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SHARP L? — L7 ESTIMATES FOR EVOLUTION
EQUATIONS WITH DAMPED OSCILLATIONS

MARCELLO D’ABBICCO, MARCELO REMPEL EBERT

ABSTRACT. In this paper we derive sharp LP? — L7 estimates, 1 < p < g < oo
(including endpoint estimates as L* — L' and L' — L°°) for dissipative wave-type
equations, under the assumption that the dissipation dampen the oscillations but
it does not cancel them. We assume that the phase function w is homogeneous of
some degree o > 0 and that its Hessian matrix has maximal rank, including the
critical case ¢ = 1, while the dissipative term a(§) > 0 may be inhomogeneous.
The critical case includes waves with viscoelastic or structural damping, damped
double dispersion equations and plate equations with rotational inertia, and so on.
We also obtain the analogous results for fractional Schrodinger-type equations with
a potential.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study L” — L? estimates under the effect of a perturbation Au and,
respectively, Au; acting on the initial value problem for first order and, respectively,
second order, o-evolution equations, where o > 0.
Namely, we investigate the initial value problem for Schrodinger-type equations
ur + Au = +iLyu, t>0,x€R",
wl(0,) = uo(a),

and for wave-type equations

(1)

utt+Lw2u+Aut=O7 t>07$€Rn,
() u(0,z) =0,
ut (0, 2) = ui(z).
Here
3) Lou=F " (w(€) ), Lypu=F " (w)d),
Z denotes the Fourier transform in the space of tempered distributions S’ and
FHf(x) = (2m)"".F f(—x) its inverse.
We assume that the phase w is real-valued, homogeneous of degree ¢ > 0 and smooth on
R™\ {0} (in most cases, w € C"T3(R™ \ {0}) shall be enough). We also assume that the
Hessian matrix H,, has maximal rank, that is, det H,, # 0 if 0 # 1 and rank H, =n — 1

if 0 =1 (since the homogeneity of degree 1 implies that det H,, = 0). In (2) we also
assume that w(&) > 0 for any & # 0. We define

Au =7 (a()d),

with a € C"TH(R™\ {0}), such that a(&) > 0 for € # 0, and that a(€) verifies a suitable
control with its derivatives, at low and high frequencies.
The problem in (1) includes (perturbations of) the classical Schrédinger equation, when
w=|¢ |27 as well as fractional Schrodinger equations or higher order Schrédinger
equations, when w = [£|7; it also includes the (linear) Korteweg-de Vries equation
ur + 03u = 0, for which w = —¢3. The problem in (2) includes (perturbations of) the
wave equation when w = |¢|, the plate equation when w = |£|?, the double dispersion
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equation or plate equation with rotational inertia, when A = (Id — A)le for some
dissipative operator B, and many other models. Equations as the ones in (1) and (2) are
called o-evolution equations, respectively of first order and second order (in time). This
name goes back to [36]; several results of well-posedness for o-evolution differential
equations have been obtained in recent years, see for instance, [1, 2, 3, 5].

When A = 0, the study of LP? — L9 estimates for (1) and (2) mostly reduces to the study
of the multipliers (1 — x) eF () where x € C° verifies x = 1 in a neighborhood of the
origin. Since w(§) is homogeneous, the decay estimates depend on the homogeneity
degree o of w (see later, Theorems 2 and 3). This study goes back to [35, 39, 46] and to
many other authors.

The assumption that rank H,, = n — 1 when o = 1 or rank H,, = n when o # 1, deeply
influences dispersive estimates of type LP — L”/, with p" = p/(p — 1); roughly speaking,
dispersive estimates are worse when H,, is more singular. On the other hand, the
regularity theory, i.e., L¥ — L? estimates, is better when o =1 (for w = ||, see [46, 54]).
Therefore, the case 0 = 1 can be considered critical, with respect to o # 1.

In both the problems (1) and (2), if the perturbation acts at low frequencies, it
influences the decay estimates, whereas if it acts at high frequencies, it influences the
regularity of the solution. This influence is limited to some region of the (p, ¢)-plane (see
Remarks 1.1 and 1.2). In (1), the influence of the perturbation Auw is related to the
interplay of the two multipliers, eF @t and e~ (Ot In (2), the action of the dissipation
is more complicated. In the damped oscillations regime (see later, (19)), the dissipation
does not cancel the oscillations and it modifies the phase function, so that the study of
the interplay of the multipliers is more complicated. Therefore, we use a perturbation
argument instead of a direct study of the multiplier.

Obtaining L? — LY estimates in the full range 1 < p < ¢ < oo, for Cauchy problems for
evolution equations, provides a useful tool to study problems under the effect of a
nonlinear perturbation. In particular, the presence of a damping term in the damped
oscillations regime hints to the possibility to mix decay estimates of diffusive type, in
particular L' — LY estimates, and of dispersive type, L? — LP". The first kind of estimates
are more related to diffusive problems and generate Fujita type critical exponents (see,
for instance, [33, 53], see also [17, 19, 40]), but this type of critical exponent also appears
for model as (2) for o # 1 in low dimension, see [16]. The second type of estimates are
more related to hyperbolic problems and their o-evolution counterparts, and often
involve the so-called Strauss exponent [47, 48], that appears in the wave equation (see,
for instance, [22, 23, 24, 29, 31, 43, 57], see also [10]), in the Boussinesq equation [12],
and in several other models. We expect that our L” — LY estimates in this paper may
lead to some critical exponents that is someway intermediate between the two scenarios.

1.1. Estimates for Fourier multipliers and homogeneous evolution equations.
Following [28], in this paper we say that a multiplier m is in M} if m € S'(R™) (space of
tempered distributions), and

(4) Imllarg = sup {I|7 " (mF (f)lce : f € SR™), | fllee =1},

is finite. Here .# denotes the Fourier transform with respect to x and we write f =7f

for any f € S’ The duality property MZ = M;’/, holds, where p’ = p/(p — 1) denotes the

Holder conjugate exponent of p. We also define M (H"', L9) and M(H"', H') as the space

of bounded multipliers from the real Hardy space H' to L% and to itself. It is convenient

for us to describe the real Hardy space H' as the subset of L' functions f such that the
Riesz transforms of f are also in L'; we put

(5) Iz = 1 ler + D IR fllzr,s
j=1
where R; are the Riesz transforms of f defined by R;f = .Z 1 (i(¢;/|€]) f) (see [20]).
Therefore,

||m||M(H1,Lq) = sup {H}‘_l(m}‘(f))ﬂm cfesn H17 [1fll e = 1}7
Imllarcen mny = sup {|.Z " (mF ()l : £ € SOH, ||l =1}

(6)
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For any 1 < p < ¢ < 00, we define

1 1 1 11 1
d(p7Q):g(__a)+nmax{§__7__§} 0-7517

d(p,q)zn(z—)fé)+(n71)max{§fz—),af§} o=1.

The dual property d(q’, p") = d(p, q) is related to the dual property of M. Then we have
the following.

Theorem 1. Let w be homogeneous of degree o and with mazimal rank, and assume that
¢ € S7% that is, ¢p € C* and

08 9(6)] < Ca ()70,
If b > d(p,q), then
pet ™ ¢ M}, 1<p<gq< oo,
¢ e M(H', L), qel,00).
Moreover, if o # 1 and b > d(1,00) = n(2 — o) /20, then

(8)

(9) pet™® e M.
If ¢ vanishes in a neighborhood of £ =0 and b > d(p,q), then
(10) pet O e M gel, 00

Without the mazximal rank assumption, the previous estimates hold for 1 <p < q <2 and
for its dual range 2 < p < q < 0.

The proof of Theorem 1 for o = 1 is contained in [50], see chapter IX, §6.16 at p. 428,
and it extends the result in [39] for w = |§|. Theorem 1 is proved when o # 1 for
w = |¢]7 in [35], we prove it in the general case in §4. The condition on b is sharp, in
general (see [35, 39] for w = [£]7).
Theorem 1 leads to the following immediate consequences, for the solutions to (1)
and (2), when A = 0.

Theorem 2. Let 1 < p < ¢ < oo and d(p,q) as in (7). Let s = (d(p,q))+ if 1 <
p < q < oo orlets >0 be such that s > d(p,q) otherwise. If ug € H*?P(R"), then
a(t, &) = eFE) 44 (€) verifies the estimate

n(l_1

() lute s < € FG7H) 140 fuollwmr, 10
Estimate (11) also holds with s = (d(1,00))+ if (p,q) = (1,00) and o # 1.

For the optimality of estimate (11) when w = ¢|€|?, see, for instance, [15, Propositions
7.1, 7.3].

In the radial case w(§) = w([€]), (1) with A =0 is studied in [11] for w not necessarily
homogeneous. For more about dispersive estimates for fractional Schrodinger equations,
see also [25, 30] and the references therein. As far as we know, result analogous to the
one in Theorem 2 are not widely studied when w is non radial. Even in the case of radial
homogeneous w, that is, w = ¢|£]7, the “critical” case o = 1 is excluded in [11].

The solution to (2) in appropriate spaces verifies

(12) a(t,§) =t sinc (tw(§)) 41 (§),

. —1 . . . . .
where sincp = p~ " sin p is the cardinal sine function.

