, 00) is not covered in Theorem
[[4l Since one can prove Proposition by using the proof of Proposition [5.2] we skip its proof here. By
Lemma 611 it is enough to consider the estimates of the S; for 1 < j < [logy A|. If S; is as in (5.5), then
using notations in (5.7) and (5.8]), we have analogues of (IB:EII) as follows.

n=3 . _ ntlyn—2_n
1S/l e@r)— L3 @n—2) = A2 (A L) = 1S 22 (®n)— L1 (Rn-2), and

(6-1) . n—2
1511 o any > pa n -2y = (2) 7 |1; 22 Ry = L2 (RR-2), it = P

We also note that f; is compactly supported by (5.3]) and (5.6). Again, as in the compuation of (G.11I), we
have that

=2.

(6.2) 1S, 22 ®my—ra @n-2) S 1, forany 1 <p<gq<oo.
We have the following lemmas analogous to Lemma
Lemma 6.3. If 1 < j < |log, \|, then

(6.3) 18571 2t o) S 572 (207502 .

Proof. Let S; be as in (55). As in the proof of Lemma [5.3] by Theorem and Theorem [2.4] we have that
- \_m=2 .1

(6.4) 1, £ill 3, -2y S (29)77% (10g29) 5| £l 12 zmy S (@)% 5211 f5l 22 (o)

We also know the trivial L' — L> bound

(6.5) 155 fill 2 n-2) S N ill ey, -

By interpolation between this and (6.4]),

n—2 .

g . < s (29) . :

5,6 g, ST I,
Then (G.3) follows from this and (G.1)). O
Lemma 6.4. If 1 < j < |log, A|, then
(6.6) 1,0, 2gps S ST,
Proof. By (61) and (64,

1 el 1

(6.7) 155 fll L2n—2) S ATH2T) 252 fll L2y
On the other hand, if p; = =5 so that (2, 2) (”2—711, 2(7:;_32)), and (p%’ O) are collinear in the (1—17, l) plane,

then by (6.2),

155 fill s =) S I fill 222 (s

and so, by (61,
n=3 . _q.i\ntl_ n n— i\—n=3
18 Il oo @n-2y S AT (AT127) 2 70| fllpoa ey = A" T2(27)TF || fll s -
Interpolating this and ([G.7) yields (G.6]). O
Lemma 6.5. If 1 < j < |log, A|, then
(6.8) 1S5 fll 22y < (27) % 5% A1 225 gy
Proof. By ([6.2),

155 fill L re-2) S 1 Fill o eny-
By this and (61),
(6.9) 195 Flla@n-2y S (20) 7 1 £l prcen-
The estimate (6.8) then follows from interpolation between ([6.9) and (G.3)). O
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We now come back to the proof of Proposition B4l Suppose n > 4. Interpolating ([63]) and (G.8]) gives us
that

ﬂ =22 n-2 n-2 n n—2 2n — 2
155 f Il Lagrn—2y S (27)7 T T | f ey, fOf;— =2and2<q < ——0,

and thus, for some a(p,q) > 0,

—5n+8 = =2
2(n—2)%
n2—5n+8"°

97)—(p;q) fM < g < 2n=2
(6.10) 1551l Lo @ny o Larn-2) S {( S !

n—3
jEm, g =
Similarly, interpolating (6.6 and (6.8), we have, for some a(p,q) > 0,
i\ — o 2n— 2(n—2
[ e

1951l e (®r)— Lagn—2) S § . _n=s . 2(n—2)

jz(nfz) , if q= ==

. . . e m n—2 __
Using this with (@I0), for some a(p,q) > 0, if 3 — %= =2, then

(279)~aP.a) 1fn>4andM<q< An—2)

611 S n n— < n— gy
(o41 Ssller oo S ity 1fnz4andq€{—51‘,32),32(?5318}'

We also note that from Lemma [6.5], if n = 3, then
11
185825 S @) 44171 g g

Interpolating this with (6.6]), we have, for some a(p,q) > 0 with - anz =2,

(6.12) 151l o (rn) s pa(rn—2) S (27)7®D | if p =3 and 2 < g < o0,

Since we already considered Sy, summing all 1 < j < |log, A] in (GI1) and (612), we have Proposition
B4l This completes the proof of Theorem [[.4

7. PROOF OoF THEOREM

7.1. Curves in surfaces. In this subsection, we show (I35). Let P = \/—A,. To prove (L33), we will

use the estimates when V' = 0 from [Cheld], [BS1S8], [Blalg], [XZ17], and [Par23|, for P = /—A, and
e(A) = (log(2 + X))~

(7.1) ILpre] (P L2an s nagyy S M@ (e(N)@7) 1§ =1,2,3.
By this and Lemma [B1] we have
(7.2) [(=Ag — (A +ie(A)*) Ml 2any—s Loy S @7 (V) 7@ i =1,2,3,

where (q,17), 0(q,7:), and k(q,7;) are as in (L32), (L33), and (L34), respectively. By [BHSS22, Theorem
5.1], we have, for u € Dom(Hy) N C(M)

_1 _1 . .
(7.3) lull Lo () < llzoeary S A2 ()2 [(Hy — (A +ie(M)ull2ary,  i=1,2,3.

This proves the ¢ = co case of (IL35) for any curve 71, and thus, we are left to prove the cases where g < 0o
for the other curves 7;.
We will follow the argument in [BHSS22] to prove (L30). Let n € C§°(R) be such that

nt)=1fort e (-1/2,1/2), and supp(n) C (-1,1).
Let
(7.4) T = co(e(N) ™,
where ¢y > 0 is a small real number which will be specified later. We shall write

(A, — (AN +ie(\)H) ™t =T\ + Ry,
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where
Ty =T+ T4,
T) = m /0 b n(t)n(t/T)eM e N cos(tP) dt,
(7.5) Ty = m /0 00(1 —n(t))n(t/T)ee N cos(P) dt,
Ry = m /Ooo(l —n(t)T))eMe™ N cos(tP) dt,

To consider Ry first, we set

1

(7.6) T = ma(T) = i) /000(1 —n(t/T))ee N cos(TP) dt,

which satisfies

(7.7) Ima(T)] S AeN) LA+ (e V) HAN =7, for N=1,2,3,---, ifr>0, A>1.
Since Ry = m(P), by (Z1) and an orthogonality argument (cf. the proof of Lemma [31]), we have
(78) 1Al 2 a0y Loy S ATETT (e(N)) 71,

and

(7.9) 1By 0 (=Ag = (A + i) L2an) 2oy S A@D7H () THHTD - (Ae(N)).

Since Ty = (—A, — (A +€(N\))?)~1 — Ry, it follows from (T2]) and (Z8) that
(7.10) 1T\ 2 (ary s 2o () S AS(@70) =L (g \))~LHA(a7),

For any given ¢g > 0, if ¢g > 0 as in (4] is small enough, then by the arguments in [BHSS22, (5.10)] (see
also [B&rTT]), the kernel of T is continuous, and so, we have that

||T){||L1(M)~>L°°(M) = O()\_%)\CCO) = O()\_%-’_EO), forall 0 < ¢g < 1,
which implies that
(7.11) T fll ey < ITR Flneary S ATFFC| fllzian,  for all 0 < eg << 1.
It follows from [BHSS22l (5.11)] that

Cllog(A\dy(z,y)/2)|, if dy(z,y) < A7!

