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POINTWISE ESTIMATES FOR THE FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTIONS OF

HIGHER ORDER SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS IN ODD DIMENSIONS II:

HIGH DIMENSIONAL CASE

HAN CHENG, SHANLIN HUANG, TIANXIAO HUANG, QUAN ZHENG

Abstract. In this paper, for any odd n and any integer m ≥ 1 with n > 4m, we study

the fundamental solution of the higher order Schrödinger equation

i∂tu(x, t) = ((−∆)m
+ V(x))u(x, t), t ∈ R, x ∈ Rn,

where V is a real-valued C
n+1

2
−2m potential with certain decay. Let Pac(H) denote the

projection onto the absolutely continuous spectrum space of H = (−∆)m
+V , and assume

that H has no positive embedded eigenvalue. Our main result says that e−itH Pac(H) has

integral kernel K(t, x, y) satisfying

|K(t, x, y)| ≤ C(1 + |t|)−( n
2m
−σ)(1 + |t|−

n
2m )

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|
)−

n(m−1)
2m−1

, t , 0, x, y ∈ Rn,

where σ = 2 if 0 is an eigenvalue of H, and σ = 0 otherwise. A similar result

for smoothing operators H
α

2m e−itH Pac(H) is also given. The regularity condition V ∈

C
n+1

2
−2m is optimal in the second order case, and it also seems optimal when m > 1.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and main result.

We continue the study in [2] for the pointwise estimate for the fundamental solution

of higher order Schrödinger equation

i∂tu(x, t) = ((−∆)m
+ V(x))u(x, t), t ∈ R, x ∈ Rn, (1.1)

where m is any positive integer, and V is a real-valued decaying potential in Rn.

In the first paper [2] of this series, it has been proved when n < 4m and n is odd

that, if V has sufficient decay at the infinity, denoted by Pac(H) the projection onto the

absolutely continuous spectrum space of H = (−∆)m
+ V , then e−itH Pac(H) has integral

kernel K(t, x, y) satisfying

|K(t, x, y)| ≤ C(1 + |t|)−h(1 + |t|−
n

2m )

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

, t , 0, x, y ∈ Rn, (1.2)
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where h > 0 can be specified by m, n and the zero energy resonances of H. The mo-

tivation of considering such problem was closely related to the dispersive estimates of

Schrödinger equations, for instance, we refer to the classical works [18, 21, 25] and

the survey papers [22, 23]. Moreover, it was also inspired by many recent studies on

higher order Schrödinger equations with potentials (see e.g. in [3, 4, 6–12, 14, 16, 20]).

The overall strategy to show (1.2) was to first decompose e−itH Pac(H) into low and high

energy parts by the spectral theorem

e−itH Pac(H) =

∫

+∞

0

e−itλχ(λ)dEλ +

∫

+∞

0

e−itλχ̃(λ)dEλ

:= e−itHχ(H)Pac(H) + e−itH χ̃(H)Pac(H),

(1.3)

where dEλ is the spectral measure of H, χ(λ) + χ̃(λ) ≡ 1, and χ ∈ C∞
0

((−λ
1

2m

0
, λ

1
2m

0
))

for sufficiently small λ0 > 0. The difficulty of proving (1.2) mostly lies in the kernel

estimate of the low energy part e−itHχ(H)Pac(H), where the asymptotic expansion of

dEλ as λ → 0 was obtained in a detailed form. It turns out that in low odd dimensions

n < 4m, the asymptotic expansion of dEλ depends on the resonance type of H at zero

energy, which finally leads to the dependence h in (1.2). We refer to [2] for the definition

of zero energy resonance.

The current paper deals with such problem in high odd dimensions n > 4m. In con-

trary to the low dimensional case, we shall see that when n > 4m, the low energy part

e−itHχ(H)Pac(H) is somehow easier to deal with for there is no nontrivial zero energy

resonance (i.e. 0 is either regular or an eigenvalue of H). However, the high energy part

becomes quite complicated where the regularity of V will be involved. Our main result

is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let n be odd, m ≥ 1 be an integer with n > 4m, V ∈ C
n+1

2
−2m(Rn) be

real-valued satisfying |V(x)| . 〈x〉−(n+2)− and

|∂αV(x)| . 〈x〉−( 3n+1
2
−2m)−, 0 ≤ |α| ≤ n+1

2
− 2m. (1.4)

We also assume that H = (−∆)m
+ V has no positive embedded eigenvalue. Then

e−itH Pac(H) has integral kernel K(t, x, y) with

(i) If the zero energy of H is regular, i.e. 0 is not an eigenvalue of H, then

|K(t, x, y)| ≤ C|t|−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

, t , 0, x, y ∈ Rn. (1.5)

(ii) If 0 is an eigenvalue of H, then

|K(t, x, y)| ≤ C(1+|t|)−( n
2m
−2)(1+|t|−

n
2m )

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

, t , 0, x, y ∈ Rn. (1.6)

We remark that the distinction by the zero energy of H is completely due to the esti-

mate of the low energy part e−itHχ(H)Pac(H) where (1.4) will not be used actually. When
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the zero energy of H is regular, the estimate (1.5) coincides with the free case V ≡ 0 (see

[19]), and it immediately implies the dispersive bound

‖e−itH Pac(H)‖L1−L∞ . |t|
− n

2m , (1.7)

but the converse is not true if m > 1. We also note that when 0 is an eigenvalue of H, the

estimate (1.6) implies the dispersive bound

‖e−itH Pac(H)‖L1−L∞ . (1 + |t|)−( n
2m
−2)(1 + |t|−

n
2m ),

and this coincides with the result in Goldberg-Green [13] for the second order case m = 1

where better long time decay was also discussed if the zero eigenspace has more vanish-

ing structure.

The main focus of this paper is to show how the regularity of V plays a role in the

estimate of the high energy part e−itH χ̃(H)Pac(H), which leads to the assumptions V ∈

C
n+1

2 −2m(Rn) and (1.4) in Theorem 1.1. The fact that in dimensions n > 4m, the regularity

of V may be needed was first found in the second order case m = 1, i.e. the dispersive

estimate of Schrödinger equations:

‖e−itH Pac(H)‖L1−L∞ . |t|
− n

2 , H = −∆ + V. (1.8)

In Journé-Soffer-Sogge [18], the authors established for the first time the dispersive es-

timate (1.8) for n ≥ 3 under the regularity requirement V̂ ∈ L1. Here V̂ represents

the Fourier transform of V . In fact, the regularity of V is necessary when n > 3, be-

cause Goldberg-Visan [15] has shown that there exists compactly supported real-valued

V ∈ C
n−3

2
−(Rn) such that estimate (1.8) fails, while Erdoǧan-Green [5] later proved that

(1.8) holds with C
n−3

2 decaying real-valued potentials when n = 5, 7 (assuming zero en-

ergy of H is regular). It seems that when n ≥ 9 is odd, the dispersive estimate (1.8) with

C
n−3

2 potential is still not known, but Erdoǧan-Green [5] gives a brief technical discussion

for the possibility and difficulty of proving such result.

In the higher order case m > 1, when n > 4m and n is odd, to the authors’ best

knowledge, the only existing works Erdoǧan-Green [6, 7] that are able to obtain the

dispersive bound (1.7) have to use the L1 and L∞ boundedness of the wave operators,

where the regularity condition on V were put in the form

‖F (〈·〉σV(·))‖
L

n−1−δ
n−2m−δ

. 1, σ > 2n−4m
n−1−δ + δ, 0 < δ << 1, (1.9)

which roughly means that V is required to have more than n
n−1

(n+1
2
− 2m) reasonable

derivatives. We mention that the study of Lp boundedness of the wave operators is tech-

nically quite similar to the study of dispersive estimate, see [8, 12, 14, 20] for example.

It seems not clear now what regularity condition should be the sharp one to imply

dispersive estimate (1.7), however when n > 4m, Erdoǧan-Goldberg-Green [3] has con-

structed compactly supported V ∈ Cα(Rn) for every α ∈ [0, n+1
2
− 2m) such that the wave

operators for H = (−∆)m
+ V are not bounded on L∞(Rn), and this may be seen as a

circumstantial evidence that indicates the sharpness of our assumption V ∈ C
n+1

2
−2m(Rn)
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in the even stronger result Theorem 1.1 (in high odd dimensions) than the dispersive

estimate.

As discussed in [2], the immediate applications of Theorem 1.1 and its proof are the

Lp − Lq type estimate and smoothing estimate for e−itH Pac(H), and we only phrase them

without repeating the proofs.

Proposition 1.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, we have the following.

(i) It follows that

‖e−itH Pac(H)‖Lp
∗−L

q
∗
.















|t|
− n

2m
( 1

p
− 1

q
)
, if 0 is not an eigenvalue of H,

(1 + |t|)
2( 2

p
−1)
|t|
− n

2m
( 1

p
− 1

q
), if 0 is an eigenvalue of H,

where

L
p
∗ − L

q
∗ =































L1 − Lτm,∞ or H1 − Lτm , if (p, q) = (1, τm),

Lτ
′
m ,1 − L∞ or Lτ

′
m − BMO, if (p, q) = (τ′m,∞),

Lp − Lq, otherwise,

τm =
2m−1
m−1

, τ′m =
2m−1

m
, H1 is the Hardy space on Rn, BMO is the space of functions

with bounded mean oscillation on Rn, and (1
q
, 1

q
) lies in the closed quadrilateral ABCD

explained in Figure 1.

(ii) If α ∈ [0, n(m − 1)], denoted by Kα(t, x, y) the kernel of H
α

2m e−itH Pac(H), then

|Kα(t, x, y)|

.























|t|−
n+α
2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|
)−

n(m−1)−α
2m−1

, if 0 is not an eigenvalue of H,

(1 + |t|)−
1+α
2m (1 + |t|−

n+α
2m )

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|
)−

n(m−1)−α
2m−1

, if 0 is an eigenvalue of H.

1.2. Technical difficulties in dimensions n > 4m.

In Erdoǧan-Green [5] for the dispersive estimate with C
n−3

2 potentials in the case m = 1

and n = 5, 7, the authors pioneered a delicate integration by parts scheme, where sophis-

ticated singularities are involved. For a comparison, we shortly discuss the counterpart

in this paper which develops the ideas in [5] for m ≥ 1 and all odd n > 4m.

We will encounter an integration by parts scheme for some specific oscillatory inte-

grals, where a special case loosely speaking appears in the following form

λk( n+1
2
−2m)

∫

Rkn

eiλ(|x0−x1 |+···+|xk−xk+1 |)
k
∏

i=0
|xi − xi+1|

− n−1
2

k
∏

i=1
V(xi)dx1 · · · dxk, (1.10)

where k is any fixed positive integer, x0, xk+1 ∈ R
n are fixed parameters, V has certain

regularity and decay, and λk( n+1
2
−2m) comes from the resolvent expansion where k many

free resolvents R±(λ2m) = limǫ↓0((−∆)m − λ2m ∓ i0) are involved. In the kernel of each
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1
q

1
p

D = ( 1
τ′m
, 0) C=(1,0)

1

B = (1, 1
τm

)

(1
2
, 1

2
)A

Figure 1. The Lp − Lq estimates

resolvent (see (2.1)), there is a term with the highest power in λ presented as a finite sum

of

λ
n+1

2
−2m eiei πk

m λ|x−y|

|x − y|
n−1

2

which provides the growth λ
n+1

2
−2m. For our final purpose of fundamental solution esti-

mate, we need to eliminate the total growth λk( n+1
2
−2m), and a natural choice is to integrate

by parts k(n+1
2
− 2m) times in (1.10). Averagely, we have to perform integration by parts

n+1
2
− 2m times in each xi variable, so V ∈ C

n+1
2
−2m seems to be a proper condition.

However, integration by parts may introduce complicated singularities. Denoted by

Exi−1xi xi xi+1
=

xi−1−xi

|xi−1−xi |
−

xi−xi+1

|xi−xi+1 |
, note that

∇xi
eiλ(|x0−x1 |+···+|xk−xk+1 |) = −iλeiλ(|x0−x1 |+···+|xk−xk+1 |)Exi−1xi xi xi+1

, (1.11)

then integration by parts in xi naturally introduces a type of singularity at the zeros

of Exi−1 xi xi xi+1
, that is when xi lies in the line segment [xi−1, xi+1], and we will call

|Exi−1xi xi xi+1
|−1 a line singularity. It is not hard to show

∇xi
|Exi−1xi xi xi+1

|−1
= |Exi−1xi xi xi+1

|−2O
(

|xi−1 − xi|
−1
+ |xi − xi+1|

−1
)

,

∇xi
|xi−1 − xi|

−1
= O

(

|xi−1 − xi|
−2

)

, ∇xi
|xi − xi+1|

−1
= O

(

|xi − xi+1|
−2

)

,
(1.12)

then we see integration by parts in xi each time introduces terms with at most two more

line singularities |Exi−1xi xi xi+1
|−2, and one more point singularity |xi−1−xi|

−1 or |xi−xi+1|
−1.

The more complicated issue is that, if we further integrate by parts in xi+1, not only the

new line singularity |Exi xi+1 xi+1xi+2
|−1 will be introduced, but differentiation in xi+1 will
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also drop on and increase the previous line singularity |Exi−1 xi xi xi+1
|−1 and point singularity

|xi − xi+1|
−1.

Therefore, the way we perform integration by parts leads to estimates of integrals with

some mixtures of line and point singularities, and finally, it is important to consider what

types of such mixtures are integrable. In Erdoǧan-Green [5], for the case of m = 1,

n = 5, the problem was reduced to consider integrals with two different types of line

singularities in the form

∫

Rn

〈z〉−3−dz

|x − z|k |x − y|l|Exzzw |
n−3|Ezwwy|

n−3
,

and in the case of m = 1, n = 7, they have to finally consider integrals with three different

types of line singularities in the form

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

〈z〉−3−〈w〉−3−dzdw

|x − z|k |z − w|l|w − y|p|Exzzw|
n−3|Ezwwy|

n−3|Ezwyu |
n−3

.

It was also expected in [5] that in the general case of m = 1, odd n ≥ 9, the similar

consideration will lead to estimates for integrals which involve many different types of

line singularities, but the analysis of such integrals should be quite different and more

complicated.

In this paper for the much more general case m ≥ 1 and odd n > 4m, what meets the

expectation in [5] is that, we do have to consider integrals with many different types of

line singularities in the form of

∫

Rkn

〈x1〉
−β1− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−

|x0 − x1|
a0 · · · |xk − xk+1 |

ak
|Eη1,1|

−q1 · · · |Eηk,k |
−qk dx1 · · · dxk, (1.13)

where Eηi,i = Exηi
xηi−1xixi+1

. Somewhat unexpected in [5] however, we will reduce the es-

timate of (1.13) to estimating integrals with only two different types of line singularities

in the form
∫

Rn

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2 〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy |

q
dy, (1.14)

and this is due to the crucial fact that our strategy of performing integration by parts

will give a specific structure of the indices {(η j, j); j ∈ K} in (1.13), which we will call

”admissible” in Definition 5.10, and the admissibility of {(η j, j); j ∈ K} allows us to

always find a specific variable xτ, such that a successful estimate of the integral in xτ by

(1.14) will preserve the form of (1.13).

1.3. Plan of the paper.

We outline the strategy for proving Theorem 1.1. Our starting point is the Stone’s

formula

〈e−itH Pac(H) f , g〉 =
1

2πi

∫ ∞

0

e−itλ〈(R+(λ) − R−(λ)) f , g〉dλ, f , g ∈ C∞0 (Rn), (1.15)
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where R±(λ) := (H − λ∓ i0)−1. The assumption that H has no positive eigenvalue allows

us to split

e−itH Pac(H) =
1

2πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ (

R+(λ) − R−(λ)
)

(χ(λ) + χ̃(λ)) dλ

:= e−itHχ(H)Pac(H) + e−itH χ̃(H)Pac(H),

into low and high energy part, where χ(λ)+ χ̃(λ) ≡ 1, χ ∈ C∞
0

((−λ
1

2m

0
, λ

1
2m

0
)) some λ0 > 0,

and χ(λ) = 1 when λ ∈ ((−(
λ0

2
)

1
2m , (λ0

2
)

1
2m )). Theorem 1.1 follows immediately from the

two theorems below.

Theorem 1.1 (low energy part). Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, if λ0 ∈ (0, 1) is

small enough, then e−itHχ(H)Pac(H) has integral kernel KL(t, x, y) satisfying

|KL(t, x, y)| . (1 + |t|)−( n
2m
−σ)(1 + |t|−

n
2m )

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

, t , 0, x, y ∈ Rn,

where σ = 2 if 0 is an eigenvalue of H, and σ = 0 otherwise.

Theorem 1.1 (high energy part). Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, e−itH χ̃(H)Pac(H)

(for any fixed λ0 > 0) has integral kernel KH(t, x, y) satisfying

|KH(t, x, y)| . |t|−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

, t , 0, x, y ∈ Rn.

In Section 2, we give some technical preliminaries, including the kernels of the bound-

ary values of the free resolvents R±
0

(λ2m) = ((−∆)m − λ2m ∓ i0)−1, the expansions of the

perturbed resolvents R±(λ2m) = (H − λ2m ∓ i0)−1, estimates for integrals with point and

line singularities like (1.14), and two oscillatory integral estimates in one dimension.

In Section 3, we prove the low energy part of Theorem 1.1. We first decompose

e−itHχ(H)Pac(H) =

2N
∑

k=0

Ω
low
k −

(

Ω
+,low
r −Ω−,low

r

)

via spectral theorem and an iteration of the resolvent identity. The estimate forΩlow
k

(t, x, y)

is given in Section 3.1. The estimate for the remainder term (Ω+,low
r − Ω

−,low
r )(t, x, y) is

given in Section 3.2. We note that, in contrast to the situation when n < 4m, the asymp-

totic expansions of (U + vR±
0

(λ2m)v)−1 (v(x) = |V(x)|
1
2 , U = sgn V) for small λ > 0 are

much simpler in the case n > 4m, which has been treated in [11] (see Theorem 2.1).

In Section 4, we prove the high energy part of Theorem 1.1 except for a particularly

complicated part. Similar to the low energy part, we first decompose the high energy

part e−itH χ̃(H)Pac(H), by a slightly different resolvent identity of R±(λ), into

e−itH Pac(H)χ̃(H) =

2K−1
∑

k=0

Ω
high

k
+ Ω

+,high

K,r
−Ω

−,high

K,r
.
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The estimates for Ω
±,high

K,r
(t, x, y) can be proved if K is chosen sufficiently large as already

shown in [2], so we omit the proof. Ω
high

k
(t, x, y) can be written as the oscillatory integral

∫

+∞

0

eitλχ̃(λ)

(∫

Rkn

(

k
∏

i=0
R+

0
(λ)(xi − xi+1) −

k
∏

i=0
R−

0
(λ)(xi − xi+1)

)

k
∏

i=1
V(xi)dx1 · · · dxk

)

dλ,

where R±
0

(λ)(xi−xi+1) are the kernels of R±
0

(λ), and we will further decompose Ω
high

k
(t, x, y)

into Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y) and Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) by the space-time regions {X ≤ δT } and {X ≥ δT }

respectively for some small δ > 0, where X = |x−x1|+|x1−x2|+· · ·+|xk−y|, T = |t|
1

2m +|t|.

The estimate ofΩ
high,1
k

(t, x, y) is given in Section 4.2, but the estimates ofΩ
high,2
k

(t, x, y) is

only sketched in Section 4.3, leaving the technical details for a particularly complicated

part in Section 5.

In Section 5, we complete the estimate for Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y), where the techniques for

solving the issues indicated in Section 1.2 are fully demonstrated. We first heuristically

discuss in Section 5.1 the overall plan of treating a particular type of terms I
~l(t; x, y) in

the expansion of Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) where the regularity of V is needed. In Section 5.2, we

establish an integration by parts scheme for integrals in a more general form than (1.10),

and the main conclusion is Proposition 5.12, where after integration by parts, a bunch

of clusters of line singularities
∏s

i=1 ‖Fi‖
−pi shows up in the integrand. Here Fi is a

particular set of line singularities {Exi1
xi1+1x j1

x j1+1
, · · · , Exir xir+1x jr x jr+1

}, and

‖Fi‖ =

















r
∑

l=1

|Exil
xil+1x jl

x jl+1
|2

















1
2

.

In Section 5.3, with a specific structure of these Fi that comes along with our integration

by parts scheme, we turn to reduce the family of ‖Fi‖, so that what have to be esti-

mated will be reduced to integrals in the form of (1.13) in Section 5.4, where we can

take the advantage of the admissibility of {(η j, j); j ∈ K} mentioned in Section 1.2 to

successfully complete all relevant estimates by only applying estimate for integrals like

(1.14) with two different types of line singularities, and the main conclusion is Proposi-

tion 5.19. With all the technical preparation above, we finally complete the estimate for

Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) in Section 5.5.

1.4. Notations.

We first collect some common notations and conventions. Throughout the paper, N+ =

{1, 2, . . .}, N0 = {0, 1, 2, . . .}, and Z = {0,±1,±2, . . .}, L2
= L2(Rn;C). [l] denotes the

greatest integer at most l. A . B means A ≤ CB, where C > 0 is an absolute constant

whose dependence will be specified whenever necessary, and the value of C may vary

from line to line. a− (resp. a+) means a − ǫ (resp. a + ǫ) for some ǫ > 0.

Next, we define some (vector-valued) function classes that will be used in most of the

oscillatory integral estimates in this paper.
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Definition 1.3. For b ∈ R, K ∈ N0, and an open set Ω ⊂ R.

(i) We say f ∈ S b
K

(Ω) if f (λ) ∈ CK(Ω) and

|∂
j

λ
f (λ)| . |λ|b− j, λ ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ j ≤ K. (1.16)

We also denote

S b(Ω) =

∞
⋂

K=0

S b
K(Ω). (1.17)

(ii) For functions with parameters in the following form, we say f (λ, x, y, s1, s2) ∈

S b
K

(Ω), if λ 7→ f (λ, x, y, s1, s2) is in CK(Ω) for fixed x, y, s1, s2, and

|∂
γ
λ

f (λ, x, y, s1, s2) | . λb−γ, λ ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ j ≤ K, (1.18)

holds uniformly with respect to the parameters x, y, s1, s2.

(iii) We say g(λ, s, ·, x) ∈ S b
K

(Ω, ‖ · ‖L2), if λ 7→ g(λ, s, y, x) is in CK(Ω) for any fixed

s, x, y, and

‖∂
j

λ
g(λ, s, ·, x)‖L2 ≤ C j|λ|

b− j, λ ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ j ≤ K (1.19)

and C j > 0 does not depend on the parameters x, s.

(iv) We say T (λ) ∈ Sb
K

(Ω) if {T (λ)}λ∈Ω is a family of bounded operators in L2 such that

|∂
j

λ〈T (λ) f , g〉| ≤ C j‖ f ‖L2‖g‖L2 |λ|b− j, λ ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ j ≤ K (1.20)

holds for all f , g ∈ L2, and the constant C j is independent of f , g, λ.