Theorem 3. Let 1 < p < ¢ < oo and d(p,q) as in (7). Let s = (d(p,q) — 1)+ if
1<p<g<ooorlets>0 besuch that s > d(p,q) — 1 otherwise. If uy € H*P(R"™),
then (12) verifies the estimate

n(1_1
(13 et s < 7560 @0 fualger, 2> 0.
Estimate (13) also holds with s = (d(1,00) — 1) if (p,q) = (1,00) and o # 1. Moreover,
if w = c|§|, one may take s = 0 in the following two exceptional cases: if n = 1 and
(p,q) = (1,00), and ifn=3 andp=q=1 orp=q = 0.



4 M. D’ABBICCO, M.R. EBERT

For the optimality of estimate (13) when w = ¢|£|?, see, for instance, [15, Propositions
7.1, 7.3]. The regularity assumption is the same obtained for more general hyperbolic
equation in [44, Theorem 4.1] for the case ¢ = p € (1, 00).

1.2. Results for perturbed fractional Schrédinger equations. We consider the
problem for the perturbed fractional Schrédinger equation (1), with L as in (3). The
solution to (1) in appropriate spaces verifies

(14) i(t, €) = e O g (6).

Our aim is to show that when d(p,q) > 0, the presence of the potential Au may improve
the previous estimate in different ways. The effect of A is different at low and high
frequencies, so we distinguish two cases. To localize functions at low or high frequencies,
we use the notation

Tof =7 ' (xf),
where x € Cc° is a cut-off function with x = 1 in a neighborhood of the origin (see later,
Notation 6).
We assume that a € C"TH(R™ \ {0}) and that a(£) > 0 for any ¢ # 0. When we study a
problem at low frequencies, we assume that
(15) a(§) Z a0 ¢, 107a(@)| < ClEI T, <n+1,
for some given 6y > 0, ap > 0 and C > 0, in a neighborhood of the origin. When we

study a problem at high frequencies, we assume that

(16) a(€) > a1 ¢, 107a()| < ClETN < n+1,

for some given 61 > 0, a1 > 0 and C > 0, out of some compact set of R". In particular, if
a € C"TH(R"\ {0}) is homogeneous of degree 6 > 0, (15) and (16) follow with
0o = 01 = 0, as a consequence of the homogeneity.
At low frequencies, the potential Au improves the decay rate with respect to the one
n (11). Clearly, the regularity does not come into play, since the solution is localized at
low frequencies.

Theorem 4. Let 1 < p < g < oo be such that d = d(p,q) > 0,where d(p,q) is as in (7).
Moreover, let us assume (15) and that uo € LP(R™). If 8o > o, then (14) verifies the
following decay estimate:

n(1_ 1 -
(1) 1T utt, Yo < 0 (1475 GTH 0 jug o, 0.
If 6o € (0,0], then we have the following decay estimate:

1Ty utt, Ve <€A +6) 5673 Juolliw, >0,

Comparing (17) with (11), the term (1 + t)fd% corresponds to the extra decay rate
associated to the potential Au when 6y > 0. When 6y < o, the extra decay rate is
sufficient to cancel the loss of decay (1 + t)° associated to oscillations in Theorem 2.
At high frequencies, the potential Au allows to reduce the regularity so that appears in
Theorem 2 for the initial data, thought a additional singular power appears as ¢t — 0 if

_n(1_1
01 < o, with respect tot < (P a/.

Theorem 5. Let 1 <p < g < oo b be such that d = d(p,q) > 0, where d(p, q) is as in (7).
Moreover, let us assume (16). If 61 € (0,0), assume that up € H*?P(R™), where

Then (14) verifies the following estimate:

n(l_ 1 —(d—s)Z
(18) (1 = T u(t,Yee < €177 Gma) - E0F =t o, 1> 0,
If 0, > o, assume that uop € LP(R™). Then,

I(1d = Ty u(t, Hize < 2G5 e uglln, ¢ >0,
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In particular, when ¢ = p, the estimate in Theorem 5 is not singular at ¢t =0 if 1 > o or
if

s

01 € (0,0), d(p,p) < I
Remark 1.1. When d(p,q) < 0, the potential Au has no influence in the LP — L7 esti-
mates, namely, Ty u verifies (11) for large t and (1d — Ty ) u verifies (11) for small t, with
s as in Theorems 4 and 5. This means that s = 0, with the exception of s > 0 in the limit
case d(p,q) = 0 with p =1 or g = oo (exception given for the special case (p,q) = (1, 00),
and o # 1, since we may take s = 0 in that case).

The estimates in Theorems 4 and 5 are sharp, in the sense discussed in §7.
Theorems 4 and 5 may be easily combined if a(£) is homogeneous of degree 6. Let
d(p,q) > 0. Then:

n(l 1

et 3G1) (14 09908 fluol e, it0>o,

21) (1147 (@980 g geo, i 0 € (0,0).

1.3. Results for perturbed wave equations. The study of the effect of the
perturbation Au on the Schrodinger equation (1) is relatively easy using the theory of
multipliers. On the other hand, the study of the initial value problem for the wave
equation (2) is more complicated, especially when o = 1. This is due to the fact that the
phase function in the fundamental solution is modified by the presence of the dissipation
A, see later, (19).

To manage this perturbation in the phase, we expand the fundamental solution to (2) by
Taylor’s theorem in order to isolate the main term with the unperturbed phase function
w. The remaining terms are managed by simpler multiplier lemmas.

As in §1.2, we are interested in studying how the dissipation Awu; influences estimates at
low and at high frequencies. However, now the situation is more complicated. Indeed,
performing the Fourier transform on the equation in (2), we obtain the ODE, depending
on the parameter ¢:

dn + w(€)*a + a(€)i =0,

that is, the ODE of the damped harmonic oscillator, with initial data @ (0

,€) =0 and
(0, &) = @1. There are two possible regimes, according to the sign of a(&)?

— 4w(§)2:

e when a(£)? < 4w(€)?, we are in the “damped oscillations regime”: the attrition
term a(§) dampen the oscillations, without canceling them, and the solution is

2
(19)  at§) = O sinc(w(@)VT=a©) ) in, where ) = 1Ak
o when a(£)? > 4w(€)?, we are in the “overdamping regime”: the attrition term
a(€) cancels the oscillations, and the solution is
ettt et —a(§) £ Va(§)? — 4w(§)?

oA w1, where At = 5 ,

(20) a6 =

where (20) is intended as its limit te~"*(9*4; when a(&) = 2w(&).

We are interested in the “damped oscillations regime”, since in the “overdamping
regime” oscillations are canceled and the multipliers are exponentials with negative real
part, i.e., of diffusive type.

Since we are only interested in frequencies when £ — 0 and when |£| — oo, in order to be
in the “damped oscillations regime”, it is sufficient to assume that 6y > o to get that
a(€)? < 4w(€)? in some neighborhood of the origin, and that 61 < o to get that
a(€)? < 4w(€)? out of some compact set. We stress that the assumption that w(€) > 0
never vanishes for £ # 0 and that it is homogeneous, is crucial here.

We are now ready to state our results. As we did in §1.2, we distinguish low and high
frequencies, and we provide analogous results to Theorems 4 and 5.
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Theorem 6. Let 1 < p < g < oo be such that d = d(p,q) > 1, where d(p,q) is as in (7).
Moreover, let us assume (15) with 8y > o, and that ug € LP(R™). Then (19)-(20) verifies
the following decay estimate:

1

(21) T u(t, e < C (1 +6) % GD)TED0-GF) 1y 1, ¢ >0,

) corresponds to the extra decay rate associated to the

dissipation Aus, with respect to (13).

The term (1 +¢)

Theorem 7. Let 1 < p < g < oo b be such that d = d(p,q) > 1, where d(p,q) is as in (7).
Moreover, let us assume (16) with 01 € (0,0), and that uo € H*"P(R™), where

0333(1—0—1) (d—1).

[

Then (19)-(20) verifies the following estimate:
_mn(1_1 —1)—(d—1—3s)-2
22)  [1(1d = T ult, Yoo < €85 Gra) FED=E@=1=950 —ety g s o,
In particular, when ¢ = p, the estimate in Theorem 7 is not singular at ¢t = 0 if
s
-4

o

The estimates in Theorems 6 and 7 are sharp, in the sense discussed in §7.

1 <d(p,p) <1+

Remark 1.2. When d(p,q) < 1, the dissipation Au¢ has no influence in the LP — L7
estimates, namely, T\ u verifies (13) for large t and (Id — Ty)u verifies (13) for small
t, with s as in Theorems 6 and 7. This means that s = 0, with the exception of s > 0
in the limit case d(p,q) = 1 with p =1 or ¢ = oo (exception given for the special case
(p,q) = (1,00), and o # 1, since we may take s = 0 in that case).

1.3.1. The L* theory. When p = 2 or q = 2, oscillations become irrelevant in the
multipliers, and a much simpler proof can be provided for Theorems 4 and 5 as well as
for Theorems 6 and 7, directly using Plancherel theorem or Haussdorff-Young inequality.
Moreover, for (2), when (p,q) = (1,2) or, by duality, (p,q) = (2, 00), this may provide a
benefit in space dimension n = 20, with respect to the estimates provided by Theorem 6
and by Theorem 7 when s = 0. Indeed, d(1,2) = n/(20) so Theorem 3 produces a loss of
decay (1 +t)°, where ¢ = s —n/(20) > 0. This arbitrarily small polynomial loss may be
relaxed to a logarithmic loss of decay. Similarly, the regularity H°%! may be reduced to
L', paying a logarithmic singular power as t — 0.

