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A PRIORI ESTIMATES OF MIZOHATA-TAKEUCHI TYPE FOR
THE NAVIER-LAME OPERATOR

J.A. BARCELO!, A. RUIZ2, M.C. VILELA!, AND J. WRIGHT*

ABSTRACT. The Mizohata-Takeuchi conjecture for the resolvent of the Navier-
Lamé equation is a weighted estimate with weights in the so-called Mizohata-
Takeuchi class for this operator when one approaches the spectrum (Limit-
ing Absorption Principles). We prove this conjecture in dimensions 2 and 3
for weights with a radial majorant in the Mizohata-Takeuchi class. This re-
sult can be seen as an extension of the analogue for the Laplacian given in
[8]. We also prove that radial weights in this class are not invariant for the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, hence the methods in [6] used to extend
estimates for the Laplacian to the Navier-Lamé case, do not work.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Nowadays, the Mizohata-Takeuchi conjecture is known as a weighted estimate for
the extension operator of the Fourier transform on the sphere. More precisely, if
S’f{l denotes the sphere of radius R in R?, dog the surface measure induced by the
Lebesgue measure, V : R — [0, +00) and f € L?(S% 1), the conjecture can be
formulated as the following weighted estimate for the extension operator over the
sphere:

2
. : : d 2
HdeRHL2(V) < csup {/L V : L line in R } ||f||L2(S;¢{1). (1.1)

The integral of V' along the line L is known as the X-ray transform of V', this is the
function XV defined on all the lines in R? by

XV(L):= / V= / V(y +tf)dt, (1.2)
L —o0
where y € R? and # € S~ ! determine the line L.

In the case of radial weights V, (LI) was proved in [8] and [I3] independently.
The Mizohata-Takeuchi conjecture has been an object of interest related to Stein’s
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conjecture in Fourier Analysis, see [24], [3], [23], [10], [II], [I2] and the references
therein.

The origin of this conjecture is an initial value problem. In the 80’s, Takeuchi (see
[26],[27] and [28]) was studying the following initial value problem associated to the
linear Schrodinger equation perturbed by its first order term:

iTl0u+ Ayu+b(z) - Veu=F(z,t), 2eR4teR,
u(z,0) = uo(x).

with ug € L2(RY), F € C(R; L%(R%)) complex-valued functions, and b a vector-
valued function. He claimed that (I3) is well-posed in L?(R?) if and only if

(1.3)

sup{Re/ b(x—i—s@)-@ds:xERd,GESd_l} < 0. (1.4)
0

Later Mizohata (see [I9]) noticed that Takeuchi’s proof was not clear and showed
that condition (L)) is necessary but left open the question of whether it is also a
sufficient condition. As far as we know, this Mizohata-Takeuchi conjecture is not
yet resolved.

In 1997, Barcel6-Ruiz-Vega (see []]) introduced a scalar version of ([L4). More
precisely, they consider scalar potentials V : R? — [0, +00) satisfying the scalar
Mizohata-Takeuchi condition

NVl x ::sup{/ V(x—i—sﬁ)ds:xeRd,HES’d_l}<<>o. (1.5)
We will call the supremum appearing in (L3) the X-ray norm of V and we will
denote the class of potentials satisfying (L5 by 7 (R?). They also introduced the
radial Mizohata-Takeuchi class, denoted by T,.q(R9), as the class of nonnegative
functions V' such that the function

V(r) = sup V(w) (1.6)
weSy ™
satisfies N
Vi)

Abusing notation, we write V() = V(r) where r = |z|. One can sce that condition
(1) means that the X —ray transform of the radial majorant V(z) is bounded
everywhere. In fact, we may assume that -6 = 0 in (I3 and then, by making the
change of variable x + sf = r in the integral with V' = V' we obtain the integral in
@.1).

In [8, Theorem 4] they proved that the initial value problem ([3]) is well-posed in

. 1/2

the homogeneous Sobolev space H (R?) when b is bounded by a scalar radial
function V' with a sufficiently small X-ray norm.

The essential tool in their proof is an a priori weighted estimate for the solution of
the stationary Helmholtz equation

Au(z) + Eu(z) = f(z), k>0, zeR? (1.8)
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satisfying the Sommerfeld outgoing radiation condition
(8, —ik)yu = o(r~4=V/2) = |z| - . (1.9)

They proved that if f € C§5°(R?) and V is a radial weight with a bounded X-ray
norm, then the solution v of (L8)-(L9) satisfies the following a priori estimate (see
[8, Th. 1 and Th. 2]):

IVullL2qvy + Ellullzory < IVl L2e-1y - (1.10)

By a limiting absorption principle argument, they got the same estimate for the
outgoing resolvent of the Laplace operator. This resolvent can be written as the
following sum:

a [€]? — k2
So, formally, we can say that taking the imaginary part in the estimate for the re-
solvent, they obtained the same estimate for the convolution Stein-Tomas operator.

In fact, they proved a stronger result (see [8, Theorem 3]). More precisely, they
characterized the radial weights for which the following estimate holds:

i« 1] ..., < MVIEN iy

(A+ K +i0)" f(z) = % dor + f(z) + p.V./R

L2(V)

And also the equivalent estimates for the extension and restriction operator on the
sphere, which are related to (IZI)).

The purpose of this article is to study this problem in the context of linear elasticity,
which is governed by the equation

A*u(z) + w?u(z) = f(2), w>0, xR (1.11)
where u, the displacement vector, is a vector-valued function from R¢ to R? and,
A*u(z) = pAu(z) + (A + p)Vdivu(x), (1.12)

with Au defined componentwise. Here w > 0 denotes the frequency of the time-
harmonic wave, the constants A and u are known as the Lamé constants and A* is
the Navier-Lamé operator.

Throughout this paper we will assume that ¢ > 0 and 2u + A > 0 so that the
operator A* is strongly elliptic and, we will denote by k, and ks the speed of
propagation of longitudinal and transversal waves, respectively, where

2 2
2 w w

= d K== 1.13
NCTEDVE Soop (1.13)

It is well-known that any solution u of the homogeneous Navier-Lamé equation
A*u(z) 4+ w?u(z) = 0, (1.14)

with A* given by ([I2)), in a domain, can be written as the sum of the so called
compressional part, denoted by u,, and the shear part, denoted by us, where

1
u, = —ﬁVdivu and u;=u-—u, (1.15)
P
Observe that u, and u, are solutions of the vectorial homogeneous Helmholtz equa-
tions Aup(x) + k2up(z) = 0 and Aug(z) + kZus(z) = 0, respectively.
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Besides, if u is an entire solution (i.e. a solution in the whole R?) of (LT4) satisfying
the outgoing Kupradze radiation conditions:

(8, —iky)u, = of(r~(d=1/2) r=|z| = oo, (1.16)
(8, —iks)u, = o(r @ V/2) = x| = oo, (1.17)
then, u = 0 (see [16] for the three-dimensional case).

As a consequence, for a vector-valued function f € C§°(R?), if there exists a solution
of the Navier-Lamé equation (LTI satisfying the Kupradze radiation conditions
(LI6) and ([I7), where u, and u, are given by (LI5]) outside the support of f,
then the solution is unique.

In [6] several classes of weights V' are considered, those for which estimate (LI0)
holds, and the analogous estimate was extended to the resolvent of Navier-Lamé
operator in elasticity. The extension was based on the good behavior of the different
classes of weights with respect to singular integral operators, Leray’s decomposition
of the resolvent of Navier operator in terms of the resolvent of Laplacians at differ-
ent energies (longitudinal and transversal waves), together with Rubio de Francia
algorithm, (see [15]). Nevertheless the case of the radial Mizohata-Takeuchi class
remained an open problem. The question was the invariance of this class under
Riesz transforms (see Remark 3.11 in [6]).

In this work we give a negative answer to this question by giving a bounded se-
quence of radial functions in 7 (R¢) whose image by the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
operator is unbounded (see Proposition 21)). Nevertheless, we are able to extend
estimate (CI0) to the Navier-Lamé operator for radial potentials (see Theorem
[[d). This estimate provides weighted estimates for the resolvent (see Corollary
[[3)) which are an important tool to solve boundary and scattering inverse prob-
lems for perturbation of the free operator, see [7] for Navier-Lamé operator.

The main results of this paper are the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let V € Trua(RY) with d = 2,3. If f € CS°(R?), then there exists
¢ > 0 independent of £, w and V such that the following a priori estimate for u,

the unique solution of (LII) satisfying (LI6) and (LIM), holds:
[ @ Pv@ds < SIvie [ e Py @ (118)
R

Rd
Theorem 1.2. Under the conditions of Theorem[L 1], writing u = (u1, ..., uq), the
following a priori estimate holds:

sup / |Vuj(3:)|2V(3:)d3:§c|||V|||2/ |f(x)|2V_1(3:)d3:. (1.19)
1<j<d JR4 R4

We would like to point out that Theorems [Tl and can be stated with two
different weights V7 and Va2 (see Theorem [53] for the Helmholtz case).