We mention in particular that in Section 5, there are some frequently used notations

which are not standard, and we make an index here for readers who go into those details.

• Exyyz, Ew′wxy (See (2.5)), Ei, j (see (5.10)), ‖F‖ (see (5.11));

• Li (see (5.6));

• N(A, i), L(A, i) (see (5.7)), DiA (see (5.8)), DIA (see (5.9));

• ι j (see (5.56)).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we gather some technical preliminaries that shall be used through the

paper.
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2.1. The free resolvents.

For z ∈ C \ [0,∞), we set R0(z) = ((−∆)m − z)−1. For λ > 0, the well known limiting

absorption principle (see [1]) implies that the weak* limits R±
0

(λ2m) := R0(λ2m ± i0) =

w ∗− limǫ↓0 R0(λ2m ± iǫ) exist as bounded operators between certain weighted L2 spaces.

When n ≥ 4m is odd, it was shown in [2] that if λ > 0, the convolution kernels of R±
0

(λ2m)

satisfy

R±0 (λ2m)(x) =
1

(4π)
n−1

2 mλ2m

∑

k∈I±

λ2
k
eiλk |x|

|x|n−2

n−3
2

∑

j=0

c j(iλk |x|)
j, x ∈ Rn, c j =

(−2) j(n−3− j)!

j!( n−3
2
− j)!

,

(2.1)

where λk = λei πk
m , I+ = {0, 1, · · · ,m − 1} and I− = {1, · · · ,m}. We will also need the

following facts which are special cases of [2, Proposition 2.1]:

R+0 (λ2m)(x) − R−0 (λ2m)(x) =
∑

k∈{0,m}

e
ikπ
m





















n−3
2

∑

j=0

C j,0λ
n−2m
k

∫ 1

0

eiλk s|x|(1 − s)n−3− jds





















, (2.2)

and

R±0 (λ2m)(x) =
∑

k∈I±

|x|2m−n

















2m−3
∑

l=0

Cl

∫ 1

0

eisλk |x|(1 − s)2m−l−3ds

















+

∑

k∈I±

n−3
2

∑

l=2m−2

Dlλ
l+2−2m
k |x|l+2−neiλk |x|,

(2.3)

hold for some constants C j,0,Cl,Dl.

2.2. The perturbed resolvent expansions around zero energy.

In order to study the spectral measure of H near zero energy, we set R±(λ2m) :=

(H − λ2m ∓ i0)−1, which is well defined under our assumptions on V (see [1]). Denote

M±(λ) = U + vR±0 (λ2m)v, v(x) = |V(x)|
1
2 , U = sgn V,

where sgn x = 1 when x ≥ 0 and sgn x = −1 when x < 0. If (M±(λ))−1 exist in L2, one

checks the following symmetric resolvent identities

R±V (λ2m) = R±0 (λ2m) − R±0 (λ2m)v(M±(λ))−1vR±0 (λ2m). (2.4)

Set

T0 = U + b0vG2m−nv, b0 = (4π)−
n−1

2

2m−2
∑

j=0

c j

(2m − 2 − j)!
,

where c j is defined in (2.1) and

(G2m−n f )(x) =

∫

Rn

|x − y|2m−n f (y) dy.
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Denoted by S m− n
2

the orthogonal projection from L2 to ker T0, the following expansions

have already been proved in [11].

Theorem 2.1. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, there exists some λ0 ∈ (0, 1) such

that M±(λ) have bounded inverses in L2 for all 0 < λ < λ0, and the following statements

hold.

(i) If 0 is not an eigenvalue of H, we have

(M±(λ))−1
= D0 +

[ n
2m

]−1
∑

j=1

λ2m jB j + Γ
±
0 (λ), 0 < λ < λ0,

where D0, B j and Γ±
0

(λ) are bounded operators in L2, and

Γ
±
0 (λ) ∈ Sn−2m

n+1
2

(

(0, λ0)
)

.

(ii) If 0 is an eigenvalue of H, we have

(M±(λ))−1
= λ−2mS m− n

2
D1S m− n

2
+Qm− n

2
D0Qm− n

2
+

[ n
2m

]−1
∑

j=1

λ2m( j−1)B j+Γ
±
1 (λ), 0 < λ < λ0,

where D1, B j and Γ±
1

(λ) are bounded operators in L2,

Γ
±
2m− n

2
,2m− n

2
(λ) ∈ Sn−6m

n+1
2

(

(0, λ0)
)

,

and Qm− n
2
= I − S m− n

2
.

2.3. Integrals with point and line singularities.

We now introduce some estimates for integrals with point and at most two different

types of line singularities, which will be frequently used especially in the high energy

part estimate. We note that these results are valid for all dimensions n but not only the

odd ones.

The following lemma can be seen in [15, Lemma 3.8] or [5, Lemma 6.3].

Lemma 2.2. Let n ≥ 1. Then there is some absolute constant C > 0 such that
∫

Rn

|x − y|−k〈y〉−l dy ≤ C〈x〉−min{k, k+l−n},

provided l ≥ 0, 0 ≤ k < n and k + l > n.

The following lemma was already introduced in [2], whose proof is almost the same

to that of [5, Lemma 6.3].
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Lemma 2.3. Suppose n ≥ 1, k1, l1 ∈ [0, n), k2, l2 ∈ [0,+∞), β ∈ (0,+∞), and k2+l2+β ≥
n. It follows uniformly in y0 ∈ R

n that

∫

Rn

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2
dy

.















〈|x − z|−max{0,k1+l1−n}〉〈x − z〉−min{k2,l2,k2+l2+β−n}, k1 + l1 , n,

〈|x − z|0−〉〈x − z〉−min{k2 ,l2,k2+l2+β−n}, k1 + l1 = n.

We now turn to integrals with both point singularities line singularities when n ≥ 2.

Given separated w,w′, x, z ∈ Rn, we define quantities

Exyyz =
x−y

|x−y|
−

y−z

|y−z|
, Eww′xy =

w−w′

|w−w′ |
−

x−y

|x−y|
. (2.5)

Proposition 2.4. Suppose n ≥ 2, k1, l1 ∈ [0, n), k2, l2 ∈ [0,+∞), β ∈ (0,+∞), k2+ l2+β ≥
n, and p, q ∈ [0, n − 1). It follows uniformly in y0 ∈ R

n that

∫

Rn

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy |

q
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q















〈|x − z|−max{0,k1+l1−n}〉〈x − z〉−min{k2,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−max{p,q}}, k1 + l1 , n,

〈|x − z|0−〉〈x − z〉−min{k2 ,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−max{p,q}}, k1 + l1 = n.

The tedious proof of Proposition 2.4 will be given in Appendix A, which is based on

first proving the special case q = 0 that will also be frequently used later in Section 5.4.

2.4. Two oscillatory integral estimates.

Given λ0 > 0, we will need estimates of one dimensional oscillatory integral in the

form of

I(t, x) =

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m
+ixλψ(λ)dλ, t , 0, x ∈ R.

where ψ is supported in [0, λ0] or [
λ0

2
,+∞). Denoted by

µb =
m−1−b
2m−1

, (2.6)

the following two estimates on one dimensional oscillatory integrals can be found in

[17].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose N ∈ N+, b ∈ R and ψ ∈ S b
N

((0, λ0)) supported in [0, λ0].

(i) If b ∈ [− 1
2
, 2Nm − 1), then

|I(t, x)| . |t|−
1+b
2m (|t|−

1
2m |x|)−µb , |t|−

1
2m |x| & 1. (2.7)

(ii) If b ∈ (−1, 2Nm − 1), then

|I(t, x)| . (1 + |t|
1

2m )−(1+b), 0 < |t|−
1

2m |x| . 1. (2.8)
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Lemma 2.6. Suppose N ∈ N+, b ∈ R and ψ ∈ S b
N

((
λ0

2
,+∞)) supported in [

λ0

2
,+∞).

(i) If b ∈ [m − 1 − N(2m − 1), 2Nm − 1), then

|I(t, x)| .















|t|−
1
2
+µb |x|−µb , |t| & 1, |t|−1|x| & 1,

|t|−N , |t| & 1, |t|−1|x| << 1.
(2.9)

(ii) If b ∈ [− 1
2
, 2Nm − 1), then

|I(t, x)| . |t|−
1+b
2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x|

)−µb

, 0 < |t| . 1, x ∈ R. (2.10)

The constants in estimates (2.7), (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10) stay bounded when the semi-

norms of ψ in S b
N

stay bounded.

3. The proof of Theorem 1.1 (low energy part)

By an iteration of the resolvent identity and (2.4), we have

e−itHχ(H)Pac(H)

=

2N
∑

k=0

(−1)km

πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m (

R+0 (λ2m)(VR+0 (λ2m))k − R−0 (λ2m)(VR−0 (λ2m))k
)

λ2m−1χ(λ2m)dλ

−
m

πi

∫ ∞

0

e−itλ2m

(R+0 (λ2m)V)NR+0 vM+(λ)−1vR+0 (λ2m)(VR+0 (λ2m))Nλ2m−1χ(λ2m)dλ

+
m

πi

∫ ∞

0

e−itλ2m

(R−0 (λ2m)V)NR−0 vM−(λ)−1vR−0 (λ2m)(VR−0 (λ2m))Nλ2m−1χ(λ2m)dλ

:=

2N
∑

k=0

Ω
low
k −

(

Ω
+,low
r −Ω−,low

r

)

, (3.1)

where N ∈ N0 is fixed and will be chosen later. Since Ωlow
0
= e−itH0χ(H0), by [17, 19],

we have

∣

∣

∣Ω
low
0 (t, x, y)

∣

∣

∣ . |t|−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

, t , 0, x, y ∈ Rn. (3.2)

We next estimate the kernels of the initial terms Ωlow
k

for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2N, and then prove

estimate for the kernel of the remainder term Ω
+,low
r − Ω

−,low
r . Theorem 1.1 (low energy

part) shall follow immediately from (3.2), and (3.3), (3.6) below.

3.1. Estimate for Ωlow
k

(t, x, y).

For any k ∈ N+, we shall prove in this part that if |V(x)| . 〈x〉−(n+2)−, then the kernel

of Ωlow
k

satisfies

∣

∣

∣Ω
low
k (t, x, y)

∣

∣

∣ . |t|−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

. (3.3)
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Note that the kernel Ωlow
k

(t, x, y) can be expressed by

(−1)km

πi

∫

+∞

0

∫

Rnk

e−itλ2m



















R+0 (λ2m)(z0 − z1)

k
∏

j=1

(V(z j)R
+

0 (λ2m)(z j − z j+1))

−R−0 (λ2m)(z0 − z1)

k
∏

j=1

(V(z j)R
−
0 (λ2m)(z j − z j+1))



















λ2m−1χ(λ2m)dz1 · · · dzkdλ,

where z0 = x, zk+1 = y, we further decompose this integral by restricting the integration

in Rnk to

U1 =

{

(z1, . . . , zk) ∈ Rnk : |t|−
1

2m (|z0 − z1| + · · · + |zk − zk+1|) ≤ 1

}

, U2 = R
nk \ U2,

and denote the part in Ui by Ω
low,i
k

(t, x, y).

By (2.2), (2.3) and the algebraic identity

k+1
∏

j=0

A+j −

k+1
∏

j=0

A−j =

k+1
∑

j=0

A−0 · · · (A
+

j − A−j )A+j+1 · · · A
+

k ,

Ω
low,1
k

(t, x, y) can be written as a linear combination of

∫

[0,1]k+1

∫

U1

∫

+∞

0

e
−itλ2m

+iλk j0
s j0
|z j0−1−z j0

|+
∑k+1

j=1, j, j0
iλk j

s
p j

j
|z j−1−z j |

k+1
∏

j=1, j, j0

|z j−1 − z j|
−t j

×

k
∏

j=1

V(z j)λ
n−1+σχ(λ2m)

k+1
∏

j=1

(1 − s j)
q j dλdz1 · · · dzkds1 · · · dsk+1,

where σ > 0, λk j
= λ exp (

ik jz

m
), λk j0

= λ or − λ, 1 ≤ j0 ≤ k + 1,







































k j ∈ {1, · · · ,m} if j < j0,

k j ∈ {0, · · · ,m − 1} if j0 < j ≤ k + 1,

t j ∈ {
n−1

2
, · · · , n − 2m} for j = 1, · · · , k + 1, j , j0,

p j ∈ {0, 1} for j , j0,

q j ∈ {0, · · · , 2m − 3}, and q j0 ∈ {
n−3

2
, n−1

2
, · · · , n − 3}. Since in U1, it follows that

|t|−
1

2m

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k+1
∑

j=1, j, j0

(s
p j

j
|z j−1 − z j|) ± s j0 |z j0−1 − z j0 |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1,
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and |t|−
1

2m |x − y| ≤ 1 by the triangle inequality, we can apply Lemma 2.5 with b = n − 1

to have

|Ω
low,1
k

(t, x, y)| . |t|−
n

2m

∫

Rnk

k+1
∏

j=1, j, j0

|z j−1 − z j|
−t j

k
∏

j=1

〈z j〉
−βdz1 · · · dzk

. |t|−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 2.2.

Ω
low,2
k

(t, x, y) is, apart from a constant, the integral

∫

+∞

0

∫

U2

e−itλ2m

R±0 (λ2m)(z0−z1)

k
∏

j=1

(

V(z j)R
±
0 (λ2m)(z j − z j+1)

)

λ2m−1χ(λ2m)dλdz1 · · · dzk,

and we will only consider the sign ” + ” here since the other case is similar. We further

split U2 =
⋃k

i=1 U2,i where

U2,i =

{

(z1, . . . , zk) ∈ U2 : |zi−1 − zi| ≥ |z j−1 − z j| for all j = 1, · · · , k + 1
}

.

Without loss of generality, we only consider the integral in U2,1 which, by (2.3), can be

written as a linear combination of

∫

[0,1]k

∫

U2,1

∫

+∞

0

e
−itλ2m

+iλk1
|z0−z1 |+

∑k+1
j=2 iλk j

s
p j

j
|z j−1−z j |

k+1
∏

j=1

|z j−1 − z j|
−t j

×

k
∏

j=1

V(z j)

k+1
∏

j=2

(1 − s j)
q jλn−1−t1+σχ(λ2m)dλdz1 · · · dzkds2 · · · dsk+1,

(3.4)

where σ ≥ 0, λk j
= λ exp(

ik jπ

m
) and k j ∈ {0, · · · ,m − 1} for j = 1, · · · , k + 1, p j ∈ {0, 1},

q j ∈ {0, · · · , 2m − 3} and















t1 ∈ {
n−1

2
, · · · , n − 2},

t j ∈ {
n−1

2
, n+1

2
, · · · , n − 2m} for j , 1.

In order to apply Lemma 2.5 to estimate (3.4), we write

e
iλk1
|z0−z1 |+

∑k+1
j=2 iλk j

s
p j

j
|z j−1−z j |

=e
iλ|z0−z1 |+

∑k+1
j=2 iλs

p j

j
|z j−1−z j |

× e
iλk |z0−z1 |−iλ|z0−z1 |+

∑k+1
j=2(iλk j

s
p j

j
|z j−1−z j |−iλs

p j

j
|z j−1−z j |).

(3.5)

One easily checks with respect to λ that

e
iλk |z0−z1 |−iλ|z0−z1 |+

∑k+1
j=2(iλk j

s
p j

j
|z j−1−z j |−iλs

p j

j
|z j−1−z j |) ∈ S 0((0, 1)), k = 0, · · · ,m − 1,
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where the seminorms are uniformly bounded in parameters, so we can plug the identity

(3.5) into (3.4), and apply Lemma 2.5 with b = n − 1 − t1 to obtain

|(3.4)| .

∫

U2,1

∫

[0,1]k

|t|−
n−t1
2m



















|t|−
1

2m



















|z0 − z1| +

k+1
∑

j=2

s
p j

j
|z j−1 − z j|





































−
m−1−(n−1−t1)

2m−1

×

k+1
∏

j=1

|z0 − z1|
−t j

k
∏

j=1

〈z j〉
−βds2 · · · dsk+1dz1 · · · dzk

.

∫

U2,1

|t|−
n

2m (1 + |t|−
1

2m |z0 − z1|)
−t1−

m−1−(n−1−t1)

2m−1

k+1
∏

j=1

|z0 − z1|
−t j

k
∏

j=1

〈z j〉
−βdz1 · · · dzk

.|t|−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

,

where in the second inequality, we have used Lemma 2.2 and the fact in U2,1 that

|z0 − z1| ∼ |z0 − z1| +

k+1
∑

j=z

s
p j

j
|z j−1 − z j+1 |, |t|−

1
2m |z0 − z1| & 1;

in the last inequality, we have used the facts that |z0− z1| &
∑k+1

j=1 |z j−1 − z j| ≥ |x− y| holds

in U2,1, and that t1 +
m−1−(n−1−t1)

2m−1
≥

n(m−1)
2m−1

holds when t1 ≥
n−1

2
. Therefore we complete

the proof of (3.3).

3.2. Estimate for the remainder term (Ω
+,low
r −Ω

−,low
r )(t, x, y).

Let N > [ n
2m

] + 2 in (3.1). The aim of this part is to prove that the kernel of Ω
+,low
r −

Ω
−,low
r satisfies

∣

∣

∣(Ω+,low
r −Ω−,low

r )(t, x, y)
∣

∣

∣ . (1 + |t|)−( n
2m
−σ)(1 + |t|−

n
2m )

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

, (3.6)

where σ = 0 if zero is not an eigenvalue of H, and σ = 2 otherwise.

We first introduce the following two lemmas, whose proofs are given in Appendix B.

Lemma 3.1. Let n > 4m be odd, l ∈ {[ n
2m

] + 3, · · · }, si ≥ 0 be integers with s0 + · · · +

sl ≤
n+1

2
, and R

±,(si)

0
(λ2m) be the operators with integral kernels ∂si

λ

[

R±
0

(λ2m)(x − y)
]

. If

|V(x)| . 〈x〉−(n+2)−, then for each k ∈ I± and τ ∈ {0, · · · , n − 1}, it follows that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

v(y)

















l−1
∏

j=0

(R
±,(s j)

0
(λ2m)V)∂sl

λ

(

|x − ·|−τe∓iλs|x|eiλk s|x−y|
)

















(y)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
y

. λ−sl〈x〉−τ, (3.7)

where the estimate holds uniformly in λ, s ∈ (0, 1), and x ∈ Rn. Further, we also have for

each k ∈ I+, j ∈ {0, · · · , l − 1} and τ ∈ { n−1
2
, · · · , n − 2m} that

∥

∥

∥v(y)
(

R
−,(s0)

0
(λ2m) V · · ·

(

R
+,(s j)

0
(λ2m) − R

−,(s j)

0
(λ2m)

)

V · · ·R
+,(sl−2)

0
(λ2m)

×VR
+,(sl−1)

0
(λ2m)V∂sl

λ

(

|x − ·|−τe−iλs|x|eiλk s|x−y|
))

(y)
∥

∥

∥

L2
y
. λn−2m−s j ,

(3.8)
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which holds uniformly in λ ∈ (0, 1) and x ∈ Rn.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that n > 4m is odd, |V(x)| . 〈x〉−(n+2)− and l > [ n
2m

] + 2, then

v(R±0 (λ2m)V)lR±0 (λ2m)(x − ·) =

∫ 1

0

e±iλ|x|ω±1,0(λ, s, ·, x)ds +

∫ 1

0

e±iλs|x|ω±1,1(λ, s, ·, x)ds,

(3.9)

where

〈x〉
n−1

2 ω±1,q(λ, s, ·, x) ∈ S 0
n+1

2

((0, 1), ‖ · ‖L2 ), q = 0, 1. (3.10)

We also have

v
(

(R+0 (λ2m)V)lR+0 (λ2m)(x − ·) − (R−0 (λ2m)V)lR−0 (λ2m)(x − ·)
)

=

1
∑

i=0

(∫ 1

0

eiλsq |x|ω+2,i(λ, s, ·, x)ds −

∫ 1

0

e−iλsq |x|ω−2,i(λ, s, ·, x)ds

)

,
(3.11)

and for i = 0, 1 that

ω±2,i(λ, s, ·, x) ∈ S n−2m
n+1

2

((0, 1), ‖ · ‖L2 ), (3.12)

〈x〉
n−1

2 ω±2,i(λ, s, ·, x) ∈ S
n+1

2
−2m

n+1
2

((0, 1), ‖ · ‖L2). (3.13)

Now we are ready to prove the results for Ω+,low
r − Ω

−,low
r in (3.1). If λ0 is given by

Theorem 2.1, note that supp χ(λ2m) ⊂ [−λ0, λ0], then it suffices to estimate
∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m

χ(λ2m)
(〈

(M+(λ))−1v(R+0 (λ2m)V)NR+0 (λ2m)(· − y), v(R−0 (λ2m)V)NR−0 (λ2m)(· − x)
〉

−
〈

(M−(λ))−1v(R−0 (λ2m)V)NR−0 (λ2m)(· − y), v(R+0 (λ2m)V)NR+0 (λ2m)(· − x)
〉)

λ2m−1dλ.

(3.14)

If we set

Υ1(λ, x, y) =
〈

(M+(λ))−1v
(

(R+0 (λ2m)V)NR+0 (λ2m)(· − y) − (R−0 (λ2m)V)NR−0 (λ2m)(· − y)
)

,

v(R−0 (λ2m)V)NR−0 (λ2m)(· − x)
〉

,

Υ2(λ, x, y)

=

〈(

(M+(λ))−1 − (M−(λ))−1
)

v(R+0 (λ2m)V)NR+0 (λ2m)(· − y), v(R+0 (λ2m)V)NR+0 (λ2m)(· − x)
〉

,

and

Υ3(λ, x, y) =
〈

(M−(λ))−1v(R−0 (λ2m)V)NR−0 (λ2m)(· − y),

v
(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)NR−0 (λ2m)(· − x) − (R+0 (λ2m)V)NR+0 (λ2m)(· − x)
)〉

,

then we can rewrite (3.14) as
∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m

χ(λ2m)(Υ1(λ, x, y) + Υ2(λ, x, y) + Υ3(λ, x, y))λ2m−1dλ.

It follows from (3.9)–(3.11) that Υ1(λ, x, y) has the following expression

∑

±

∑

p,q=0,1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

e±iλs
p

1
|y|+iλs

q

2
|x|

〈

(M+(λ))−1ω±2,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω−1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

ds1ds2,
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Υ2(λ, x, y) can be written as

∑

p,q=0,1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

eiλs
p

1
|y|−iλs

q

2
|x|

〈

((M+(λ))−1 − (M−(λ))−1)ω+1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω+1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

ds1ds2,

and Υ3(λ, x, y) can be written as

∑

±

∑

p,q=0,1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

e−iλs
p

1
|y|∓iλs

q

2
|x|

〈

(M−(λ))−1ω−1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω±2,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

ds1ds2.