Proposition 1.1. Let n = 20, 0o > o, and assume that uy € L. Then (19) wverifies the
following estimate:

(23) Ty u(t, g2 < C(1+ (logt))? lurflzr, t>0.

Proposition 1.2. Let n =20, 01 € (0,0), and assume that uy € LP. Then (19) verifies
the following estimate:
(24) I(1d = T u(t, |2 < C(1+ (—logt)s)? e [lurlr, t>0.

The analogous results of Propositions 1.1 and 1.2 hold for (p,q) = (2, 00).

The estimates in Proposition 1.1 and 1.2 are sharp, see later, Lemma 7.2.

Remark 1.3. When w = c[|, we have

d(l,q):n(lfé)+(n71)($f%),

so the equality d(1,q) = 1 mentioned in Remark 1.2 corresponds to the three special cases;
the case n = 1 and (p,q) = (1,00), and the case n = 3 and p = q¢ = 1, were already
included in Theorem 3. The third special case is n = 2 and (p,q) = (1,2), and it is
included in Propositions 1.1 and 1.2.

This gives a complete picture of sharp estimates for the wave model, while for other models
the optimality in the limit case d(p,q) =1 and p =1 or ¢ = 0o remains open (expect for
(p,q) = (1,00) when o #1).
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We stress that in this paper we may consider very general dissipative operators, as the
following example shows.

Example 1.1. Let T be the sum of a positive constant co with a singular integral operator:

Tf = eof + Py, 222D p

||

where Q € L*(S™™'), has zero average. Then its symbol

m© =cot [ T(E-0)/1E) ) S, T0) =~ signt — log ],

Sn—

is homogeneous of degree zero. If, moreover, Q € C*°(S™™'), then m € C*(R™\ {0}) (see,
for instance, [49, chapter 3, §3.5]) and the converse also holds. Suitable linear combinations
of Riesz transforms and higher order Riesz transforms fit in this scenario.

In particular, if m(§) > 0, taking the composition of T with operators of type (Id —
A)"(—A)g with 6 > 0 and n > —6/2 generates examples of A = (1d — A)"(—A)%T with
0o = 6 in (15) and 01 = 6 + 2n in (16).

We stress that A is anisotropic, in general, for instance, we may consider

A = Z Cjkax]. 8%,
ik
provided that the symbol is elliptic, i.e., a(§) = >, cju€;i&k > 0.
We may also add perturbations to a(€) which possibly contain fast oscillations with respect
to &. For instance, if a(§) verifies (16) for some 61 > 0, then

a(§) +sin(|¢]77),
also verifies (16), provided that (n+ 1)(1 —n) < 0:.

1.4. Plan of the paper. The plan of the paper is the following:

e in §2, we discuss the application of our results to several dissipative wave models;
e in §3 we recall some known results on the theory of M7 multipliers and we state

a(

several lemmas which were used to deal with the multiplier e~ Ot in the paper
(postponing their proofs to §8);

e in §4 we prove Theorem 1 and its direct consequences: Theorems 2 for the frac-
tional Schrodinger equation, and Theorem 3 for the wave-type equation;

e in §5, we prove Theorems 4 and 5 for the fractional Schrodinger equation with
potential;

e in §6, we prove Theorems 6 and 7 for the wave-type equation with dissipation;

e in §7, we prove the optimality of our LP — L7 estimates;

e in §8, we provide the proofs of multiplier Lemmas introduced in §3 to deal with
—a(&)t
e .

1.5. Notation. In this paper, we use the following notation.

Notation 1. Let f,g : [0,00) — (0,00) be two positive functions. We use the notation
f < g if there exists a positive constant C such that f(t) < Cg(t), for all t > 0.

Notation 2. We use the notation sin®(|¢]) = (sin(|€]))?, whereas sin® denotes the k-th
derivative of sin. We put sinc (|€]) = |¢| ™" sin(|¢]).

Notation 3. We use the notation (§) = (1 + |£|2)%, for & e R™.
Notation 4. For a given b € R, we say that ¢ € C(R™) is in S~° if
|08 $(€)| < Ca (&) 0710
To avoid confusion, we write S"' = {£ € R™ : |¢| = 1} for the unit sphere in R™.

Notation 5. Let f € 8" and g(t,) € S’ for any t > 0. In this paper, F denotes the
Fourier transform with respect to  and we write f = Zf and §(t,-) = Fg(t,). For
feLt,

f) = [ e fa)da.
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Moreover, F(£(€)) and F~'(g(t,€)) denote the inverse Fourier transform with respect
to €. When f € L*,
f@ =0 [ e ae
RTL
With abuse of notation, we also write

|7~ (g(t,€))llr

to mean that the L" norm is taken with respect to the x wvariable of the inverse Fourier
transform of §(t,-).

Notation 6. In the following, we often use cut-off functions x € CI°(R™), with x =1 in

a neighborhood of the origin, and for any t > 0 we put x+(§) = X(tif). We make use of
the localizing operators

Tf=7""(xf), Tuf=F"(x1f).

Notation 7 (see [28]). Let 1 <p < g < oo. Then M} denotes the space of multipliers of
type (p,q) with norm defined by (4).

Notation 8. In this paper, H' denotes the real n-dimensional Hardy space introduced
by C. Fefferman and E. Stein [21], equipped with norm (5); M(H", L) and M(H*, H")
denote the space of bounded multipliers from H' to LY or to itself, equipped with norms (6).

Notation 9. In this paper, HP(R"™), with k > 0 and p € [1,00], denotes the Bessel
potential space

H*P(R") = {f € L*(R"): F~'((&)"f) € L"(R")},
equipped with norm

I£llmwe = L7~ ((€)" llze-

Clearly, H*P(R™) = LP(R™). If p € (1,00) and s € N, then H*P(R™) = W*P(R"), the
Sobolev space of LP(R™) functions with weak derivatives of order k in LP(R™).

2. EXAMPLES FOR DISSIPATIVE WAVE EQUATIONS

In this section, we provide examples of application of Theorems 6 and 7 for the wave
equation, i.e. L,2 = —A in (2), with different dissipative operators A, that is, we
consider

uy — Au+ Auy =0, t>0,x € R,
(25) u(0,z) = 0,
ue (0, ) = uy ().

Our results are indeed applicable to more general homogeneous hyperbolic equations and
o-evolution equations, but the peculiarities of the wave equation make the examples of
particular interest, in our opinion. Therefore, for the sake of brevity, we focus on those

examples.

The simplest model is when A = (—A)g7 i.e., the case of wave equation with a so-called
structural damping. In such a case, a(£) = |£|? is radial homogeneous. In recent years,
low frequencies estimates in the case of so-called “effective damping” 6 € (0, 1] have been
well-investigated. In particular, the diffusion phenomenon has been proved in L? — L?
setting in [32, 38, 56] for # = 0, and in [13] for 6 € (0,1) and o = 1. Similarly, high
frequencies estimates in the case of the so-called “noneffective damping”, 6 € [1, 2], have
been well-investigated. These estimates were relatively easy to be obtained due to the
fact that oscillations are canceled in the overdamping regime, see (20). The study of
L' — L' estimates for these models goes back to [37].

In the case o # 1 and 6 € [0, 20], low frequencies estimates have been recently obtained
by the authors [15], but the more difficult case of wave equation o = 1 remained open, so
far.
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2.1. The wave equation with viscoelastic damping. When A = —A| that is, 0 = 2,
the equation in (25) reads as
usr — Au — Auy = 0, t>0,$6Rn7

it has been investigated in [45] (see also [42]) and it is related to the linearized
Navier-Stokes equation in the following sense. Deriving with respect to t the first
equation in
pt + V.ov= 0,
vy — alAv — VYV -v+ Vp =0,
and applying the divergence to the second one, it follows that the density p satisfies the
second order equation

pir — (o + B)Apr — Ap = 0.

In [45, Theorem 2.1], exception given for the trivial L” — L? estimates when p = 2 or
g = 2 (those estimates are trivial because the oscillations have no influence on the
estimates), low frequencies L' — L™ estimates and L' — L! estimates are obtained:

(26) ITyu(t, Yzm < CA+H7T fuallys,
(27) ITu(t, s < CA+8T s, ifn>3is odd,
(28) 1 Tyu(t, )| <C(1 th)nT+2 lJuill 1, if n > 2 is even.
Thanks to Theorem 6 and Remark 1.2, we find, for any 1 < p < g < o0,
Tt o < (141G g,

where d is as in (7), exception given for the special case n = 2 and
(p,q) € {(1,2),(2,00)}, for which Proposition 1.1 gives us the estimate (23), where a
logarithmic loss (sharp, see Lemma 7.2) appears:

(20) ITu(t, |z < C(1+ (logt)4)? [lur | r.
In particular, when p=¢=1and n > 1, due to d = (n — 1) /2, we find

n+l
[Tcu(t, )l S A+8) T flurllzs

This latter is consistent with (27), while it improves the estimate in (28). For general
1 <p < g < o0, our results are better than the obtained by interpolating the endpoints
(26) and (27) in [45].