As we mentioned before, in the study of well-posedness of initial value problems, a
priori estimates for the associated stationary problem are essential tools (see [§] and
[4] for the Helmholtz case with Mizohata-Takeuchi weights). So estimates (LIS])
and (LI9) can be used to prove existence and uniqueness of solutions of initial



A priori estimates of Mizohata-Takeuchi type for the Navier-Lamé operator 5

value problems associated to the evolution Navier-Lamé equation. And one obtains
a priori estimates for these solutions (see [6l Theorems 1.6 and 1.7]). We will treat
these issues in a forthcoming paper.

As a consequence of Theorem [[LT] by using standard techniques (see [8]) we get the
following corollary.

Corollary 1.3. Let V € Trqa(R?) with d = 2,3.

(i) If z = v + ie with € # 0, then there exists ¢ > 0 independent of z and V
such that for any u € C§°(RY), the following a priori estimate holds:

[ m@PV@)ds < VI [ 17+ eDu@Py @ (1.20)
R4 Rd

(ii) (Weak limiting absorption principle.) Let us denote by R(z) the extension
to L2(V~tdz) of the operator (A* + 21)~1 defined in L2(R?) N L2(V ~tdz).
Then for f € L?(V~'dx), the weak-limit

R(w? +i0)f := weak — lim R(2)f
z—w?, I2>0
exists in L2(Vdx) and is a weak solution of (LII). If £ € C°(R?), then
R(w? +1i0)f is the solution satisfying the outgoing Kupradze radiation con-

ditions (LIQ) and (LI7).

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we prove that the radial
Mizohata-Takeuchi class is not invariant under the centered Hardy-Littlewood max-
imal function. This was the main obstacle to extend the estimate for Helmoltz
equation to the Navier-Lamé equation in [6].

In Section 3 we give an addition formula for the fundamental solution of the eigen-
function equation of Lamé-Navier operator. We give the proof in dimension d = 2
and refer to [9] for d = 3. These formulae are a fundamental part in the proof of
estimate ([I8). We think that these formulae could be useful in other contexts,
see [A].

In Section 4 we prove Theorem [l up to some lemmas which we establish in
Section 6. For simplicity, we give a detailed proof for d = 2 and a sketch for d = 3.
The proof of Theorem is given in Section 5.

The proof of Theorem [T}, although it follows the lines of the case of the Helmholtz
equation in [§], it is much more involved. We will need new, delicate cancellations
between longitudinal and transversal projections of solutions of the Navier-Lamé
equation. This cancellation is revealed in Lemmas [£.3] and (1.4

Theorem will be proved directly as a consequence of the decomposition of the
resolvent of Navier-Lamé in terms of the resolvent of the Laplacian at two different
energies given in [0, Lemma 2.2]. In the proof of (ILI9) we work in the frequency
domain. We suspect that a similar proof could be given for (II8]), but so far we
have not been able to do this.

Notation. From now on, all vectors will be considered column vectors, and all
differential operators will be assumed to act on column vectors.
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For non-negative quantities X and ¥ we will use X <Y (X 2 Y) to denote the
existence of a positive constant ¢, depending on at most d, such that X < ¢Y
(X >cY). We will write X ~Y if both X <Y and X 2 Y.

2. THE CLASS OF RADIAL FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED X-RAY TRANSFORM.

In [6], the Rubio de Francia Algorithm was used to contruct an As majorant for
functions in some classes. This was essential to transfer weighted estimates from the
Helmholt equation to the Navier-Lamé equation. It requires an a priori bound for
the Hardy-Littlewood Maximal operator in the class under consideration. In this
section we will see that the class of radial functions with bounded X-ray transform
behaves badly under the classical centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator.
More precisely, we will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. The classical centered Hardy-Littlewood mazximal operator on R?
is not a bounded operator on the radial Mizohata-Takeuchi class 'de(Rd).

Proof. If we denote the classical centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator by
M, we will show that the following estimate does not hold:

M AIIES AN f € Traa(R?). (2.1)

If f € Traa(R?), then f is a radial function. Writing f(z) = fo(|z|) and using polar
coordinates, we have that

1
Mf(x) = sup B Jo. 0 |f(y)| dy

1
> Sup |f(y)] dy
0<s< || |BS(I) Bs(x)

1 |z|+s
~ Sup — [fo(t)] h(s,t)dt,

d
o<s<|z| § |z|—s

where B;(z) is the ball of radius s centered at  and

h(s,t) = / do(w).
s(@)N{lyl=t}

Taking into account that if ||z| — ¢| < s/2, then h(s,t) ~ s¢~1, we have

lz[+s

M) 2 Nfo(le]) == sup — ol dt. (2.2)

0<s<|z| 2s |z|—s
From here, using (L7)), we see that

e Nfo(r
L e 23)

Consider two small positive parameters, n and J, satisfying 0 < 0> < § €« n < 1

and let N be a natural number satisfying N ~ n~!. We introduce the following
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function depending on these parameters:

f(x) = fo(lz]) ZXIJ |z1),

where I; = [2 4 jn,2 4+ jn + 6] forlSJSN.

On one hand, for this function f, we have that
< rfo(r) /3 r fo(r)
=su ——————dr~ su ——————dr.
A1l HZ%/M (2 — u2)1/2 2923 L (2= )

Fix 2 < p < 3. Then there exists jo € {0,...,N — 1} such that 2+ jon < p <
2+ (jo + 1)n. And thus, we can write

> Jo(r
/# (r;oil/z Z 1, (2.4)

J=Jjo
where

I, = QHWM———Q——d VT jon +0)% — 2 <642 (2.5)
Jo T u (7'2 _M )1/2 3077 /'L ~ ) .

and for j =jo+1,..., N,
24jn+s ,
e
= V(240 +08) — 12 = V(2 + jn)? — 2
SifiﬁgﬁZFﬁ' (2.6)
Inserting (23] and (2.0 in [24) and taking the supremum, we obtain

LT L N B (2.7)
W e G )

since n? < . On the other hand, from ([23)), we see that

N N 2+(j+1)n
sz [ s ar 2> e [T N (2

= 2+jn

For a fixed r € [2+ jn, 24 (j + 1)7] Wlth_] =1,...,N, we see from ([22]) that

N 1 2r—2—jn+4 5
|dt 2 —————.
)2 sy L Ol

Inserting this in (Z8]) we obtain that

2+(j+1)n dr
M| > e
M1 2 1/2Zf/+m s
b <n+5) Mo
(S L
ni/2 5 )=
o (1
on ln((s). (2.9)
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Hence, if (Z)) held, from (7)) and (Z9), we would conclude that

w(?)<

which is impossible since 0 < § < n < 1. O

3. THE FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTION IN SPHERICAL HARMONICS.

The fundamental solution of equation (LIT]) satisfying the outgoing Kupradze con-
ditions (LI6) and (LI7) is an d x d matrix. In this section we present series
expansions of this fundamental solution in dimensions 2 and 3. These expansions
will be key in proving Theorem [[.T1 We will first focus on dimension 2, and then
we will address dimension 3, which is much more complicated.

In dimension 2, the fundamental solution can be written as (see [2])

0(e,y) = 75 (VT HD (ke — o) + V2 (V) B (ke — o)), (3.0)

el
where # = (21, 22)", Vo = (0a,,02,)t, VL = (=04,,0,)t and HSY denotes the

Hankel function of the first kind and order zero.

Writing in polar coordinates x = (r cos @, rsinf)! and y = (¢ cos ¢, t sin ¢)?, we have
the following addition formula (see [14} p.75])

HS (k| —yl) = " HO (kr)Jo (kt)e ™0™, k>0, |z >y,  (3.2)
nez

where J,, and Hfll) are the Bessel functions of the first and third kind, respectively.

The series and its term-by-term first derivatives with respect to |z| and |y| are
absolutely and uniformly convergent on compact subsets of |x| > |y|.

The expression of the fundamental solution given in (B along with the addition
formula (3.2]) will allow us to obtain the following addition formula for the funda-
mental matrix solution.

Proposition 3.1. If we write in polar coordinates x = (rcosf,rsinf) and y =
(tcosp, tsing) then, for |x| > |y| the fundamental solution of (LII) in dimension
2is a 2 X 2 matriz that can be written as

O(z,y) = ®'(z,y) + ¥*(2,y) + 9°(2,y), (3.3)
with
zn@ —in
! (z,y) 8w2 Z e, (3.4)
nez
i(n—2)60 7177,
O (x,y) = 16w2z o 2nrtAe ) ?, (3.5)
nez
®3(z,y) 6 — Z nt2n(rst) Beint2)0g—ing, (3.6)

ne”z
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where forn € Z andm=mn—2 or m=n+ 2,

Hf () == K2HUD (kyr) T (Kpt) + K2HD (kor) T (Kst), (3.7)
Hy o (rt) = K2HE (kpr) T (kpt) — K2HS (kgr) T (Kst), (3.8)

A (:; ‘2.1), B (‘12' 1) . (3.9)

The series and its term-by-term first derivatives with respect to |x| and |y| are
absolutely and uniformly convergent on compact subsets of |x| > |y|.