Case 1: |t|−
1

2m (|x| + |y|) ≤ 1.

If the zero energy of H is regular, then Theorem 2.1, (3.10) and (3.12) yield

λ2m−1
〈

(M+(λ))−1ω±2,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω−1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)),

λ2m−1
〈

(M−(λ))−1ω−1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω±2,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)),

λ2m−1
〈

((M+(λ))−1 − (M−(λ))−1)ω+1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω+1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)).

Thus, we use (2.8) in Lemma 2.5 with b = n − 1 to obtain

|(3.14)| . (1 + |t|)−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

. (3.15)

On the other hand, if 0 is an eigenvalue of H, then Theorem 2.1, (3.11) and (3.12)

imply

λ2m−1
〈

(M+(λ))−1ω±2,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω−1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−2m−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)),

λ2m−1
〈

(M−(λ))−1ω−1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω±2,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−2m−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)),

λ2m−1
〈

((M+(λ))−1 − (M−(λ))−1)ω+1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω+1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−4m−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)).

Thus, we use (2.8) in Lemma 2.5 with b = n − 4m − 1 to obtain

|(3.14)| . (1 + |t|)−
n−4m

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

. (3.16)

Case 2: |t|−
1

2m (|x| + |y|) ≥ 1.

If the zero energy of H is regular, then Theorem 2.1, (3.10) and (3.13) yield

〈x〉
n−1

2 〈y〉
n−1

2 λ2m−1
〈

(M+(λ))−1ω±2,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω−1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S
n−1

2
n+1

2

((0, λ0)),

〈x〉
n−1

2 〈y〉
n−1

2 λ2m−1
〈

(M−(λ))−1ω−1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω±2,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S
n−1

2
n+1

2

((0, λ0)),

〈x〉
n−1

2 〈y〉
n−1

2 λ2m−1
〈

((M+(λ))−1 − (M−(λ))−1)ω+1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω+1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)).
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Thus we apply Lemma 2.5 with b = n−1
2

to get

|(3.14)| . (1 + |t|)−
n+1

2
2m

(

|t|−
1

2m (|x| + |y|)

)−
m− n+1

2
2m−1

〈x〉−
n−1

2 〈y〉−
n−1

2

. |t|−
n

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

,

(3.17)

where in the last inequality, we have used the identity

n−1
2
+

m− n+1
2

2m−1
=

n(m−1)
2m−1

.

On the other hand, if 0 is an eigenvalue of H, then Theorem 2.1, (3.10) and (3.13)

yield

〈x〉
n−1

2 〈y〉
n−1

2 λ2m−1
〈

(M+(λ))−1ω±2,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω−1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S
n−1

2
−2m

n+1
2

((0, λ0)),

〈x〉
n−1

2 〈y〉
n−1

2 λ2m−1
〈

(M−(λ))−1ω−1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω±2,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S
n−1

2
−2m

n+1
2

((0, λ0)),

〈x〉
n−1

2 〈y〉
n−1

2 λ2m−1
〈

((M+(λ))−1 − (M−(λ))−1)ω+1,p(λ, s1, ·, y), ω+1,q(λ, s2, ·, x)
〉

∈ S n−4m−1
n+1

2

((0, λ0)).

Since n− 4m− 1 ≥ n−1
2
− 2m when n > 4m, we can apply Lemma 2.5 with b = n−1

2
− 2m

to get

|(3.14)| . (1 + |t|)−
n+1

2
−2m

2m

(

|t|−
1

2m (|x| + |y|)

)−min

{

3m− n+1
2

2m−1
,0

}

〈x〉−
n−1

2 〈y〉−
n−1

2

. |t|−
n−2m

2m

(

1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|

)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

.

(3.18)

Here, we have used 〈x〉−1〈y〉−1 ≤ (|x|+|y|)−1 ≤ |x−y|−1 and
n(m−1)
2m−1

≤ min{
3m− n+1

2

2m−1
, 0} + n−1

2
.

Now it follows from (3.15)-(3.18) that the kernel of Ω+,low
r −Ω

−,low
r satisfies that (3.6).

4. The proof of Theorem 1.1 (high energy part)

4.1. Overview.

Given K ∈ N+, we apply the resolvent identity

R±(λ) =

2K−1
∑

k=0

(−1)kR±0 (λ)(VR±0 (λ))k
+ (R±0 (λ)V)KR±(λ)(VR±0 (λ))K ,

to the Stone’s formula of e−itH Pac(H)χ̃(H), then

e−itH Pac(H)χ̃(H) =

2K−1
∑

k=0

Ω
high

k
+ Ω

+,high

K,r
−Ω

−,high

K,r
,
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where

Ω
high

k
=

(−1)k

2πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλχ̃(λ)
(

R+0 (λ)(VR+0 (λ))k − R−0 (λ)(VR−0 (λ))k
)

dλ,

Ω
±,high

K,r
=

1

2πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλχ̃(λ)(R±0 (λ)V)KR±(λ)(VR±0 (λ))Kdλ. (4.1)

These integrals converge in weak* sense when V the assumption of Theorem 1.1, and K

will be chosen sufficiently large later.

The distribution kernel of Ω
high

0
is

Ω
high

0
(t, x, y) = F

−1
(

χ̃(| · |2m)e−it|·|2m
)

(x − y),

by the Fourier representation of the spectral measure of (−∆)m, and the estimate for

Ω
high

0
(t, x, y) has already been shown in [17, Lemma 2.1].

The distribution kernel of Ω
high

k
when k ≥ 1 is formally the repeated integral

Ω
high

k
(t, x, y)

=
(−1)k

2πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλχ̃(λ)

(∫

Rkn

(

k
∏

i=0

R+
0

(λ)(ri) −
k
∏

i=0

R−
0

(λ)(ri)

)

k
∏

i=1

V(xi)dx1 · · · dxk

)

dλ,

where ri = xi − xi+1, x0 = x and xk+1 = y. For every fix k ∈ {1, · · · , 2K − 1}, let

X = |r0| + · · · + |rk |, T = |t|
1

2m + |t|, K = {1, · · · , k}, K0 = {0, · · · , k}.

We fix a sufficiently small δ > 0 which will be chosen later, take φ ∈ C∞c (R) where

supp φ ⊂ [−1, 1] and φ = 1 in [− 1
2
, 1

2
], and further decompose Ω

high

k
(t, x, y) into

Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y) =
(−1)k

2πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλχ̃(λ)

(∫

Rkn

(

∏

i∈K0

R+
0

(λ)(ri) −
∏

i∈K0

R−
0

(λ)(ri)

)

∏

i∈K
V(xi)φ( X

δT )dx1 · · · dxk

)

dλ,

(4.2)

and

Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) =
(−1)k

2πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλχ̃(λ)

×

(∫

Rkn

(

∏

i∈K0

R+
0

(λ)(ri) −
∏

i∈K0

R−
0

(λ)(ri)

)

∏

i∈K

V(xi)(1 − φ( X
δT ))dx1 · · · dxk

)

dλ.

(4.3)

To prove Theorem 1.1 (high energy part), we summarize what remains to show:

(i) Show the existence of a sufficiently large K such that

|Ω
±,high

K,r
(t, x, y)| . |t|−

n
2m (1 + |t|−

1
2m |x − y|)−

n(m−1)
2m−1 , |t| > 0, x, y ∈ Rn.

The proof will not be presented in this paper, because it is exactly the same one

in [2], and K > [n−4
4

] + 2 suffices to give such estimate.
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(ii) For any fixed k ≥ 1, show the existence of a sufficiently small δ > 0 depending

on λ0 such that

|Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y)|















.N |t|
−N , |t| & 1, 0 < |x − y| . δ|t|, N ∈ N+,

. |t|−
n

2m , 0 < |t| . 1, 0 < |x − y| . δ|t|
1

2m .
(4.4)

The proof is a slight adjustment of that in the low dimensional case [2], and we

will present the proof later in Section 4.2 for the sake of completeness.

(iii) For any fixed δ > 0 and k ≥ 1, show

|Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y)| .















|t|−
n
2 (1 + |t|−1|x − y|)−

n(m−1)
2m−1 , |t| & 1, x, y ∈ Rn,

|t|−
n

2m (1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|)−
n(m−1)
2m−1 , 0 < |t| . 1, x, y ∈ Rn.

(4.5)

This estimate is the subtlest one in the paper where the regularity of V is in-

volved, and we will first sketch the modules of its proof in Section 4.3, leaving

the lengthy technical details for a particularly complicated part in the next Sec-

tion 5.

We also remark that the RHS of (4.4) and (4.5) are stronger than claimed in Theorem

1.1 (high energy part).

4.2. Estimate for Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y).

To show (4.4), we only need to assume V ∈ L∞. Since Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y) = 0 when

|x − y| > δT , we only need to consider its estimates when 0 < |x − y| ≤ δT . We start by

scaling the formal expression (4.2) of Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y):

Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y) =
(−1)km

πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m

χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1

×

(∫

Rkn

(

∏

i∈K0

R+
0

(λ2m)(ri) −
∏

i∈K0

R−
0

(λ2m)(ri)

)

∏

i∈K
V(xi)φ( X

δT )dx1 · · · dxk

)

dλ.

Note that
∏

i∈K0

R+0 (λ2m)(ri)−
∏

i∈K0

R−0 (λ2m)(ri) =
∑

i∈K0

(

R+0 (λ2m)(ri) − R−0 (λ2m)(ri)
)

∏

i′∈K0\{i}

R
δi,i′

0
(λ2m)(ri′ ),

where

δi,i′ =















−, i′ < i,

+, i′ > i,

and we know by (2.2) that R+
0

(λ2m)(ri) − R−
0

(λ2m)(ri) is a finite linear combination of the

form

λn−2m

∫ 1

0

e±isλ|ri |(1 − s)n−3− jds, j = 0, · · · , n−3
2
.

Also note that when λ > 0, R±
0

(λ2m)(ri′ ) is a finite linear combination of the form

e±iλ|ri′ ||ri′ |
−(n−2−l)λ−(2m−2−l) fl(λ, ri′), l = 0, · · · , n−3

2
,
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where

|∂
j

λ fl(λ, ri′ )| . j λ
− j, λ > 0, ri′ ∈ R

n \ {0}, j ∈ N0.

We know from the above facts that Ω
high,1
k

(t, x, y) is the linear combination of

Ω
high,1

k,i, j,~l,~δ
(t, x, y)

:=

∫

Rkn

φ( X
δT )V(x1) · · ·V(xk)

∏

i′∈K0\{i}

|ri′ |
−(n−2−li′ )

×

∫ 1

0

(∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m
+iλ(δ0 |r0 |···+δk |rk |)g~l,i(λ, r0, · · · , rk)χ̃(λ2m)dλ

)

(1 − s)n−3− jdsdx1 · · · dxk,

i = 0, · · · , k, j = 0, · · · , n−3
2
,

~l = {l0, · · · , lk} \ {li} ∈
{

0, · · · , n−3
2

}k
, ~δ = {δ0, · · · , δk} ∈ {−1, 1}k+1.

(4.6)

where
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂
q

λ
g~l,i(λ, r0, · · · , rk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.q λ
n−1−

∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2m−2−li′ ), λ > 0, r0, · · · , rk ∈ R

n \ {0}, q ∈ N0.

To deal with the integral in λ, note that

g~l,i(·, r0, · · · , rk)χ̃(·2m) ∈ S
n−1−

∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2m−2−li′ )

(

(
λ0

2
,+∞)

)

,

with seminorms uniformly bounded in r0, · · · , rk. In particular, if
∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2m−2− li′) ≥

0, we further have

g~l,i(·, r0, · · · , rk)χ̃(·2m) ∈ S n−1
(

(
λ0

2
,+∞)

)

.

Also note that when X ≤ δT we have |δ0|r0| · · · + δk |rk || ≤ δT , so if δ > 0 is chosen

sufficiently small, we can apply Lemma 2.6 to obtain when X ≤ δT that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

e−itλ2m
+iλ(δ0 |r0 |···+δk |rk |)g~l,i(λ, r0, · · · , rk)χ̃(λ2m)dλ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.



























CN |t|
−N , |t| & 1, N ∈ N+,

|t|−
n

2m , 0 < |t| . 1, if
∑

i′∈K0\{i}(2m − 2 − li′ ) ≥ 0,

|t|−
n−

∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2m−2−li′ )

2m , 0 < |t| . 1, if
∑

i′∈K0\{i}(2m − 2 − li′ ) < 0.

Combining this and (4.6), we have the long time estimate:

|Ω
high,1

k,i, j,~l,~δ
(t, x, y)| .N |t|

−N

∫

{X.δT }

∏

i′∈K0\{i}

|ri′ |
−(n−2−li′ )dx1 · · · dxk

.N |t|
−N+kn−

∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(n−2−li′ )

.N′ |t|
−N′ , |t| & 1, 0 < |x − y| . δ|t|, N′ ∈ N+,

(4.7)
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the short time estimate when
∑

i′∈K0\{i}(2m − 2 − li′ ) ≥ 0:

|Ω
high,1

k,i, j,~l,~δ
(t, x, y)| . |t|−

n
2m

∫

{X.δT }

∏

i′∈K0\{i}

|ri′ |
−(n−2−li′ )dx1 · · · dxk

. |t|
− n

2m
+kn−

∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(n−2−li′ )

= |t|
− n

2m
+
∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2+li′ )

. |t|−
n

2m , 0 < |t| . 1, 0 < |x − y| . δ|t|
1

2m ,

(4.8)

and the short time estimate when
∑

i′∈K0\{i}(2m − 2 − li′ ) ≤ 0:

|Ω
high,1

k,i, j,~l,~δ
(t, x, y)| . |t|−

n−
∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2m−2−li′ )

2m

∫

{X.δT }

∏

i′∈K0\{i}

|ri′ |
−(n−2−li′ )dx1 · · · dxk

. |t|
−

n−
∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2m−2−li′ )

2m
+kn−

∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(n−2−li′ )

= |t|
− n

2m
+k+ 2m−1

2m

∑

i′∈K0\{i}
(2+li′ )

. |t|−
n

2m , 0 < |t| . 1, 0 < |x − y| . δ|t|
1

2m ,

(4.9)

by scaling, and the estimates starting from the integral in xi using Lemma 2.3. Now the

estimate (4.4) for Ωhigh,1(t, x, y) has been shown by (4.7) (4.8) and (4.9).

4.3. The sketch of the estimate for Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y).

To show (4.5), we need to assume V ∈ C
n+1

2
−2m(Rn) and (1.4). We start by the formal

expression (4.3) of Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) which also has the form

Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) =
(−1)km

πi

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m

λ2m−1χ̃(λ2m)

×

(∫

Rkn

(

∏

i∈K0

R+
0

(λ2m)(ri) −
∏

i∈K0

R−
0

(λ2m)(ri)

)

∏

i∈K

V(xi)(1 − φ( X
δT ))dx1 · · · dxk

)

dλ.

When λ > 0, we know from (2.1) that R±
0

(λ2m)(ri) is a finite linear combination of the

form

e±iλ|ri |λ−(2m−2−l) |ri|
−(n−2−l) fl(λ; ri), l = 0, · · · , n−3

2
,

where

|∂
j

λ∂
α
ri

fl(λ; ri)| . j,α λ
− j|ri|

−|α|, λ, |ri| > 0, α ∈ Nn
0,

therefore Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) is a finite linear combination of the form

I
~l(t; x, y) =

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m

χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)×

(∫

Rkn

e±iλX f (λ, r0, · · · , rk)
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li)

∏

i∈K

V(xi)(1 − φ( X
δT ))dx1 · · · dxk

)

dλ,

(4.10)
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where ~l = (l0, · · · , lk) with li ∈ {0, · · · ,
n−3

2
}, and

∣

∣

∣

∣
∂

j

λ∂
α0
r0
· · · ∂αk

rk
f (λ; r0, · · · , rk)

∣

∣

∣

∣
. j,α0 ,··· ,αk

λ− j|r0|
−|α0 | · · · |rk |

−|αk |, λ, |ri| > 0.

We split the discussion for I
~l(t; x, y) into two cases according to ~l.

Case 1: There exists i0 ∈ K0 with

2m − 2 − li ≥ 0, i ∈ K0 \ {i0}. (4.11)

This case is irrelevant to the regularity of V , and somehow similar to that in [2]. For

j ∈ K0, let D j = {(x1, · · · , xk) ∈ Rkn; |r j| = maxi∈K0
|ri|}, then X ∼ |r j| holds in D j. We

first rewrite (4.10)

I
~l(t; x, y) =

∑

j∈K0

∫

D j

∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li)

∏

i∈K

V(xi)(1 − φ( X
δT ))

×

(∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m±iλXχ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li) f (λ, r0, · · · , rk)dλ

)

dx1 · · · dxk

:=
∑

j∈K0

I
~l
j(t; x, y),

and it follows that

χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li) f (λ, r0, · · · , rk) ∈S 2m−1−

∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)

(

(λ0

2
,+∞)

)

⊂S 1+li0
(

(
λ0

2
,+∞)

)

,
(4.12)

where the inclusion is due to assumption (4.11), and every relevant seminorm is bounded

uniformly in parameters r0, · · · , rk by (4.3). Since li0 ≥ −1 implies 1+ li0 ≥ −
1
2
, we apply

Lemma 2.6 whenever 0 < |t| . 1 or |t| & 1 to get
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m±iλXχ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li) f (λ, r0, · · · , rk)dλ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0 , X ≥ δT
2
& T ,

where µ1+li0
is defined by (2.6). Consequently

|I
~l
j(t; x, y)|

.|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0

∫

{X&T }∩D j

X
−µ1+li0

∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
− n+1

2
−
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li)dx1 · · · dxk

∼|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0

∫

{X&T }∩D j

X
−µ1+li0

−(n−2−l j)∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
− n+1

2
−

∏

i∈K0\{ j}

|ri|
−(n−2−li)dx1 · · · dxk,

where we note that

µ1+li0
+ (n − 2 − l j) =

n(m−1)
2m−1

+
1

2m−1
(n−3

2
− li0 ) + (n−3

2
− l j) ≥ 0. (4.13)
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To show long time estimate, we have when X ∼ |r j| & T ∼ |t| & 1 that

|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0
−(n−2−l j)

.|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 (|t| + |x − y|)

−µ1+li0
− n−1

2 〈r j〉
−( n−3

2
−l j)

∼〈r j〉
−( n−3

2
−l j)















|t|−
n
2 , |t| > |x − y|,

|t|−
n
2
+

n(m−1)
2m−1

− 1
2m−1

( n−3
2
−li0 )|x − y|−

n(m−1)
2m−1 , |t| ≤ |x − y|,

.|t|−
n
2 (1 + |t|−1|x − y|)−

n(m−1)
2m−1 〈r j〉

−( n−3
2
−l j),

(4.14)

which implies when |t| & 1 and x, y ∈ Rn that

|I
~l(t; x, y)| .|t|−

n
2 (1 + |t|−1|x − y|)−

n(m−1)
2m−1

×
∑

j∈K0

∫

Rkn

〈r j〉
−( n−3

2 −l j)
∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
− n+1

2
−

∏

i∈K0\{ j}

|ri|
−(n−2−li)dx1 · · · dxk.

The fact that the integrals above are bounded uniformly in x0 and xk+1 is a consequence

of Lemma 2.3 if we first estimate the integral in x j to get

∫

Rn

〈x j〉
− n−1

2
−dx j

|x j−1 − x j|
n−2−l j−1〈x j − x j+1〉

n−3
2
−l j

. 1, |x j−1 − x j+1| > 0,

and then estimate the repeated integral in variables remained starting from x j−1 to x1 or

from x j+1 to xk.

To show short time estimate, recall (4.13), it follows when 0 < |t| . 1 and X ∼ |r j| &

T ∼ |t|
1

2m that, if li0 ≤ l j, we have

|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0
−(n−2−l j)

.|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 (|t|

1
2m + |x − y|)

−µ1+li0
−(n−2−l j)

∼















|t|−
n

2m
+

1
2m

(l j−li0 ), |t|
1

2m > |x − y|,

|t|−
n
2
+

n(m−1)
2m−1

+
1

2m
(l j−li0 )|x − y|−

n(m−1)
2m−1 , |t|

1
2m ≤ |x − y|,

.|t|−
n

2m (1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|)−
n(m−1)
2m−1 ,

(4.15)

and if li0 > l j, we similarly have

|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0
−(n−2−l j)

=|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0
−(n−2−li0 )

X−(li0−l j)

.|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0
−(n−2−li0 )

|ri0 |
−(li0−l j)

.|t|−
n

2m (1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|)−
n(m−1)
2m−1 |ri0 |

−(li0−l j).
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This implies when 0 < |t| . 1 and x, y ∈ Rn that

|I
~l
j(t; x, y)|

.|t|−
n

2m (1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|)−
n(m−1)
2m−1

×























∫

Rkn

∏

i∈K
〈xi〉

− n+1
2 −

∏

i∈K0\{ j}

|ri |
−(n−2−li)dx1 · · · dxk, if li0 ≤ l j,

∫

Rkn |ri0 |
−(n−2−l j )

∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
− n+1

2
−

∏

i∈K0\{ j,i0}
|ri|
−(n−2−li)dx1 · · · dxk, if li0 > l j,

and the fact that the integrals above are bounded uniformly in x0 and xk+1 is also a

consequence of Lemma 2.3 if we first estimate the integral in x j to get

∫

Rn

〈x j〉
− n+1

2 −dx j

|x j−1 − x j|
n−2−l j−1

. 1, |x j−1 − x j| > 0, if i0 , j − 1,

or
∫

Rn

〈x j〉
− n+1

2
−dx j

|x j−1 − x j|
n−2−l j

. 1, |x j−1 − x j| > 0, if i0 = j − 1,

and then estimate the remained repeated integral in the same way.

Now we have proved

|I
~l(t; x, y)| .















|t|−
n
2 (1 + |t|−1|x − y|)−

n(m−1)
2m−1 , |t| & 1, x, y ∈ Rn,

|t|−
n

2m (1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|)−
n(m−1)
2m−1 , 0 < |t| . 1, x, y ∈ Rn,

under the assumption (4.11).

Case 2: There are at least two different indices i1, i2 ∈ K0 with

li1 + 2 − 2m > 0, li2 + 2 − 2m > 0. (4.16)

This case is relevant to the regularity of V , and we need the whole next section to

establish the complicated techniques.

5. An integration by parts scheme for estimating Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y)

5.1. Heuristics.

This section takes on our final task left at the end of the previous section, that is

to obtain estimate (4.11) for I
~l(t; x, y) (defined by (4.10)) under the assumption (4.16),

which completes the estimate (4.5) for Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y).