2.2. The wave equation with noneffective dissipation. As a variant of the
viscoelastic damped wave equation, we may consider a wave equation with a noneffective
damping, that is, A = (fA)g7 with 6 € (1,2). In particular, if 1 < p < ¢ < oo,
Theorem 6 and Remark 1.2 provide the decay estimate

(30) I Tu(t, Yze < C (1 + )G =a)Fe@a=D:(=3) 01

exception given for the special case n = 2 and (p, q) € {(1,2), (2, 00)}, for which
Proposition 1.1 gives us estimate (29). These estimates are completely new.

The wave equation with the so-called log-damping a(£) = log(1 + |¢|?) has been recently
considered in [7, 8]. Even if this damping is not homogeneous, due to log(1 + [¢|%) ~ |¢|°
as £ — 0, the regime at low frequencies is of damped oscillations if § > 1; hence, we
obtain (30) applying Theorem 6. This result is also new for g # 2.

2.3. The wave equation with effective damping. When A = (,A)% with
0 € (0,1), a “double diffusion phenomenon” holds, in the sense that the solution to (25)
may be written as the sum of two terms, whose asymptotic profiles as t — oo are
described by the solutions to the two diffusion problems [13]. At low frequencies, due to
the overdamping regime (20), decay estimates are easily obtained.
Theorem 7 provides new, sharp, high frequencies LP — L7 estimates. In particular, they
are consistent with the result obtained only in the case p = ¢ in [14] when
(n—1)]1/p — 1/2| < 1, that is, d(p,p) < 1 (even restricting only to LP — L? estimates,
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Theorem 7 provides estimate also when d(p,p) > 1). In particular, taking s = 0 in
Theorem 7 and taking into account of Remark 1.2, we get:

1(1d = Tu(t, e < © (33 ~@r0=D (1) g=et

for any t > 0, exception given for the case n = 2 and (p,q) € {(1,2), (2,00)}, for which
Proposition 1.2 gives us estimate (24), where a logarithmic singularity (sharp, see
Lemma 7.2) appears:

1o
1(Id = T3 ) u(t, )]z < C A+ (=logt)+)2 e |lui|lp, t>0.
2.4. The double dispersion equation. The equation
ULt — Autt — Au + AQu + But = 07

is called (damped) double dispersion equation and has been studied by several authors,
since it is related to a generalized Boussinesq equation (see [9, 41, 55] and the references
therein). This model is also called damped plate equation with rotational
inertia [6, 18, 52].
By applying the Bessel potential (Id — A)™', the equation reduces to the one in (25),
with A = (Id — A)"'B. If B = (~A)?, for some 0, we find that

]
a(f) = 1 f||£|2 )

in particular, is not homogeneous. This model is also of interest because we have a
damped oscillations regime at the both low and high frequencies. Letting 6y = 0 and
01 = 0 — 2, we find that Theorem 6 is applicable for # > 1 and Theorem 7 is applicable
for 6 € (2,3). The case § = 2 is of particular interest; Theorem 6 and Remark 1.2
provide the following estimates, that are new as far as we know:

1,ﬂ(i,;)+<d*1>+
ITcult, Yee <C A+ rr 2/ 2 lua|[re, 20,

exception given, as usual, for the case n =2 and (p, q) € {(1,2), (2,00)}, for which
Proposition 1.1 gives us (29).

3. MULTIPLIER THEOREMS

We recall some multipliers properties that we will use in this paper.

We stress that M,] = {0} when 1 < ¢ < p < oo and that M, contains multipliers that are
distributions with positive order if, and only if, 1 < p < 2 < ¢ < 0, see [28, Theorem
1.6]; indeed, MZ C L, if ¢ <2, and M{ = L9 for any q € (1, 00], while M{ is the set of
bounded measures, see [28, Theorem 1.4]. In this paper, multipliers will be functions,
though, since they are related to the Fourier transform of the fundamental solutions
to (1) and (2).

It holds
Mgl C Mgy © M3 = L%, 1<pi<p2<2
and (see [28, Theorem 1.4])

(31) M ={meS: F7'(m)e L}, pe(l,00];
1
M{ ={meS8" : .Z '(m) is a bounded measures},

in particular, M? = L?, by Plancherel’s theorem. By Young inequality, it holds

- 1 1 1
s 77! L'ycMl, 1-===-=
fme myerycay 1-1-1-2
Let H' denote the real Hardy space (see Notation 8).Then, it holds (see [35, Theorem
3.3]):
(32) mllarces ey = |7~ e

On the other hand (see [21], see also [35, Theorem 3.4]):

lmllarcar oy = ||m||M(H1,H1)-
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We stress that

(33) M(L' H"Yc M{ c M(H",H") = M(H",L").
By Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, if 1 < p < oo and 0 < a < n/p,
_ * 1 1 a
34 gremr, ——-_2%
(31) e eny’, L-1-8
The above property holds for p = 1 if M} is replaced by M(H', L'") (see [35, Theorem

By Mikhlin-Hérmander theorem (see also [27] for several variants of this result), for any
p € (1,00), MP contains the space of C'*["/3(R™ \ {0}) multipliers (here [-] denotes the
floor function) such that

PIm@© < ClEl™" < 1+ /2]

This space is also contained in M (H", H') (see [35, Theorem E]). The
Mikhlin-Hoérmander theorem may be used to easily prove that the multipliers studied in
Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 are in M? when p € (1,00), and that the regularity of a(§) may
be reduced to C**"/2(R™ \ {0}), asking that (15) and (16) hold only for |y| < 1 + [n/2].

However, this approach cannot be applied in the endpoints p = 1, co.

To prove Theorem 1, we will also make use of the following theorem for M (H"', H').

Theorem 8. [Theorem G in [35], see also Theorems 1 and 2 in [34]] Assume that m €
cHH/2IR™\ {0}) are such that

0Em(E &) < (O TN+ @), ol <1+[n/2,
fort>0 and o > 0. Then m(t,&) € M(H', H") and
lt, )llas e ary < (L4+0)E.

By the homogeneous property of the Fourier transform,
n(io1
I (t)lagg =703 fm(@)ll g
This property clearly also holds when p = 1 if M{ is replaced by M(Hl, L?), or by
M(H', H") or M(L', H") when q = 1 (see [35, Lemma 3.3]).
To deal with regularity of initial data, we are also going to use that

(35) lel? )" e Mi, VB >0,

since the multiplier is the Fourier transform of a bounded measure (see, for instance, [49,
§3.2, Lemma 2]).

We also recall the following result (see [21, Theorem 7]), which may be applied to obtain
estimates for (fractional) derivatives in x of the solution to (1) and (2). If
m € M(H', H") and |m(¢)| < C|¢|~° for some § > 0, then |¢|®m € MP for any 6 € [0, d]
and p € (1,00) such that
1 1 9
p 2272
In general, our estimates in this paper may be easily modified to take into account of the
presence of (fractional) derivatives of u, or of time derivatives of u, but we avoid this
study for the sake of brevity.

We are now interested in estimates for diffusive multipliers in the form e~ **®) and their
perturbations b(¢) e (),

In order to deal with multipliers in M7, we cannot rely on Mikhlin-Hérmander multiplier
theorem. A widely used alternative is the integration by parts method. We use the
integration by parts method to prove several results for parameter-dependent multipliers
of the form e~ **® | whose proof we postpone to §8 for the ease of reading.

The first basic result is the following.
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Lemma 3.1. Let a € C"H(R™\ {0}) verifies
a(§) > clel’, 1a@I < Cle"™, for1< il <nt,
for some ¢ >0, C >0, 0 >0. Then F*(et*®)) is in L" and
127 e )ller 7800,
for any r € [1, 00].

We stress that if a(€) is radial homogeneous, that is, a(¢) = ¢/¢]?, Lemma 3.1 follows as
a consequence of the homogeneity property of % and by the asymptotic behavior [4]:

(36) lim |zt Z (e 14") = Chp.

|z|— o0

We also have the following generalizations of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let a € C""H(R™\ {0}) verifies

a(§) > clgl’, |0a@)I <’ for1<y<n+1,
for some ¢ >0, C >0, 0 >0, and let b € C"T(R™\ {0}) werify
02b(&)] < Clg[" ™, Jor 0 <yl <n+1,

for some 1 > —n. Then

177 (&) e O)er 17800 E,

for any r € [1,00], if n > 0 and for any r € (1,00] such that

(37) n (1 - %) >,

ifn € (—n,0].

The following consequence of Lemma 3.2 is straightforward, but not very standard, since
it involves the real Hardy space H'. Its use is crucial to obtain sharp estimates with
p=1or g =00 in Theorems 4, 5, 6 and 7.

Corollary 3.1. Assume thatn > 0 in Lemma 3.2. Then the L' estimate may be improved

to
n

171 (0(E) ™ )l S 77,

where H' denotes the real Hardy space.

Proof. In view of (5), it is sufficient to apply Lemma 3.2 with r = 1 and b; = b(£)&;/[¢|
in place of b, since

1771 (0(E) ™ Nlr = 177 0€) e )l + D 1F 7 (5;(€) ™) a.