. . . . 1
For convenience, from now on, we will write H,, instead of H,S ),

Proof of Proposition[31l Following [2], we define the Navier eigenfunctions
epn(2) 1= ValJu(kpr)e™),  esn(x) = Vi (Ju(ksr)e™),
with n € Z,r € R? and, the radiating Navier eigenfunctions
Ty (@) = Vo (Hulkyr)e ™), rsn(z) = Vg (Ha(ksr)e ™),
with n € Z,z € R?\ {0}.

With these definitions, from B.]) and [B2]), we get the following addition formula
for the fundamental solution of the Lamé equation (see [2]): if |z| > |y, then

(=9) 4w2z pon Y) + 1an(@)e 5 (1), (3.10)
nez

where the series converges uniformly on compact subsets.
For convenience, we define

T () := Jo(kr)e™, and Hy,(x) := H,(kr)e”™"’. (3.11)
And we write ® = (¢¢;) with

/I; 7
b6 =73 D iy (3.12)
nez
Then, from (3I0) we have
7111( ) = 8I1Hkp,n(x)ay1j (y) + O, Hi, n(x)8y2 Jks,n(y)v (3-13)
92(2,Y) = Oz, Hkp,n(x)ayz Jkpm (y) + 0z, Hi, (‘T)ayl Jkon (y)v (3'14)

(béj( Y ): 6mngp,n($)aijkp,n(y) 6m]Hk n(x)angks,n(y)a ﬂ#] (315)

On the other hand, using the chain rule, for 7 = 1,2 we have
Oz; Jim(x) = kJ,'l(kr)em‘gamjr + ian(kT)emeﬁsz, (3.16)
Op; Hi () = kH,'L(kT)e_meﬁzjr - ian(kT)e_meﬁsz. (3.17)
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Taking into account that

e 4 e i(e — e=i)
azl’l”:f, 8m19: 5 ,
i o) i
Opyr = 9o = T
from (B.16), we get
Or, Ji.n(2) :g |:J7Il(k’r)(ei(n+1)9 + im0y _ %ﬁfw)(ei(nﬂ)e _ ei(n—l)é)] ,
(3.18)
k , | ) .
Oy () = — i§ [J;l(kr)(ez(n-i-l)é — ein=D8y _ nT(T)(el("“)@ g
"
(3.19)
and from (3.I7), we obtain
k , |
alek)n(.I) = 5 [H:l(kT)(e—l(n—l)O + 6_1(n+1)0)
" %7@(6*“"*”9 — e“”*”e)} : (3.20)
k ; .
Opp Hi () = —i§ H;z(k,«)(eﬂ(nﬂ)e B 671(n+1)0)
* %(e’“”*”e + e“”*”e)} : (3.21)
T

If G, (r) is Jy(r) or Hy(r), the following recurrence relations hold for all n € Z (see
[1, pp.361, identities in 9.1.27]:

2G;z(7") = anl(r) - Gn+1(T)a

27nGn(r) = G (1) + Goga ().

Using these recurrence relations in (318)-(B21), and grouping terms we obtain

Our Tin(t) = (e a(2) = T (1) (3.22)
Do, T () :ig (Tom1(2) + Jonsa (@), (3.23)
Do, Hy () =§ (Hin1(2) — Honir(2)), and (3.24)
Doy Hin (&) = — i (Hpo 1 (2) + Hpm (2) (3.25)

2

We start by calculating the term ¢11 of the fundamental matrix solution ®. From
BI2) with £ =j =1 we see that

o1 = 1o O O (3.26)

nez
where ¢, is given in (BI3)).
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Inserting the identities (3:22)-(323) in BI3) we get

k2
11 (x,y) = Zp (Hipn—1(2) iy mn—1Y) + Hi,p 1 (2) Ty 1 (y)]

k2

- I [Hk n— 1( )Jkp,nJrl(y) +Hkp,n+l(x)<]kp,nfl(y)}
k2

+ I [H, n— 1(w )Jks,nfl(y) + Hks,n+1(33)*]ks,n+1(y)]
k2

+ I [H, n— 1(w )Jks,n+1(y) + Hks,nJrl(fE)Jks,nfl(y)] .

11

(3.27)

Now we make the change of variables in the summation index n appearing in (3.26]),
that are necessary for the terms Ji ,,,(y) with k = kp or k = ks and m =n — 1 or
m =n+ 1 to become Jj ,(y). After these changes of variables, grouping terms, we

obtain

)
¢11(:c,y) = @ Z [kngp,n(‘T)Jkp,n(y) + kaks,n(x)Jks,n(y)]
nez

16w2 Z [Hipn—2(®) iy n(y) + Hiy 2 (@) Ty n (y)]
nez

i 2
+ 1602 Z kg [Hi,n—2(2) kg0 (Y) + Hi, nv2(@) T, (y)] -

neZ

Using (3110, B7) and [B.8)) in this expression, we get

¢11 = é Z H,F (r,t)e™0em?

neZ
—2)0 Jinp
E (r,t)e —iln e
1 2 2n
6w nez
E +2 —z(n+2)06i7up'
16w2 ez
ne”z

Or equivalently,

i »
¢11 = w Z [{Jr (T t) znee e
nez

_ § H- (T t)ez(n72)0€7m<p
2 n—2,n\"»
16w =

i — i(n —in
~ To5 2 Hpan (r ) 420eine,
nez

To obtain this equivalence, we used the fact that for all n € Z,

H , o n= n+2<]n7 H ,J .= Han7 H7n+2<]7n =Hy, 2J,.

(3.28)

(3.29)
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Arguing in a similar way one can see that

a2 = 32 Z H;;n (r, t)emee_mw

nez

16w2 Z om T t z(n72)067in<p
nez

16w2 Z 2, t)elnt2leing, (3.30)
ne

and that

12 T — Z om ’F t 1(n72)967imp
neL

16w2 Z n+2, n( Z(n+2)06_mw' (3.31)
nez
On the other hand, from B1]) we have that ® is a symmetric matrix, and therefore

P21 = P12. (3.32)
Identity [B3]) follows from ([B.28))-([B32). O

Remark 3.2. Notice that due to [B:29), the series expansion B3] is also true if
we substitute e’ and e~"¢ for e~ and ™%, respectively.

In dimension 3, the series expansion analogous to ([3.3]) is much more complicated.
In this case, we can write the fundamental solution as (see [2])

o L (g, et 3.33
(z,y) = 4w2(m ym'i‘ zym)a T #y, (3.33)
where z = (21,22, 23)", Vi = (0zy, 02y, 0z5)" and
0 —Opy O,
D = 813 0 _811
—0Opy  Ony 0

The series expansion in the 3-dimensional case involves spherical harmonics. We
consider the following normalization for them:

Y™ o= ymel™e P (cos 6), —n<m<n, n=0,1,..., (3.34)
where
(2n+1)(n —m)!
o= . 3.35
Tn \/ 4w (n +m)! (3:35)
Here P is the associated Legendre function of degree n and order m defined by

P (z) = (—1)m(1 - 223 LFnl2)

n

, z€[-1,1], 0 <m <m, (3.36)

dz™

where P, is the Legendre polynomial of degree n. And we use the standard con-
vention that for m > 0,

L2 P (2). (3.37)
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The following result can be found in [9].