We first quickly give an impression of what we shall do in a rough sense. If we write

U(λ, x0, xk+1, t)

=

∫

Rkn

e±iλX f (λ, r0, · · · , rk)
∏

i∈K0

|ri |
−(n−2−li)

∏

i∈K

V(xi)(1 − φ( X
δT ))dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.1)
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then

I
~l(t; x, y) =

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m

χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)U(λ, x0, xk+1, t)dλ.

Heuristically, we want to show that U(λ, x0, xk+1, t) can be written as a linear combination

of the form

λ−J

∫

Rnk

e±iλXg(λ, x0, · · · , xk+1, t)dx1 · · · dxk, (5.2)

where g has bounded derivatives in λ for fixed (x0, · · · , xk+1, t), so that I
~l(t; x, y) can be

written as a linear combination of the form
∫

Rnk

(∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m±iλXχ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)−J

g(λ, x0, · · · , xk+1, t)dλ

)

dx1 · · · dxk,

by changing the order of integration in the sense of oscillatory integral.

If J is large enough, which means the amplitude

χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)−J

g(λ, x0, · · · , xk+1, t) (5.3)

decays fast enough in λ, the mechanism run in Section 4.3 would first implies a good

estimate at least in t for the integral in λ, for example a bound like
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

+∞

0

e−itλ2m±iλXχ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)−Jg(λ, x0, · · · , xk+1, t)dλ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.|t|−
n

2m G(x0, · · · , xk+1, t),

(5.4)

which intuitively leads to a correct dispersive type estimate, so that we can further hope

the integration of G(x0, · · · , xk+1) in (x1, · · · , xk) to give the spatial counterpart of the

estimate in (4.11).

There will be two major difficulties when bootstrapping the above heuristics:

(i) If λ−J in (5.2) comes from integrating (5.1) by parts J times in (x1, · · · , xk),

then V is of course required to have some regularity. In an extreme case where

l0 = · · · = lk =
n−3

2
, referring to (4.12) in the previous section, if we want (5.3) to

lie in S
n−1

2 ((
λ0

2
,+∞)), then we need J = −k(2m − 2 − n−3

2
) = k(n+1

2
− 2m), which

roughly means averagely we have to integrate by parts n+1
2
−2m times in every xi

(i = 1, · · · , k), and the regularity V ∈ C
n+1

2
−2m is necessary for such purpose. The

first difficulty is to show that why V ∈ C
n+1

2
−2m is actually sufficient, as expected

in the Introduction that such regularity condition is possibly the sharp one.

(ii) If g has bounded derivatives in λ for fixed (x0, · · · , xk+1, t), then the oscillatory

integral estimate (5.4) has little to do with g, and the behavior of G in variables

(x1, · · · , xk) should be consistent with g. On the other hand, g is at least as sin-

gular in (x1, · · · , xk) as the integrand in (5.1), and so is G. However, besides

the already existing point singularities
∏

i∈K0
|ri|
−(n−2−li), we will see that G or

g can also have singularities at some line segments, which are introduced when
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integrating (5.1) by parts, while in fact more point singularities will also be in-

troduced. The second difficulty is to show that why such mixture of point and

line singularities are so integrable to give desired estimates.

In the rest of this section, we will rigorously establish an integration by parts scheme

to serve the above heuristics. There two main technical results. The first one that explains

(5.2) in details is Proposition 5.1. The second one that explains the estimate of the above

G is Proposition 5.19. We will finally apply these two results to complete the estimate of

Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y) in Section 5.5.

5.2. The integration by parts scheme.

Recall k ∈ N+,K = {1, · · · , k} andK0 = {0, · · · , k}, we consider the oscillatory integral

in the form of

U
~l
=

∫

Rnk

eiλX
∏

i∈K

V(xi)
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li) f (λ, r0, · · · , rk)φ(X/T )dx1 · · · dxk,

where ri = xi − xi+1, X = |r0| + · · · + |rk |, ~l = {l1, · · · , lk} with 0 ≤ li ≤
n−3

2
, φ ∈ C∞(R) is

bounded with φ′ ∈ C∞c (R), T > 0, V ∈ C
n+1

2
−2m(Rn) satisfies (1.4), and f satisfies

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂
j

λ
∂α0

r0
· · · ∂αk

rk
f (λ; r0, · · · , rk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

. j,α0 ,··· ,αk
λ− j|r0|

−|α0 | · · · |rk |
−|αk |, λ, |ri| > 0.

Below are the assumptions and notations throughout the rest of this section.

• Assume (4.16), i.e. there are at least two different indices i1, i2 ∈ K0 such that

li1 + 2 − 2m > 0, li2 + 2 − 2m > 0. (5.5)

• Let σ be a fixed permutation of K0 such that Lk ≥ Lk−1 ≥ · · · ≥ L0 where

Li = max{0, lσ(i) + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ K0, (5.6)

and we define k0 = min{i ∈ K0; Li > 0}.

• If A is a non-empty finite subset of Z, we define

N(A, i) = min{ j ∈ A; j ≥ i}, i ≤ max A,

L(A, i) = max{ j ∈ A; j < i}, i > min A.
(5.7)

• If A is a finite subset of Z, we define

DiA =















A \ {N(A, i)}, A , ∅ and i ≤ max A,

A, otherwise.
(5.8)

One checks that DiD jA = D jDiA always holds, so it is reasonable to denote

DI A =















∏

i∈I

Di















A, I ⊂ Z, (5.9)

and it is also true that DI1
DI2

A = DI2
DI1

A for any I1, I2 ⊂ Z, but it may not be

equal to
∏

i∈I1∪I2
DiA if I1 ∩ I2 , ∅. It obviously follows that DI1

A ⊂ DI2
B if

I1 ⊃ I2 and A ⊂ B.
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• Denoted by

Ei, j =
xi − xi+1

|xi − xi+1|
−

x j − x j+1

|x j − x j+1|
, i, j ∈ K0, i , j, (5.10)

if F is a non-empty finite set of Ei, j with i < j, we define the norm of F to be

‖F‖ =



















∑

Ei, j∈F

|Ei, j|
2



















1
2

. (5.11)

If F = {Ei1, j1 , · · · , Eir , jr } with j1 < · · · < jr, we sometimes interpret F to be the

vector F = (Ei1 , j1 , · · · , Eir , jr ) ∈ R
rn for convenience.

Now we introduce our first main technical result that will be used in Section 5.5 when

studying a specific type of oscillatory integrals.

Proposition 5.1. For every µ ∈ {1, · · · , k − k0}, U
~l is a finite linear combination of

oscillatory integrals in the form of

λ−J

∫

Rnk

eiλX
∏

i∈K

V (αi)(xi)
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+di)

s
∏

i=1

‖Fi‖
−pi

× g(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , Fs)ψ(X/T )dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.12)

and every such integral is equipped with two sequences of indices

∅ =I∗0,1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ I∗s,1 = {i ∈ K; |αi| =
n+1

2
− 2m},

{i ∈ K0; li + 2 − 2m ≤ 0} =I∗0,2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ I∗s,2 = {i ∈ K0; di = max{0, li + 2 − 2m}},
(5.13)

satisfying the following constraints:

(1) J =
∑

i∈K |αi| +
∑

i∈K0
di, and it follows that







































1 ≤ s ≤ µ,

|αi| ≤
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ K,

0 ≤ di ≤ max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ K0,

Lk0
+ · · · + Lk0+µ−1 ≤ J ≤ Lk0

+ · · · + Lk−1.

(5.14)

If s < µ, it further follows that J = Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1.

(2) If J < Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1, then for i = 1, · · · , s, there exists τ(i) ∈ K0 for either














I∗
i,1
\ I∗

i−1,1
= {τ(i)}

I∗
i,2
= I∗

i−1,2

or















I∗
i,1
= I∗

i−1,1

I∗
i,2
\ I∗

i−1,2
= {τ(i)}

(5.15)

to hold. If J = Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1, s ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ i ≤ s − 1, such τ(i) also exists.

(3) Denoted by

I∗i = DI∗
i,2

(K \ I∗i,1) = DI∗
i,2

DI∗
i,1
K = DI∗

i,1
DI∗

i,2
K, i = 0, · · · , s, (5.16)

it follows that I∗
i−1
, ∅ whenever τ(i) exists.
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(4) Denoted by

Fi =

{

E j1, j2 ; j2 ∈ I∗i−1, j1 = L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, j2)
}

, i = 1, · · · , s, (5.17)

it follows that

pi + · · · + ps ≤
∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

2d j, i = 1, · · · , s, (5.18)

where

I1
Fi
= { j ∈ K; j1 < j ≤ j2, E j1 , j2 ∈ Fi},

I2
Fi
= { j ∈ K0; E j, j′ or E j′, j ∈ Fi}.

(5.19)

It also follows for i = 1, · · · , s that

I∗i,1 \ I∗i−1,1 ⊂ I1
Fi
, I∗i,2 \ I∗i−1,2 ⊂ I2

Fi
. (5.20)

(5) g ∈ C∞(R1+(k+1)n+
∑s−1

i=0 (k−k0−i)n \ {0}) satisfies

|∂
j

λ
∂α0

r0
· · · ∂αk

rk
∂
β1

F1
· · · ∂

βs

Fs
g| . λ− j|r0|

−|α0 | · · · |rk |
−|αk |‖F1‖

−|β1 | · · · ‖Fs‖
−|βs |. (5.21)

We also have ψ ∈ C∞(R) bounded and suppψ ⊂ suppφ.

Remark 5.2. In the third constraint, that I∗
i−1
, ∅ whenever τ(i) exists is a consequence

of the second constraint, because i − 1 < s always holds in such cases, and we know by

# I∗
0,1
= 0 and # I∗

0,2
= k0 that

#I∗i−1 = k − k0 − (i − 1) > k − k0 − s ≥ k − k0 − µ ≥ 0.

If µ < k − k0 and J < Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1, we then have I∗s , ∅ since τ(s) must exist and so

#I∗s = k − k0 − s ≥ k − k0 − µ ≥ 1.

Remark 5.3. That Fi in (5.17) is well defined is a consequence of I∗
i−1
, ∅, which holds

in the context for #I∗
0
= k − k0 ≥ 1 and the other cases are explained in Remark 5.2. To

see this, we first note that K0\I
∗
i−1,2
, ∅ for it contains the non-empty I∗

i−1
. If j = min I∗

i−1
,

it follows that j > min(K0 \ I∗
i−1,2

), for otherwise we must have {0, · · · , j − 1} ⊂ I∗
i−1,2

,

and then I∗
i−1
⊂ DI∗

i−1,2
K ⊂ D{0,··· , j−1}K = K \ {1, · · · , j} yields a contradiction. Therefore

j1 is well defined for each j2 ∈ I∗
i−1

in (5.17). If E j1, j2 , E j3 , j4 ∈ Fi and E j1, j2 , E j3 , j4 , it

is easy to check that either j1 < j2 ≤ j3 < j4 or j3 < j4 ≤ j1 < j2 must hold, so ‖Fi‖ is

also well defined.

Remark 5.4. It follows by definition that

I1
Fi
=

⋃

j∈I∗
i−1

{L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, j) + 1, · · · , j},

I2
Fi
=

⋃

j∈I∗
i−1

{L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, j), j}.
(5.22)

Therefore (5.20) implies that

τ(i) ≤ max I∗i−1, (5.23)

holds whenever τ(i) defined in constraint 3) exists.
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Lemma 5.5. If integral (5.12) in Proposition 5.1 is given with s ≥ 2, then

I1
Fi
⊃ I1

Fi+1
, I2

Fi
⊃ I2

Fi+1
, ‖Fi‖ ≥ ‖Fi+1‖, i = 1, · · · , s − 1. (5.24)

The conclusion also holds for i = s if µ < k − k0 and J < Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1, while I∗s , ∅

by Remark 5.2 and then Fs+1 can be defined in the way of (5.17) by Remark 5.3.

Proof. We first note that the conclusion holds in the special case Fi+1 ⊂ Fi. Also note

that when s ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ i ≤ s− 1, we always have the existence of τ(i), and I∗
i
= Dτ(i) I∗

i−1

holds by constraint 2), meaning I∗
i
⊂ I∗

i−1
and

I∗i−1 \ I∗i = {N(I∗i−1, τ
(i))}, (5.25)

where N(I∗
i−1
, τ(i)) is well defined because of (5.23). By Remark 5.2, (5.25) is also true

for i = s if µ < k − k0 and J < Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1.

If I∗
i,1
\ I∗

i−1,1
= {τ(i)} and I∗

i,2
= I∗

i−1,2
, we of course have Fi+1 ⊂ Fi by definition.

If I∗
i,1
= I∗

i−1,1
, I∗

i,2
\ I∗

i−1,2
= {τ(i)}, and τ(i)

= max I∗
i−1

, then τ(i)
= N(I∗

i−1
, τ(i)) by

definition. For any E j1 , j2 ∈ Fi+1, we have j2 ∈ I∗
i
⊂ I∗

i−1
, j2 < τ

(i) and

j1 = L(K0 \ (I∗i−1,2 ∪ {τ
(i)}), j2) = L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, j2), (5.26)

which means E j1, j2 ∈ Fi. So Fi+1 ⊂ Fi is also true.

If I∗
i,1
= I∗

i−1,1
, I∗

i,2
\ I∗

i−1,2
= {τ(i)}, τ(i) < max I∗

i−1
and τ(i)

< I∗
i−1

, we must have

τ(i)
< I∗

i
and τ(i) < N(I∗

i−1
, τ(i)). So for any E j1 , j2 ∈ Fi+1, we have either j2 < τ(i) or

j2 > N(I∗
i−1
, τ(i)). Now (5.26) of course holds when j2 < τ(i), and it also holds when

j2 > N(I∗
i−1
, τ(i)) because τ(i) < N(I∗

i−1
, τ(i)) ∈ I∗

i−1
⊂ K0 \ I∗

i−1,2
, which combined with

the assumption I∗
i,2
\ I∗

i−1,2
= {τ(i)} also implies N(I∗

i−1
, τ(i)) ∈ I∗

i−1
⊂ K0 \ I∗

i,2
. Therefore

E j1, j2 ∈ Fi, and Fi+1 ⊂ Fi still holds.

Lastly, if I∗
i,1
= I∗

i−1,1
, I∗

i,2
\ I∗

i−1,2
= {τ(i)}, τ(i) < max I∗

i−1
and τ(i) ∈ I∗

i−1
, we must

have τ(i)
= N(I∗

i−1
, τ(i)) and the existence of N(I∗

i−1
, τ(i)
+ 1) = N(I∗

i
, τ(i)) ∈ I∗

i
. Splitting

Fi = F
(1)

i
∪ F

(2)

i
where

F
(1)
i
= {E j1 , j2 ∈ Fi; j2 < τ

(i) or j2 > N(I∗i−1, τ
(i)
+ 1)},

F
(2)

i
= {E j1 , j2 ∈ Fi; j2 = τ

(i) or j2 = N(I∗i−1, τ
(i)
+ 1)},

(5.27)

the same discussion in the previous case shows that

F
(1)

i
= {E j1, j2 ∈ Fi+1; j2 < τ

(i) or j2 > N(I∗i−1, τ
(i)
+ 1)}, (5.28)

and therefore

Fi+1 = F
(1)
i
∪ {E j̃,N(I∗

i−1
,τ(i)+1)}, (5.29)

where j̃ = L(K0 \ I∗
i,2
,N(I∗

i−1
, τ(i)
+ 1)). If

L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2,N(I∗i−1, τ
(i)
+ 1)) > τ(i),
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we must have

L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2,N(I∗i−1, τ
(i)
+ 1)) = L(K0 \ (I∗i−1,2 ∪ {τ

(i)}),N(I∗i−1, τ
(i)
+ 1)) = j̃,

which means E j̃,N(I∗
i−1
,τ(i)+1) ∈ Fi and therefore Fi+1 ⊂ Fi. If

L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2,N(I∗i−1, τ
(i)
+ 1)) = τ(i), (5.30)

which is the only possibility left since N(I∗
i−1
, τ(i)
+ 1) > τ(i) ∈ K0 \ I∗

i−1,2
, we must have

j̃ = L(K0 \ (I∗i−1,2 ∪ {τ
(i)}),N(I∗i−1, τ

(i)
+ 1)) < τ(i),

and consequently

j̃ = L(K0 \ I∗i,2, τ
(i)) = L(K0 \ (I∗i−1,2 ∪ {τ

(i)}), τ(i)) = L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, τ
(i)),

which together with (5.27) and (5.30) implies

Fi = F
(1)

i
∪ {EL(K0\I

∗
i−1,2

,τ(i)),τ(i) , Eτ(i),N(I∗
i−1
,τ(i)+1)} = F

(1)

i
∪ {E j̃,τ(i) , Eτ(i),N(I∗

i−1
,τ(i)+1)}, (5.31)

so it is now obvious to see I1
Fi
= I1

Fi+1
and I2

Fi
⊃ I2

Fi+1
if we compare (5.29) with (5.31),

while ‖Fi‖ ≥ ‖Fi+1‖ is a consequence of the triangle inequality applied to E j̃,N(I∗
i−1
,τ(i)+1) =

E j̃,τ(i) + Eτ(i),N(I∗
i−1
,τ(i)+1). �

Remark 5.6. The proof also shows that either Fi+1 ⊂ Fi holds, or there exist j1 < j2 < j3
such that E j1, j2 , E j2, j3 ∈ Fi, E j1, j3 ∈ Fi+1 and Fi \ {E j1, j2 , E j2, j3} = Fi+1 \ {E j1, j3 }.

Next, we introduce some lemmas for the proof of Proposition 5.1, and formally the

key one is Lemma 5.9 which exploits the pattern if we integrate (5.12) by parts once and

once again.

Lemma 5.7. If integral (5.12) in Proposition 5.1 is given, then

I1
Fi
⊂ K \ I∗i−1,1, I2

Fi
⊂ K0 \ I∗i−1,2, i = 1, · · · , s.

The conclusion also holds for i = s + 1 if I∗s , ∅ while Fs+1 can be defined in the way of

(5.17) by Remark 5.3.

Proof. To show the first inclusion, we pick up any j ∈ I1
Fi

, then there exists i0 ∈ I∗
i−1
⊂

K0 \ I∗
i−1,2 with

L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, i0) < j ≤ i0,

which implies D j(K0 \ I∗
i−1,2

) = (K0 \ I∗
i−1,2

)\ {i0}, so it is impossible for j ∈ I∗
i−1,1

to hold,

because otherwise

I∗i−1 = DI∗
i−1,1

DI∗
i−1,2
K ⊂ D j(K0 \ I∗i−1,2) = (K0 \ I∗i−1,2) \ {i0} = i0,

which is a contradiction. The second inclusion is obvious by (5.22). �

Lemma 5.8. Given I1 ⊂ K, I2 ⊂ K0, I = DI2
(K \ I1) , ∅, y0 = x0, yk+1 = xk+1 and the

change of variables

yi =















xi − xi+1, i ∈ K ∩ I2,

xi, i ∈ K \ I2.

Then for each i ∈ I, the following statements hold:
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1) If j ∈ K0, j , i and j , L(K0 \ I2, i), then x j − x j+1 is independent of yi in the

y-coordinates.

2) ∇yi
X = −EL(K0\I2,i),i holds where EL(K0\I2,i),i is defined.

Proof. For each i ∈ I, we first note that L(K0 \ I2, i) is well defined for the same reason

explained in Remark 5.3. To show 1), one checks that

x j − x j+1 =















y j, j ∈ K ∩ I2,

y j −
∑ j∗

τ= j+1
yτ, j ∈ (K \ I2) ∪ {0},

where

j∗ = N((K \ I2) ∪ {k + 1}, j + 1).

The case of j ∈ K ∩ I2 is obvious because I ⊂ K \ I2. If j ∈ K0 \ (K ∩ I2), j , i and

j , L(K0 \ I2, i), since L(K0 \ I2, i) = L(K0 \ (K ∩ I2), i) always holds, we have either

j < j+1 ≤ · · · ≤ j∗ < i or i < j < j+1 ≤ · · · ≤ j∗, and therefore x j−x j+1 = y j−
∑ j∗

τ= j+1
yτ

is also independent of yi.

To show 2), by the conclusion of 1) and the fact that L(K0 \ I2, i)
∗
= i, we derive

∇yi
X = ∇yi

|xi − xi+1| + ∇yi
|xL(K0\I2,i) − xL(K0\I2,i)+1|

= ∇yi

∣

∣

∣yi −
∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ
∣

∣

∣ + ∇yi

∣

∣

∣

∣

yL(K0\I2,i) −
∑i
τ=L(K0\I2,i)+1 yτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
yi −

∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ
∣

∣

∣yi −
∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ
∣

∣

∣

−
yL(K0\I2,i) −

∑i
τ=L(K0\I2,i)+1 yτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

yL(K0\I2,i) −
∑i
τ=L(K0\I2,i)+1 yτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
xi − xi+1

|xi − xi+1|
−

xL(K0\I2,i) − xL(K0\I2,i)+1

|xL(K0\I2,i) − xL(K0\I2,i)+1|

= −EL(K0\I2,i),i.

(5.32)

�

Lemma 5.9. Given ṡ ∈ {0, · · · , k − k0 − 1}, α̇i ∈ N
n
0

for i ∈ K, ḋi ∈ N0 for i ∈ K0, and

two sequences of indices

I∗0,1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ I∗ṡ,1 ⊂ K, I∗0,2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ I∗ṡ,2 ⊂ K0, (5.33)

with I∗
i
, ∅ for i = 0, · · · , ṡ where I∗

i
is defined in the way of (5.16) so that F1, · · · , F ṡ+1

can be defined in the way of (5.17) by Remark 5.3, and we assume



















































I1
F1
⊃ · · · ⊃ I1

Fṡ+1
, I2

F1
⊃ · · · ⊃ I2

Fṡ+1
,

|α̇i| ≤
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ K \ I1

Fṡ+1
,

0 ≤ ḋi ≤ max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ K0 \ I2
Fṡ+1

,

|α̇i| <
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ I1

Fṡ+1
,

0 ≤ ḋi < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ I2
Fṡ+1

,

(5.34)
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where I1
Fi

and I2
Fi

are defined in the way of (5.19) which is also equivalent to (5.22).