)
(7.12) TR (2, y)] < {C/\_;(dg(x,y))—é, if A7 < dy(

-
z,y) < L.
We now write
w= (=g — (A +ie(N)?) " o (=2 — (A +ie(V)?)u
=Ta(=Ay +V — (A +ie(\)?)u+ Ry(=Ay — (A +ie(\)H)u — Ta(Vu).

We compute each of the three terms separately as above. By (ZI0), we have

ITx 0 (=Ag +V = (A +ie(N))ull Laty) S A7@D7He(N)THH ) (Hy — (A +ie(N))?)ull L2 (ary-
By (3,

IRy 0 (—Ag — (A +ie(A)*)ull Lagy) S X707 (e(A) @7 (Ae(V)) [lul| 12 ary
S N (W) THEI|| (Hy — (A ie(A)*Jul L2 ary.

Here, we used the spectral theorem in the last inequality. By these two estimates and (TI3)), it suffices to
show that

(7.14) 1T (VU)o < Cy N @1 =L (g(x))~Hrla)

Since

(7.13)

(Hy = (A +ie(X)*)ull L2 (an)-

T\(Vu) = TY(Vu) + T3 (Vu),
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we will compute the T)? part and Ti part separately, and combine them at the end. By the triangle inequality
and Minkowski’s integral inequality as in ([{2]), we have

1
q
(7.15) ITX (V)| Lagy) < sup (/ ITx(v(r),y)|? dy) llull Loe (any IV | L1 () -
y
Using ([ZI2), by the proof of Proposition B.2] we have that

AT, if 2 < g < o0,

TO 7 adq ! < 1

sup (/I Z(v(r), y)] 7”) ~ {A—l(log)\)2, if ¢ =2,

and thus, by (Z3)) and (T.15),

CyA™2 73 (V) [|(Hy — (A + ie(N)?)ul| 2ary, i 2 < g < o0,
CyA™%(e(N) " H(Hy — (A + ie(M)?)ull L2(ar) ifg=2,

which satisfies a better (or the same) estimate than the bound posited in (T.14).
For T\ (Vu), by (T3) and (ZII)), we have that

ITX (V)] < {

Tl = ([ 1230700 ar)
Vi

1
< (/ (,\*%+eo)q||Vu||qu(M) dr)
Vi
SATEOV paqan ull s ary < Cv A4 full o
< Oy (e(N) T2 [[(Hy = (A ie(N)?)ul L2an).
Putting these together yields

Cy A3 75 (e(N) " H | (Hy — (A +ie(N))ull L2ary, i 2 < g < o0,

ITA(Vu)llpacy) < ; . .
FOD = ey Ao ()" (Hy — (A + ie(\)2)ull 2y, if g = 2,

when €y > 0 is sufficiently small. These estimates satisfy ((.I4) for ¢ < oo asin (I33) and ([34), completing

the proof of (35).

7.2. Hypersurfaces and codimension 2 submanifolds. In this subsection, we show ([L37) and (I39).
Let P = \/—Ay, dimM = 3 or 4, and ¥ be a hypersurface or codimension 2 submanifold. As before, for
interested (g, k) in this subsection, by [Chel5], if ¢(A) = (log(2 + \))~!, then

I panteon) (P22 an)snam S A0 (e(N)3,
which in turn implies that, by Lemma [3.1]
I(=Ag = A+ €M) 7 2 zagm) S AN (V) 72,
If we set T\, TV, T}, and Ry as in (.5)), then by the same arguments as in (7.8)-(Z.10), we have
IRl 2y zamys T3 2oz € A0 7HeW) %,
and
1Rx 0 (=25 = A+ ie(N)?)ull oy S A@H 71 (e(N) 72 (Ae(W)|ull 2 an)
S NPT N)F ] (Hy = (A +ie(N))ull 2.
In the last inequality, we used the spectral theorem. With this in mind, since
u=(=8g = (A+ie(N)*) 7 o (=Ay — (A +ie(N)*)u
= Ta(Hy — (A +ieN)2)u + Ra(=A, — (A +ie(\)?)u — Ta(Va),
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we would have (L37)) and ([IL39)), if we could show that

(7.16)
||TA(VU)||LQ(E) < {CV)‘[S(%IC)_I(G()‘))_% ||(HV - ()‘ + 7’6()‘))2)U||L2(M)7 if (nu k,q, V) is as in m=

Cy A @R =L (e(N) =2 [[(Hy — (A +ie(N)?)ull2qan,  if (0 k,q, V) is as in (L38),

Since Ty (Vu) = TY(Vu) + T3 (Vu) as in (TH), we compute T9(Vu) and T (Vu), separately. We note that
TY is a “local” operator as in the local operator Sy in B]). By the proof of Proposition[3.3] and Proposition
B4l if n € {3,4), and

-1 2 2(n—1
E_n :27 k:n_la “ SQ< (n )7
P q n—1 n—3
or
-2 2(n — 2)2 2(n—2
e N W) =2 5o
D q n?2—-5n+8 n—3
we have

ITR (V)| agsy S IVl o an-
By the argument in (I8), it follows from [BHSS22] Theorem 1.3] that
TRVl ey S WV oy 25
< Oy 757 () | (Hy = (3 + (X))l 2qany
= Oy "3 787 ()2 | (Hy — (A4 ie(N))ull 2y
= Cy X @O ()| (Hy — (A + ie(N))ull 2.
as desired. For T} (Vu), recall from [BHSS22| (3.25)] (cf. [Bér77]) that
n=3 o
ITA fll oo sy < TN fl e anry S A= A fllzaan,

for a sufficiently small 0 < ¢y < 1. This gives us that

Tl = ( [ ITvoenr dz)é

< A" </ IVl s, dz) ;
z

S )\nTingCCUHVUHLI(M)-

(7.17)

Suppose the condition (L36) holds. Note that V € L3 (M) since V € L% (M) and M is compact. By
([CI7), Holder’s inequality, and [BHSS22, Theorem 1.3], taking 0 < ¢p < 1, if a(g,n) is as in (7)), we have

TSV lzacsy S ANV g 0 lilcan
< Oy X7 7HHC((0) @™ || (Hy — (A +ie(A)?)ul| 2 (ar)
< Cu AT () 7@ |[(Hy — (A + ie(N)?)ull2(a)
< Cu XN @R (X)) 73| (Hy — (A + ie(N)?)ull 2 (an),

which satisfies the first estimate in (I6]). Similarly, if (L38]) holds for n = 3, i.e.,