Theorem 3.3. Let Y*, m = —n,...,n, n = 0,1,..., be the set of orthonormal
spherical harmonics given in (334). And denote the spherical coordinates of © and
y by (r,05,0.) and (t,0y,0,) respectively. Then for |x| > |y|, the fundamental
solution of (ILI) 4s a matriz that can be written as

O(z,y) = V(x,y) + P_(x,y) + Po(x,y) + Py (x,y), (3.38)
with
Z w(ks,m, )S + R, (kp, 7, t)P Z Y, 0z, 02) Y, (0, 04)s
(3.39)
- = 2 Zhn 2,n T t Z S $7901 (9y79011)7 (340)
OJ2 Zhnn T t Z SOn m,%ﬁz (09’@.7!)’ (341)
e Zhn+2n r,t) Z s (0, 02)Y,™(0,, 04), (3.42)
where
S (ke t) = KR (kr)jn (Kt), (3.43)
By () i= KSR (Kepr) i (kpt) — KRS (k) (Kst), (3.44)

with 3, and h§l) denoting the spherical Bessel functions of the first and third kind
respectively,

100 00 0
s=|{o0o10], P=|lo0o0oO0]|, (3.45)
00 0 00 1

S'r_nﬂl(oz’ %c) :AT7nY7;TiE2(917 <PI) + BT,nyﬁgl(oiv <PI) + CT,nY’r?iQ(ema @I)
+ DT)nYn"fgl(ﬁm, Pz) + ET,nYﬁJf (0, ¢z), (3.46)

Sg?n(ewﬂ%) =Ag; Ym_2(91790w) + Bg, Y 1(91,%)+CS}HY,T(HI,%)
+Dm Yerl(ozv‘Pm) +Em Ym+2(917<%7m)a (3.47)

Sﬁn(ﬁm, ®z) :AT nyﬁj(em, Pz) + BTHY$21(917 Pz) + C+ n n+2 (02, ¢x)
+ D7 Y (00, 02) + BT Y, (00, 00), (3.48)

with A% . BY ., Cy . DY and ER | for # = —,+,0, being 3 x 3 matrices of the
discrete variables n and m, with n > 0, and —n < m < n uniformly bounded.

The series and its term-by-term first derivatives with respect to |x| and |y| are
absolutely and uniformly convergent on compact subsets of |x| > |y|.

Remark 3.4. It follows from @I that ®(z,y) = ®(y,z). Hence in the region
|z] < |y|, B3] holds by changing the roles of (r,0) by (¢, ).
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Analogously, from ([333) we have that in the region |z| < |y|, (33%) holds by
changing the roles of (7,0, ) by (¢, 0y, py).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [1_]]

Before proving the theorem, we will state several lemmas that will be crucial in its
proof. These lemmas provide estimates for certain integrals where the integrands
involve Bessel and Hankel functions. Their proofs are postponed until Section

First we present a lemma proved by Barcel6, Ruiz and Vega in [§].

Lemma 4.1. [8, Lemma 6] Let > 1/2 and d > 2. If V € Tr0qa(R?), then

/OO|J#(T)|2V(T)rdr+/OO L HP () 2V(r)rdr§ V|- (4.1)
0 pn—p3

—p

In the following lemma we give an estimate where the constant that appears depends
on the orders of the Bessel functions.

Lemma 4.2. Let p = n or p = n + % with n a non-negative integer, and let
v=pu—2orv=pu+2,a>1andd>2. If V& Teqa(R?), then

o0 oo 2
/ / ’H,51>(t)J#(r) —aHW® (at)J,(ar)| tV(@)dtrV (r)dr < cal|[V]?, (4.2)
0 T
where ¢, 15 a constant depending on p and a.

The rest of the lemmas we present give estimates when the orders of the Bessel
functions are sufficiently large.

Lemma 4.3. Leta > 1 and d > 2. For p > po with puy = po(a) large enough, if
V € Traa(RY), then

/1+% /1+ﬁ
0 r

Lemma 4.4. Let a > 1 and d > 2. For p > po with po = po(a) large enough, if
V € Traa(RY), then

1
1
l—5o Jr

Lemma 4.5. Leta > 1 and d > 2. For p large enough, let N = N(u,a) = [u—2al,
where [ — 2a] denotes the integer part of i — 2a. If V € Traa(RY), then

N
> L SV
m=0

(@) Vv ey < ||V

(4.3)

(t) —aJ, (aT)H(l)

JH(T)H(l) pn+2

pt2

2
Ju(rHY)y (1) — 2T, (ar)H Yy (at)| V()L dt v (r)r dr < [||V]]]2

pt2

(4.4)
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where form =0,...,N —1,

e FEL
L, = / () V(r)r dr / 0] v,
0 14m
1+ 81 ) o0 @ 9
Ly = /0 |7, (r)] V(r)rdr/l || vt
t2a

Lemma 4.6. Let a > 1 and d > 2. For p > po with po = ug(a) large enough, if
V € Traa(RY), then

p2—(ut2)3 put2—(ut2)3 0 ) ) )
/ / HO, (OPV (0t 1], (0PV (e dr < VI, (45)

—1
a

lol,;

a

Lemma 4.7. Let d > 2. For p large enough, if V € Trqa(R?), then

wond pueu’ 1 2 2 2
L[ O 0rv oy IVIE. @0

Remark 4.8. We would like to point out that in Lemma [£7 unlike in Lemma
4.6l the Bessel function is of higher order, y + 2, while the Hankel function is of
lower order, . This allows the lower limit of the integral in r to be 0 in Lemma
L7 whereas in Lemma[4.0]it can only be lowered to something on the order of /2
(see Remark [6.8]).

Remark 4.9. Notice that in the previous lemmas the dimension d does not play
any role in the case of radial potentials V. The reason for this is that condition
(L) is independent of the dimension d in this case.

Proof of Theorem[I1l Note that it is sufficient to prove the theorem for the radial
majorant of V given in (IL6), which, abusing notation, we will also denote by V.

For w > 0 we introduce

.
Vo) =V (=) (4.7)
so that V,, € Trqq(R?) and
VeIl = w [[IVII]- (4.8)

This allows us to reduce the proof of the theorem to the case where w = 1 due to
homogeneity. In fact, suppose we have proved the estimate (II8) for w = 1; let us
now see how the case of arbitrary w follows. Given f € C$°(R?) let u be the unique
solution of (LII]) satisfying the outgoing Kupradze radiation conditions (I.16]) and
(LI7). Then, the function u,(z) = u (£) satisfies the equation

1
Ffwv

where f,(z) = f (£). Moreover, (u,),(z) = u, (%) and (uu)s(z) = u, (L) satisfy

w

the outgoing Kupradze radiation conditions given in (LI6) and (LI7) with k, =

A*u, +u, =

\/ﬁ and kg = \/Lﬁ, respectively. Therefore,

2
[ sty s BEL e wpvs @
R4 w R4
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From here, we get ([LI8) for arbitrary w making a change of variable and using

@3).

For simplicity, we will only write the proof in the 2 dimensional case and then
explain the differences that appear in the 3 dimensional case.

2-D CASE. Consider f € C§°(R?). Writing y = (tcosp,tsinp)® in polar coordi-
nates, we have that
f(y) = Z fn(t)e”w?, (49)
neZ

with
1 27

£.(t) f(t cos @, tsin p)e P dp.

= % )
The unique solution of (LIl satisfying (LI6) and (ILIT) can be written as
u(e) = [ @)y

_/< @(x,y)f(y)dy+/ ®(x,y)f(y)dy

ly|>|x|

=u“(z)+ u” (z). (4.10)

We will deal first with u<. Since |y| < |z|, we can use Proposition Bl to write
®(x,y) as in B3). If we split u< according to the three terms in the identity (B3],
we get

uS =ut +u? < 4us? (4.11)

where
u<(z) :/ & (z,y)f(y)dy,  j=1,2,3.
ly|<|z|

From here, using polar coordinates, (8:4)-(3.6) and (£9) and orthogonality, we get

usi(z) = ud(r)em’,  j=1,2,3, (4.12)
nez
with R
W) = 5 [ HL 0 o, (1.13)
0
w2 () = % / EHS, o(rt) Afya(t)dt, (4.14)
0
uS3(r) = 1_16 / tH, o(rt) BE,_o(t)d. (4.15)
0

To deal with u”, we take into account that ®(z,y) = ®(y,z) (see Remark [34),
and thus

u’(z) = O (y, 2)f(y)dy.
() / (v, 2)E(y)dy

Now, since we have ®(y, x) with |y| > |z|, we can use again Proposition Bl to write
®(y,z) as in B3). And thus, arguing as before, we obtain

uw =ulfu? < fud (4.16)
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where
=Y ui(r)e™,  j=1,2,3, (4.17)
nez
with
w(r) = %/ t HY(t,r) £,(t)dt, (4.18)
1 oo
uw?(r) = 1_6/ t H, (o, (1) Afyya(t)dt, (4.19)
>3 1 > —
uit(r) = g6 [t Hy gt r) Blaa(t)dr. (4.20)

We want to point out that to get (I8)-({.20) we have made a chnage of variables
in the summation index n appearing in (£I7) and used (329).

From ([@I0), @II) and [@I6), to prove (II]) it is enough to prove the estimate

for u<¥ and u”>, with j = 1,2, 3.
We start with u”J and show that

W @)V (@de < |[VIF [ 6PV s, =123 @2)
R? R?

Writing (@.21]) in polar coordinates, using (£17) and ([@.9), the fact that V is a radial
function, and using orthogonality, we see that it is enough to prove the following
estimates:

Z/ e (1) 20V (r)dr < c|[[V]]]2 Z/ PPV )dr, G =1,2.3,

nez nez
(4.22)
where u; 7 are given in ([{.IR)-(#Z20).