Consider the expression

λ−J̇

∫

Rnk

eiλX
∏

i∈K

V (α̇i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0

|ri |
−(n−2−li+ḋi)

ṡ+1
∏

i=1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi

× ġ(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , F ṡ+1)ψ̇(X/T )dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.35)

where J̇ = |α̇1| + · · · + |α̇k | + ḋ0 + · · · + ḋk, ġ(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , F ṡ+1) is smooth and

supported away from the origin in every variable satisfying estimates of the same type to

(5.21), ψ̇ ∈ C∞(R) is bounded with ψ̇′ ∈ C∞
0

(R), and ṗi ∈ N0 with

ṗi + · · · + ṗṡ+1 ≤
∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α̇ j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

2ḋ j, i = 1, · · · , ṡ + 1. (5.36)

Then integral (5.35) is a finite linear combination of the form

λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX
∏

i∈K

V (α̈i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+d̈i)

ṡ+1
∏

i=1

‖Fi‖
−p̈i

× g̈(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , F ṡ+1)ψ̈(X/T )dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.37)

where g̈ and ψ̈ inherit the properties of ġ and ψ̇ respectively, and furthermore, there

either exists i0 ∈ I1
Fṡ+1

such that


























|α̈i0 | = |α̇i0 | + 1,

α̈i = α̇i, i ∈ K \ {i0},

d̈i = ḋi, i ∈ K0,

(5.38)

or exists i0 ∈ I2
Fṡ+1

such that


























d̈i0 = ḋi0 + 1,

α̈i = α̇i, i ∈ K,

d̈i = ḋi, i ∈ K0 \ {i0},

(5.39)

while in both cases we always have

p̈i + · · · + p̈ṡ+1 ≤
∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α̈ j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

2d̈ j, i = 1, · · · , ṡ + 1. (5.40)

Proof. Set y0 = x0, yk+1 = xk+1, and the change of variables

yi =















xi − xi+1, i ∈ K ∩ I∗
ṡ,2

xi, i ∈ K \ I∗
ṡ,2
,

we have

ri = xi − xi+1 =















yi, i ∈ K ∩ I∗
ṡ,2,

yi −
∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ, i ∈ (K \ I∗
ṡ,2) ∪ {0},
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where i∗ = N((K \ I∗
ṡ,2) ∪ {k + 1}, i + 1), and

xi =

(i−1)∗
∑

τ=i

yτ, i ∈ K,

so such change of variables and its inverse only leave with universal constants. We

denote Ṽ =
∏

i∈K V (α̇i)(xi), r̃ =
∏

i∈K0
|ri|
−(n−2−li+ḋi), g̃ = ġ(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , F ṡ+1)

and ψ̃ = ψ̇(X/T ) for convention.

In the sequel, we will frequently use Lemma 5.8 with I1 = I∗
ṡ,1

, I2 = I∗
ṡ,2

and so

I = I∗ṡ , ∅. Let ∇yI∗
ṡ
= (∇yi1

, · · · ,∇yiν
) where i1, · · · , iν ∈ I∗ṡ be increasing. The second

conclusion of Lemma 5.8 shows that

∇yI∗
ṡ
X = −

(

EL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i1),i1 , · · · , EL(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,iν),iν

)

, (5.41)

and therefore |∇yI∗
ṡ
X| = ‖F ṡ+1‖. Note that

eiλX
= i−1λ−1|∇yI∗

ṡ
X|−2∇yI∗

ṡ
X · ∇yI∗

ṡ
eiλX
= i−1λ−1‖F ṡ+1‖

−2∇yI∗
ṡ
X · ∇yI∗

ṡ
eiλX ,

integration by parts in the y-coordinates gives

−i−1λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX∇yI∗
ṡ
·















g̃ψ̃Ṽr̃‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+2)

ṡ
∏

i=1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi∇yI∗

ṡ
X















dy1 · · · dyk, (5.42)

and there are five types of integrals derived from (5.42).

The first type is

I = λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX g̃ψ̃r̃‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)

ṡ
∏

i=1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi















∇yI∗
ṡ
Ṽ ·
∇yI∗

ṡ
X

‖F ṡ+1‖















dy1 · · · dyk.

Note that

∇yI∗
ṡ
Ṽ = ∇yI∗

ṡ

(

∏

i∈K V (α̇i)(
∑(i−1)∗

τ=i
yτ)

)

, (5.43)

if i ∈ K \ I1
Fṡ+1

, it must follows that {i, · · · , (i − 1)∗} ∩ I∗ṡ = ∅, otherwise there exists

j ∈ {i, · · · , (i − 1)∗} ∩ I∗
ṡ
⊂ {i, · · · ,N((K \ I∗

ṡ,2
) ∪ {k + 1}, i)} ∩ (K \ I∗

ṡ,2
), and then j =

N((K \ I∗
ṡ,2)∪ {k + 1}, i) = N(K \ I∗

ṡ,2, i) holds, which implies L(K \ I∗
ṡ,2, j) < i ≤ j and the

contradiction i ∈ I1
Fṡ+1

. So the gradient in (5.43) only falls on V (α̇i0
)(
∑(i0−1)∗

τ=i0
yτ) where

i0 ∈ I1
Fṡ+1

. On the other hand, (5.41) indicates that each one dimensional component of

∇yI∗
ṡ
X/‖F ṡ+1‖ is a component of E j1 , j2/‖F ṡ+1‖ for some E j1 , j2 ∈ F ṡ+1. We thus conclude
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that I is a finite linear combination of

λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX r̃‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi

× V (α̈i0
)(
∑(i0−1)∗

τ=i0
yτ)

∏

i∈K\{i0}

V (α̇i)(
∑(i−1)∗

τ=i
yτ)g̃ψ̃Qdy1 · · · dyk

=Cλ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλXV (α̈i0
)(xi0 )

∏

i∈K\{i0}

V (α̇i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+ḋi)

× ‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃Qdx1 · · · dxk,

(5.44)

where i0 ∈ I1
Fṡ+1

, |α̈i0 | = |α̇i0 | + 1, and Q is a monomial in E j1, j2/‖F ṡ+1‖ for some E j1, j2 ∈

F ṡ+1.

The second type of integrals derived from (5.42) is

II = λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX g̃ψ̃Ṽ‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi















∇yI∗
ṡ
r̃ ·
∇yI∗

ṡ
X

‖F ṡ+1‖















dy1 · · · dyk.

If i ∈ I∗
ṡ

and i0 ∈ K0, Lemma 5.8 indicates that yi is independent of ri0 unless i0 = i or

i0 = L(K0 \ I∗
ṡ,2, i), where in either case we have i0 ∈ I2

Fṡ+1
by definition, and of course

i0 ∈ (K \ I∗
ṡ,2

) ∪ {0}. One checks in a way similar to (5.32) that

∇yi
|ri0 |
−1
=



















−|ri0 |
−2 ri0

|ri0
|
, i0 = i,

|ri0 |
−2 ri0

|ri0
|
, i0 = L(K0 \ I∗

ṡ,2
, i),

so we conclude that II is a finite linear combination of

λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX Ṽ‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi

× |ri0 |
−(n−2−li0+ḋi0

+1)
∏

i∈K0\{i0}

|ri|
−n−2−li+ḋi g̃ψ̃Qdy1 · · · dyk

=Cλ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX |ri0 |
−(n−2−li0+ḋi0

+1)
∏

i∈K

V (α̇i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0\{i0}

|ri |
−n−2−li+ḋi

× ‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃Qdx1 · · · dxk,

(5.45)

where i0 ∈ I2
Fṡ+1

and Q is a polynomial in (ri0/|ri0 |, E j1 , j2/‖F ṡ+1‖) for some E j1 , j2 ∈ F ṡ+1.

The third type of integrals derived from (5.42) is

III = λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX g̃ψ̃Ṽr̃∇yI∗
ṡ

















‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+2)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi

















· ∇yI∗
ṡ
Xdy1 · · · dyk.

If i ∈ I∗ṡ and j1, j2 ∈ K0, by Lemma 5.8, E j1 , j2 is independent of yi unless

{ j1, j2} ∩ {L(K0 \ I∗ṡ,2, i), i} , ∅,
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so then for i ∈ I∗ṡ and 1 ≤ j0 ≤ ṡ + 1, we have

∇yi
‖F j0‖

−1
= − 1

2
‖F j0‖

−3
∑

E j1 , j2
∈F j0

{ j1, j2}∩{L(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i),i},∅

∇yi

∣

∣

∣E j1, j2

∣

∣

∣

2
,

and there are at most three non-trivial terms in the summation since L(K0 \ I∗
ṡ,2
, i) < i:

• If j1 = L(K0 \ I∗
ṡ,2
, i) and j2 , i, then yi is independent of r j2 by Lemma 5.8, and

similar to (5.32), we have

∇yi

∣

∣

∣E j1 , j2

∣

∣

∣

2
=∇yi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

yL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i) −

∑i
τ=L(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)+1 yτ

|yL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i) −

∑i
τ=L(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)+1 yτ|

−
r j2

|r j2 |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= − 2
(

EL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i), j2 · rL(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)

) rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)

|rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)|

3
− 2

EL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i), j2

|rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)|

.

• If j1 = L(K0 \ I∗
ṡ,2
, i) and j2 = i, then

∇yi

∣

∣

∣E j1, j2

∣

∣

∣

2
=∇yi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

yL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i) −

∑i
τ=L(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)+1 yτ

|yL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i) −

∑i
τ=L(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)+1 yτ|

−
yi −

∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ

|yi −
∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= − 2
(

EL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i),i · rL(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)

) rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)

|rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)|

3
+ 2

(

EL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i),i · ri

) ri

|ri|
3

− 2
(

|rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)|
−1
+ |ri |

−1
)

EL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i),i.

• If j2 = L(K0 \ I∗
ṡ,2
, i), then yi is independent of r j1 , and calculation in the first

case above implies

∇yi

∣

∣

∣E j1, j2

∣

∣

∣

2
= 2

(

E j1 ,L(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i) · rL(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)

) rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)

|rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)|

3
+ 2

E j1 ,L(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)

|rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)|

.

Since I2
Fṡ+1
= ∪i∈I∗ṡ

{L(K0 \ I∗
ṡ,2
, i), i}, the above argument implies that when 1 ≤ j0 ≤ ṡ+1,

each one dimensional component of ∇yI∗
ṡ
‖F j0‖

−1 is a sum of the form ‖F j0‖
−2|ri0 |

−1Q

where i0 ∈ I2
Fṡ+1

and Q is a polynomial in (ri0/|ri0 |, E j1 , j2/‖F j0‖) for some E j1 , j2 ∈ F j0 .

Hence if ṡ ≥ 1, III is then a finite linear combination of

λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX Ṽr̃|ri0 |
−1‖F ṡ+1‖

−(ṗṡ+1+2)
∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃Q1dy1 · · · dyk

=Cλ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX |ri0 |
−(n−2−li0+ḋi0

+1)
∏

i∈K

V (α̇i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0\{i0}

|ri|
−(n−2−li+ḋi)

× ‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+2)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃Q1dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.46)
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and

λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλXṼ r̃|ri0 |
−1‖F ṡ+1‖

−(ṗṡ+1+1)‖F j0‖
−(ṗ j0

+1)
∏

i<ṡ+1
i, j0

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃Q2dy1 · · · dyk

= Cλ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX |ri0 |
−(n−2−li0+ḋi0

+1)
∏

i∈K

V (α̇i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0\{i0}

|ri|
−(n−2−li+ḋi)

× ‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)‖F j0‖

−(ṗ j0
+1)

∏

i<ṡ+1
i, j0

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃Q2dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.47)

where i0 ∈ I2
Fṡ+1

, Q1 is a polynomial in (ri0/|ri0 |, E j1, j2/‖F ṡ+1‖) for some E j1 , j2 ∈ F ṡ+1,

1 ≤ j0 ≤ ṡ, and Q2 is a polynomial in (ri0/|ri0 |, E j1 , j2/‖F ṡ+1‖, E j′
1
, j′

2
/‖F j0‖) for some

E j1, j2 ∈ F ṡ+1 and some E j′
1
, j′

2
∈ F j0 . If ṡ = 0, we then only have terms like (5.46) in the

combination.

The fourth type of integrals derived from (5.42) is

IV = λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX g̃ψ̃(∆yI∗
ṡ
X)Ṽ r̃‖F ṡ+1‖

−(ṗṡ+1+2)
ṡ

∏

i=1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi dy1 · · · dyk.

If i ∈ I∗
ṡ
, it follows by (5.41) and (5.32) that

∆yi
X = − ∇yi

· EL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2

),i = ∇yi
·



















yi −
∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ

|yi −
∑i∗

τ=i+1 yτ|
−

yL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i) −

∑i
τ=L(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)+1 yτ

|yL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i) −

∑i
τ=L(K0\I

∗
ṡ,2
,i)+1 yτ|



















=(n − 1)
(

|rL(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
,i)|
−1
+ |ri|

−1
)

,

so we conclude by I2
Fṡ+1
= ∪i∈I∗ṡ

{L(K0\I
∗
ṡ,2
, i), i} again that IV is a finite linear combination

of

λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX |ri0 |
−1Ṽ r̃‖F ṡ+1‖

−(ṗṡ+1+2)
∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃dy1 · · · dyk

= Cλ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλX |ri0 |
−(n−2−li0+ḋi0

+1)
∏

i∈K

V (α̇i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0\{i0}

|ri|
−(n−2−li+ḋi)

× ‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+2)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi g̃ψ̃dx1 · · · dxk.

(5.48)

where i0 ∈ I2
Fṡ+1

.

The fifth type of integrals derived from (5.42) is

V = λ−J̇−1

∫

Rnk

eiλXṼ r̃‖F ṡ+1‖
−(ṗṡ+1+1)

∏

i<ṡ+1

‖Fi‖
−ṗi















∇yI∗
ṡ
(g̃ψ̃) ·

∇yI∗
ṡ
X

‖F ṡ+1‖















dy1 · · · dyk.
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By the properties presumed for ġ and ψ̇, with a mixture of the arguments for II and III,

we conclude without more details that V is a finite linear combination of the form (5.37)

with properties that come along.

Now (5.40) when i = ṡ + 1 and the alternatives (5.38), (5.39) are obviously seen from

(5.44), (5.45), (5.46), (5.47) ,(5.48), the discussion for V, and (5.36), while the other

cases in (5.40) is a result of (5.36) and the inclusions in (5.34). �

Now we are ready to show Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. The proof will be an induction on µ by repeatedly using Lemma

5.9. To satisfy the condition that ġ being supported away from the origin in each of

r1, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , F ṡ+1, we in principle should first introduce cutoffs in |ri|/ǫ and ‖Fi‖/ǫ
whose derivatives have the same type of bounds in the discussion for II and III in the

proof of Lemma 5.9, and let ǫ → 0 when such application comes to an end. The conver-

gence is actually a result of the fact that (5.12) is absolutely convergent for µ = k − k0,

which is a consequence of Proposition 5.19 studied later. To avoid distraction, we will

pretend that such condition on ġ has been satisfied in the following application.

We first prove the statement for µ = 1. Note that Lemma 5.9 is first applicable to U l,

that is ṡ = 0, |α̇i| ≡ 0, ḋi ≡ 0, ṗ1 = 0, ġ = f , ψ̇ = φ, Ṗ ≡ 1, I∗
0,1 = ∅,

I∗0,2 = {i ∈ K0; li + 2 − 2m ≤ 0} = {i ∈ K0; 0 = max{0, li + 2 − 2m}}, (5.49)

and therefore I∗
0
= {i ∈ K; li + 2 − 2m > 0} , ∅ by the initial assumption (5.5). Induc-

tively, after finitely many times of applying Lemma 5.9 whenever applicable to terms in

the combination, we must end up with the fact that U l is a finite linear combination of

integrals in the form of

λ−J̌

∫

Rnk

eiλX
∏

i∈K

V (α̌i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+ďi)‖F1‖

−p̌1

× ǧ(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1)ψ̌(X/T )dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.50)

satisfying






































J̌ = |α̌1| + · · · + |α̌k | + ď0 + · · · + ďk,

|α̌i| = 0, i ∈ K \ I1
F1
,

ďi = 0, i ∈ K0 \ I2
F1
,

p̌1 ≤
∑

j∈I1
F1

|α̌ j| +
∑

j∈I2
F1

2ď j,

and the subordinate parameters are subject to three cases:

Case 1 There exists i0 ∈ I1
F1

such that |α̌i0 | =
n+1

2
− 2m and



























|α̌i| <
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ I1

F1
\ {i0},

0 ≤ ďi < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ I2
F1
,

Lk0
≤ n+1

2
− 2m ≤ J̌ ≤ Lk0

+ · · · + Lk−1.
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In this case, we define I∗
1,1 = {i0}, I∗

1,2 = I∗
0,2. It is obvious that

I∗1,1 = {i ∈ K; |α̌i| =
n+2

2
− 2m}, (5.51)

It also follows by (5.22) that

I2
F1
⊂ K0 \ I∗0,2 = {i ∈ K0; li + 2 − 2m > 0}, (5.52)

which combining with (5.49) implies

I∗1,2 = {i ∈ K0; ďi = max{0, li + 2 − 2m}}. (5.53)

Case 2 There exists i0 ∈ I2
F1

such that 0 < ďi0 = max{0, li0 + 2 − 2m} and



























|α̌i| <
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ I1

F1
,

0 ≤ ďi < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ I2
F1
\ {i0},

Lk0
≤ max{0, li0 + 2 − 2m} ≤ J̌ ≤ Lk0

+ · · · + Lk−1.

In this case, we define I∗
1,1
= I∗

0,1
= ∅ and I∗

1,2
= I∗

0,2
∪ {i0}. Now (5.52) implies

i0 < I∗
0,2

and (5.53) holds in a similar way, while (5.51) holds trivially.

Case 3 It follows that


























|α̌i| <
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ I1

F1
,

0 ≤ ďi < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ I2
F1
,

J̌ = Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1.

In this case, we just need to define I∗
1,1
= I∗

0,1
and I∗

1,2
= I∗

0,2
.

In all three cases, (5.20) holds for i = 1 by definition. Now all constraints are checked

for µ = 1 in the statement if we equip integral (5.50) with the sequences I∗
0,1
⊂ I∗

1,1
and

I∗
0,2
⊂ I∗

1,2
defined respectively in the above three cases.

By induction, we now suppose k − k0 ≥ 2 and validity of the statement for some

µ ∈ {1, · · · , k − k0 − 1}. First note that for every integral (5.12) equipped with sequences

(5.13) in the combination, if J = Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1, it is then trivial that all subordinate

constraints remain true with µ replaced by µ + 1.

So discussion is only needed when s = µ and J < Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1, while we recall

that τ(µ) in (5.15) must exist. Now Lemma 5.9 is first applicable to (5.12), that is, ṡ = µ,






































J̇ = J, ṗµ+1 = 0,

α̇i = αi, i ∈ K,

ḋi = di, i ∈ K0

ṗi = pi, i = 0, · · · , µ,

sequences (5.33) given by (5.13), ġ = g, ψ̇ = ψ and Ṗ = P. This is because I∗
0
, · · · , I∗µ

are nonempty by Remark 5.2, the inclusions in the first line of (5.34) are guaranteed by
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Lemma 5.5, we also know by Lemma 5.7 that















I1
Fµ+1
⊂ K \ I∗

µ,1
= {i ∈ K; |αi| <

n+1
2
− 2m},

I2
Fµ+1
⊂ K0 \ I∗

µ,2
= {i ∈ K0; 0 ≤ di < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}},

which checks the last two lines of (5.34), and (5.36) trivially holds. Inductively using

Lemma 5.9, we end up with the fact that integral (5.12) is a finite linear combination of

integrals in the form of

λ−J̃

∫

Rnk

eiλX
∏

i∈K

V (α̃i)(xi)
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+d̃i)

µ+1
∏

i=1

‖Fi‖
−p̃i

× g̃(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , Fµ+1)ψ̃(X/T )dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.54)

satisfying










































J̃ = |α̃1| + · · · + |α̃k | + d̃0 + · · · + d̃k,

α̃i = αi, i ∈ K \ I1
Fµ+1

,

d̃i = di, i ∈ K0 \ I2
Fµ+1

,

p̃i + · · · + p̃s+1 ≤
∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α̃ j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

2d̃ j, i = 1, · · · , µ + 1,

(5.55)

and the subordinate parameters are subject to three cases:

Case 1’ There exists i0 ∈ I1
Fµ+1

such that |α̃i0 | =
n+1

2
− 2m and



























|α̃i| <
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ I1

Fµ+1
\ {i0},

0 ≤ d̃i < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ I2
Fµ+1

,

Lk0
+ · · · + Lk0+µ ≤ J̃ ≤ Lk0

+ · · · + Lk−1.

In this case, we define I∗
µ+1,1

= I∗
µ,1
∪ {i0} and I∗

µ+1,2
= I∗

µ,2
.

Case 2’ There exists i0 ∈ I2
Fµ+1

such that 0 < d̃i0 = max{0, li0 + 2 − 2m}



























|α̃i| <
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ I1

Fµ+1
,

0 ≤ d̃i < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ I2
Fµ+1
\ {i0},

Lk0
+ · · · + Lk0+µ ≤ J̃ ≤ Lk0

+ · · · + Lk−1.

In this case, we define I∗
µ+1,1

= I∗
µ,1

and I∗
µ+1,2

= I∗
µ,2
∪ {i0}.

Case 3’ It follows that



























|α̃i| <
n+1

2
− 2m, i ∈ I1

Fµ+1
,

0 ≤ d̃i < max{0, li + 2 − 2m}, i ∈ I2
Fµ+1

,

J̃ = Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1.

In this case, we define I∗
µ+1,1

= I∗
µ,1

and I∗
µ+1,2

= I∗
µ,2

.
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The remaining discussion is parallel to those from Case 1 to Case 3 previously. That

i0 < I∗µ,1 in Case 1’ and that i0 < I∗µ,2 in Case 2’ are implied by Lemma 5.7. We also

conclude in all three cases that (5.20) holds for i = µ + 1 by definition, and that














I∗µ+1,1 = {i ∈ K; |α̃i| =
n+1

2
− 2m},

I∗
µ+1,2

= {i ∈ K0; d̃i = max{0, li + 2 − 2m}},

which follows by (5.55), the definitions of I∗µ,1 and I∗µ,2, and the consequence of Lemma

5.7 saying

I∗µ,1 ⊂ K \ I1
Fµ+1

, I∗µ,2 ⊂ K0 \ I2
Fµ+1

.

Now integral (5.54) satisfies all constraints in the statement for µ + 1 if we equip it with

the sequences I∗
0,1
⊂ · · · ⊂ I∗

µ,1
⊂ I∗

µ+1,1
and I∗

0,2
⊂ · · · ⊂ I∗

µ,2
⊂ I∗

µ+1,2
defined respectively

above, and the proof is complete. �

5.3. Reduction of line singularities.

We now turn to a reduction of the family of ‖Fi‖ in the integral (5.12), and the main

result in this part is Proposition 5.14. The key property of F1, · · · , Fs we observe is that

the subscripts of their elements have a nested pattern described by the following.

Definition 5.10. We call subset A of N0 × N0 is admissible, if

1) (i, j) ∈ A implies i < j.

2) (i1, j1), (i2, j2) ∈ A and i1 < j2 < j1 imply i1 ≤ i2.