(n,k)=(3,2), 4 < g<oo, or
(n,k) =(3,1), 4 < g < o0,
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then V e LY (M) by V € L*(M) and compactness of M. By (ZI7), Holder’s inequality, and [BHSS22,
Theorem 1.3] (note that a(gq,n) = 3 when (L38) holds for n = 3),

ITX V)l Lagsy S XCCNV I o any lull Lacary
< Oy ACOTT@DT (e (N) TR [|(Hy — (A ie(N)?)ull L2 an)
< Cy XN e(N) 72 (Hy = A+ ie(N))ull 2oy,
which satisfies the second estimate in (ZI6). If (I38) holds for n =4, i.e.,
{(n,k) =(4,3), 3<q<6, or
(n,k) =(4,2), 2 < g <4,
then by (ZI7) and Holder’s inequality,
17XVl nacmy S AFOVllgacan 2o
< Cy X @R lu|| 1oy
< Cy N @70 (Ae(N) T Ae(N) [[ull 22 (ar)
S Cy NI () 7| (Hy — (A +ie(M) )l 2 an),s

where we choose 0 < ¢g, €9 < 1 sufficiently small. In the last inequality, we used the spectral theorem. This
is better than the bound posited in (I6). This proves (CI6) when (38)) holds, which completes the proof

of (I37) and (L39).
8. PrROOF OF THEOREM [I.7]

8.1. General curve segments. In this subsection, we show (L4I). Let P = v/—Ar2 and v be any curve
segment in T?. Recall that, for all previous results, we needed a spectral projection bounds for /—A,. To
use our previous arguments, we then need a spectral projection bound for T? first.

Lemma 8.1. Ifd(q,1) = % - é for g > 4, then
s 2 (P fllzagy) S (T2 XD 4 TN fll o), 1<T <A
Proof. Let x € S(R) be even, nonnegative, and
x(0) =1, supp(X) C (—€o,€0) for 0 <eo < 1.
Since the operator x(T' (A — P)) is invertible on the range of the spectral projector ]l[/\7)\+%](P) and
IX(TA = P) " ol a2 (Pl 2any 22 an) S 1,

and so, it suffices to show that

\9(a:1) ) B B
T~ Pl $ (25 + @O0 Wy, A ST <1

By a TT* argument, this is equivalent to saying that

)\26(q,1) L
(5.1) T = Py % (2 + T0F) Wl

By Euler’s formula,

CTO-P)f =5 [ TR @

™

7# % iag—itP 2
=gz | TP WYT) dt

- % N eitk;(E(t/T)(COStP)f dt — X2(T()\ + P)f.

— 00

— 00
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If n € C°(R) is a cutoff function supported near the origin, since the contribution of x?(T(\ + P)) is
negligible, modulo O(A~) errors, it suffices to consider Spf + S f, where

S0f = == [ /T eostP)]

Sif == [ PP/ T)(costP)f dt.
Tr — 00
By (the proof of) [BGTO7, §3] (see also [Hu09, §3.1]), we have that
\26(a
1S0f I Lay) S ||f||Lq ()

which satisfies [8I)), and hence, it suffices to show that

1
(8.2) 151fl[Laty) S (TAZ Nl )
By the choice of n € C§°(R), we have

i/oo e (1 — n(t)x2(t/T)(cos tP)(z, ) dt‘

7l J_
1 o0
< ﬁ/ﬂx et (t/T)Z(cost —Ag2)(x — (y+1))dt
lez?
1
S PUD SN TR
1<|z—(y+))|<T, 1€22
S (TA)F.

Here, we lifted our computation to the universal cover R? by the usual lifting argument or the classical Poisson
summation formula, and we used (3.5.15)] to get the second inequality (see also [BHS22| (6.7)]). The
desired inequality (82]) then follows from Young’s inequality. 0

We first note that the ¢ = 0o case was already studied in [BHSS22]. Indeed, by [BHSS22, Theorem 5.2],
we have, for u € Dom(Hy) N C(M),

[l ooy < Nl oo 2y < CvATS|[(Hy — (A 4927 3)2)ul| L2 (12,

which proves (4] for ¢ = o
1 4 1 1
Thus, we may assume that 4 < ¢ < co. To do so, we take % = A\"3%3 50 that T-2A3 "% = Ti)1 in
Lemma B and thus,

1

_1 _ 1, 4
Tt 21 (P)fllzagy) S AODT72| fl L2re), 7= 5% 34,

Let e(A) = A"513 as in (C40). When V = 0, by Lemma Bl and Lemma BT}

(= A2 = (A + (X)) " |2 (r2) o pagy) S APEDTH(e(A) 72
Set T,\,TS,TA1, and Ry as in (ZH) so that we can write

(=Ag2 — (A +ie(N\)?) "' =T\ + Ry, where T\ =T% + T}
As in [BHSS22], an orthogonality argument gives

IRAl 212y = gy S APV e(N) 2,

IRy 0 (—Age — (A +ie(N)?) ]| 2(2)s 1ar) S A@D (e(V)?.
Since T\ = (—Apz — (A +i€(N\))?)~t — Ry, we have

1Tl 2002y () S AP@DTHAe(A) 73

Putting these all together, we would have (4T if we could show that
(3.3) ITA (Vi) gy < Oy X@D=3 | (Hy — (3 + i3 )ul oy, 4 < g < oo.

Nl=
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Let TV and T} as in (ZH). Recall that, by an argument in [BHSS22, §3, §5], we know that

|10g()‘d9(x7y)/2)|7 lf d!](xuy) S )\_17

8.4 T@ 9l S |- :
(5.4 |*($y)|N{A—f(dg(w,y))‘§, it < dy (o) <1,

which gives the same bound as in (1) up to some uniform constant, and so, we can use the arguments in
§4 here. By the argument in (£2]) and (£3]) and [BHSS22, Theorem 5.2], we have

1
IRVl Latyy S lull oo o2y IV ][ 1 gr2y sup (/ TR (v (r). )| d?‘)
Y

< CyA™s7a||(Hy — (A +iA73)2)ul|2(e2)
= Cy XD (Hy — (A +i375)?)ull r2(r2),

which satisfies the bound in (83]). For T, we will further decompose T} as in [BHSS22]. Let 8 € C§°((1/2,2))
be a Littlewood-Paley bumpfunction that satisfies

(8.5)

> BRIty =1, fort>0,

j=—o00

Bo(t) =1-"_ BE7|t) € C°,

j=1

(8.6)

and thus, By(t) = 1 for ¢t > 0 near the origin. We then consider a dyadic decomposition

o0
=T+ Ty,

j=1
where
1,0 _ i OO . Xt —e(\)t
R | @ = nome/ e cosp at,
' Li _ i % afo—in1 A —e(N)E < oi < -1
T, 7/\4_1.6()\)/0 BTt (1 —n(t))n(t/T)e e costPdt, 1<27 < (e(N).