Arguing in a similar way, the proof of ([@2I]) for u<“ can be reduced to proving

[@22) but for us?, which are given in ([EI3)-(EI5).

To prove (£22) for j = 1, we use [@I]) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, to
write

[z wrvear =1 [ [T e s
0 0 T

§/| B2y dt/ /| () RV () dErV (),
0

reducing matters to establishing

/ / | HY (t,7) PV (H)dtrV (r)dr < c|||V]|[%,

for a constant ¢ independent of n.

2
rV (r)dr

By ([B0), this is equivalent to proving

//|Hgl>(kt)|2|Jn(kr)|2w(t)dtrv<r)drgc|||V|||2, b=k, k.
0 r
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By a change of variables, one can see that this inequality is equivalent to the
following:

| [ 0@ < e v,

where Vi (r) = V(r/k). And from (48], this is equivalent to showing

[ [ 1@ R ©derv @ < eV,

But this estimate was proved in [8]; more precisely, it is the estimate (2.23) on page
368 of [§].

The estimate ([@22) for u! can be proved analogously, using (@I3)) instead of
(#18). In this case, it is necessary to change the order of integration.

To prove [@22]) for j = 2 and j = 3, we can argue in a similar way, using (£.19)
and ([{20) instead of (18], respectively, and we see that it is enough to prove

/ / | Ho (0P derV (dr < c||[VIIE, m=n+ 20 -2 (4.23)
Here we have used that |Af, 12| < |fo42] and [Bf,_2| < [fu—2|.
By ([B8), this is equivalent to proving
[e%s} [e'e) 2
/ / ‘kgﬂg>(kpt)Jn(kpr) —ka,(nl)(kst)Jn(ksr)‘ V() dtrV (r)dr < e ||[V]]]2.
0 T

For the case ks > k;,, we make the change of variables k,r =’ and kyt =t’ to get
(writing ¢ and r instead of ¢ and 7/ respectlvely)

/ / W (1) — aH(l)(at)Jn(ar)

where a = kg /ky, > 1 and Vi, (1) = V(r/kp). As before, from ([@8), this inequality
is equivalent to

- / / () — aHD (ab) Jo (ar)|” v

with a > 1.

tVi, () rVi, (r)drdt < ckf) V%,

(t)dtrV (r)dr < c|||[V]]%,
(4.24)

For the case ks < k,, arguing in the same way but exchanging the roles of k, and
ks, we arrive at the same inequality.

Arguing in a similar way, the proof of [@22)) for u 2 or u?® can be reduced to
prove the inequality ([@24]). In this case, one has to use [@I4]) or (LI instead of
[#I8), and it is necessary to change the order of integration.

So it suffices to prove [@24) for m = n + 2 and m = n — 2 with n € Z. Actually,
from 29) it is enough to do this with n a non-negative integer. Furthermore,
from Lemmas 1] and it is sufficient to do so with n sufficiently large.

The proof of [@24]) for m = n — 2 is much easier than for m = n + 2 because it is
not necessary to take advantage of any cancellation in the integrand.
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r A=(0,0)
1 1
B=(1+—,1+ —
<+2a +2a>
pop
c= (L L
D/ (2a 2a)
1
D=(u+2-(u+2)5,p+2-(u+2)%)
1
E=(u+2—(u+2)%,ﬁ——)
2a a
g P F:(ﬁ ﬁ_l)
Do F .E’ Ds 2a 21a a .
= (1 i
<+2a 2a>
B 1
Dy H=(1+—,0
G 2a .
D1 t1:<u+2—(u+2)§,0)
A H I

FIGURE 4.1. The integration domain {(t,r) : 7 > 0, > r} has
been divided into five regions D1, ..., Ds.

Using the triangle inequality, making a change of variables, and employing (&3],
the proof of ([£24) for m = n — 2 is reduced to proving that

| ] O OPY Ot aae PV ey SIVIE,
0 T
for p large enough. And this is deduced from (&6]) and (@T).

In order to prove [@24) for m = n + 2, we split I into five integrals,

5
< L,
m=1
where
0 2D ?

‘Hu+2 a”H, [s(at)J,(ar)| V($)tV (r)rdrdt,
with (see Figure IZ:[I)

Dy ={(r,t):0<t<1+5,0<r<t},

Dy={(r,t): 1+ 4 <t <L
D3 = D$ U D} with
Dy={(rt): 1+ &= <t<L£Lo0<r<t-1}

t—L<r<t},

2a°

and
Dg:{(rvt)5%<t<,u+2—(,u+2) O<r<—_l ,

Dy={(rt): 4y <t<p+2-(u+2)% 45 -2 <r<t}
and
Ds={(rt):t>p+2—(u+2)5,0<r <t}
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The estimte for I; and Iy follows form Lemma and [£4] respectively. As we will
see later, the key point in obtaining the estimate in these cases is to take advantage
of the cancellation of the integrand (see Remark [£.10] below). This is not necessary
in the other cases, so we use the triangle inequality to write

I, STV 412 m =3,4,5,

m ~ m

where

—
—
Il

i [ / VEH (02 (v () drdt,
2 =aq / / (ar)PHY, (at) 2V ($)tV (r)r drdt.
Making a change of variables, we see that
=[] . P OV Ve aar

where V, is defined by ([@1) and

/ t/
D), = {(r',t’) : (1, —) S Dm}.
a’a
From here, one can check that the results for 12, follow from the results for I}, and
E3).

Finally, the estimates for I3, I} and I} follow from Lemma F.5] and 1] respec-
tively (see Figure[d2]). This concludes the proof for the 2-d case.

3-D CASE. Following the proof for the 2-D case, we consider f € C§°(R3). Writing
y = (t,0y,¢,)" in spherical coordinates, we have that

0o +n
= D BV (0. 0), (4.25)

n=0m=-—n
with
() = [ £t 9Y,(5)do(y),

n
5‘2
where 7 = y/Jyl.

As we did in (£I0), we split the unique solution of (LI satisfying (II6) and
(TI7) into two:
u(z) = (@) + v (2),

where
us(z) = / O(z,y)f(y)dy, v (z) = / @(z,y)f(y)dy,
ly| <l ly|>|a|
and ® is the fundamental matrix solution given in (333)).

Arguing as in ([@I1), if |y| < |z| we can use Theorem to write ®(z,y) as in
B3]). So we can split u< according to the four matrix terms in (3.38)):

uS = u<! a2 ud pusd (4.26)
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where

S (z) = / O ) dy, = 1,2,34,
ly|<|z|
with @ = W, 92 = &_, &% = &y and &4 = ®., .

From here, using spherical coordinates, ([3.39)-3.42), (£25), and orthogonality, we

obtain
[e'e) +n

u(x) =Y Y (@)Y (@),  §=1,2,34, (4.27)

n=0m=-—n
where (u<+)™(r) are coefficients written in terms of the corresponding matrices
given in (340)-(348). These coefficients are uniformly bounded in the correspond-
ing range of n and m. We can treat the four matrix terms in a similar way. To
avoid cumbersome repetitions we concentrate on the fourth term given in (3.42).

Using orthogonality and making some changes in the summation indicies, we see
that

(WS (r) = / B o g (1)1, (4.28)
0
with
gy = AL A BY LM+ O o, + DY L + B 2L60
(4.29)

We would like to point out that the matrix coefficients appearing in the previous
identity vanish when n and m are outside the allowed ranges.

The scalar functions h,, , , are given in ([.44) in terms of the spherical Bessel
functions. For convenience, we write them in terms of the standard Bessel and
Hankel functions. This gives us (up to a constant)

hn,n—2

(k) s /2 (Kpt) — k2H'")

(rot) ~(rt) /2 (K2H) O aear) kst

n+1/2
:(Tt)71/2H7?+1/2,n73/2(T7 t),
where H ", 5, 3, is given in B3).

Inserting this in ([{L28]) we get

(u<Hm(r) ~ /O (rt)71/2H5+1/2)n73/2(r, g o (t)t3dt. (4.30)

Following the proof for the 2-d case, matters are reduced to the following estimate:
[ St @RV S IVIE [ @Ry @ @)
R3 R3
Making the change to spherical coordinates, using ([@.27) and (@20, and Parseval’s
identity, we are reduced to prove
[ PPy < VP [ i eRy-oar
0 0

with ¢ a constant independent of n and m.