=0

O

The next generalization of Lemma 3.1 is of interest to treat several critical cases and we
will only use it at low frequencies.

Lemma 3.3. Let a € C"H(R™\ {0}) verifies
a(§) > clel’, 1a@I <Ol for1< i <nt1,
for some ¢ >0, C >0, 0 >0, and let b € C"TH(R™\ {0}) verifies
bEI<C, and  (FBE| < ClETNL forl <y <n+1,
for some € > 0. Then
177 @) el S 77070, fore 21,
for any r € [1, 00].

Finally, we need the following straightforward result.
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Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ € S™° for some € > 0 or, more in general, assume that ¢ € C"T(R™)
verifies

(38) 076 <C© " Jorl=n—1nmn+1,
for some € € (0,1). Then F~'¢ € L'. Moreover, ¢ € M(L*, H") if ¢ vanishes in a
neighborhood of the origin.

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1-3

We preliminarily notice that, thanks to the homogeneity assumption of w, letting
& = €/[€|, we have the following:

(39) 02w ()] = |67~ M0gw ()] < Cy 1€177,

(10) w(©) = €7 wl¢) 2 clgl’,  c= minw(©) >0,

We now prove Theorem 1.
Proof of Theorem 1. Since Theorem 1 is already proved for o = 1, we assume o # 1.
We prove (8) using the complex interpolation (for instance, see [51] Chapter 5 §4; see also

[26, §1.3.3]). We first consider the case ¢ = p € (1,00) in (8), and we assume without

restriction that b < n/2. For s € [0,1] + iR, we define the multiplier
e = e~ g ()19)7 gEiw(©

where

n 20
7(8)—6—857 H—EA

We notice that v(0) = 0, so that mg = ¢eiiw(€).
When #8s = 0 and Ss =t € R,

Imat(©) = e 6(€) (67 < 01 < =,
with C1 independent on s, so that
Imitllarg = llmie||zee < Ch.
When Rs =1 and Ss =t € R, ¢(¢) (£)73F17 ¢ §759; applying Theorem 8, due to
0 ma (O] < O™ (1 1)) 7191 (91757, ja < B 41,

where we used (39), we find that

2 .2 n
(41) il ne e,y < Cre ™70 (L4 ]H)2 < Co.
We now fix p € (1, 2] with
11
P 2 n

and we use complex interpolation (see [21, §5, Corollary 1]), so that mg € M}. Thanks
to the duality argument we conclude the first part of (8) for ¢ = p € (1, 00).

If b > n/2, it is sufficient to use H* — H' estimate (41), with ¢ = 0, to derive the second
part of (8), with ¢ = 1 (we recall that M(H', H') = M(H", L"), see (33)).

We now prove (9). Thanks to the Hessian assumption, we may assume without restriction
that for any given z, there is at most one critical point for z€ + w(§) in the support of
¢. Let & be this critical point, that is, z = FVw(&), and & = &p, with p = |&]. Fix
supp ¢ C B(&,0), for some § > 0 and 6 = pd’. By the change of variable £ — p&, we
obtain

K(z) = Z (@ g) = (2m) " / (O -EV0(€0)) 4 (e) g
B(£0,9)

— (27)" p /( )eiuw(ps)—psvwso)) () de
B(g),8'

=y [ O gty a
B(£g,0")
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where in the last equality we used the homogeneity of w and Vw. Due to the fact that
H,, is nonsingular, we may apply Littman’s lemma (see, for instance, Proposition 6 in
VIII in [50]) and conclude that

K (@)] ~ (2m)""p" (14 p7) " % [@(p&0)| < C,

thanks to assumption

—0

20

In absence of critical points, |K(z)] < C also holds by Littman’s lemma; hence, we
obtained (9). By interpolation, proceeding as in the first step, this also concludes the
proof of (8), with p < q.

To prove (10), we write ¢ = ¢q de, where ¢g € S™°% and ¢. € S77°, withe =b—d > 0.
The proof follows since ¢ € M (L', H') by Lemma 3.4.

Without the maximal rank assumption, the proof follows for 1 < p < ¢ < 2, interpolating
L? — L? H'— H' and H' — L? estimates; the latter can be easily derived by using the
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality in real Hardy spaces (34).

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1. O

b > d(1,00) :n2

Having in mind to use the homogeneity of w(&) in et for a given x € C° with
x = 1 in a neighborhood of the origin, and for any ¢t > 0 we use the cut-off function

x:(§) = X(té &) (see Notation 6). It holds:
1

(12) e lagg = 172 (578 e Oy = 0472 (G70)

for any 1 < p < ¢ < co. Indeed, the fact that ye™™(© ¢ M for any 1 <p < ¢ <o0,in
(42), is pretty standard. Thanks to (39), for any £ # 0 it holds

0 (xe* ) < Clgl” el =1, 41,

For instance, it is sufficient to apply Lemma 8.5 in [15] to obtain that e ¢ MJ. In
the case 1 < p < g < o0, it is sufficient to combine Mikhlin-Hoérmander theorem and
Hardy-Littlewood inequality.

On the other hand, ¢ = (1 — x) [¢| 7 € S797, vanishes in a neighborhood of the origin,
so that we may apply Theorem 1. In particular,

—Bo iw _n(1_1 _Be iw
) 11— ) [€]757 X @ g = 275 G3) (1= x) Jg] 777 27O 9

for 8 > d(p,q) if 1 <p < g <oo (and (p,q) = (1,00) if o # 1), or for 8 > d(p,q),
otherwise. Moreover,
—Bo Tw —n(l_1 —Bo iw
gy N0 X7 e gy = 75 =) 11— 20 161757 € s 1o
= Ct’ef%b*é), for B> d(1,q).

We may now prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let 4(t,€) = etitw(©) 1o (§). On the one hand, we may estimate
1

. _n(1_ 1
[Tt Vzs < Jlxe e |agg lluollze < C't # (=) uoll o,

where we used (42); on the other hand, recalling that w(§)t = w(tif), thanks to (35)
and (43), we may estimate

1
—so _Fiw(to so —so
101 = Ty yult, o < [[(1 = xo) 167" €257 O g 11 (€)™ lgg luolla=es
s—n(l_1 —so Tw so —Sso
— B G (|1 = xa) 1677 €O g 117 (€)™ agg ol

S Cts_%(; ;)Huol‘Hso,w

This concludes the proof. O



LP — L9 ESTIMATES FOR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS 15

The proof of Theorem 3 is relatively similar to the proof of Theorem 2. Similarly to (42),
it holds:

1

(45)  lxesine (@Dl = ¢ G5 xsine (w(@)llay = c¢F G,
for any 1 < p < ¢ < 0. Indeed,
102 sinc (w(€)] < CleP~1, ol =1,...,n+1,

and it is sufficient to apply Lemma 8.5 in [15] to obtain that x sinc (w(&)) € M.
Moreover, we are going to use (43) and (44).

Proof of Theorem 3. Let u be as in (12). On the one hand, we may estimate

1

_n(l_1
Tty e < ¢]|xe sine (D llu e < €578 g1,

where we used (45); on the other hand, recalling that w(§)t = w(tif), thanks to (35)
and (43), we may estimate

1 1
(7€) _ gmiw(t7 )

2w(§) HMg
n(1 1

<t 268 fjuy | geen.

—so 6iw so —so
I(1d = T u(t, es < [|(1 = xo) ¢l €1° €)™ lagg Il szoor

When w = ¢[¢], in the two special cases n =1 and (p,q) = (1,00),n =3 and p = ¢ =1,
there is no need to split in low and high frequencies, since

lu(t, )L <t sinc (c|€]t)|larpe [lur ]|

=c ! sinc [¢]|lmpe Jurllpr < Clluafl,  n=1,
l[u(t, e <t sinc (cl€]t)|arn lua e

=t|[sinc[¢ll[asz urllr = Ctluallr,  n=3.

As well known, this unique peculiarity is due to the fact that in space dimension n = 1,
. . 1
sinc |¢] = sinc§ = 5?()([_1,1]),

where x[_1,1) is the indicator function of the interval [—1, 1], in particular, it is in L (this
is also known as d’Alembert formula), while in space dimension n = 3,
sinc [£] = .7 (61),

where ¢ is the measure that gives the average of a function on the unit sphere; in partic-
ular, sinc|¢| € M} = {bounded measures}.
This concludes the proof. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREMS 4 AND 5

In this Section, we prove Theorems 4 and 5, using Theorem 1 and the results for the
perturbation multiplier collected in Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4.
We first prove Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. We want to estimate the following term:
+iw —a
I Tu(t, Mza < [ x e yq [[uolzr.
Since x is compactly supported, the uniform estimate
Heiiw(@t Xe_a(g)tHMg <C, t €10,1],

is trivial. Indeed, due to

|8g(6iiw(£)t 6—a(£)t)| <C |§|min{v,00}—\’v\ =1, n+1,
for £ € supp x and for t € [0, 1], it is sufficient to apply Lemma 8.5 in [15].