Since T/\1 0 plays the same role as the “local” operator T, by the same argument in ([83]), we have that
TR (V)| oy < Cy N @DTEI|(Hy = (A+ 373 ))ul| 272,
which satisfies (83). For T4, we recall from [BHSS22, (5.33)] that
1737 fllzscrsy S 292X 2| flliarey, 2<% S (€(0) 7! = A
Using this and [BHSS22, Theorem 5.2] for ||u|| e (12), we have

colm
Sl

ST (V) patry < (€))7 2N 2 [Vl ey
Jj=1

4
S AT V| pagrey [[ul Loo (T2
< CvATS T30 (Hy — (A +iA73)2)ul| 2,
which is better than the bound posited in ([§3]), completing the proof.

8.2. Geodesic segments. In this subsection, we show ([L43]). As above, we may need a spectral projection
bound for the case where v is a geodesic in T?.

Lemma 8.2. Let v be a geodesic in T2. Then

1

1,1
(8.8) [paag 21 (V=A72) fllLae) S AT fllz2(r2),
where for all 0 < g < 1

8
(8.9) 1<T<AT% gnd 2<q< 3
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The estimate (8] is sharp in the sense that there exist a function Wy and a geodesic v in S' x S* equipped
with the product metric g such that

(8.10) [Lpaae 1) (V=Ar2)Ui|[La(y) 2 MNT71 Wy p2@ixsty, 1<T <A™ 2<¢<4.

Remark 8.3. We note that ([89]) does not contain the endpoint ¢ = 4, whereas the estimate (8.I0) contains
the endpoint ¢ = 4, and thus, it would be interesting to extend the estimate (B8] to ¢ = 4.
Also note that if we choose T = log A in (810), then we have
1 _1
(8.11) L3 a+(og )11 (V =Ar2) Wi Lagy) 2 AT (og A) 74| Wallp2sixsr), 2< ¢ <4

If we identify S! x S' as T2, then T? has zero curvatures, that is, nonpositive sectional curvatures, and thus,
the above estimate (8I1]) means the sharpness of the following estimate

(8.12) ILparttoe -1 (V=RA02) fllpagy) S AT Qog \) 77 || fllp2erey, 2 <q <4,

which is obtained by the interpolation of [BS18| Theorem 1.1] and [Blal8 Theorem 1.1]. We remark that
the estimate ([8I2) for 2 < ¢ < 4 can also be obtained by the proof of Lemma below. We also note
that [XZ17, Theorem 2] also showed the same bound for negatively curved manifolds, so it would also be
interesting if we could find a sharp example for the bound in negatively curved manifolds, since (8I0) holds
on St x S2, which can be thought of as a manifold with zero sectional curvatures.

Proof of Lemma 82 Let x € S(R) be an even function such that x(0) = 1 and supp(X) C (—¢o,€o) for
0 < g < 1, as usual. Let P = y/—Arp> and v be a geodesic in T2. We choose the same pseudo-differential
cutoff Qg » as in [BSI8]. That is, when we consider the same local coordinates as in [BS18] so that v can be
identified as

{(t,0): 0 <t <€y}, O0<e <1,

if =A% with 0 < 6 < & and x; € C§°(R) satisfies x1(s) = 1 for |s| < 1 and x1(s) = 0 for |s| > 2, we can
define the compound symbols

G0, (,y,€) = x1 (07 g (2, 7))x1 (07 dy (y, ) xa (07 €l /[ENT(IE1/ M),
where x1 € C§°(R) is a smooth bump function supported near the origin and T € C*°(RR) satisfies
: —1
T(s) = 1, ?fs € [co, ¢ ],71
0, ifs¢co/2,2¢y ],

where ¢y > 0 is sufficiently small. Then the pseudo-differential cutoff Qg » is the operator whose integral
kernel Qg x(z,y) is of the form

Qo(z,y) = (27T)’2/ T8 g (2, y, €) dE.

R2
Using [BS18| Proposition 2.2] and the argument in [BS18| §3], one can find that

P NS
I = Qo,0) o X(TOA = P) fllz2(y Se (A™°) 27| fllz2ray,
where 0 < € < § — 0 < £. If we choose 0 < § < 1 sufficiently small, the bound here is better than or equal

to what we need. In fact, we could say more than this. Since e**¥ for k € N maps L2(M) to L*(M) with
norm 1, as in [BS18] (cf. [BSIS| p.198]), we can focus on the operator Sy g defined by

fe /a(t)eit’\(l — Qo) " fdt, aeC((—1,1)).
If we denote by K, ¢ the integral kernel of the Sy 953 4 operator, then by the same argument as in [BS18] §5],
we can show that, modulo O(A~!) errors,
K o(1(),9(s)) £ MHs = 5[ 7%, if s,5" € [0,1],
|Kx0(7(5),7(s)| < OnAN for all N, if 5,5’ € [0,1] and |s — /| > \~197272¢
(cf. [BS18l (5.10)-(5.11)]). With this in mind, if 2 < ¢ < 4 and

1 1 1 2
—=1—-(===]== thatis,rzg,
r g q q 2
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then, for # = \7% with 0 < § < %,

([ rotoanr an) ([ st 61 ) %

2
§/\% / |s—s’|7%'% ds
|st/|§)\—19—2—2e
-t _AE (0
(4—q)e
_ 4 . )\1—§+5.<1+e>q<4—q)7 0<é< %
(4—q)s

Taking 0 < § < 3 sufficiently small, by Young’s inequality, when (8.9) holds,
* —24¢
(8.13) 1530550 lLa(y) < CA' ™5 | fllpwr (). forall 0 <e < L.
By a TT* argument, we have
11,
ISx6llLacy) < CaX2™ || fllLacre),
Using this and the argument in [BS18, §3], we have
11,y
I(Z = Qo.3) 0 X(T(A = P))fllzacyy < CoAT ™ [ fllar), 0 <€ <1,

, 1
which is better than (88) when (89) holds, since ATTat < AL for 1 < T < Az~%. This is a reason why

T1
we focus on (B3] for the range of ¢’s and do not focus on high ¢’s.
We would then have B8], if we could show that

1
A 1
1Q0x o x(TO= Pl S (7)1l
when (89) holds. By a TT* argument, it suffices to show that
1
(8.14) 1Q0x X (T = P) 0 Qiafllincy S (5) 1flliee

Recall from [BS18, (2.11)] that

(8.15) sup / Qon(z.y) dy <1, sup / 1Qo(z,y)] de < 1.
x Yy

Let 8 € C§°((1/2,2)) be a Littlewood-Paley bumpfunction as in [86]). We set the “local” operator Ly
defined by

Ly = o [ €M Bt /T) dr
7wl
and the “global” operator G defined by
1
T2
so that we have x?(T'(A — P)) = L + G\.
We first consider the local operator Ly. By the method of stationary phase (and Egorov’s theorem), we
can write (cf. the proof of [Par23| Lemma 3.1])