22 J.A. Barceld, R. Ruiz, M.C. Vilela and J. Wright

r

(=)

t—r=

|~

t—r=

,
t—r=
z

2 =

FIGURE 4.2. Region covering the integration domains of Lemma

Using ([4.30), the triangle inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz, since the matrix coeffi-
cients appearing in ([{29]) are uniformly bounded, we get

| P Py e <
Ho rtﬂﬂd t)ydtrV(r dr}j e PV () dt.
Ll s

=—2
From here, changing the order of integration, it is enough to prove

1
/ / | Hypa 6, VPV @OV ()dr < cllIVIIP, p=nt g (43)
The proof of this inequality is similar to (Z23). O

Remark 4.10. In order to control the iterated integral I appearing in ([@.24]) near
the origin, it is important to take advantage of the cancellation of the integrand.
This can be seen very clearly taking into account that

H7(11422 (r) ~

and then

2n+2 tn

S R Jot)~ —————— t 0,
ntmrz " R Ty Y

Hy a1 (1) = (t) 1

r) o r
and this produces a singularity at the origin which is not integrable.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

We will need the following lemma, which can be proved following the proof of
Proposition 2(a) in page 245 of [25].

Lemma 5.1. [25, pp. 245, Proposition 2] Let m be a bounded function in C>°(R?\
{0}) that satisfies

|0°m(€)] < calé]~HHD, (5.1)
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for alla = (aq,...,aq) € N with |a| < d. And denote by K the distribution whose
Fourier transform is m. Then, K satisfies

K (2)] S ||~ 0. (5.2)

We will also need the following estimate for a Riesz potential.

Proposition 5.2. [8, pp. 365, (2.15)] If V € T(RY), then there exists a constant
¢ > 0 independent of f such that the following estimate holds:

[ @RV < clIVIE [ 1Py eds (53)
where I is the Riesz potential defined by

Lif(2) = cq 2|~ x f(x).

We would like to remark that by duality, estimate (5.3) follows from the following
estimate:

VA2 flla < € Moo (VYD) £z,

where M 2.0 (VY/?) = sup, I (V)(x), and which can be proved following the lines
of Theorem 7.2 in Chapter 6 in [22].

We will also need the following known result for the solution of the Helmholtz
equation.

Theorem 5.3. [8, pp. 362, (1.16)] Let f € C$*(R?) and consider u, the unique
solution to problem (LR) satisfying (LI). If V1,Va € T.(RY), then there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 independent of f and k such that the following a priori estimate
holds:

c

g [u(@)*Vi(z)de < = |IVAll 1]Va]l /Rd |f(2)]*Vy (2)de. (5-4)

Proof of Theorem[1.2. As in the proof of Theorem [[1] it is sufficient to prove the
theorem for the radial majorant of V' given in ([L6]), which, abusing notation, we
will also denote by V. As before, we may assume that, without losing generality,
w=1.

Moreover, it suffices to prove

/|85,Zu(;v)|2V(x)d:c§c|||V|||2/ (@) 2V (2)dz,  L=1,....d, (5.5)
R4 R4

where J¢,u is defined componentwise.

For convenience, we introduce the Leray projection operator, I — R, where I is the
identity and R is given by

RE() = = - F(¢) = ¢ € RY
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Since Vdivu = ARu, we can see that Ru and (I—R)u are solutions of the following
vectorial Helmholtz equations:

A = f
Ru+2u+)\7€u 2M+)\R,

1 1
A(l-R)u+ ;(I—R)u: ;(I—R)f.

From here, since u = Ru + (I — R)u, we can write

() = M),
where M(§) is the matrix given by

M(€) = Mi(§) + M2 (),
with
I
M;(§) = , and

1 u(ﬁ—|€|2+z’o)

I3 1 1
- - . (5.6)

6P\ @u+ ) (5 — le2 +00) (= J¢f2 +i0)

Mz (§)

Now we split u into two as follows:
u=u; + uy,
where
U () = Mp(§)£(§),  m=1,2.
The result for u; follows from estimate (LI0I).

In order to prove the result for uy we introduce a function ¢ € C§°(R¢). For the
case /it < +/2p+ A, we consider ¢ supported in B (O, %) \ B (O, ﬁ) such

that ¢(€) = 1if € € B (0, %) \ B (0, ﬁ) For the case /21 T A < \/[i, we
simply interchange the roles between p and 2 + A in the conditions that must be
satisfied by ¢.

Now we split the multiplier M5 into two as follows:
Mz = (1 —¢) Mz + ¢ My,
and we write
(9, u2)7(€) = i€ Ma(€) £(6) = M3(§) F(6) + M3 (&) £().

where

My(€) = i€ (1 = $(€)) Ma(6), and  M3(€) = i& &(§) Ma(€). (5.7)

From (5.0)), we see that we can write
+ A &&;
MQ(&) — - (:u’ )5 5] - : .
2+ 2) (& 16 +10) (55 — Il +0)
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From this, we see that each component of the matrix multiplier M} satisfies (5.1)),
so we can apply Lemma [5.1] and conclude that each component of the matrix
distribution K; whose Fourier transform is M satisfies (5.2).

On the other hand, from (B.6]) we write

1 1
M3(€) = - N(E)
: o+ 0 (s — IR+ i0)  gr (2~ 162+ i0)
where
N(©) = i€ (€) fﬂi

Note that each component of the matrix N is a C§° function. We denote them by
n;;. Hence the functions k;; whose Fourier transforms are n;; are in the Schwartz
class. We consider the matrix K := (k;;).

Taking all of this into account, we can write
Og;uz(z) = Ky + f(2) + K+ (v —w) (),
where v and w are solutions of the following vectorial Helmholtz equations:

1 1

A = f
V+2,u—|—/\v 2+ N

1 1
Aw + —w = —f.
po

The result for the first term, K; * f, follows from Proposition and the fact that
K satisfies (B.2]).

In order to prove the result for the second term, we use the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality to write

/Rd |K *v(2)|*V(z)dx = /]Rd A
<Kl [, [ IK@IIvE =Py @)

<c [ VWP [ 1K= )lV @iy

<c [ vwPW . (59)

2

g«wa—w@ V(x)dx

where W = K % V with

K(y) = sup |K()].
TES|y|
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On the other hand, for any x € R? and w € S9!, changing the order of integration,
we see that

/RW(:c—l—tw)dt:/RdIN{(y)/RV(:v—i—tw—y)dtdy

< 1K 1V
S VAT

Therefore, since K is in the Schwartz class, W € Trqq(R™) and ||[[W]|| < ||V]]]-
Using Theorem 5.3 with V3 = W and V2 =V in (59), the result follows.

The same holds for w. O

6. PROOF OF THE KEY LEMMAS.

In this section we will need several known results for Bessel and Hankel functions.
Firstly, we present the ascending series expansions of the Bessel functions of the
first and second kind, which can be found in [ p. 360].

Lemma 6.1. [I, Identity 9.1.10] Let u € R and r > 0, the ascending series expan-
sion of the first Bessel function, denoted by J,,, is given by

_(T\H > (_TT?)IC
J(r) = (5) kzzom (6.1)

Lemma 6.2. [I, Identity 9.1.11] Let n be a non-negative integer and r > 0, the
ascending series expansion of the second Bessel function, denoted by Y,, is given

by

DT g — k= 1) /r2\"
v = -85 im0 (P 0,0, ©2)
k=0 ’

where

(

e 63

Ou(r) = 2 In (f) Tn(r) = &) Y Wk +1) +d(n+k+1)

™ 2 ™
k=0

with (1) = — where « is the Euler constant, and
n=1,
Y(n) =—v+ Z 5
k=1
Remark 6.3. From the definition of the second Bessel function of fractional order

given in [29, p.64] we have that Y, 1 (r) = (—1)"+1J_(n+l)(r). Thus, using the
2

expansion (6.1]) we get the following ascending series expansion:

o (_ﬁ)k
Yoy () = (g)i(wi) > BT :

ZRT(—(n+3) +k+1) (64)



A priori estimates of Mizohata-Takeuchi type for the Navier-Lamé operator 27

Remark 6.4. From (G.I)), we have that for p > 0, if 0 < < 2,/i1, then

10 ) e o) ) o 69

Moreover, from (6.2) and (64), for n = n or 4 = n + % with n a non-negative
integer, if 0 < r < 2,/z, then

Y, (r) = —%' (g)_uf(u) +0 ((g)—u-ﬂ D(p— 1)) , [ — 00. (6.6)

We would like to point out that to obtain (6.0) in the case u = n+ 1, we have used
that
r(n+i)r(1 41 (-1)"
n+ = —(n+=))=(1)"m
2 2

Proof of Lemma[{.Q For a > 1 fixed we denote by I the iterated integral in (Z2]).
First of all, if we denote

Dogua(rst) i= [HO )1, (r) = a2HD (at) T (ar) (6.7)

we have I < 1Ty + Iy, where
V_V% V—u%
he / / |Dypua(r, )PV (£)E dt V (r)r dr,
0 K

I — / / Do (r 1) PV (£)tdE V (1)
0 v—r3

The estimate for I, is easier than for I;. Using the triangle inequality and making
a change of variables, since a > 1, we have

L[ mervere [
+/000|J#(r)|2Va(7“)7"d7”/00 ,

v—u3

oo

1
o)

’2 V(t)t dt

2
HP@)| Va(t)td,

where V, is defined by (£1). From here, the estimate for Iy follows from Lemma
M and identity (£3).