Now let ¢ > 1. On the one hand, we get

theiiw(é)txe—a(é)t Liw(§)t —a(E)tHMg

HMg < llIxee ||Mg xe
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where we used (42) and Lemma 3.3 with b = x (since x = 1 in a neighborhood of the
origin, we may take € > 0 as we want); on the other hand, if 1 < p < ¢ < oo, we estimate
+i — —Bo _*£i o _—
(1= xe)e™ O xe a(g)tHMg < = x)lE 77O g [1x €177 €™ g
<op-5(-1)-s ¥,

where we used (43) with 8 = d(p,q) and Lemma 3.2 with b = x |£|*80. Ifp=1,q¢€ll o0,
we use the real Hardy space H'; thanks to (44), and to Corollary 3.1, we get the following
estimate

+iw —a
H(l —xi)e (é)txe (é)tHMf
—Bo +iw o _—a
< = x) el 7€ O arcan oy X €177 €O lascer ey
< Ctﬁ’f(k%)’ﬁﬁ7

where 8 = d(1,q). By duality, the same estimate holds for ¢ = oo and p € [1,00]. We
notice that

575120 <~ 6y >o.
o
Therefore, we obtain the desired estimates and this concludes the proof. O
We now prove Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. We want to estimate the following term:

1(1d = T)u(t, )|z = [ F (O (1~ x) e a)]| .,

First, let 61 € (0,0). On the one hand,

127 (e (1 =) O ),
< ceei @ang ||<1 — ) € | ol o
<ot G e uollur,
where we used (42) together with
I =) e g = e (1= x) ™ O™ [yyg < Ce™
This latter is a consequence of (16) for sufficiently small ¢ so that

(46) a(©) 2 arfel” = Fg" +e. €€ supp(1- ),

and of Lemma 3.4 with ¢ = 1 — x, together with Lemma 3.1. On the other hand, if
1 <p<g< oo, then

177 (1 = xe)e ™9 (1= x) e @ o) |
< 11 = Xl O g (1= x) 6077 O
X EFTCE) ™ llarg lluoll e
< Ctﬁ_?(g_f)t (=217 g=ct l|uo |l mrsoe,

where we used (35) and (43) with 8 = d(p, ¢) and s such that

d(p,q) — (d(p,q) — 8)0% <0,

together with
(1 =) [€17797e O g = e [[(1 = x) €] 797 e O g

<ot PV e,
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This latter is a consequence of (46), as in the previous step, together with Lemma 3.2
with b= (1 — x)|¢|~*)7 (we notice that 8 > s, due to 6; > 0). If p=1, q € [1, 00|, then

11 = x)e™ O (1 =) €17 |0

—Bo _+iw —s)o _—a
< I(1 = xe)[¢] e (é)tHM(Hl,L(I) (1 —x) |f|(ﬁ e (é)t”M(Ll,Hl)

1

<ot (1-3) -9 et

where we used (44) with 8 = d(1,¢) and Corollary 3.1 (we notice that 8 —s > 0). By
duality, the same estimate holds for ¢ = co and p € [1, o0].
Therefore,

_n(1_1 — —s)Z ¢
H(Id 7TX)U(t,)||Lq §Ct a‘(p q)+d(qu) (d(p.q) )91 e tHU()”HS’P.

If 61 > o, we just fix s = 0 and we get

1(1d = Tx)u(t, Yze < 015578 e Jug]| s,

where we used (43) or (44) with 8 = d(p, q) together with Lemma 3.4 with ¢ = 1 — x, and
with Lemma 3.1. This concludes the proof. g

6. PROOF OF THEOREMS 6 AND 7

Before giving the proof of Theorems 6 and 7, the following localization argument is
helpful.

6.1. Localization of the fundamental solution. Let u(t,£) = K (t,€)d1 be as in
(19)-(20). For any x,x’ € C:°(R™), with x = 1 in a neighborhood of the origin,

(1= x) X K (8, &)l arg < e,

for some ¢ > 0, since (1 — x) X' K (t,€) € C2H(R™) and a(£) > ¢ > 0 for any

¢ € supp (1 — x) X'. Therefore, we may assume without restriction that the support of

is contained in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin, or that x =1 in a

sufficiently large compact. This allows us to use the expression in (19) (“damped

oscillations regime”), that is,
; RECI : oy ale)?
(47) K(t,8) =e "2 tsinc (tw(&) /1 —a(§)), where a(§) = T’
with no loss of generalization, due to a(§) = o(w(§)), so that a(§) = o(1). Indeed, this
latter property is guaranteed by the fact that w(§) > 0 is homogeneous (see (40)), and
by the assumptions 0y > o in Theorem 6 and #; < o in Theorem 7. In the cases 0y < o
or 61 > o, the equation would be in the “overdamping regime”, while in the limit cases
0o = o or 01 = o, the regime would possibly be mixed.
Let us define

9 = VITa® -1 9= [ e ar

‘We notice that

C|£|2(00—0)—\7‘ if £ € suppx,
Cle|72e=00= i £ € supp (1 — x),

for |y] < n+ 1. By using Taylor’s formula w.r.t. g(§), we have

5 - a 1 [ esin(tw()) e )/ ¢4 g—tal)/2
(15) K(uf)—;m(t ))& () + O R 1.0,

where

10¢9(&)] < {

- ! "1 )V [ O30 (10 N+1
R (66) = gy | (1= )Y [0 Gre)g()
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Indeed, this follows from

FUOUO _ | L i(£)g(€)) — %(tw(g)g(g)f +ot L (itw(©)g(©)
+ (it (©)g(©) ! /Ot<1 — )N eFOO s,
so that

N 6ztw(.§) _ 6—ztw(.§) ¢
t sine (tw(€)(1+ g(€) =t > 0 < — ) tw(g()t?fi))g(g)) + R (t,€)

(=0
- -1
= ZZ:% % (8f sin(tw(f))) % (9(€))" + Ru (1, €).
The leading term in (48) is obtained for ¢ = 0, i.e., it is
. o—ta(€)/2
t sinc (tw(§)) T

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6. Due to the compact support of x, it is easy to see that
there exists C' > 0 such that
XK (¢, )HM;,’ <C, telo,1],

for any 1 < p < ¢ < oo, so that we may assume ¢ > 1 in the following. For instance, it is
sufficient to apply Lemma 8.5 in [15], as in the proof of Theorem 4.
We first prove that the leading term

o—ta(®)/2

1+9(8)
verifies the desired estimate. We may follow the proof of Theorem 4. On the one hand,

X t sinc (tw(€))

—ta(e)/2
TR0 <ot
1 + g

where we used (45) together with Lemma 3 3 Wlth b=x/(1+g(£)); indeed,
1

tlIxe sine (tw())llag (X

o ag1+ ‘_C|£|2(90 o)— ‘W‘ |’Y|:17:”+1

On the other hand, if 1 < p < ¢ < oo, then

—do . do e_ta(g)/2
10 =) b~ sin(tw) g X161 a5 v

< oD _ g s (- Dren(iog),

where we used (43) together with Lemma 3.2 with

_ do 1
b= Xk STy

In the case p = 1, we may use (44) together with Corollary 3.1 to get
o—ta(€)/2

w(€)(1+g(§)) HM<L1,H1)

(6)‘

n=(d—1)o.

1= xa) 161777 sin(tw(©) larm, o || €7

< o2 (-1 (-5),

By duality, we also obtain the estimate when ¢ = co. Therefore, the proof of Theorem 6
is concluded if we prove the following.

(50)

Lemma 6.1. There exists § > 0 such that

psin(tw(§)) e/ o () e (i) -
I (or 2D ) £ aate) >

IIx e_m(g)/QRN(t,f)HMg =t =3 (5-4)+@-n(- 0)_67 for sufficiently large N,

for any t > 1.
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Proof. The reminder term Ry verifies any desired polynomial decay estimate, for suffi-
ciently large N. Indeed,

|82(RN(t, g))| < C|§|(200—0)(N+1)—0—\’y\tN+14

Due to the fact that (200 — o)(N + 1) > o for any N > 0, we may apply Lemma 3.2,
obtaining

R e (e S L e A

in particular, ||x e **®/2 Ry (t, §)||M;§ decays faster than any given polynomial, as t — oo,
for sufficiently large N, due to 6y > o.
Now we consider the expansion terms for ¢ > 1. On the one hand,

o—ta(6)/2

- (0) lly — & 7 ¢
I sin el * [x g5 gy @ @9

q
M

<o s (ma) et e (ra) e (i-4)

)

where we used (45) together with Lemma 3.2 with

_ L _(w(®g(e)" — o0
In particular, n > 0 due to £ > 1 and 0y > o. On the other hand, if 1 < p < ¢ < o0,
—ta(€)/2
—do . (0) ¢ do ¢ ‘
1= ) €77 sin @llagg * [x 1" ey @ ©9@) ],

<ot (Gog)ren-ag _ o2 (3-3) a0 (i-5)

I

where we used (43), together with Lemma 3.2 with

o _(w(®)g(8)"
b(€) = x €77 - = 2000 4 (d — £ —1)o.
373 KR
We get the desired result for any ¢ > 1. When p = 1 or ¢ = oo, we proceed in the
usual way, replacing (43) and Lemma 3.2 with (44) and Corollary 3.1. This concludes the
proof. O

Remark 6.1. Thanks to Lemma 6.1, Theorem 6 is sharp, as far as (49) is sharp. We
explicitly prove the optimality of this latter in the radial case in Lemma 7.1.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 7. We may follow the proof of Theorem 6, with some
modifications. A crucial difference is that now
Ry
where a(€) — 2¢; still verifies the same assumption (16) on a(€) for sufficiently small ¢y,
due to

a(€) —2¢1 > a1€|" — 2¢1 > % €|°,  for sufficiently large |€].