G NP (1= By (|t)X2(¢/T) dt

(8.16) (Qo.x© e TP o Qo) (2, y) = )\2/ei)‘(“’(t’m’g)fy'g)a.g),\(t, x,y,&) dE + O()fN), for any N > 1,
where ag x € C§° with the size estimate |8§fz’y1£a97>\| < C, and the phase function ¢ satisfies, for small |¢|,

r¢ : R* — R?* is the Hamiltonian flow of p(z, &) = |lg(z), and homogeneous in &,
ki(dep(t, @,€),€) = (z,dap(t,2,€)),  with ki(y,£(0)) = (2,£(1)),
at(ﬁ_'—p(xvdiw) :Oa <P(Oal“a§) = <‘I7§>
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Here of course, the metric g is the Euclidean metric. Taking N > 1 large enough, we can ignore the
contribution of O(A~") in (BI8), and so, by the proof of [Sog93, Lemma 5.1.3], we have that, modulo
O(A™N) errors,

1

A2 .
(QoxoLxoQpn)(x,y) = ?ewg(m’y)ax(% Y),

where ay € Cg° satisfies |95 ax(z,y)| < C,. By Young’s inequality, we have

. Az 8
1(Qoxo LxoQy ) fllLay) S ?HfHLq/(y), 2<qg< 3

This is better than (814]), and so, we can focus on the contribution of the global operator G.
To show (814, we now want to show that

i A2 8
(8.17) [(Qo,x 0 Gx o Q) fllLa(r) S EHfHLq’(y)a 2sq<3
By direct computation with (813,

(Qor 0 G 0 Qi) 3)| = ] Qoo GroQi ) s

< / 1(Qo.r 0 Ga) (&, )| QG (2. 9)] d=
(8.18)

< sup|(Qo.r 0 G) (. 2)] / Q5 (22 9)| d

T,z

S sup |(Qp,n 0 Gi)(, 2)]-

T,z

Recall that the last quantity [(Qg,x o Gx)(x, 2)| is already studied in [BHS22]. In fact, we shall follow the
argument in [BHS22| in the rest of the computation for (8I7). By Young’s inequality, we would have (8171
if we could show that

1
2

>

(8.19) [(Qo,x 0 GA)(z,2)| S , x,z€ T2

el

By Euler’s formula, when we set

- 1 —

G\ = = e cos(ty/—Ar2) (1 — Bo(|t])x2(t/T) dt,
we would have (819, if we could show that
. A3
(8.20) [(Qo.x 0 GA)(z,2)| < T z,z € T2
2

Since we set 1 — Bo([t]) = Y272, B(277[t]), if we write

1 . o~
Grs = = [ € cos(ty/=Bea)s(2 71t)N200/1) .
T
then by the finite speed of propagation, we can write
= Y G
1<2i<T

If we lift our computation to the universal cover as usual (or the classical Poisson summation formula), then
since the universal cover is R? with the usual Euclidean metric, we can write

(costy/—Apa)(x,2) = (costy/Age)(w — (2 +1)),
l€z?

where the torus T? is identified as the cube Q = (—7, 7] x (—m, ], and so, we may abuse notation a bit
identifying € T? as z € R%.
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Before going further, we note that we can restrict our attention to |z — (z 4 1)| ~ 27. Indeed, if Gy ;(z, 2)
denotes the kernel of G ;, then we can write

Gz, 2) = Z % /ei)‘t(cost —Age) (@ — (2 +1)BQ[t))x2(t/T) dt.

lez?

By finite speed of propagation, this kernel vanishes if |z — (z+1)| > 2-27 since ((|t|/27) = 0 for [t| > 2-27. If
[t] < %, then by the singular support properties of costy/—Agz2, we could think of t}iis as a smooth function
(cf. [BSIH, (5.14)]), and thus, integrating by parts as many as we want, we obtain G ;(z,2) = O(A™) for
every N when |z — (z +1)| < %. We thus may assume that |z — (2 + )| & 27 for each fixed [ € Z2.

If we denote by K ;¢(x,z) the kernel of Qg » o GM, then we can write

Z Ky oz, (z+1) = Z % /eMt(Q.g,,\ ocosty —Ag2)(z, (z + l))6(27j|t|)?(t/T) dt.

lez? lez?

If we let 1 = (1,0), for fixed x, z, and 27, we define the following as in [BHS22, (6.31)-(6.32)].

— (2 +1) w 4
o= f1ez2: £ 27 CH) 4l oo e i a2
e G = e e e
— l ) )
Dcrror—{l€Z2l‘iw—ﬂ‘ch_]; |$_(Z+l)|%2j}
|z — (2 +1)]

Using integration by parts, stationary phase argument, and the arguments in [BS18], the first author, Huang,
and Sogge [BHS22| (6.37) and (6.39)] showed the following:

Proposition 8.4 ( [BHS22]). We have

S Koz 2+ D < On(A27) VAT N (2)3, for all N > 1,
lEDGT’!‘OT

Z |Kxjo(z,z+1)] S AzT 123,
1€ Dinain

By Proposition B4 the contribution of Depyor is better than (820) since 27 < T < A2=% for O < 0o < 1.
It also follows from Proposition [8.4] that the contribution of Dy ., is

>
Wl

ST oarTias g
1<2i<T

which satisfies (820). This completes the proof of ([BS8]).

For sharpness, we follow the argument in [BHS22, §7]. Since T? = S* x S!, let 0 < 3 € C§°((1/2,2))
be a Littlewood-Paley bump function, and Psi = /—Ag:i. If the py are eigenvalues of Psi and {ey} is the
associated orthonormal basis, fix 2o € S so that |ej(zo)| ~ 1. If B(Psi/(A/2T~1/2))(x,y) denotes the kernel
of the operator §(Psi /(A'/2T~1/2)), then we define

Ua(0,2) = (\V2T78) 75N 8Py /(N/2T712)) (g, ).

We want to show that this ¥y satisfies the bound (8I0) where the geodesic v is chosen as v = St x {w}.
Since the uy are eigenvalues of Psi and {e} is the associated orthonormal basis,

oo

B(Par /T ) 4)(w9) = 7 Bl /T ) ey (w)e; (v).
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This implies that, for 2 < ¢ <4,

27
Al = [ oA do

T

2
_ (2124 / 1B(Ps, /(AY2T=1/2)) (o, )| dB
0

q

~ (AV2r—1/2)—3 ( B /(NPT 72)) e (o)

. _ a
~ NPT (g = (VPT)))
~ (}\1/2T71/2)7g (()\1/2T71/2)271>‘1
_ ()\I/QT—I/2)%'
Since it is known that [|[Wy| 21 xs1) = 1 (cf. [BHS22, (7.10)], [Sog93, §4.3]), we have that

WAl Lagy)
IWAllL2 (1 xst)
This proves (810). O

We now come back to the proof of (I43). By Lemma B2l and Lemma Bl when V' = 0 and €()\) is as in
(42,

1 1
~N1T ™1,

I(=Aze = (A +ie(A)?) M lzayram) SAHEA) T, i 2<q< §

With this in mind, if we set T, TY, T}, and Ry as in (Z.H) so that
(=Ag2 — (A +ie(\)?) P =T\ + Ry =TV + Ty + Ry,

we have, as in the previous subsection,

1Bl smacy T3l sma S AHE) ™, i 250 <2,

[Rx 0 (=Ag2 — (A +ie(N)?)l| L2 (12) = Laty) S AeQ)IBAl L2(22) = L)
and thus, we would have (L43), if we could show that
(8:21) ITA(VW)l 2oty < CrA™ 8 (eA) 2 [I(Hy = A+ A7) |2 (r2)-

Since the argument in ([83]) holds for any curve segment, it should also hold for geodesics, and thus, we have

1
q
TVl Latyy S lull oo ¢r2y |V ]| L3z sup ( / T (7 (), y)|¢ dr)
Yy
< CyATETa|[(Hy — (A +iA73)2)u 2 (2,

and this is better than the bound posited in (821). It then suffices to find the desired estimate for T3 (Vu).