In order to prove the estimate for I, it is necessary to take advantage of the
cancellation in (G.7)). But first, since H. ,51) = J, +1Y,, using the triangle inequality,
we split I into two

I ST} 414,

where
1 1
v—uv3 v—uv3 9
I = / |D ()| V() Edt V (r)r dr, m=1,2,
0 r
with
Dy, o(rit) = |1, () Ju(r) — a®J,(at) Ju(ar)| (
D?,’M’a(r, t) = ’Yl,(t)JH(r) — a2Yl,(at)JM(ar)’

The estimate for I is obtained in a similar way as for Io.
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To finish, we have to prove the estimate for I3. We consider v = p + 2 since the
case v = p— 2 is easier. We also consider 4 = n, since the case = n+ % is similar.
Using (6)) and (6.2) one can see that

a®Jn(ar)Ynya(at) = _% (%)"(n+1)4 + Rn,a(r,1),

where R, o is the remainder term. Some rough calculations gives us the following
bound for R, o(r,t) for (r,t) within the integration region of I%:

r\" at?
Bua(rt)] S (5) (5 +¢F) < ena
From here we see that
D?H—Z,n,a(r? t) = |Rn,1(7“, t) — Rn,a(ra ) < |Rn,1(r= ) + |Rn,a(ra ] < Cn,as

and therefore,
it enn ([ vi0) ([ Vo)

< cnal VI

This concludes the proof for the case 4 = n. The result for y = n + % can be
obtained in a similar way by using ([6.4]) instead of ([G.2)). O

Proof of Lemma[{.3 Arguing as in the proof of Lemma [£.2] it is enough to prove
the estimate for
145 pltss
1= / / 1Dy (r t)|* V() dt V (r)r dr,
0 r

Dya(r,t) = |Ju(r)Yusa(t) — a®Ju(ar) Yo (at)| . (6.10)
Using (6.3 and (6.6) we can write
a®J,(ar)Y,42(at) = —% (i) (nw+ 1) +0 ((t)u) )

t
for p > po with po = po(a) large enough and (r,t) w1thin the integration region.
This identity allows us to take advantage of cancellation in (6I0) and write

Dya(r,t) S 1.
From here, the proof concludes as in Lemma O

where

Now we present a result that can be found in [I8, p. 118 and 121}, where the author
gives bounds for the error terms of the so-called asymptotic Debye expansions given
in [2I] Chap. 10]. More precisely, considering the identities (32) and (33), and the
Theorem 3.3 in [I§] for the particular case N = 0, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. If y is large and 0 < r < p, then the first and the second Bessel
functions, denoted by J,, and Y, respectively, can be written as follows:

e_/'“bu(r)

Ju(r) _001/21 Gr s (L en(). (6.11)
e#¢u("")

Y#(T) = —\/gm(l‘FeQ,#(T)), (612)
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with cg an absolute constant,

Gu(r) = a,(r) — tanh o, (r), (6.13)
2 _,2 2 _,2
gty Z BENVIE =T ha () = YT (6.14)
r H
and where
/3
9 1/3 3/2 2 ulf3 2
|qAﬂs§<:_J ef@r), (6.15)
/2
2 1/3\3/2 » wl/e 3
le2u(r)] < 3 (:_T> 63(“ ) : (6.16)

Regarding (G.IT]), see also [20] p.38] (inequality (6.4) and the previous identity).
Remark 6.6. Note that from ([6I5) and (6-16) we have that the error terms satisfy

eo ()] < pt, ifO<r<p/2 £=1,2, 6.17
v
leo.u(r)] <1, fO<r<pu+2—(u+2)V3 (=12 (6.18)
Moreover, using ([G.I7) in (@I1) and (612), we obtain
e*l“lbu(r) .
[Ju(r)] S o if0<r<p/2, (6.19)
e#¢u("") .
|Yu(7”)|§w, if 0 <7< p/2
And since H,Sl) = J, +1iY,, we also have that
e“¢M(T) .
’Hﬁl)('r)’ SSame f0srs<an (6.20)

Proof of Lemma[{.4) For fixed a > 1, we denote by I the iterated integral in (£.4]).
Arguing as we did in the proof of Lemma [6.4] we split I into two

I<T +1s,
where

o et
Im:/ </ ‘D:Za(r,t)fv(t)tdt) V(ryrdr, m=1,2,

2a

with D), , and D? , given in (68) and (6.3) respectively. Hence, it is enough to

prove the estimate for I1 and Is.

The estimate for I; is obtained in the same way as in the proof of Lemma In
order to prove the estimate for I, we use (611 and (6I2) to write

Di,a(Tv t) ~ |FM(T7 t)(1+ el,u(r))(l + e2,u+2(t))
— a*F(ar,at)(1 + ey u(ar))(1 + 62,#+2(0Jt))| ,

where
e_/’“bli (T) e(”+2)¢u+2 (t)

(2 =75+ 27— e)F

Fu(r,t) =
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Using (@I3) and (€I4), we can write
F(rt) = vt 2 f,(r, 1),

with

m
fu(ru t) _ w42+ \/ (M + 2)2 — 12 e\/#2ir27\/(‘u+2)27t2
pt N —r?

(nt2+Vir2r—2)
T — et

Taking into account that

a’F,(ar,at) = r*t=*2 f,(ar, at),

and using the triangle inequality, we have that

Z D

where
DL =R fulr,t) = fular,at)], (6.21)
D% =2 | fu(r, e, (r) — fular,at)er u(ar)] (6.22)
D28 = vt 12 | fu(r, t)ea () — fular, at)es u(at)],
D =Mt 2 fu(r, t)en,u(r)ez,u(t) — fular, at)er,u(ar)es u(at)|.

Therefore, it is enough to prove the estimate for
7a rta
I?:/ /’ waw\v ytdt | V(r)rdr, m=1,2,3,4. (6.23)
i \Ue

To obtain the result for I3, it is necessary to take advantage of cancellation. Using
the mean value theorem we have that there exists s € (0,1) such that

|fu(r,t) = fular,at)| = (a = 1) [rOr fu(Ta,s, ta,s) + L0 fu(Ta,s, ta.s)]
where r4 s = ((1 — s)a+ s)r and t4,s = ((1 — s)a + s)t. One can check that

1
Orfulr,t) =3 (uQ_TQ HW) Fulrt),
t 1
3tfu(7"vt):§ ((M+2)2_t2 Iu_|_2_|_\/,u—|—27> fulr 1)

And also that

| fulr, O S s 0<r<gm<t<r+L (6.24)
From here, if 0 < r < 2“—aandr<t<r+%, we have that 0 < 74,5 < § and

Tas < tas < Tas+ 1, and therefore |f,(rq.s,ta,s)| S p and

wrerk 2t (p+2)? =t 2 et
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Taking this into account and using the expressions for r, s and ¢, s, we obtain that

r2 4 2

[fu(r,t) = fular, at)] S p 5 -
H pA2+ 4\ (n+2)2 =12, p+ -2

And since 0 <t—r <1l/a<landr/p<1/2a <1, we get

r? r
) = fularca] S (554 2) £
w2
Using this estimate in ([@21]) we obtain
| Diia(r )| S vt 2,

and from ([G:23)) we see that

I

2a T+
1< /1 N < / t_2“_4V(t)tdt> V(r)r2t dr
A\

I

2a r+a 1
< / </ 71€V(t) (t? —p?)z¢—2n1 dt) V (r)r2# 3 dr. (6.25)
1 T

: (= )3

2a
For a fixed r > 0, we introduce the function A, () = (t2 — r2)2t=2+~4 for t > r.
One can check that this function reaches its absolute maximum at ¢, = r ./ gﬁ—ig,
and for 0 < r < £ we have that ¢, € (r,r + %) Thus

1
Apr() < Apr () <p 3 273 rct<r+-0<r< 2&
a a
Using this and (7)) in (628) we have that
a
BtV v (6.26)
(—

_1
<z lIVIIP.

To get the estimate for If" with m = 2,3, 4, it is not necessary to take advantage
of cancellation. For brevity, we will only see how to obtain the estimate for 13. By
arguing in the same way, we would obtain the estimates for I3 and I3.