If integral (5.12) in Proposition 5.1 is given with s ≥ 2, then τ(1), · · · , τ(s−1) defined in

(5.15) must exist, and it has been shown in (5.25) that

I∗i−1 \ I∗i = { j
(i)} = {N(I∗i−1, τ

(i))}, i = 1, · · · , s − 1,

We define for j ∈ K that

ι j =



























j − 1, j ∈ K \ I∗
0
,

L(K0 \ I∗
i−1,2

, j), j ∈ I∗
i−1
\ I∗

i
, i = 1, · · · , s − 1,

L(K0 \ I∗
s−1,2

, j), j ∈ I∗
s−1
,

=



























j − 1, j ∈ K \ I∗
0
,

L(K0 \ I∗
i−1,2

, j(i)), j = j(i), i = 1, · · · , s − 1,

L(K0 \ I∗
s−1,2, j), j ∈ I∗

s−1
.

(5.56)

It immediately follows that ι j < j and

Eι
j(i)
, j(i) ∈ Fi, i = 1, · · · , s − 1,

Eι j, j ∈ Fs, j ∈ I∗s−1.
(5.57)

We note in advance that the following property is crucial for Proposition 5.19 in the

next section.
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Proposition 5.11. If integral (5.12) in Proposition 5.1 is given with s ≥ 2, then {(ι j, j); j ∈

K} is admissible.

Proof. Suppose ι j < j′ < j for some j ∈ K. We first note that j ∈ I∗
0

must hold because

ι j ≤ j − 2, and the conclusion is obviously trivial when j′ ∈ K0 \ I∗
0
.

If j′ ∈ I∗
0

and ι j = L(K0 \ I∗
i−1,2

, j) for some i = 1, · · · , s, we know by ι j < j′ < j

that j′ < K0 \ I∗
i−1,2

. Since I∗
i−1
⊂ K0 \ I∗

i−1,2
, then j′ < I∗

i−1
holds and thus j′ ∈ I∗

0
\ I∗

i−1

follows. Therefore, there exists i′ ∈ K with 1 ≤ i′ ≤ i − 1 such that Ii′−1 \ I∗
i′
= { j′}, and

consequently

ι j′ = L(K0 \ I∗i′−1,2, j′) ≥ L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, j′) = L(K0 \ I∗i−1,2, j) = ι j,

where the inequality is a result of I∗
i′−1,2

⊂ I∗
i−1,2

, and the second equality is a conclusion

of ι j < j′ < j again. �

Lemma 5.12. Suppose integral (5.12) in Proposition 5.1 is given with s ≥ 2, and

pi + · · · + ps ≤ p̃i + · · · + p̃s, i = 1, · · · , s, (5.58)

where p̃1, · · · , p̃s ≥ 0. Then

‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps . ‖F1‖
−p̃1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−p̃s .

Proof. Lemma 5.5 implies that 1 & ‖F1‖ ≥ · · · ≥ ‖Fs‖, so

‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps =‖F1‖
−p̃1‖F1‖

−(p1−p̃1)‖F2‖
−p2 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps

.‖F1‖
−p̃1 ×















‖F2‖
−p2 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps , if p1 ≤ p̃1,

‖F2‖
−(p1+p2−p̃1) · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps , if p1 > p̃1,

and the conclusion follows by an induction on s if we use (5.58). �

Lemma 5.13. If integral (5.12) in Proposition 5.1 is given with s ≥ 2, it follows that

∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

d j ≤ J − (Lk0
+ · · · + Lk0+i−2), i = 2, · · · , s. (5.59)

Proof. The inclusions (5.13) imply

|α j| =
n+1

2
− 2m ≥ Lτ, j ∈ I∗i−1,1,

for any k0 ≤ τ ≤ k because lτ ≤
n−3

2
, and also imply

d j = Lσ−1( j) > 0, j ∈ I∗i−1,2 \ I∗0,2,
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because d j = max{0, l j + 2 − 2m} = l j + 2 − 2m > 0 must hold. Since the constraint 2) in

Proposition 5.1 also implies #I∗
i−1,1 + #(I∗

i−1,2 \ I∗
0,2) = i − 1, so

J ≥





















∑

j∈I∗
i−1,1

|α j| +
∑

j∈I∗
i−1,2
\I∗

0,2

d j





















+





















∑

j∈K\I∗
i−1,1

|α j| +
∑

j∈K0\I
∗
i−1,2

d j





















≥
(

Lk0
+ · · · + Lk0+i−2

)

+

























∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

d j

























,

and the last line is a consequence of Lemma 5.7. �

Proposition 5.14. Suppose integral (5.12) in Proposition 5.1 is given, and {Eι j, j} j∈K is

defined through (5.56).

1) If s ≥ 2 and I∗
s−1,1
, ∅, which guarantees the existence of i0 ∈ {1, · · · , s− 1} with

I∗
i0 ,1
\ I∗

i0−1,1
= {τ(i0)} and I∗

i0 ,2
= I∗

i0−1,2
, then

‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps . |Eι
j(i0) , j

(i0) |−( n+1
2
−2m)

∏

j∈K\{ j(i0)}

|Eι j, j|
−(n+1−4m). (5.60)

If j(i0) < k, then j(i0) ≤ ι j holds for all j ∈ { j(i0)
+ 1, · · · , k}.

2) If s ≥ 2 and I∗
s−1,1 = ∅, then

‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps . |Eιk ,k|
−min{n+1−4m, n+1

2
−2m+d0+dk}

∏

j∈K\{k}

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m),

which also holds if s = 1.

Proof. First note that (5.57) implies

‖Fi‖ ≥ |Eι
j(i)
, j(i) |, i = 1, · · · , s − 1,

‖Fs‖ ≥ |Eι j , j|, j ∈ I∗s−1.
(5.61)

We first show 1). If 1 ≤ i < i0, since I∗
i0 ,1
\ I∗

i0−1,1
= {τ(i0)} implies τ(i0) ∈ I1

Fi0

⊂ I1
Fi

by

(5.20) and Lemma 5.5, we deduce

pi + · · · + ps =2

























∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

d j

























−
∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α j|

≤















2J − |αi0 |, i = 1,

2(J − Lk0
− · · · − Lk0+i−2) − |αi0 |, 1 < i < i0,

≤2(Lk0+i−1 + · · · + Lk−1) − (n+1
2
− 2m)

≤(n + 1 − 4m)(k − k0 − i) + (n+1
2
− 2m),
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where we have used (5.18), (5.59), the last inequality in (5.14), and the fact that |αi0 | =
n+1

2
− 2m for τ(i0) ∈ I∗

i0 ,1
⊂ I∗

s,1
. If i0 ≤ i ≤ s, we always have by (5.59) that

pi + · · · + ps ≤2

























∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

d j

























≤















2J, i = 1,

2(J − Lk0
− · · · − Lk0+i−2), 1 < i ≤ s,

≤2(Lk0+i−1 + · · · + Lk−1)

≤(n + 1 − 4m)(k − k0 − i + 1).

(5.62)

Applying Lemma 5.12 with

p̃i =



























n + 1 − 4m, i < {i0, s},
n+1

2
− 2m, i = i0,

(n + 1 − 4m)(k − k0 − s + 1), i = s,

and we get by using (5.61), I∗
0
\ I∗

s−1
=

⋃s−1
i=1 { j

(i)} and #I∗
s−1
= k − k0 − s + 1 that

‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps .‖Fi0‖
−( n+1

2 −2m)



























∏

1≤i≤s−1
i,i0

‖Fi‖
−(n+1−4m)



























‖Fs‖
−(n+1−4m)(k−k0−s+1)

≤|Eι
j(i0) , j

(i0) |
−( n+1

2
−2m)

∏

1≤i≤s−1
i,i0

|Eι
j(i)
, j(i) |
−(n+1−4m)

∏

j∈I∗
s−1

|Eι j, j|
−(n+1−4m)

=|Eι
j(i0) , j

(i0) |
−( n+1

2
−2m)

∏

j∈I∗
0
\{ j(i0)}

|Eι j, j|
−(n+1−4m),

(5.63)

which implies (5.60) for |Eι j , j| . 1. Now suppose j(i0) < k and

ιi < j(i0) < i, (5.64)

for some i ∈ { j(i0)
+ 1, · · · , k}, which indicates ιi ≤ i − 2, thus

i ∈ I∗
i′
0
−1, (5.65)

and ιi = L(K0 \ I∗
i′
0
−1,2

, i) hold for some i′
0
≥ 1 by (5.56). Note that i′

0
> i0 must hold,

because otherwise i′
0
< i0 for j(i0)

, i, and then j(i0) ∈ I∗
i0−1
⊂ I∗

i′
0
−1
⊂ K0 \ I∗

i′
0
−1,2

yields

the contradiction ιi ≥ j(i0) to (5.64). On the other hand, we have shown at the beginning

of the proof that τ(i0) ∈ I1
Fi0

, so there in the view of (5.22) exists some j ∈ I∗
i0−1

with

L(K0 \ I∗i0−1,2, j) < τ(i0) ≤ j. (5.66)
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Note that j ∈ I∗
i0−1

implies N(I∗
i0−1

, τ(i0)) ≤ j, that is j(i0) ≤ j. It is in fact impossible

for j(i0) < j to hold, otherwise, the fact by definition that j(i0) ∈ I∗
i0−1
⊂ K0 \ I∗

i0−1,2

implies j(i0) ≤ L(K0 \ I∗
i0−1,2

, j) < j, and the contradiction τ(i0) ≤ N(I∗
i0−1

, τ(i0)) = j(i0) ≤

L(K0 \ I∗
i0−1,2

, j) < τ(i0) to (5.66). Now we must have j = j(i0), that is

L(K0 \ I∗i0−1,2, j(i0)) < τ(i0) ≤ j(i0).

This, and the fact { j(i0), · · · , i−1} ⊂ I∗
i′
0
−1,2

implied by (5.64), together show {τ(i0), · · · , i−

1} ⊂ I∗
i′
0
−1,2

, and consequently

I∗
i′
0
−1 = DI∗

i′
0
−1,1

DI∗
i′
0
−1,2
K ⊂ Dτ(i0) D{τ(i0),··· ,i−1}K,

which indicates the contradiction i < I∗
i′
0
−1

to (5.65). Therefore, (5.64) is not true, and the

proof of 1) is complete.

To show 2), if s ≥ 2, I∗
s−1,1

= ∅ and {0, k} ∩ I∗
s−1,2

, ∅, note that (5.62) is true for

i = 1, · · · , s, we may apply Lemma 5.12 with

p̃i =















n + 1 − 4m, i = 1, · · · , s − 1,

(k − k0 − s + 1)(n + 1 − 4m), i = s,

and similar to (5.63), we deduce

‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps .

















∏

1≤i≤s−1

‖Fi‖
−(n+1−4m)

















‖Fs‖
−(n+1−4m)(k−k0−s+1)

≤
∏

1≤i≤s−1

|Eι
j(i)
, j(i) |
−(n+1−4m)

∏

j∈I∗
s−1

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m)

≤
∏

j∈K

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m),

and this is a stronger estimate for n+1−4m ≤ n+1
2
−2m+d0+dk holds when {0, k}∩I∗

s−1,2 ,

∅.

If I∗
s−1,1
= ∅ and {0, k} ∩ I∗

s−1,2
= ∅, then

I∗s−1 = DI∗
s−1,2
K = K \ I∗s−1,2 ∋ k, (5.67)

so it is easy to get from (5.22) that

I1
Fs
=

⋃

j∈K\I∗
s−1,2

{L(K0 \ I∗s−1,2, j) + 1, · · · , j} = K,

I2
Fs
=

⋃

j∈K\I∗
s−1,2

{L(K0 \ I∗s−1,2, j), j} = K0 \ I∗s−1,2.
(5.68)
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Next for i = 1, · · · , s,

pi + · · · + ps ≤
∑

j∈I1
Fi

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fi

2d j

≤
∑

j∈K

|α j| +
∑

j∈K0\I
∗
i−1,2

2d j

=

∑

j∈I1
Fs

|α j| +
∑

j∈K0\I
∗
s−1,2

2d j +

∑

j∈I∗
s−1,2
\I∗

i−1,2

2d j

≤
∑

j∈I1
Fs

|α j| +
∑

j∈K0\I
∗
s−1,2

2d j + (n + 1 − 4m)(s − i),

(5.69)

where we have used Lemma 5.7 and the fact that #(I∗
s−1,2
\ I∗

i−1,2
) ≤ s − i. Further,

∑

j∈I1
Fs

|α j| +
∑

j∈K0\I
∗
s−1,2

2d j =

∑

j∈I1
Fs

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fs

d j +

∑

j∈K0\I
∗
s−1,2

d j

≤Lk0+s−1 + · · · + Lk−1 +

∑

j∈K0\I
∗
s−1,2

d j

≤(n+1
2
− 2m)(k − k0 − s + 1) +

∑

j∈K0\I
∗
s−1,2

d j

=(n+1
2
− 2m)(k − k0 − s) +

∑

j∈K\(I∗
s−1,2
∪{k})

d j + (n+1
2
− 2m) + d0 + dk

≤(n+1
2
− 2m)(k − k0 − s) + (n+1

2
− 2m)#

(

K \ (I∗s−1,2 ∪ {k})
)

+
n+1

2
− 2m + d0 + dk

≤(n + 1 − 4m)(k − k0 − s) + n+1
2
− 2m + d0 + dk,

(5.70)

where we have used (5.68), an application of (5.59) that is similar to (5.62), the assump-

tion {0, k} ∩ I∗
s−1,2

= ∅, and the fact that #(K \ (I∗
s−1,2
∪ {k})) = k − k0 − s which is due

to ∅ = I∗
s−1,1

= · · · = I∗
0,1

and consequently I∗
s−1,2

= I∗
0,2
∪ {τ(1), · · · , τ(s−1)}. On the other

hand, we also have

∑

j∈I1
Fs

|α j| +
∑

j∈K0\I
∗
s−1,2

2d j ≤2























∑

j∈I1
Fs

|α j| +
∑

j∈I2
Fs

d j























≤2(Lk0+s−1 + · · · + Lk−1)

≤(n + 1 − 4m)(k − k0 − s + 1).

(5.71)

Combining (5.70), (5.71) and (5.69), we derive for i = i, · · · , s that

pi + · · · + ps

≤(n + 1 − 4m)(k − k0 − i) +min(n + 1 − 4m, n+1
2
− 2m + d0 + dk),
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so we may apply Lemma 5.12 with

p̃i =















n + 1 − 4m, i = 1, · · · , s − 1,

(n + 1 − 4m)(k − k0 − s) +min{n + 1 − 4m, n+1
2
− 2m + d0 + dk}, i = s,

to deduce

‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps

.

















∏

1≤i≤s−1

‖Fi‖
−(n+1−4m)

















‖Fs‖
−(n+1−4m)(k−k0−s)−min{n+1−4m, n+1

2
−2m+d0+dk}

≤|Eιk,k|
−min{n+1−4m, n+1

2 −2m+d0+dk}
∏

1≤i≤s−1

|Eι
j(i)
, j(i) |
−(n+1−4m)

∏

j∈I∗
s−1
\{k}

|Eι j, j|
−(n+1−4m)

≤|Eιk,k|
−min{n+1−4m, n+1

2
−2m+d0+dk}

∏

j∈K\{k}

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m),

where in the second inequality we have used (5.67) and consequently #(I∗
s−1
\ {k}) =

k − k0 − s. Now the proof of 2) is complete. �

5.4. Estimates for integrals with point and reduced line singularities.

Since ‖F1‖
−p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

−ps in (5.12) has been estimated in Proposition 5.14 in particular

forms, we now need to consider the estimates for integrals in the form of

Ik(x0, xk+1; β1, · · · , βk, a0, · · · , ak, q1, · · · , qk)

=

∫

Rkn

〈x1〉
−β1− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−

|x0 − x1|
a0 · · · |xk − xk+1|

ak
|Eη1,1|

−q1 · · · |Eηk,k|
−qk dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.72)

based on the three lemmas (Lemma 5.16 to Lemma 5.18), which together prove the

second main technical result Proposition 5.19 in Section 5.

Before introducing these results, it is crucial to note that when there are a lot of line

singularities |Eη j , j|
−q j in the integral (5.72), the possibility of bounding such integrals

will come from further assuming {(η j, j); j ∈ K} to be admissible by Definition 5.10,

because then we are always able to choose a specific variable xτ such that Proposition

2.4 is first applicable in the integral of xτ where at most two line singularities are relevant,

and the admissibility of {(η j, j); j ∈ K} will also allow such mechanism after each time

of applying Proposition 2.4. The choice of such xτ is asked to obey certain constraints

for technical reasons.

Proposition 5.15. Suppose that {(η j, j); j ∈ K} in (5.72) is admissible. Then we can find

τ ∈ K such that xτ is independent of Eη j, j unless j ∈ {τ − 1, τ}, and we also assert the

following:

(i) If there exists s ∈ K with ηs ≤ s − 3, then τ can be chosen to satisfy ηs < τ < s.

(ii) τ can always be chosen to satisfy either

ηk ≤ ητ+1 < ητ < τ < τ + 1 ≤ k, (5.73)
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or

ηk < τ = k. (5.74)

Proof. To prove (i), let

τ = max{ j ∈ {1, · · · , s − 1}; η j = j − 1 or η j = η j−1}, (5.75)

which is well defined because η1 = 0. If τ < s − 1, from the admissibility of {(η j, j); j ∈

K} and that τ being the greatest, we must have

ητ+1 < ητ < τ < τ + 1, (5.76)

thus for j = τ + 1, · · · , k, it follows from the admissibility again that either η j ≥ τ + 1 or

η j ≤ ητ+1 holds, and consequently

η j < {τ − 1, τ}, j = τ + 1, · · · , k. (5.77)

If τ = s − 1, then (5.77) is also true, because the admissibility implies either η j ≥ s or

η j ≤ ηs, and recall that we have assumed ηs ≤ s − 3 = τ − 2. It is now clear that

ηs < τ < s, (5.78)

and Eη j, j depends on xτ only when j ∈ {τ − 1, τ}.

To prove (ii), if ηk ≥ k − 2, we can just choose τ = k because η j < k − 2 for each

j < k − 2. If ηk ≤ k − 3, we may use the first assertion with s = k to choose τ, and then

(5.76) implies either (5.73) or (5.74). �

We now turn back to the estimates of (5.72) in different regimes of assumption on

indices.

Lemma 5.16. Suppose n ≥ 4m + 1, k ≥ 2, {(η j, j); j ∈ K} is admissible in (5.72), and


























n − 2m ≤ ai ≤ n − 2 (1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1), 0 ≤ a0, ak ≤ n − 2, a0 + ak ≥
n−1

2
,

βi ≥ 2m (i ∈ K \ {k}), βk ≥
n+1

2
,

qi = n + 1 − 4m (1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1), 0 ≤ qk ≤ min{a0 + ak, n + 1 − 4m}.

(5.79)

Then

Ik(x0, xk+1; β1, · · · , βk, a0, · · · , ak, q1, · · · , qk) . 1, |x0 − xk+1| & 1.

Proof. If k = 2, then {Eη1,1, Eη2
, 2} = {E0,1, Eη2,2}, and one checks with Proposition 2.4

in both situations that
∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−(β1+ǫ)|r0|

−a0 |r1|
−a1 |E0,1|

−q1 |Eη2,2|
−q2 dx1

=

∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−β1−dx1

|x0 − x1|
a0 |x1 − x2|

a1 |Ex0 x1 x1 x2
|n+1−4m|Exη2

xη2+1x2 x3
|q2
,

.|Ex0 x2 x2 x3
|−q2 |x0 − x2|

−min{a0,a1}, |x0 − x2| > 0,
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and therefore

I2 .

∫

Rn

〈x2〉
−β2−dx2

|x0 − x2|
min{a0,a1}|x2 − x3|

a2 |Ex0 x2 x2 x3
|q2
. 1, |x0 − x3| & 1,

where we have used the facts that β2 ≥
n+1

2
,

min{a0, a1} + a2 + β2 − n ≥ min{a0 + a2, n − 2m} − n−1
2
≥ 0,

and

min{a0, a1} + a2 − q2 ≥ min{a0 + a2, n − 2m} −min{a0 + a2, n + 1 − 4m} ≥ 0.

If k ≥ 3, we split the proof into three cases.

Case 1: There exists s ∈ {3, · · · , k} with ηs ≤ s − 3.

By the first assertion of Proposition 5.15, we can find τ ∈ K with ηs < τ < s, so that

Eη j, j depends on xτ only when j ∈ {τ−1, τ}, and then the integral with respect to xτ reads

∫

Rn

〈xτ〉
−βτ−dxτ

|xτ−1 − xτ|aτ−1 |xτ − xτ+1|
aτ |Eητ−1,τ−1|

n+1−4m|Eητ,τ|
n+1−4m

. (5.80)

If ητ = ητ−1, the triangle inequality implies

|Eητ−1,τ−1|
−(n+1−4m) |Eητ,τ|

−(n+1−4m)

.|Eητ,τ|
−(n+1−4m) |Eτ−1,τ|

−(n+1−4m)
+ |Eητ−1,τ−1|

−(n+1−4m)|Eτ−1,τ |
−(n+1−4m),

(5.81)

we may thus just consider ητ = ητ−1 in the view of (5.75), and apply Proposition 2.4 to

(5.80) and (5.81), to conclude that integral (5.80) is bounded by

|Exητ−1
xητ−1+1xτ−1xτ+1

|−(n+1−4m) |xτ−1 − xτ+1|
−min{aτ−1,aτ},

where we have used βτ ≥ 2m which always holds. Consequently,

Ik .

∫

R(k−1)n

〈x1〉
−β1− · · · 〈xτ−1〉

−βτ−1−〈xτ+1〉
−βτ+1− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−

|r0|
a0 · · · |rτ−2|

aτ−2 |xτ−1 − xτ+1|
min{aτ−1,aτ}|rτ+1 |

aτ+1 · · · |rk |
ak

×
dx1 · · · dxτ−1dxτ · · · dxk

|Exητ−1
xητ−1+1xτ−1xτ+1

|n+1−4m
∏

j∈K\{τ−1,τ}
|Exη j

xη j+1x j x j+1
|q j
.

(5.82)

Now we relabel

y j =















x j, 0 ≤ j ≤ τ − 1,

x j+1 τ ≤ j ≤ k,
β̃ j =















β j, 1 ≤ j ≤ τ − 1,

β j+1 τ ≤ j ≤ k − 1,

and

ã j =



























a j, 0 ≤ j ≤ τ − 2,

min(aτ−1, aτ), j = τ − 1,

a j+1 τ ≤ j ≤ k − 1,

q̃ j =



























q j, if τ ≥ 3, 1 ≤ j ≤ τ − 2,

n + 1 − 4m, j = τ − 1,

q j+1, τ ≤ j ≤ k − 1.
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Note that ητ−1 < τ − 1 implies Exητ−1
xητ−1+1xτ−1 xτ+1

= Eyητ−1
yητ−1+1yτ−1yτ . If 1 ≤ j ≤ τ − 2, it

is also obvious from the admissibility that Exη j
xη j+1x j x j+1

= Eyη j
yη j+1y jy j+1

. If τ+ 1 ≤ j ≤ k,

the argument from (5.76) to (5.78) also shows that

Exη j
xη j+1x j x j+1

=















Eyη j
yη j+1y j−1y j

, if η j ≤ τ − 2,

Eyη j−1yη j
y j−1y j

, if η j ≥ τ + 1.