As before, we set T; 0 and T/\1 7 as in [B1). Since the operator T/\1 0 is also a “local” operator as TY, by the
same argument, we have

1T (V)| oy < CvA™3 74 [[(Hy — (A+iA75))ul 2re),

which is better than we need, and thus, we can focus on the operators Ty /. By the proof of [BHSS22] (4.21)],
we have

=
Wl

T3 (2, )] SATL-AZ230 = A72230 gy e T2 2<20 < (e(N)7Y
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where Ty (x,y) is the kernel of the operator T4/, Using the argument as above (cf. (%)), it then follows
from [BHSS22| Theorem 5.2] that

— l
Z ||T){)J(V’U’)HL‘1(7) < ||u||L°°(T2)||V||L1(vﬂ-2 SU.p (/ |T1’J |2 dT)
=1 2<2J<(E()\
< Nullzee e IV |22 (r2) Z A"2230
2<275(e(N) !

1

< (A3 = (XT3 )ullan) ) VI ey (A )
= Cy A3 (e(N) "2 ||(Hy — (A + A" 3)?)ul| p2(r2),
which yields (821]), and this completes the proof.

wlw

)

8.3. Hypersurfaces and codimension 2 submanifolds in Tori. In this subsection, we prove (L48) and
(C48) to finish proving Theorem [[71 We let P = v/—Arn, and let €1(\), €2(A), and e3(\) be as in (44).
By the same argument as in Lemma [B.I] we have a similar spectral projection bound for T? or T%.

Lemma 8.5. Ifn € {3,4} and k € {n —2,n — 1}, then
[Lpag 21 (P) fllpacsy S (T “EN@R) ()T )||f||L2 r2), 1<T <A qg=>2

Taking T so that )‘S(qf) (TA)", it follows from Lemma 83 that

T2

n—1_ 2k

(8.22) Lpoat 2y (P fllzay S A@PT-5 71 =\ (57 —%),
As before, by this and Lemma B.1] since €1(\) = /\_%ﬂ(%l_*) it follows that
[(=A72 = A+ ies(0)*) T lzzn- o) S X @) 72,
We set Ty, TV, T, Ty, Ty, and Ry as in (Z8) and (87), i.e.,
T=co(s(N)™, 0<eo <,
Th=T3 + 1Ty,

i o0 o
ey /0 n(E)n(t/T)ePte= s cos(tP) dt,
{ * [ —€
el /O (1 = n(O)n(t/T)e e Dt cos(tP) dt,
7 o0 it —e
Ry = m/o (1 —n(t/T))eMe N cos(tP) dt,

1,0 _ ; OO _ Xt —er (M)t
Ty >\+i61(/\)/0 Bo(t)(1 = n(t))n(t/T)e" e costP dt,

Ty = / T BETIN — )t/ T)eNe W costP dt, 1< 27 S (e1(\)

A + ZEl(A) 0

By the argument in §8.1] we have that
IRAN L2 (12) s pagmy S AR~ (e (V) 2,

(8.23) Ry 0 (=Agz — (A +ier ()2 22y Lagmy S AP (e1 (M)~ 2,
1Tl p2r2) s agmy S AP (e (V)72

As before, we also note that

u=(=Arn — (A +ie(V)?) " o (=Arn — (A +ier(N)?)u

=T(Hy — (A +ies(N)?)u + Ry (=Arn — (A +ier(V\))u — Th (V).

As above, using (823)) and (824, it is enough to bound T (Vu). Since Ty = TY + T}, as above, we compute
TY(Vu) and Ty (Vu), separately. The rest of the proof will be similar to the argument in §7.21 We note that

(8.24)
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T is a “local” operator as in the local operator Sy in (B.)). Since n,k, and g satisfying (I45) and (L47)
also satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition and Proposition 3.4] the proof of the two propositions gives us
that

n
(8.25) ITR (V)| Lacmy S IV ullzrar), »
We recall from [BHSS22, Theorem 1.4] that

[l ageny < Cy (e3(N) " EATDY(Hy — (A +ies(N)?)ul p2 (2,

(8.26) 2
where n = 3,4, _n2 < ¢ < o0, and 63()\)7%+50,
n—

where dy > 0 is any fixed positive real number, and

Jullzagee) < Cv A (e2(N) ™ T D AT |(Hy — (A+ ie2(X)?)ull 2z,

(827) 2 1 )\*iJrCo if —3
where n = 3,4,q = M’ and 62()\): _iﬁ , 1 n ,

n—1 A G, ifn = 4,

where €g,co > 0 are arbitrarily fixed. To make use of (826]), we note that if - g = 2, then 2B = 24,
This gives us that

2
o _ _”2 when ([45) and (L47) hold.

n—2p k ~n
By this, 823]), and the argument in BI8), it follows from ([826]) and Holder’s inequality that

TRVl aes) SNV 3 om0l oy

< Oy N (F5) 1 (eg(\) 72 [|(Hy — (A + des(N)?)ull 2(on)
kE_1

= Cy AT 5 N (es(N)” F | (Hy — (A + des(N)?)ull p2eny
= Cu X @R ey (0) 73| (Hy — (A + des(A)?)ul (o).

(8.28)

We note that, if we choose §p > 0 appropriately in [820]), then we have
e3(A) = A73T% = ¢;(\) < 1, when ([Z5) and (A7) hold,

and thus, (828) gives us the bounds in ([46) and (L48). For the operator T}, note that T/\l’0 is also a
“local” operator, and so, it satisfies the same bound as (B28]) with e3(\) = €1(N), i.e.,

(8.29) T (V) || pagsy < Cy @R~ (e(A) 72 ||(Hy — (A +ier(A))ul 2 (rm)-

With this in mind, we first show that (L46). Suppose ([43) holds. By (823)-(®29), we would have
(T4Z4), if we could show that

(8.30) ST (Va)llpags) < Oy AT () F [ (Hy — (A + iea(N)*)ull 2rs)-

j=1

To see this, recall from [BHSS22| (4.25)] that, for n > 3,

ST fllzes) < D NIT3 Fllz(rm

j=1 j=1
n—3 ntl; n=3 _ntl
S Y AT 25 Sl SAT (@) (1 flian.
2<2iS(er(N) L
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Using this, we have, for n > 3,

S T V) = </ (T (V) Wz)

2<2i<(e1(N)) L 2<2J< (e (M)

n-s _ndt .
SN (L Ivalte.)

n+1

SN (V)2

We note that V € Lz (T3) since V € L2 (T?) and M is compact. By ([45), B31), Holder’s inequality, and
B27), we have, for 0 < ¢ < 1,

Yoo I V)l < @) IV g o lullzacrs)
2527 5(aa (M) !