Using the triangle inequality in (6222) and making a change of variables in (623)),
since a > 1, we can write that

7e T+
5 §/2 </ | fulr, t)|2|€1,u("')|2t—2H—4V(t>tdt) V(r)yr*tt dr
1—5= T

2a

I
2

5 r+1
+/ (/ |fu(7”7 t)|2|617“(T)|2t_2”_4Va(t)t dt) Va(’l“)T2“+l dr,

2

where V, is defined by (@1). Since a > 1 we can use here ([6.24]) and (617) to write

% r+i
5 < /1 ) < / t—2ﬂ—4V(t)tdt> V(r)r#tt dr

2

r+1
+ / ( / t2 AV ()t dt) Vo (r)r2# L dr,
a—% kA

vz ®
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By arguing as we did to obtain ([G.20]), since a > 1, we see that
13 < 2|V </ V(r)r=2 dr+/g Vo (r)r2 dr)
1-55 a—1
<p 2 VIl /1§(V(r) + Va(r))r—2dr
2
SuTEIVIP,

In the last inequality we used the identity ([4.8]). This completes the proof of the
lemma. (]

The following lemma will be needed in the proof of Lemma L5l and its proof can
be found in [29, p. 446].

Lemma 6.7. If u > 1/2 then, t|H,Sl)(t)|2 is a decreasing function of t in the
interval (0, 00).

Proof of Lemma[].3 Fix m € {0,..., N} and consider

0<r<l4 2= and  t>1+4 2
2a 2a

Since 0 < r < p/2, from (619) we have
Tl S e,
From (6.I3) one can see that
/ p2 =2
= 6.27
o) = - LT, (6.27)
s0 ¢ is a decreasing function in (0, 00), and therefore, we have

-1 me —1
P () < (1 + %) polem2en(H) g <r <14 mT (6.28)

On the other hand, from Lemma [6.7] we know that ¢t|H ,31)(1%)|2 is a decreasing func-
tion in the interval (0,00), and therefore

1) (1 m 2 m
ol s (0 ) (e B emae
7

From here, since 1+ 3= < L using (620), we get

1) 2 — m m
‘Hfﬁz ‘ < (H%)u e (6.29)
From (6.28) and (629) we obtain that for m =0,...,N — 1,
m—+1

/V dr/Hﬂ V(t)dt,

2

Ly Sh¥) [ Vinar [© v

1+

-1 e m
hyu(m) = <1 + = ) (1452 ) p2e2on(52) 20220 82),
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m+1 )
t)dt + / V(t) dt)
1+4

Thus, it is enough to prove that for u large enough,

<
o Dnax hu(m) <1

Using the identities (614) and (613) we write

2a

Therefore,

ZLmN max hy(m )/ (Z/H

< max oy (m) [[[V]|[*.

—2n 2pu+4

u+\/u2—(1+";;1)2 u+2+\/(u+2)2—(1+%)2
L gt I+ 5

One can check that for fixed m € {0,1,..., [u — 2a]},

2p

Loyl o) pr2t /et (L)

() < (5 0,
1+3 p(1+53) e Ju? — (14 222)’

Now we consider x € (0 N 1) and introduce the functions

_ L\ @u+2)!
fulx) = (1 - m) m and

,u+2+\/(u+2)2—(1+x)2

gu(z) =
pe 2= (1 +a)

One can check that for a fixed m € {0,1,...,[u — 2al},

m m
() < £ () 90 (35)-
Since f,,(z) and g, (z) are increasing functions in the interval (0, £~ — 1), we have
that for all m € {0,1,...,[u — 2al},

hu(m) < fu (2#_@ — 1) Iu (2—‘L; — 1)

2p

T\ 2#
(2t (n+2)2 -4
p =
From here,
im by (m) S 1 (6.30)
uniformly in m with m € {0,1,..., [ — 2a]}. O

To prove Lemma [.6] we will follow the strategy used in [8, pp. 370] to bound %s.
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Proof of Lemma[].6 For fixed a > 1, we denote by I the iterated integral in (Z5]).
Since H,, 192 = Jyu42 + 1Y, 49, using the triangle inequality, we split I into two

IS +1o,

where

b= (¥ 2 (ur2)3
. :/ / | g2 () PV (0 dt | T, (r) |2V (r)r dr,

pr2= (et = (i)
N :/ / [Yyisa () PV (D)t dt | T, (r) PV (r)r dr.

Using Lemma ], we estimate I:

I g/ |J#(r)|2V(r)rdr/ | T2 () 2V (1)t dt
0 0
SIVIE.

To obtain the estimate for I, we use the Debye expansions given in (6I1) and
(EI2) and the bounds for the error terms given in (618) to write

V(t)tdt

ph2—(ut2) 3 k2 (423 204t 2)d,ma(0) 21, (r)
I / / —_— ——V(r)rdr
r ((n+2)2—t2)2 (n2 —12)2

=

1
a

|

a

(6.31)
From (6.13)) and (6.14]), one can verify that for r in the integration region, if © > po
with po = po(a) large enough, then

62(M+2)¢H+2(T)_2H¢M(T) ~ 1. (632)

Using this in the previous inequality, we obtain

V()tdtV(r)rdr

=

pt2= ()3 k2= ()3 20k 2) (Bsa()—dura(r)
bs / (27— )1 — 1)}
ph2—(ut2)8 ppk2—(ut2)3 2u42) (1) 5 (br)
_/ / (n+2)% —2)5 (> —r2)2

where r < b,; < t. Now we decompose the integration interval in r dyadically as

follows:
I 1 1
(2_a——7u+2— u+2s> AJ,

1
2a a

V()tdtV(r)rdr,

_1
2a  a

where
Ajz{u+2—2j+1(u+2) u+2—2ﬂ(u+2)%) j=0,...,N,

and N is the smallest natural number satisfying

1
2N+ > (u+2—ﬂ+5) (n+2)"

wl»-A

2a

From here, we have

N
I <) L, (6.33)
j=0
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where

2(N+2)(t T)¢,,L+2(br t)
L, —/ / =V ()tdt V(r)rdr, j=0,...N,
(u+ 27— )22 — 1)k

and B, = (r, w+2—(u+ 2)%>. Now introducing the function

50 = 10 (2= (w2 - 27+ 23)") (@ - 2%
where

62(:“"‘"2) (t7T)¢L+2 (br t)

N (PR G HERIE

)

we can write

L; < supgj (ryt) / / 2y dt rvir) dr
teB, L (2= _ 2
e (TQ‘ (n+2-21(0+2)) )

< sup g;(r, ) [[IVII*. (6.34)
teB,.

reA;

=

One can check that

(¢ — r)3 22 (=106 42 (r)

sup g;(r,t) < sup 6.35
teB, 5(5:8) teB, (n+2—1)2 (6:35)
’I"EAJ' ’I"EAJ'

From (6.27) one can see that ¢/, is an increasing function, and since r < b,; < t,
we have that

1
/ / o ((/L+2)2 _t2)§
Dz (bre) < ¢ p0(t) = EERTET
Using this in ([@35]), we get

(t = r)3e—n 2G=n(ut2-n?

sup g;(r,t) < sup 6.36
teB, 5] teB, (W+2—1t)2 (6.36)
’I‘EA]' T‘EAj

To calculate the supremum, for a fixed r € A;, we decompose B, dyadically as
follows:

B, = B} U B?, (6.37)
with
B} =AyU...UA; o, B2C AjUA;_q, j>2,
Bl =10, B2 C A; U A, j=1, (6.38)
B%:@7 BEQA(% .]:O

Observe that if r € A; and t € B}, then t —r ~ QJp% and p+2—1¢t2 u%. Thus

1 -% 1
b P hemn ) (ut2—n)?
sup =)t 3 S2
teB? (n+2-1)2
reA;

z
2

e 2%, (6.39)

Wl
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1

On the other hand, if 7 € A; and t € B2, then 0 < t—r < 275 and p+2—t > 273,
Hence

. 1 1 . 21 i
(t = r)hen Hen a3 T
sup 1 S sSup i 1
tGBz (/’L + 2- t)§ 0<$<2jﬂ% 27:UJ§
’I‘EA]'
< sup 2_%y%6_y
0<y<2i2l
<9 7. (6.40)
Using (6317)-([@40) in ([636) we get
sup g;(r,t) < 2_%,
teB,
T‘EA]'
and inserting this inequality in ([6:34]) we obtain
_3j 2
Ly S27 4[|Vl
Inserting this inequality into ([G.33]) concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma[{.7], The proof of this lemma is almost the same as that of Lemma
48 but in this case, instead of ([G.31]) we have

p—pud  pp—p e2hdu(t) e 2(ut2)dpu2(r)
I, < / / —V()tdt ——— =V (r)rdr.
A (RS

So instead of ([6.32]), we use that for r in the integration region, if u is large enough,
then

210 (M) =21 42)dpr2(r) < 1 (6.41)
and hence
pepd b o2(63: (1) = by (7))
I, < / / - ~V(&)tdt V(r)rdr.
0 W2 = ) ((n+27 =)’
To complete the proof of the lemma, we argue as in Lemma ([

Remark 6.8. We would like to point out that in the estimate ([@G]), the lower limit
of the integral in 7 is 0, while in the estimate ([@3H]), we cannot reach this value.
This is because ([6.41]) is true for small values of r, while ([632]) is not.
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