In other words, if we denote

η̃ j =



























η j, 1 ≤ j ≤ τ − 1,

η j+1, if τ ≤ j ≤ k − 1 and η j+1 ≤ τ − 2,

η j+1 − 1, if τ ≤ j ≤ k − 1 and η j+1 ≥ τ + 1,

then (5.82) says

Ik .

∫

R(k−1)n

〈y1〉
−β̃1− · · · 〈yk−1〉

−β̃k−1−

|y0 − y1|
ã0 · · · |yk−1 − yk |

ãk−1
|Eη̃1,1|

−q̃1 · · · |Eη̃k−1,k−1|
−q̃k−1 dy1 · · · dyk−1. (5.83)

We claim that {(η̃ j, j); j ∈ K \ {k}} is admissible. In fact, that η̃ j < j is obvious by

definition, and to check condition 2) in Definition 5.10, it is only necessary to discuss

when τ ≤ j ≤ k − 1 and η̃ j < i < j, where there are four possibilities:

1) If i ≤ τ − 1, we must know η̃ j = η j+1, so η̃ j ≤ ηi = η̃i is obvious.

2) If i ≥ τ and η̃i = ηi+1, it is easy to see from η̃ j < i < j that η j+1 < i + 1 < j + 1,

and therefore η̃ j ≤ η j+1 ≤ ηi+1 = η̃i.

3) If i ≥ τ, η̃i = ηi+1 − 1 and η̃ j = η j+1 − 1, then η j+1 < i + 1 < j + 1 and thus

η̃ j = η j+1 − 1 ≤ ηi+1 − 1 = η̃i.

4) If i ≥ τ, η̃i = ηi+1 − 1 and η̃ j = η j+1, then η j+1 ≤ τ − 2, ηi+1 ≥ τ + 1, and thus

η̃ j ≤ η̃i − 2.

Now it is routine to check the relevant conditions in (5.79) with respect to ãi, β̃i and

q̃i for the RHS of (5.83). Thus the estimate of Ik is reduced to that of Ik−1.

Case 2: ηs ≥ s − 2 for all s ∈ {3, · · · , k}, and η3 = 2.

We first know η j ≥ 2 for j ≥ 3 so that Eη j , j is independent of x1. Since β1 ≥ 2m

always holds, we can apply Proposition 2.4 to the integral with respect to x1 whenever

η2 = 0 or η2 = 1 to have

∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−β1−|r0|

−a0 |r1|
−a1 |E0,1|

−q1 |Eη2,2|
−q2 dx1

=

∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−β1−dx1

|x0 − x1|
a0 |x1 − x2|

a1 |Ex0 x1x1 x2
|n+1−4m |Exη2

xη2+1x2 x3
|(n+1−4m)

,

.|Ex0 x2 x2 x3
|−(n+1−4m) |x0 − x2|

−min{a0,a1},

(5.84)
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and consequently

Ik .

∫

R(k−1)n

〈x2〉
−β2− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−

|x0 − x2|
min{a0,a1}|x2 − x3|

a2 · · · |xk − xk+1|
ak

×
dx2 · · · dxk

|Ex0 x2 x2 x3
|n+1−4m|Eη3 ,3|

q3 · · · |Eηk,k |
qk
,

so the estimate is reduced to that of Ik−1 with the obvious relabeling

y j =















x0, j = 0,

x j+1, 1 ≤ j ≤ k,
ã j =















min{a0, a1}, j = 0,

a j+1, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,

η̃ j =















0, j = 1,

η j+1, 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,
(β̃ j, q̃ j) = (β j+1, q j+1), 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,

and an easy check of relevant conditions in (5.79) where we remark that

ã0+ ãk−1 = min{a0+ak, a1+ak} ≥ min{a0+ak, n−2m} ≥ max{ n−1
2
, qk} = max{ n−1

2
, q̃k−1}.

Case 3: ηs ≥ s − 2 for all s ∈ {3, · · · , k}, and η3 = 1.

We must have {Eη1,1, Eη2,2, Eη3,3} = {E0,1, E1,2, E1,3}. Since E1,3 = E1,2 + E2,3, it

follows from homogeneity argument that

|E1,2|
−(n+1−4m)|E1,3|

−q3 . |E1,2|
−(n+1−4m) |E2,3|

−q3 + |E2,3|
−(n+1−4m) |E1,3|

−q3 ,

and then

Ik .

∫

Rkn

〈x1〉
−β1− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−dx1 · · · dxk

|r0|
a0 · · · |rk |

ak |E0,1|
n+1−4m |E1,2|

n+1−4m |E2,3|
q3 · · · |Eηk ,k|

qk

+

∫

Rkn

〈x1〉
−β1− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−dx1 · · · dxk

|r0|
a0 · · · |rk |

ak |E0,1|
n+1−4m |E2,3|

n+1−4m |E1,3|
q3 · · · |Eηk,k|

qk

:=I1
k + I2

k .

Bounding I1
k

has essentially been discussed, because the integral with respect to x1 is

exactly (5.84) with η2 = 1, and all consequences follow with no change.

Therefore, we are left to bound I2
k
. We first apply Proposition 2.4 to the integral with

respect to x1 to get
∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−β1−dx1

|r0|
a0 |r1|

a1 |E0,1|
n+1−4m|E1,3|

q3
. |Ex0 x2 x3x4

|−q3 |x0 − x2|
−min{a0,a1},

where β1 ≥ 2m is used. If k = 3, then

I2
k = I2

3 .

∫

R2n

〈x2〉
−β2−〈x3〉

−β3−dx2dx3

|x0 − x2|
min{a0,a1}|x2 − x3|

a2 |x3 − x4|
a3 |Ex0 x2 x3 x4

|q3 |Ex2 x3 x3x4
|n+1−4m

.

∫

R

〈x2〉
−β2−dx2

|x0 − x2|
min{a0,a1}|x2 − x4|

min{a2,a3}|Ex0 x2x2 x4
|q3

.1, |x0 − x4| = |x0 − xk+1| ≥ 1,
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where in the last step we have used the fact that

min{a0, a1} +min{a2, a3} ≥ min{a0 + a3, n − 2m} ≥ max{ n−1
2
, q3}.

If k ≥ 4, we have q3 = n + 1 − 4m and

I2
k .

∫

R(k−1)n

〈x2〉
−β2− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−

|x0 − x2|
min{a0,a1}|r2|

a2 · · · |rk |
ak

×
dx2 · · · dxk

|Ex0 x2 x3 x4
|n+1−4m |Ex2 x3 x3 x4

|n+1−4m|Eη4,4|
q4 · · · |Eηk ,k|

qk

(5.85)

The triangle inequality implies

1

|Ex0 x2 x3 x4
|n+1−4m|Ex2 x3 x3 x4

|n+1−4m

.
1

|Ex0 x2 x2 x3
|n+1−4m|Ex2 x3 x3 x4

|n+1−4m
+

1

|Ex0 x2x2 x3
|n+1−4m |Ex0 x2 x3 x4

|n+1−4m
,

(5.86)

and we also note that η4 = 3 must hold, because otherwise 2 = η4 ≤ η3 < 3 < 4 yields

the contradiction η3 = 2. So we may apply Proposition 2.4 and (5.86) to the integral with

respect to x2 on the RHS of (5.85) where Eη4,4, · · · , Eηk,k are irrelevant, to get

I2
k .

∫

R(k−2)n

〈x3〉
−β3− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−dx3 · · · dxk

|x0 − x3|
min{a0,a1,a2}|r3|

a3 · · · |rk |
ak |Ex0 x3 x3 x4

|n+1−4m|Eη4 ,4|
q4 · · · |Eηk,k |

qk
,

then the estimate is reduced to that of Ik−2 with the relabeling

y j =















x0, j = 0,

x j+2, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,
ã j =















min{a0, a1, a2}, j = 0,

a j+2, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2,

η̃ j =















0, j = 1,

η j+2 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 2,
(β̃ j, q̃ j) = (β j+2, q j+2), 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2,

and the proof is complete with an easy check of relevant conditions in (5.79). �

Lemma 5.17. Suppose n ≥ 4m + 1, k ≥ 2, {(η j, j); j ∈ K} is admissible in (5.72),

j0 ∈ K \ {k} be fixed with j0 ≤ η j ( j0 + 1 ≤ j ≤ k), qi = n + 1 − 4m for i ∈ K \ { j0},

q j0 =
n+1

2
− 2m, n − 2m ≤ ai ≤ n − 2 (i < {0, k}), 0 ≤ a0, ak ≤ n − 2 and either

a0, ak ≥
n−1

2
, βi ≥ 2m (i ∈ K), (5.87)

or

a0 + ak ≥
n−1

2
, βi ≥

n+1
2

(i ∈ K). (5.88)

Then

Ik(x0, xk+1; β1, · · · , βk, a0, · · · , ak, q1, · · · , qk) . 1, |x0 − xk+1| & 1.

Proof. We only show the proof when (5.87) holds, for the other case when (5.88) holds

can be shown in a parallel way.
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If k = 2, then j0 = η2 = 1 and {Eη1,1, Eη2,2} = {E0,1, E1,2}. One checks with Proposi-

tion 2.4 to deduce
∫

Rn

〈x2〉
−β2−|r1|

−a1 |r2|
−a2 |E0,1|

−q1 |E1,2|
−q2 dx2

=

∫

Rn

〈x2〉
−β2−dx2

|x1 − x2|
a1 |x2 − x3|

a2 |Ex0 x1 x1 x2
|

n+1
2
−2m|Ex1 x2 x2 x3

|n+1−4m
,

.|Ex0 x1 x1 x3
|−( n+1

2
−2m)|x1 − x3|

−min{a1,a2}, |x1 − x3| > 0,

and then

I2 .

∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−β1−dx1

|x0 − x1|
a0 |x1 − x3|

min{a1,a2}|Ex0 x1 x1 x3
|

n+1
2
−2m
. 1, |x0 − x3| & 1,

where we have used a1 ≥ n − 2m to make sure min{a1, a2} + a0 ≥
n−1

2
.

If k ≥ 3, by the second assertion of Proposition 5.15, we can find τ ∈ K such that xτ
is independent of Eη j, j unless j ∈ {τ − 1, τ}, satisfying either

j0 ≤ ηk ≤ ητ+1 < ητ < τ < τ + 1 ≤ k,

or

j0 ≤ ηk < τ = k.

We split the argument into two cases.

Case 1: j0 = τ − 1.

We must have j0 = ηk = k − 1 in this case. We apply Proposition 2.4 to the integral

with respect to xk and get
∫

Rn

〈xk〉
−βk−dxk

|xk−1 − xk |
ak−1 |xk − xk+1|

ak |Exηk−1
xηk−1+1xk−1 xk

|
n+1

2
−2m|Exk−1 xk xk xk+1

|n+1−4m

. |Exηk−1
xηk−1+1xk−1xk+1

|−( n+1
2
−2m)|xk−1 − xk+1|

−min{ak−1,ak}, |xk−1 − xk+1| > 0,

where we have used

ak−1 + ak + βk − n ≥ ak, ak−1 + ak − (n + 1 − 4m) ≥ ak.

Consequently

Ik .

∫

R(k−1)n

〈x1〉
−β1− · · · 〈xk−1〉

−βk−1−

|x0 − x1|
a0 · · · |xk−2 − xk−1 |

ak−2 |xk−1 − xk+1|
min{ak−1,ak}

×
dx1 · · · dxk−1

|Eη1,1|
n+1−4m · · · |Eηk−2,k−2|

n+1−4m|Exηk−1
xηk−1+1xk−1xk+1

|
n+1

2
−2m

.

The desired estimate is then implied by Proposition 5.16, where in the relevant conditions

(5.79) one mainly checks by ak−1 ≥ n − 2m that

min{a0 +min{ak−1, ak}, n + 1 − 4m} ≥ min{ n−1
2
, n + 1 − 4m} ≥ n+1

2
− 2m.

Case 2: j0 < τ − 1.
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Since j0 < j0 + 1 < τ in this case, we have q j0+1 = · · · = qτ = · · · = qk = n + 1 − 4m.

The same type of argument from (5.76) to (5.78) shows that Eη j, j is irrelevant in the

integral with respect to xτ if j < {τ − 1, τ}, which is exactly (5.80), and therefore the

application of Proposition 2.4 gives

Ik .

∫

R(k−1)n

∏

j∈K\{τ}
〈x j〉

−βτ−

|xτ−1 − xτ+1|
min{aτ−1,aτ}|Exητ−1

xητ−1+1xτ−1xτ+1
|n+1−4m

×

∏

j∈K\{τ}
dx j

∏

j∈K0\{τ−1,τ}
|r j|

a j
∏

j∈K\{τ−1,τ}
|Exη j

xη j+1x j x j+1
|q j
.

If τ = k, then min{aτ−1, aτ} ≥
n−1

2
. If τ < k, one then has 1 < τ < k and min{aτ−1, aτ} ≥

n+ 1− 4m by the assumptions in this lemma. Therefore the estimate can be immediately

reduced to that of Ik−2, and the proof is complete. �

Lemma 5.18. Suppose n ≥ 4m + 1, k ≥ 2, {(η j, j); j ∈ K} is admissible in (5.72), and


























n − 2m ≤ ai ≤ n − 2 (a ≤ i ≤ k − 1), 0 ≤ a0, ak ≤ n − 2,

βi ≥ 2m (i ∈ K),

qi = n + 1 − 4m (i ∈ K).

1) If n − 2 ≥ a0 + ak ≥
n−1

2
, then

Ik(x0, xk+1; β1, · · · , βk, a0, · · · , ak, q1, · · · , qk) . 1, 0 < |x0 − xk+1| . 1.

2) If i0 ∈ K \ {k} and a0, ak ≥
n−1

2
, then

∫

Rkn

〈x1〉
−β1− · · · 〈xk〉

−βk−dx1 · · · dxk

〈xi0 − xi0+1〉
n−1

2
∏

i∈K0\{i0} |xi − xi+1|
ai

∏

i∈K |Eηi ,i|
n+1−4m

. 1, 0 < |x0 − xk+1| . 1.

Proof. The same type of argument from (5.75) to (5.83) with the help of the second as-

sertion of Proposition 5.15 shall finally reduce the estimate to the case of k = 2. Without

repeating the discussion, we only prove when k = 2 in the following.

To show 1), note that η2 = 0 or η2 = 1 holds, and
∫

Rn

〈x2〉
−β2−dx2

|x1 − x2|
a1 |x2 − x3|

a2 |Ex0 x1 x1 x2
|n+1−4m|Exη2

xη2+1x2 x3
|n+1−4m

.|Ex0 x1 x1 x3
|−(n+1−4m)|x1 − x3|

−min{a1,a2}, |x1 − x3| > 0,

where in the case of η2 = 0 we have used

1

|Ex0 x1 x1x2
|n+1−4m |Ex0 x1 x2 x3

|n+1−4m

.
1

|Ex0 x1 x1x2
|n+1−4m |Ex1 x2 x2 x3

|n+1−4m
+

1

|Ex0 x1 x2 x3
|n+1−4m |Ex1 x2 x2x3

|n+1−4m
.
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Therefore Proposition 2.4 implies

I2 .

∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−β1−dx1

|x0 − x1|
a0 |x1 − x3|

min{a1,a2}|Ex0 x1x1 x3
|n+1−4m

. 1, 0 < |x0 − x3| . 1.

We next show 2). If k = 2, then i0 = 1, and one checks with Proposition 2.4 using

a0 ≥
n−1

2
that

∫

Rn

〈x1〉
−β1−dx1

|x0 − x1|
a0〈x1 − x2〉

n−1
2 |Ex0 x1 x1 x2

|n+1−4m|Exη2
xη2+1x2x3

|n+1−4m

.|Ex0 x2 x2 x3
|−(n+1−4m), |x0 − x2| > 0,

and therefore

I2 .

∫

Rn

〈x2〉
−β2−dx2

|x2 − x3|
a3 |Ex0 x2 x2 x3

|n+1−4m
. 1, 0 < |x0 − x3| . 1.

�

The following is our second main technical result in Section 5.

Proposition 5.19. We have

I(1) :=

∫

Rkn

X
n−1

2 |V (α1)(x1)| · · · |V (αk)(xk)|dx1 · · · dxk

|r0|
n−2−l0+d0 · · · |rk |

n−2−lk+dk‖F1‖
p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

ps
. 1, |x0 − xk+1| & 1,

and

I(2) :=

∫

Rkn

Xn−Lk−2m|V (α1)(x1)| · · · |V (αk)(xk)|dx1 · · · dxk

|r0|
n−2−l0+d0 · · · |rk |

n−2−lk+dk‖F1‖
p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

ps
. 1, |x0 − xk+1| . 1,

where V, Fi and all the indices are the same ones in (5.12).

Proof. To estimate I(1), Proposition 5.14 first implies either

I(1)
.

∫

Rkn

X
n−1

2

∏

i∈K

|V (αi)(xi)|
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+di)

× |Eι
j(i0) , j

(i0) |
−( n+1

2
−2m)

∏

j∈K\{ j(i0)}

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m)dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.89)

or

I(1)
.

∫

Rkn

X
n−1

2

∏

i∈K

|V (αi)(xi)|
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+di)

× |Eιk,k |
−min{n+1−4m, n+1

2
−2m+d0+dk}

∏

j∈K\{k}

|Eι j, j|
−(n+1−4m)dx1 · · · dxk,

(5.90)

where in the first estimate, j(i0) ≤ ι j holds for all j ∈ { j(i0)
+ 1, · · · , k} if j(i0) < k. Recall

that {(ι j, j; ); j ∈ K} is admissible by Proposition 5.11.
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We now decompose the RHS of either of these estimates into I
(1)

j
( j ∈ K0) according

to the regions D j = {X ∼ |r j|}.

If j < {0, k}, then in D j

X
n−1

2

∏

i∈K

|V (αi)(xi)|
∏

i∈K0

|ri |
−(n−2−li+di)

.〈x1〉
− n+1

2
−〈xk〉

− n+1
2
−

∏

i∈K\{1,k}

〈xi〉
−2m−|r0|

−(n−2−l0+d0)|rk |
−(n−2−lk+dk)

∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di,n−2m},

where we have used the decay |V (αi)(xi)| . 〈xi〉
− 3n+1

2
−2m−,

〈xi〉
−1〈xi+1〉

−1
. 〈x1 − xi+1〉

−1 ≤ |x1 − xi+1|
−1, (5.91)

n− 2− li + di ≥
n−1

2
and n− 2m −min{n− 2− li + di, n− 2m} ≤ n+1

2
− 2m. Now the RHS

of both (5.89) and (5.90) when restricted in D j can be estimated as

I
(1)

j
.

∫

Rkn

〈x1〉
− n+1

2
−〈xk〉

− n+1
2
−

∏

i∈K\{1,k}

〈xi〉
−2m−|r0|

−(n−2−l0+d0)

× |rk |
−(n−2−lk+dk)

∏

i∈K0\{0,k}

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di ,n−2m}

∏

j∈K

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m)dx1 · · · dxk,

and the desired bound is checked by Lemma 5.16.

Similarly in D0 or Dk, it follows that

X
n−1

2

∏

i∈K

|V (αi)(xi)|
∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−(n−2−li+di) .

∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
− n+1

2
−|r0|

−a0 |rk |
−ak

∏

i∈K0

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di,n−2m},

where either

a0 + ak ≥ n − 2 − l0 − d0 + dk ≥
n−1

2
+ d0 + dk,

or

a0 + ak ≥ n − 2 − lk + d0 + dk ≥
n−1

2
+ d0 + dk,

and we have used n − 2 − li −
n−1

2
≥ 0. So for I

(1)

k
, we have

I
(1)

k
.

∫

Rkn

∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
− n+1

2
−|r0|

−a0 |rk |
−ak

∏

i∈K0\{0,k}

|ri |
−max{n−2−li+di,n−2m}

× |Eι
j(i0) , j

(i0) |−( n+1
2
−2m)

∏

j∈K\{ j(i0)}

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m)dx1 · · · dxk,

or

I
(1)

k
.

∫

Rkn

∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
− n+1

2
−|r0|

−a0 |rk |
−ak

∏

i∈K0\{0,k}

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di ,n−2m}

× |Eιk,k|
−min{n+1−4m, n+1

2
−2m+d0+dk}

∏

j∈K\{k}

|Eι j , j|
−(n+1−4m)dx1 · · · dxk,

and the desired bound for I
(1)

k
can be checked by Lemma 5.16 and Lemma 5.17, while

the bound for I
(1)

0
follows in the same way.



59

To estimate I(2), let Lk = li1 + 2 − 2m for some i1 ∈ K0. First note that in D j we have

Xn−Lk−2m|r j|
−(n−2−l j+d j) . |r j|

−(li1−l j+d j).

If l j + 2 − 2m ≤ 0, then j < I∗
0,2

, d j = 0 and

∑

i∈I∗
0,2

(n − 2 − li + di) + li1 − l j ≤
∑

i∈I∗
0,2
\{i1}

(n − 2 − li) +

k−1
∑

i=k0

Li + (n − 2 − l j)

≤(n − 2m)(k − k0) + n − 2 − l j ≤ (n − 2)(k − k0 + 1).

Since #I∗
0,2
= k − k0 + 1 and n−1

2
≤ n − 2 − li + di ≤ n − 2m holds for i ∈ I∗

0,2
, we have the

existence of δi ≥ 0 for i ∈ I∗
0,2

such that n−1
2
≤ n − 2 − li + di + δi ≤ n − 2 holds, and

∑

i∈I∗
0,2

(n − 2 − li + di + δi) =
∑

i∈I∗
0,2

(n − 2 − li + di) + li1 − l j.

This, together with (5.91) and the fact that |ri| . |r j| for i ∈ K0, implies the following

bounds. We decompose I(2) into I
(2)

j
( j = 0, · · · , k) by restricting the integral in D j. If

j < {0, k}, then I
(2)

j
is bounded by

∫

Rkn

〈x j−1 − x j〉
− n−1

2

∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
−2m−

∏

i∈I∗
0,2

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di+δi ,n−2m}

∏

i∈{0,k}

|ri|
−(n−2−li+di)

×
∏

i∈K0\(I
∗
0,2
∪{ j}∪{0,k})

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di ,n−2m}

∏

i∈K

|Eιi ,i|
−(n+1−4m)dx1 · · · dxk.