(8.31)

[Vl L rny.

< Cy A T ((A\) T F | (Hy — (A + dea(N)?)ull 12 oo
< Cy @R (e (M) 1| (Hy — (A + de2(N)?)ul| 2 (199,

which satisfies ([830), completing the proof of (L44]).
We next show ([48) when (L47) holds. By ([823)-(829), we would have (48]), if we could show that

oo ) e
(8.32) S ITN (V) pogs) < CvA*™ @ [[ullL2(ps).
j=1
Similarly, by (47), 831), and Holder’s inequality, we have
> T3 (Vi) | pagsy S AF(ex(A) 2V L2 oy l[ull p2rey < Cv N7 [[ul| g2,

2<25 (a1 (A) !

which proves (832), completing the proof of (L48). This completes the proof of Theorem [

9. SOME PARTIAL RESULTS AND RELATED FUTURE WORK

9.1. Higher codimension analogues. In this paper, hypersurfaces and codimension 2 cases are not fully

resolved. Indeed, we do not have estimates in Theorem [[3 for 2 < ¢ < n2( 3n3r4 when n € {4,5},2<¢<

%gm whenn € {6,7},0or2 <g< 2:2%4%1 when n > 8, and in Theorem [ 4] for 2 < ¢ < 3;%318 when
n > 5. Finding higher codimension analogues of Theorem [[L3HT.4l may also be interesting. For example, if

we use the arguments in the proof of Theorem [[.4] one may obtain that if n > 4 and k = n — 3, then

lull zap oy < Cy NG =31 (Hy — (A4 0)%)ull 2y, when V € L7555 (M),

and if n > 5 and k =n — 4, then
[l 2y < Cy XD (Hy — (A +i))ul|p2(ar),  when V € L¥ (M),

2n (2n 3)

but the potential either V € L (M) or V € L% (M) is not critically singular anymore. Getting the
estimates with V' € L% (M) for higher codimension cases may be difficult if we follow the arguments in
this paper, since the arguments in Theorem would imply conditions ¢ < n2—_k3 (or ¢ < n2—_k3) when
k=dimX, and if £ < n — 3, this gives ¢ < 2. This is not usual, since we usually consider ¢ > 2 for spectral

projection estimates.

9.2. Analogues of Theorem [1.3+ with Kato potentials. In Theorem [[L3HT.4] we considered V €
L= (M) to show estimates in the theorems. If dim M = n = 3, we can say that there is a special Kato class
potential so that we have similar estimates in Theorem [I.3] .4, and To see this, we recall the following
definition.

Definition 9.1 (Schechter [Sch71], Simon [Sim82]). We say V € Mg, if

sup (dg(@, )" "V ()P dVy(y) =: IVI[},, < o<,

z /dg(r,y)<%1nj(M),y€M
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where Inj(M) is the injectivity radius of a compact Riemannian manifold M without boundary, and dV, is
the Riemannian volume form.

We focus on 5 > 0 when we consider Mg ), here. Some Mg ), classes are sub-classes of IC(M). For example,
if n = 3, then My 2 C KK(M). Indeed, note that, if V' € Mj 2, then, for 0 < € < 1, by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, in local coordinates

1
3

_ _ 3
/ 1|z —y| ' V(y)ldy < (/ 12 dy) (/ |z —y| 2IV(y)IQdy> <ez ||V,
|z—y|<e |z—y|<e |lz—y|<e

and thus, after taking supremum over x, when ¢ — 0, we have V € K(M). It then follows that Hy is
self-adjoint and positive by [BSS21l §2], and hence, (I.I]) makes sense.

If we allow a log loss, we have the following higher dimensional analogues of Theorem [[L1] which are the
partial analogues of [BGT07, Theorem 3] and [Hu09, Theorem 1.3]. We also want to remove a log loss when
(n,k) = (3,1), where the submanifold is either a geodesic segment, or curve with nonvanishing curvatures,
which were proved in [CS14] and [WZ21] for V' = 0.

=

Theorem 9.2. Suppose M is a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n =3 and ¥ is a submanifold
of M with dimension k. Let §(q,k) and v(q,k) be as in (LI) and (1), respectively. Also assume u €
Dom(Hy) and A > 1.

(1) Letn=3,1<k <2, andV € My 5 C K(M). Then we have
(9.1) lullocsy < Cv)\‘s(q’k)_l(log )\)”(q’k)H(HV - (A + i)2)u|\Lz(M), for all g > 2.

(2) Let n =3 and V € My C K(M). Suppose the curve ~y is either a geodesic segment or a curve
segment with nonvanishing curvatures. We then have that

(9.2) ullz2(yy < CvA™2[[(Hy — (A +0)2)ull 2 (ar)-

Since M, o is a sub-class of (M), it would be interesting if we could extend the sub-class Mj 2 to whole
KC(M) when n = 3. It would also be interesting to consider n > 4.

Proof of Theorem[3.2 We first show (@.1). Let us first consider the case where n = 3, ¥ is any submanifold,
and V € M 2. As before, we write

(—Ag — ()\ + i)2)_1 =S\ + Wy,
where S\ and W) are as in §3] and P = \/—A,. By [BGT07, Theorem 3] and [Hu09, Theorem 1.3], we have
||]1[,\,,\+1] (P>HL2(M)—>LP(E) N P (log /\)V(p’k)v
ullzo(z) S AP~ (log M) PR [(=Ag — (A + ) )ull L2(a),
and
(=8¢ = A+ D)) 2 an—res) S AP log A)PH).
Using these and the arguments above in §l we obtain the following estimates for S and W.
153122 (ar) e () < AP~ (log )P,
IWA(=Ag = A+ D)2 Lo () S AP (log AR

We then want to bound Sy (Vu) as above. When n = 3, by using an argument in [BHSS22] §5], we have the
kernel estimates of S as follows.