Since we produced exponential decay in time, we are only interested in a regularity
result and in controlling the possible singular behavior of the estimate as ¢ — 0.
We first prove that the leading term

ota(6)/2
1+g(¢)

verifies the desired estimate. We may follow the proof of Theorem 5. First, let
61 € (0,0). On the one hand,

(1 — x) t sinc (tw(§))

1 e~ta8)/2 c 1_3(1_1)
t ||x sinc (¢ | <ot ),
th smc( ’U}(&))HM;I ( X) 1+g(£) Mg~
thanks to (45) and of Lemma 3.4 with
1
P(§) = (1 —x)

1+g(&)’
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together with Lemma 3.1. On the other hand, if 1 < p < q < oo, then

—ta(§)/2
1— (d—s)o €
(1—x) ¢l "

—do .
1L = x0) 1€ sin(t(€)) sz AL

(51)
oo _ o (i )i
thanks to (43) and Lemma 3.2 with
1
bE) =1 —x) ¢4 ————— p=(d—s—1)o.
O == ey 1Y
We notice that d — 1 > s, due to 61 > 0. As in the proof of Theorem 5,
EPT (€)™ Nlagg 177 () )|z < C flua|zrse.
If p=1 and ¢ € [1,00], we may use (44) together with Corollary 3.1 to get
. gy O
)l singe g €02
a1 sl o [ =016

< ci s (1—%)+(d—1)—(d—1—s)ﬁ.

By duality, we obtain the estimate when ¢ = oo.
Since producing the exponential decay for the other terms of the Taylor expansion is
obvious, the proof of Theorem 7 is concluded if we prove the following.

Lemma 6.2. There exists 6 > 0 such that

sin(tw e ta(®)/2
1= (o)) & (6 g

e %—%)-Hd—l)—(d—l—s)ﬁw7 0>1

11— x) e O 2Ry (¢, )l s

e %—%)-Hd—l)—(d—l—s)ﬁw7

)

for sufficiently large N,
for any t € (0,1].

Proof. Since we are interested in ¢ — 0, we restrict to ¢ € (0, 1]. We will use (48) and we
proceed as we did in the proof of Theorem 6. We have

07 Rav(1,6)] S Jg[ (2ol
If 61 € (0/2,0), we can apply Lemma 3.2 for sufficiently large N, so that
(1= x) Bov (£, €)e ™" @2 yy0 < [1F7H((1 = x) Ruv(t,€)e™ ") |
< () ().

For sufficiently large N, this gives the desired estimate. If 61 € (0,0/2], we may weaken
the estimate for the derivative to

|02 R (1,€)] < Jg|"~ e+,
for some n > 0. Then we apply Lemma 3.2, obtaining
(1= x) R (£, )= t©72) o <N+ (cn=n(5-3)),
P

For sufficiently large N, this gives the desired estimate.
Now we consider the expansion terms for £ > 1. On the one hand, we estimate

e sin® (b)) lagg = % (574,

using (45), while we estimate

[ eta(8)/2 ¢ (D) (g -1
o= Sy ey ], < e,
by using Lemma 3.2 with
1=y Jw(©g(©)
TG ETR))
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and letting n = 2001 — (¢ + 1)o if this latter is positive. Otherwise, we fix n € (0, £61), and
we use Lemma 3.2 to estimate

A EEY ﬁ(w(f)g(ﬁ))‘“w]? <ot
On the other hand, if 1 < p < ¢ < oo, then
—do . (0) ¢ (ds)o e O/2 ¢
=) el sin® () laeg ° [ (1 =20 1l s w@9@) ],

<Cct e (%*%)*‘Hd*s*”ﬁ”(ﬁ”),
where we used (43), together with Lemma 3.2 with

_ (d-s)o _(W(E)g(€)"
bO =Xk S@ 0+ a0

and letting n = 2001 + (d — s — £ — 1)o, when 7 is positive, so we get the desired result.
Otherwise, we proceed as before, choosing 77 > 0, sufficiently small. When p =1 or ¢ = oo,
we proceed in the usual way, replacing (43) and Lemma 3.2 with (44) and Corollary 3.1.
This concludes the proof. O

Remark 6.2. Thanks to Lemma 6.2, Theorem 7 is sharp, as far as (51) is sharp. We
explicitly prove the optimality of this latter in the radial case in Lemma 7.1.

6.4. Proofs with L? regularity. In order to prove Proposition 1.1, it is sufficient to
modify the proof of Theorem 6 in §6.2 for the leading term

o—ta(6)/2
1+g(&)’

for t > 1, as follows. Thanks to M? = L? and n = 20, using the change of

x t sinc (tw(§))

i .
variable t% £ — £, we now estimate

1
(/ |£|7n 6720,02&\{\90 d£)2
L2 lel>Mt™ 7

= C(/\E L 6T 672&0‘5‘90 df)%

[>MtP ©

o ta(6)/2 ‘
1+g(8)

IA
Q

t H(l — xt) x sinc (tw(§))

< Cy(1+1logt)?.

Similarly, to prove Proposition 1.2, it is sufficient to modify the proof of Theorem 7
in §6.3 for the leading term

o—ta()/2
1498’

for t € (0,1] as follows. Thanks to M7 = L? and n = 20, using the change of

(1 =)t sine (tw(€))

L .
variable 91 £ — £, we now estimate

1
_ —2a;t|€|91 2
(e )
L lg|>Mt™ 7

_ —_ 01 %
:C/ L el n ,—2a1l¢] d¢
(ot 2 )

|>Mt1 @

ota(6)/2 ‘
1+g(8)

¢ Hu —xt) (1 = x) sinc (tw(€))

<C(1 flogt)%.

We stress that the different sign in front of the log¢ term depends on the sign of

- 1 1 .
—logt?i ":(—f—)logt, j=0,1.
g (9j



22 M. D’ABBICCO, M.R. EBERT

7. OPTIMALITY OF THE ESTIMATES

The optimality of the estimates is expected from the proofs, since it is related to the
different scaling of e**© or sinc w(§), and of e~ € However, we can provide a direct
proof of optimality, at least in the radial case. That is, we assume that w(£) = ¢|[¢|? for
some ¢ > 0 (we may assume ¢ = 1 with no loss of generality) and that a(£) = ao|¢|?, for

some 0y > o, or a(€) = a1|£|”, for some 0; € (0,0).
We may indeed relax the radial assumption for a(§). For instance, it is sufficient to
assume that there exists 7 € C" ™' such that

a(€) = aolé]® (1 +7(€),  |9yr(&)| < Clel~ 1,

in a neighborhood of the origin, or

a() = al¢™ (L+r(), |9 <Cle= ",
out of some compact, for some £ > 0. Indeed, it is easy to prove that the solution to (1)
and to (2) with a(€) = ao|€|” r(€) verifies better estimates than the ones provided by
Theorems 4 and 6 for a(€) = ao|€|?, and that the solution to (1) and to (2) with
a(€) = a1]€|”* r(€) verifies better estimates than the ones provided by Theorems 5 and 7

for a(€) = a1]€|”".
As expected, the crucial point of the optimality is based on the optimality of the

estimates
(53) (1 — xo) g 7o il emaolel®ory Ly <=5 (Goa)rer=a(i=d5) sy
(54) (11— xe) g7 el menlel ey g2 Gra) @ (@) e o,1),

for s € [0, d], where d is as in (7). Indeed, the optimality of (17) and (21) follows
from (53) (for s = 0 and s = 1, respectively), while the optimality of (18) and (22)
follows from (54) (replacing s by s + 1 for the latter).
By the change of variable t|¢|” — |£]7, the previous estimates reduce to

oo 7970+1 o

11— ) [¢] 72 el oot Ty <y (d) sy,
e 2] 179—1 _ _ o

(1 —x) |£|—Soei1\€\ —ay]g|”1t HMg St(d S)(l 91)7 t e (0,1],

1
that is, setting 7 = a? téfi where we put # = 0 in the first case and # = 6; in the
second one, we shall prove the optimality of the singular estimate

. o 6
(1 —x) |77 eS0Ty < 770797 7 e (0, 1),

Lemma 7.1. Letn >1,0>0,0>0,1<p<q <00 andd as in (7). Assume that
s €[0,d]. Then there exist C > 0 such that

Sgo 6
(55) (L =) J€]7 =0Ty > 077797 7 e (0,1).

Proof. By duality, we assume without restriction that p < ¢’.

The case o # 1 is proved in [15, Proposition 7.2], so we only need to prove the statement for
o =1. Wefix g € C°, radial, and we define g, (z) = 7~ » g(7~ '), so that ||g-||Lr = ||g||Lr-

Then g-(§) = T g(7€). Using the representation formula of the Fourier transform for
radial functions, we have (abusing notation, we write x(p))

7L = x(©)) Jel 77 T g ) )
= /0 (1—x(p)p* 6iip—(7—p)9§;(p) JWT,Z (|| p) |m|1_% p% dp.

where J,_2 denotes the Bessel function of first kind. Now let || € I = [1 — 7,1+ 7], for
2
some § < 7! which we will fix later. Due to the fact that 1 — x(p) vanishes for p < 1 and
|z] & 1, inside the integral we may use the asymptotic expansion of the Bessel function
7r

Ju(z) = 2% cos (z - yg - Z) +0(217%%), |2 = .
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The leading term in the asymptotic expansion above may be estimated if we estimate

—n-1 o o i z|) ~ - T
|z~ TP’/ (1= x(p) #0170 4(rp) p* T =2~ g
0
— e L (Z—2flys / 1))6i57*1(1i\x\)§(8) S ses? gs
_" 1 - +s
— o7 (7 ) (2m)" e (1 £ ) — I (1),

where

~ n—1

h(t) = §(t) pr semet’ J(T):/ X(tT—l)eitr*(li\x\)g(t)tngl—se_tﬂ it
0

In the last equality, we may assume without restriction that g(¢) thT s integrable near
t =0, so that

27 _
17(r)] < / )] £ dt
0

vanishes as 7 — 0. By Riemann-Lebesgue theorem, h(7~*(1 4 |z|)) vanishes as 7 — 0,
due to h € L, for any given x. Choosing ¢ such that

h(0) = (2m)"" / T e e 20,

there exists § > 0 such that |[h(7~ (1 — |z|))| > [h(0)|/2 > 0 for |z| € T = [1 — 67,1 + &7].
Therefore
. )
17711 = x(©) [¢]7* =D g ) g
- —s & — (T 0
> L F A = x(©) 1€ e T g ey

1
n_n+l 1 o _n4l 1
> CT(p/ 2 +S) (/ 1d$)q %T(S+P/ 2 +‘1) =574
|xlerl

with d as in (7). This concludes the proof. O

We may easily prove the optimality of the estimates in Propositions 1.1 and 1.2. In this
case, a logarithmic loss appears with respect to what provided by Lemma 7.1, but such
loss is also sharp, in the sense that the estimate from below in Lemma 7.1 may be
improved.

Lemma 7.2. Let n > 1 and o0 = n/2, 0 > 0. Then there exist C > 0 and 70 > 0 such
that

(56) 11 = x) sine (Je[7) eV Lz > € (1 ~logm)¥, 7 € (0,70).

Proof. For a given x, there exists 7o < 1 be such that suppx C [0,75"). Let 7 € (0, 70).

Noticing that e=2a(Eln? > e 2 for |¢] < 77!, we may estimate
—0 o\ _—a(|¢]T)?
(1 = x) [€]77 sin(|&]7) e 2072
1
= (=g sin(gfmy et )
RTL

1
e (f 6 sin®(1e]”)de )
{germiry T <lg|<r—1)

T 1

_ _—ajgn—1 -1 . 2/ o 2
=e°[S |(/T[;1 p~ sin (p)dp)
C(logro—logr)2 >Cl(1—log7')%

for sufficiently small 7 (we use that sin®(p”) > 1/v/2 when p° € [(n/4) +mmn, (37 /4) +mmn],
for m € N). This concludes the proof. O
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8. PROOFS OF LEMMAS 3.1-3.4

As discussed in §3, we will prove the multipliers Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4, using the
integration by parts method. Let h € C*(R™\ {0}), be in L'(R™) with its derivatives (as
a consequence, h(€) vanishes as |£| — 00). Then

2m)".F 'h = / €Ch(€) de = ilx| 2 ij/ "0, h(€) d.
R" =1 R"
Tterating this process, if h € C*(R™ \ {0}), in L*(R™) with all its derivatives, then

(57) ()" F = [ 3 ca,(ia:/|ac|)ﬂ’/w ¢SO h(E) de

lv|=r

In the case in which h € C*(R™\ {0}), is in L'(R™), and its derivatives are in
L*(R™\ B(0,4)), it may be useful to perform integration by parts only in R™ \ B(0, ),
obtaining

(2m)"F ' h = e"ER(E) de + 2] 2 Y / €0 h(E) de
j=1 R

B(0,6) n\B(0,6)

— il / o & O 45
j=1

0,8)

Employing (57) and (58), we may prove the results stated in §3.
We first prove Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. By the inversion formula of Fourier transform, it is clear that
F e < em [

where we used the change of variable t%«f — £. We fix £ € (0, 1) such that £ < 6. For any
|v] > 1, we may estimate

0767 S tJe 7P (1 + 1)) 71T el < 45 (gl emsriEl,

e 1 ® ge < / eetlel’ d¢ =Ct™ 7,

n n

In particular, Bge_m(g) is in L' for |y| < n, since € > 0. Integrating by parts n times as
in (57) and then once as in (58) with § = |z|™*; we obtain:

T (e O)| < 1 || / €5 de

B(0,|z|~1)
15 fa 7D / ] €[5+ g
R7\B(0,|z| 1)

+ 15 Ja| 0D / €[5 ds(€)
OB(0,|z| 1)

< 4o |7+,

~

Then:
1 1
177 e e 8 ([ ade) o ed ([ el ae)
2| <tD 2| >t7
< t—%(1—%)4
This concludes the proof. O

We then prove Lemma 3.2. This lemma is a variant of [15, Lemma 8.5], which takes into
account of exponential terms.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. By the inversion formula of Fourier transform, it is clear that

|Z 71 (b(€) e ®)| < (2m) 7" / b(&)| e de < / g|7 e’ e = o,
RTL

n

where we used the change of variable téf &
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We now distinguish two cases. First, let n > 0. We fix ¢ € (0,1) such that e <. For any
|v] > 1, we may estimate

167 (b(8) 6—ta(£))| < |§|”_"Y|(1 +t|§|‘9)M o—ctlél’ < e |§|8—M o 5tIEl°

In particular, d¢ (b(¢) et is in L' for |y| < n, since € > 0. We now integrate by parts
n times as in (57) and then one time as in (58) with § = |z|™"; we obtain:
_n—e

o [ € de
B(0,|z|~1)

el | 7+ e
R\ B(0,|z|~1)

|77 (b(g) e ) <t

e a0 )
dB(0,|z| 1)
ST T
Then:

- e -F % —nze —(n+4e)r %
177 0O Ollr 7% ([ vde) ([ el 00 )
|lz|<t® |x|>t O

< —30=%)-%

This concludes the proof for n > 0. Now let n € (—n,0]; for any |y| > 1, we may estimate
92 (b(g) ()| 5 [g]" I el

Let x be the largest integer such that n — x > —n. Assume for a moment that 7 is not
an integer. Since 7 is not an integer, then n — k — 1 < —n. We now integrate by parts &
times as in (57) and then one time as in (58) with § = |&|™"; we obtain:

1T (b(E) 7)) < [~ / €7 de

B(0,]z|~1)

+ |m|—(~+1) / |£|n—(~+1) d¢
R\ B(0,|z|~1)

Hlal o [ €7 ds (€)
dB(0,|z|~1)
5 |m|*(n+n).

Then:

3=

177 0 e O)ar s ([ 1a0)

1
+ (/ 2~ )
|z|>t®

provided that

(n+n)r>n,
that is, (37) holds. If 7 is an integer, then we just integrate by parts kK = n +n — 1 times
as in (57) and then twice as in (58) with § = |z|*. O

We then prove Lemma 3.3.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We proceed as in the proof of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, but now we
notice that for any |y| > 1, we may estimate

107 (b(€) e ™) < (Jgl=™ " 4 ¢]gP "y e 8461 < 4 g

due to t > 1, where we assumed with no loss of generality that e < 1 and € < 6 (otherwise,
it is sufficient to replace € in the following by 1 < min{1, }). When we integrate by parts,
we obtain

|71 (b(€) e )| S tF |z| = F),
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so that

170 O 5678 (

1 1
/ | 1d:v) " te (/ X ||~ (nHe) dx)r
sl<t¥ o] >t

< t*%(lfé)
as in the proof of Lemma 3.1. g

Finally, we prove Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. We first notice that for any |y| = n,n 4+ 1, we have
(ix)"F o= F (9] ¢) € Co,
due to 0/ ¢ € L'. On the one hand, letting |y| = n + 1, we find
| F ()| < Ol =Y.

On the other hand, letting |y| = n and v = o + e, for some k, where || = n — 1, we may
integrate by parts

(i) F ()| < |l 102 6(6)] dé + / 107 6(6)] de

B(0,]z|~1) RM\B(0, |z 1)

+ / 102 6(6)| dS(©)
dB(0,|z| 1)

< Jaf / €75~ g 4 / €= de
B(0,|z| 1) R7\B(0,|=|~1)

+ / €7D g5 ()
OB(0,|z| 1)
< Jaff,
Therefore,
\F ()| < C a9,

In turn, this proves that #~'¢ € L'. If ¢ vanishes in a neighborhood of the origin, it is
sufficient to notice that ¢; = i&;¢(€)/|€| still verify the assumptions of the first part of
Lemma 3.4, so that (see (5) and (32))

n
I6llarcer,zry = 1F " bl < NF 7 Bl + > 1F byl < oo
j=1
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