(9.3)

1Sx(z,y)] 5{ ns

We thus have that
(9'4) |S>\(x,y)| S (dg(xvy))ilv for dg(xvy) <L
We want to find the following estimates of Sy(Vu), using Definition
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Lemma 9.3. Letn=3. IfV € Mo, then
[Sx(VW)llLecsy < Cvllullpzary,
foralll1 <k <2andp>2.
Since
u=(=Ag— (A+i)*) o (=Ay = A+ u=(Sx+Wx)o(=Ay — (A+i)*)u

=Sxo (Hy — (A +i))u+Wro (=Ag — (A +14)?)u— Sx(Vu),

if the lemma is true, then, by (@3],

[ullzees) < 1930 (Hy — (A +)*)ull oy + [Wa o (=8¢ = (A +0)*)ullogsy + [SA (VW) Lo(s)

< Cy X (log NP [ (Hy — (A -+ )2)ullzqan) + CvA™ - Al z2an
< Cy NP log \)" PP | (Hy — (A +0))ull p2(ary + Cv A [(Hy = (A +0)*)ull p2(ar)
< Oy XD 1og N7 PR |(Hy — (A +)?)ul 2 (ary

which completes the proof of ([@1]). As above, we used the spectral theorem in the second to last inequality.
We now want to show Lemma

Proof of Lemmal2.3 Let r — o(r) be a coordinate map of the submanifold ¥. By the triangle inequality,

we have
1S3 (Va)llzacs) = ( / \ [ sV dy i dr);

(/ (/'SA wIIV(y )||U(y)|dy>p dr)”

To bound this, we want to bound the integral in the second parentheses, i.e.,

[ 185001 0IIV @)ut) dy

Using a partition of unity if necessary, we may assume |z — y| < 1 for 2,y € M, especially when x = o(r),
and so, |o(r) —y| < 1. By ([@4) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have, for n > 3,

[ 15000 @l = ( 15300009V @R D) (/|u )

3 ( [ e >|2dy> Jullan) < Ovllullzean.
lo(r)—y|<1

(9.5)

In the last inequality, we used the assumption V' € M 2. Using this with ([@3]), we have
[Sx(Vu)lzees) < Cvllull Lz,
as desired. ]

We next show ([@2)). Suppose n = 3 and the curve 7 is either a geodesic segment or a curve with
nonvanishing geodesic curvatures. As before, we write

(A, — (A +49)2) 1 =Sy + Wy,

where Sy and W), are as in as above, and P = y/—A,. By [CS14] Theorem 1] and [WZ21l, Theorem 3|, we
have

Moy (P)lz2an -2 S A%

2y S AT2(HY = 48l 2 any,
and thus,

1Ay — A+ 92" 25220y S A3,
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As before, by this and (B8], an orthogonality argument gives us that Sy and Wy = m(P) satisfy
ISxll2(any—»12(y) S A2,
IWx 0 (=g = (A +0)?) | 2(an—r2(m) S A%
The bounds for Sy (Vu) follow from Lemma [0.3] since the lemma holds for any curve. Since
u=(-Ag—(A+ i)z)_l o(=Ag—(A+ 1)2)u
=S o (=Ay+V —(A+))u+Wyo(=Ay — (A +4)*)u — S\(Vu),
by ([@6]), and Lemma 03] we have that
lull 2y < [1Sx o (Hy — (A +0)*)ullrz(s) + [Wa o (=8¢ = (A + 1)) ull 2(s) + 1S (V)| 22 ()
< CvA"3||(Hy = (A +0))ul 2,
which proves (0.2). O

(9.6)

We can also see that we have a log improved restriction estimate for a 3-dimensional manifolds with
nonpostive sectional curvatures as follow.

Theorem 9.4. Assume that (M, g) is a 3-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold of constant negative
sectional curvature, €(\) = (log(2 + X\))~!, and that V. € Myo C K(M). If v is a unit-length geodesic
segment, then

(9.7) ull 2y < CvnA™2 (V)72 [(Hy — (A + ie(N))?)ull 2 (as)-
Proof. We can prove (@.7)) similarly. To see this, we first consider the estimates when V = 0 from [Blal§]
and [Zhal7] for P = \/=A,
ITpoaty(Plzon—r2¢) S A%(log /\)7%,

where v is a geodesic segment. This in turn implies that
(9.8) I(=8g = (+ie(X)>) " llz2anz2) S A (log )
Let n € C§°(R), Ty, TY, Ty, and R, be as in (7.5), so that we can write

(A, — (A +ie(N)H) ™t =T\ + Ry.
Setting m) as in (4, by the arguments above, the operator Ry = m(P) satisfies

(9.9) IRl 20y 22y S A2 (e(N) 72,

and

(9.10) [Ryo (=g — (A +ic)) |22t S AT2(€(N) 72 - (Ae(N)) = A2 (e(N)) .
Since Th = (=A, — (A +i€e(N))?) ™! — Ry, by ([@8) and (@),

(9.11) Tl L2 (ar) s L2 () S A2 ((N)) 2.

For any given small ¢y > 0, if ¢y > 0 is small enough, then by [BHSS22| (3.25)] (see also [Bér77])
||T)%||L1(M)HLOQ(M) = O()\CCO) — O()\EO),

and so,

(9-12) T3 fllzoeary < NTxfllpoeany S XN Fllzrany-

The proof of (TI2) in [BHSS22, (5.11)] also applies to all dim M = n > 3, and so, if n = 3, then we have
the following bounds for the kernel 77

(dg(xﬂy))z_n = ( g(CC,y )_1 if dg(x,y) < )\_1,
=

T(z,y)| < — ’
D@l 3 {)\ 2 (dy(z,y)) " "2 = (dg(z,y))"Y, if AL <dy(z,y) <1,

and thus
(9.13) TN (2, )| S (dg(z,y))~", when |z —y| < 1.
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As above, we can write
u=T\(=Ay+V — (A +ie(\)?)u+ Rx(=Ay — (A +ie(\))u — Tr(Vu).

By (@I1), we have

ITx o (Hy — (A +ie(N))ull 2y A2 (V)™ 2 [[(Hy — (A + ie(N)*)ull z2an).
By (@.I0), we have

IRy 0 (=Ag — (A +ie(N))ull 227y £ A2 (e(N) 2 [[ull L2ar)
SATHEN) B II(Hy = (A +ie(N))ull 2an)-
To show (@), it thus suffices to show that
(9.14) ITA (V) L2ty € CvA™2 (V)2 [[(Hy — (A + ie(A\)*)ull 2an),

where 0 < ¢g < 1. Since T\ = TY + T4, we consider TY(Vu) and T4 (Vu) separately. For TY(Vu), we repeat
the proof of Lemma[@3 By ([@I3), V € M; 2, and Hélder’s inequality, we have that

1
2

/ITQ(V(T)vy)IIV(y)IIU(y)I dy < /( . Kl(dg(”Y(T),y))*QIV(y)IQdy lull 2y < Cvllullpz(ar),

which in turn implies that
1
3

T30l < (| (/ |T£<v<r>,y>||v<y>||u<y>|dy> dr) < Cullullien.

For T} (Vu), by (@I2) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

Tl ([ TP drf

2
< ( Joorivai, dr)

S ANV 2y llwll L2 cany
<XV |12llullL2any < CvA®||ullL2(ar-
Putting these together, by the spectral theorem, we have
ITA(Vu)|| p2¢yy < Cv A |lullL2any S Cv ATl (Hy — (A + ie(A)*)ull L2 (an).-

Taking €y > 0 sufficiently small, we have ([@I4]), completing the proof of (@1). O
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