If j ∈ {0, k}, then I
(2)
j

is bounded by

∫

Rkn

∏

i∈K

〈xi〉
−2m−

∏

i∈I∗
0,2

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di+δi,n−2m}

∏

i∈{0,k}\{ j}

|ri|
−(n−2−li+di)

×
∏

i∈K0\(I
∗
0,2
∪{ j}∪{0,k})

|ri|
−max{n−2−li+di ,n−2m}

∏

i∈K

|Eιi,i|
−(n+1−4m)dx1 · · · dxk.

These bounds can be estimated by Lemma 5.18, and we remark that the conditions for

a0 and ak in the two cases of Lemma 5.18 follow from the fact that n − 2 − li + di ≥
n−1

2

when i = 0, k, and the other conditions are easy to check.

If l j + 2 − 2m > 0, then j ∈ I∗
0,2

and

∑

i∈I∗
0,2
\{ j}

(n − 2 − li + di) + li1 − l j + d j ≤ (n − 2m)(k − k0),

so the estimate can also be similarly reduced to the application of Lemma 5.18, and we

save the parallel details here. �
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5.5. Completing the estimate for Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y).

Recall that we are now left to obtain estimate (4.11) for I
~l(t; x, y) defined by (4.10)

under the assumption (4.16), which completes the estimate (4.5) for Ω
high,2
k

(t, x, y).

Apply Proposition 5.1 with µ = k − k0 (and T replaced by δT there) to the spatial

integrals in (4.10), and note that J = Lk0
+ · · · + Kk−1 must hold by (5.14), we have

I
~l(t; x, y)

=

∫

+∞

0

eitλ2m

χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)−Lk0

−···−Lk−1

×

















∫

Rkn

e±iλX

(

∏

i∈K V (αi)(xi)
)

g(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , Fs)ψ( X
δT )

∏

i∈K0
|ri |

n−2−li+di
∏s

i=1 ‖Fi‖
pi

dx1 · · · dxk

















dλ

=

∫

Rkn

∏

i∈K V (αi)(xi)
∏

i∈K0
|ri|

n−2−li+di
∏s

i=1 ‖Fi‖
pi
ψ( X

δT )dx1 · · · dxk

×

∫

+∞

0

eitλ2m±iλXχ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)−Lk0

−···−Lk−1g(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , Fs)dλ,

(5.92)

with all properties illustrated in Proposition 5.1, where we note that X ≥ 1
2
δT ∼ T holds

in suppψ( X
δT

). By definition of Li in (5.6), we have

∑

i∈K0

(2m − 2 − li) + Lk0
+ · · · + Lk−1 ≥ −Lk = 2m − 2 − li0 ,

where i0 = σ(k) (see (5.6)), and consequently

χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)−Lk0

−···−Lk−1g(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , Fs) ∈ S 1+li0
(

(λ0

2
,+∞)

)

.

Thus Lemma 2.6 gives
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

+∞

0

eitλ2m±iλX χ̃(λ2m)λ2m−1−
∑

i∈K0
(2m−2−li)−Lk0

−···−Lk−1g(λ, r0, · · · , rk, F1, · · · , Fs)dλ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0 , X ≥ δT
2
& T ,

and we recall that µ1+li0
is defined by (2.6). Similar to the calculation in (4.14) and (4.15)

(recall li0 = max j∈K0
l j by definition of Lk in (5.6)), it follows when X & T that

|t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0
− n−1

2 and |t|
− 1

2
+µ1+li0 X

−µ1+li0
−(n−Lk−2m)

,

are both bounded by the function















|t|−
n
2 (1 + |t|−1|x − y|)−

n(m−1)
2m−1 , |t| & 1,

|t|−
n

2m (1 + |t|−
1

2m |x − y|)−
n(m−1)
2m−1 , 0 < |t| . 1.

(5.93)
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If |x − y| & 1, we conclude

|I
~l(t, x, y)| . (5.93) ×

∫

Rkn

X
n−1

2 |V (α1)(x1)| · · · |V (αk)(xk)|dx1 · · · dxk

|r0|
n−2−l0+d0 · · · |rk |

n−2−lk+dk‖F1‖
p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

ps
,

and if |x − y| . 1, we conclude

|I
~l(t, x, y)| . (5.93) ×

∫

Rkn

Xn−Lk−2m|V (α1)(x1)| · · · |V (αk)(xk)|dx1 · · · dxk

|r0|
n−2−l0+d0 · · · |rk |

n−2−lk+dk‖F1‖
p1 · · · ‖Fs‖

ps
,

so the proof is completed by Proposition 5.19.

Appendix A. The proof of Proposition 2.4

Recall the quantities Exyyz and Eww′xy defined in (2.5), and we introduce two coordi-

nates for y ∈ Rn:

y =















x+z
2
+ sy

(x−z)
|x−z|
+ hy, sy ∈ R, hy ∈ (x − z)⊥ � Rn−1,

x + s̃y
(w′−w)
|w′−w|

+ h̃y, s̃y ∈ R, h̃y ∈ (w′ − w)⊥ � Rn−1.
(A.1)

Set Γ = {y ∈ Rn; 0 < |hy | <
|x−z|

2
− |sy|}, Γ+ = {y ∈ Γ; sy ≥ 0}, Γ− = {y ∈ Γ; sy < 0} and

Γ̃ = {y ∈ Rn; 0 < |h̃y | < s̃y}. It is elementary to show that

|Exyyz | ∼















|hy |

min{|x−y|,|y−z|}
, y ∈ Γ,

1, y < Γ,
(A.2)

and that

|Eww′xy| ∼
|h̃y |

|s̃y|+|h̃y |
∼
|h̃y |

|x−y|
∼



















|h̃y|

s̃y
, y ∈ Γ̃,

1, y < Γ̃.
(A.3)

We first prove the special case q = 0 of Proposition 2.4, that is the case where only

one line singularity shows up.

Lemma A.1. Suppose n ≥ 2, k1, l1 ∈ [0, n), k2, l2 ∈ [0,+∞), β ∈ (0,+∞), k2 + l2 + β ≥ n,

and p ∈ [0, n − 1). It follows uniformly in y0 ∈ R
n that

∫

Rn

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p

dy

.















〈|x − z|−max{0,k1+l1−n}〉〈x − z〉−min{k2,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−p}, k1 + l1 , n,

〈|x − z|0−〉〈x − z〉−min{k2 ,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−p}, k1 + l1 = n.

(A.4)

Proof. By (A.2) and Lemma 2.3, the estimate for the integral over Rn \ Γ immediately

follows. Now consider the integral over Γ+. If y ∈ Γ+, we have






































|x − y| ∼
|x−z|

2
− sy . |x − z|,

|y − z| ∼ |x − z|,

|Exyyz | ∼
|hy |

|x−y|
,

〈y − y0〉 ∼ 〈sy − sy0
〉 + 〈hy − hy0

〉.

(A.5)
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When |x − z| ≤ 2, since 〈x − y〉 ∼ 〈y − z〉 ∼ 1, p < n − 1 and k1 < n, we have

∫

Γ+

〈y − y0〉
−β−dy

|x − y|k1 |y − z|l1 |Exyyz |
p
.|x − z|−l1

∫ |x−z|
2

0

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k1−p)












∫

|hy|<
|x−z|

2
−sy

|hy|
−pdhy













dsy

.|x − z|−(k1+l1−n).
(A.6)

When |x − z| > 2 and y ∈ Γ+, 〈|y − z|−1〉 ∼ 1 and 〈y − z〉 ∼ |y − z| follow. Set

θ = min{k2, l2, k2 + l2 + β − n} ≥ 0, we have

1

|x − y|k2−p|y − z|l2
.

1

|x − z|θ |x − y|k2+l2−p−θ
,

and consequently we derive from (A.5) that

∫

Γ+

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p

dy

.|x − z|−θ
∫ |x−z|

2
−1

0

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k2+l2−p−θ)












∫

|hy |<
|x−z|

2
−sy

〈y − y0〉
−β−dhy

|hy |
p













dsy

+ |x − z|−l2

∫ |x−z|
2

|x−z|
2
−1

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k1−p)












∫

|hy|<
|x−z|

2
−sy

〈y − y0〉
−β−dhy

|hy |
p













dsy,

(A.7)

where the second term on the RHS is bounded by |x − z|−l2 if we neglect 〈y − y0〉
−β−, so

we are left to show

∫ |x−z|
2
−1

0

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k2+l2−p−θ)












∫

|hy|<
|x−z|

2
−sy

〈y − y0〉
−β−dhy

|hy |
p













dsy . |x − z|−min{θ,k2+l2−p}.

If k2 + l2 − p ≤ θ which implies β ≥ n − p, since

〈y − y0〉
−β−
. 〈sy − sy0

〉−(β−(n−p)+1)−〈hy − hy0
〉−(n−1−p)−,

by (A.5) we have

∫ |x−z|
2
−1

0

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k2+l2−p−θ)












∫

|hy |<
|x−z|

2
−sy

〈y − y0〉
−β−dhy

|hy|
p













dsy

.|x − z|θ−(k2+l2−p)

∫

R

〈sy − sy0
〉−(1+β−(n−p))−dsy

∫

Rn−1

〈hy − hy0
〉−(n−1−p)−

|hy|
p

dhy

.|x − z|θ−(k2+l2−p).

If k2 + l2 − p > θ, we use

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k2+l2−p−θ)
〈y − y0〉

−β−

.
(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k2+l2+β−θ−p)−
+ 〈sy − sy0

〉−(k2+l2+β−n−θ+1)−〈hy − hy0
〉−(n−1−p)−,
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to get

∫ |x−z|
2
−1

0

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)−(k2+l2−p−θ)












∫

|hy |<
|x−z|

2
−sy

〈y − y0〉
−β−dhy

|hy|
p













dsy . 1.

Now the estimate for the integral over Γ+ is shown, and the part over Γ− follows in a

parallel way. �

Now we turn to prove Proposition 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. We break the integral into three parts.

Part 1: Integral over Rn \ Γ̃

|Eww′xy| ∼ 1 when y ∈ Rn \ Γ̃, so (A.4) implies the desired bound for the integral over

R
n \ Γ̃.

Part 2: Integral over Γ̃ \ Γ

If y ∈ Γ̃ \ Γ, then |Exyyz | ∼ 1, |x − y| ∼ s̃y, |Eww′xy| ∼
|h̃y |

s̃y
, and

∫

Γ̃\Γ

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy|

q
dy

.

∫

Γ̃

〈y − y0〉
−β−〈s̃

−k1
y 〉〈s̃y〉

−k2 s̃
q
y〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − z〉−l2

|h̃y|
q

dy.

(A.8)

We split the RHS of (A.8) into 4 parts corresponded to the integration over

A =
{

y ∈ Γ̃; s̃y ≥ 2|x − z|
}

,

B =
{

y ∈ Γ̃; 0 < s̃y < 2|x − z|, |y − z| ≥ 1
2
|x − z|

}

,

C =
{

y ∈ Γ̃; 0 < s̃y < 2|x − z|, |y − z| < 1
2
|x − z|, |h̃y| ≥

1
2
|h̃z|

}

,

D =
{

y ∈ Γ̃; 0 < s̃y < 2|x − z|, |y − z| < 1
2
|x − z|, |h̃y| <

1
2
|h̃z|

}

.

If y ∈ A, then |y − z| ≥ |s̃y − s̃z| ≥ s̃y − |x − z| ≥
s̃y

2
, and thus

IA ,

∫

A

〈y − y0〉
−β−〈s̃

−k1
y 〉〈s̃y〉

−k2 s̃
q
y〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − z〉−l2

|h̃y|
q

dy

.

∫

+∞

2|x−z|

〈s̃y − s̃y0
〉−β−〈s̃

−(k1+l1)
y 〉〈s̃y〉

−(k2+l2) s̃
q
y













∫

|h̃y |<s̃y

dh̃y

|h̃y|
q













ds̃y

∼

∫

+∞

2|x−z|

〈s̃y − s̃y0
〉−β−〈s̃

−(k1+l1)
y 〉〈s̃y〉

−(k2+l2) s̃n−1
y ds̃y.

It is quite elementary to get a sufficient bound

IA .















〈|x − z|−max{0,k1+l1−n}〉〈x − z〉−(k2+l2+β−n), k1 + l1 , n,

〈|x − z|0−〉〈x − z〉−(k2+l2+β−n), k1 + l1 = n.
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Consider the integration over B. Set

IB ,

∫

B

〈y − y0〉
−β−〈s̃

−k1
y 〉〈s̃y〉

−k2 s̃
q
y〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − z〉−l2

|h̃y |
q

dy.

Note that when y ∈ B, we have |y − z| & |x − z|, s̃y ∼ |x − y| and |h̃y| < s̃y < 2|x − z|, as

how we treat (A.6) and (A.7), it follows that

IB . 〈|x − z|−(k1+l1−n)〉〈x − z〉−min{k2,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−q}.

Consider the integration over C. If y ∈ C, we have s̃y ∼ |x − y| ∼ |x − z|, and it follows

from (A.3) that |Eww′xy| ∼
|h̃y|

s̃y
&
|h̃z |

|x−z|
∼ |Eww′xz|. Consequently,

IC ,

∫

C

〈y − y0〉
−β−〈s̃

−k1
y 〉〈s̃y〉

−k2 s̃
q
y〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − z〉−l2

|h̃y |
q

dy

∼

∫

C

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Eww′xy |
q

dy

. |Eww′xz|
−q

∫

Rn

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2
dy

(A.9)

and the estimate for IC immediately follows from Lemma 2.3.

Consider the integration over D. If y ∈ D, we have s̃y ∼ |x − y| ∼ |x − z| and |y − z| ≥

|h̃y − h̃z| ∼ |h̃z|. Set

ID ,

∫

D

〈y − y0〉
−β−〈s̃

−k1
y 〉〈s̃y〉

−k2 s̃
q
y〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − z〉−l2

|h̃y|
q

dy. (A.10)

When |x− z| . 1, first observe that |h̃z| ∼ |Eww′xz||x− z| . 1 and |y− z| < 1
2
|x− z| . 1 hold

for y ∈ D. If 0 ≤ l1 ≤ n − 1, we deduce

ID .

∫

s̃y∼|x−z|

1

s̃
k1−q
y |h̃z|

l1













∫

|h̃y |<
1
2
|h̃z |

dh̃y

|h̃y|
q













ds̃y

∼ |x − z|−(k1−q−1) |h̃z|
−(l1+q+1−n)

∼ |x − z|−(k1+l1−n)|Eww′xz|
−q|Eww′xz|

n−1−l1

≤ |Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k1+l1−n),

and if n − 1 < l1 < n, we use 1 & |x − z|l1 & |y − z|l1 & |s̃y − s̃z|
l1−(n−1)|h̃z|

n−1 when y ∈ D

to deduce

ID . |x − z|−(k1−q)|h̃z|
−(n−1)

∫

s̃y∼|x−z|

1

|s̃y − s̃z|
l1−(n−1)













∫

|h̃y |<
1
2
|h̃z |

dh̃y

|h̃y|
q













ds̃y

. |x − z|−(k1+l1−n−q)|h̃z|
−q

∼ |Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k1+l1−n).
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When |x − z| & 1, we decompose ID into ID1
and ID2

with respect to the region of

integration, where D1 = D ∩ {y ∈ Rn; |y − z| < 1} and D2 = D ∩ {y ∈ Rn; |y − z| ≥ 1}.

Recall |Eww′xz| ∼
|h̃z |

|s̃y |
holds when y ∈ D, we first see that ID1

has the bound

ID1
.

∫

D∩{|y−z|<1}

dy

s̃
k2−q
y |h̃y|

q|y − z|l1

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k2

∫

D∩{|y−z|<1}

|h̃z|
qdy

|h̃y|
q|y − z|l1

,

so if 0 ≤ l1 ≤ n − 1, we use the facts that |y − z| & |h̃z| and |h̃z| ∼ |h̃y − h̃z| ≤ |y − z| < 1

when y ∈ D1 to get

ID1
.|Eww′xz|

−q|x − z|−k2

∫

D∩{|y−z|<1}

|h̃z|
n−1−l1 |h̃z|

−(n−1−q)

|h̃y|
q

dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k2

∫

|s̃y−s̃z |<1

|h̃z|
−(n−1−q)













∫

|h̃y |<
1
2
|h̃z |

dh̃y

|h̃z|
q













ds̃y

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k2 ,

while in the case of n − 1 < l1 < n, we use |y − z|l & |s̃y − s̃z|
l1−(n−1)|h̃z|

n−1 to get

ID1
.|Eww′xz|

−q|x − z|−k2

∫

|s̃y−s̃z |<1

|s̃y − s̃z|
n−1−l1 |h̃z|

−(n−1−q)













∫

|h̃y|<
1
2
|h̃z |

dh̃y

|h̃z|
q













ds̃y

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k2 .

For ID2
, recall |h̃z| ≤ |x − z| ∼ s̃y holds when y ∈ D, we have

ID2
.|Eww′xz|

−q|x − z|−(k2+l2+β−n)

∫

D∩{|y−z|≥1}

〈s̃y − s̃y0
〉−β−〈s̃y − s̃z〉

−l2 |h̃z|
n−1

s̃
n−l2−β
y |h̃z|

n−1−q|h̃y|
q

dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k2+l2+β−n)

∫

s̃y∼|x−z|

〈s̃y − s̃y0
〉−β−〈s̃y − s̃z〉

−l2

s̃
1−l2−β
y |h̃z|

n−1−q













∫

|h̃y|<
1
2
|h̃z |

dh̃y

|h̃y |
q













ds̃y

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k2+l2+β−n)

∫

R

〈s̃y − s̃y0
〉−β−〈s̃y − s̃z〉

−l2〈s̃y〉
−(1−l2−β)ds̃y

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k2+l2+β−n).

(A.11)

Now it is clear that

ID . |Eww′xz|
−q〈|x − z|−(k1+l1−n)〉〈x − z〉−min{k2 ,k2+l2+β−n}.

and the bound for (A.8) has been completely shown.

Part 3. Integral over Γ̃ ∩ Γ

A routine calculation combining (A.1) and z = x + s̃z
(w′−w)
|w′−w|

+ h̃z shows that

h̃y − hy =

((

|x−z|
2
− sy

)

s̃z

|x−z|
− s̃y

)

(w′−w)
|w′−w|

+

(

|x−z|
2
− sy

)

h̃z

|x−z|
.
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If y ∈ Γ̃ ∩ Γ, we have |h̃y − hy| ≥ ( |x−z|
2
− sy)

|h̃z |

|x−z|
∼ |Eww′xz||x − y| and therefore

1

|hy|
p|h̃y|

q
. |h̃y − hy|

−min{p,q}
(

|hy|
−max{p,q}

+ |h̃y|
−max{p,q}

)

. |Eww′xz|
−min{p,q}|x − y|−min{p,q}

(

|hy|
−max{p,q}

+ |h̃y|
−max{p,q}

)

.

(A.12)

We first consider the integral over Γ̃ ∩ Γ+, where min{|x − y|, |y − z|} = |x − y| and

|y − z| ∼ |x − z|. Then

∫

Γ̃∩Γ+

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy |

q
dy

.

∫

Γ̃∩Γ+

〈y − y0〉
−β−〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉

|x − y|−(p+q)〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |hy|
p|h̃y|

q
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−min{p,q}

∫

Γ̃∩Γ+

〈y − y0〉
−β−〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉

(

|hy|
−max{p,q}

+ |h̃y|
−max{p,q}

)

|x − y|−max{p,q}〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2
dy.

Since when y ∈ Γ̃ ∩ Γ+, we have |hy| <
|x−z|

2
− sy <

|x−z|
2

, and |h̃y| < s̃y < |x − z|, as how

we treat (A.6) and (A.7), it follows that

∫

Γ̃∩Γ+

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy|

q
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−min{p,q}〈|x − z|−(k1+l1−n)〉〈x − z〉−min{k2,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−max{p,q}}.

Finally consider the integral over Γ̃∩Γ−, where min{|x−y|, |y− z|} = |y− z| ∼
|x−z|

2
+ sy,

|x − y| ∼ s̃y ∼ |x − z|. We split Γ̃ ∩ Γ− into

E =
{

y ∈ Γ̃ ∩ Γ−; |h̃y| ≥
1
2
|h̃z|

}

, F =
{

y ∈ Γ̃ ∩ Γ−; |h̃y| <
1
2
|h̃z|

}

,

Similar to (A.9), we immediately get

∫

E

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy |

q
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

E

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p

dy

.















|Eww′xz|
−q〈|x − z|−max{0,k1+l1−n}〉〈x − z〉−min{k2 ,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−p}, k1 + l1 , n,

|Eww′xz|
−q〈|x − z|0−〉〈x − z〉−min{k2,l2 ,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−p}, k1 + l1 = n.

On the other hand, when y ∈ F, note that |Eww′xz| ∼
|h̃z |

|x−z|
∼
|h̃z |

|x−y|
, (A.12) also says

1

|hy|
p|h̃y |

q
. |Eww′xz|

−q |h̃z|
q−min{p,q}

|x − y|q

(

|hy |
−max{p,q}

+ |h̃y |
−max{p,q}

)

,
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and thus

∫

F

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy |

q
dy

.

∫

F

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

|x − y|−q|y − z|−p〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |hy|
p|h̃y|

q
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}

(

|hy|
−max{p,q}

+ |h̃y|
−max{p,q}

)

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |y − z|−p
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F

〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |y − z|−max{p,q}|hy|
max{p,q}

dy

+ |Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉

−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |y − z|−p|h̃y |
max{p,q}

dy,

(A.13)

where we have used |h̃z| ∼ |h̃y− h̃z| ≤ |y− z| for the first term on the RHS of (A.13). Since

|hy| <
|x−z|

2
+ sy <

|x−z|
2

for y ∈ F, as how we treat (A.6) and (A.7), it again follows that

|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F

〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉
−β−

〈x − y〉k2 〈y − z〉l2 |Exyyz |
p|Eww′xy |

q
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q〈|x − z|−(k1+l1−n)〉〈x − z〉−min{k2 ,l2,k2+l2+β−n,k2+l2−max{p,q}}.

Estimating the last term on the RHS of (A.13) is not parallel, but more like mimicking

the treatment for (A.10). When |x−z| . 1, which implies |x−y| ∼ s̃y . 1, |y−z| ≤
|x−z|

2
. 1,

〈|x − y|−1〉 ∼ |x − z|−1 and 〈x − y〉 ∼ 〈y − z〉 ∼ 1 when y ∈ F, we first have

|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉

−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |y − z|−p|h̃y |
max{p,q}

dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k1

∫

F

〈y − y0〉
−β−|h̃z|

q−min{p,q}

|y − z|l1−p|h̃y|
max{p,q}

dy,

(A.14)

and it is easy to check when y ∈ F that

1

|y − z|l1−p
.



























|x − z|p−l1 , 0 ≤ l1 ≤ p,

|h̃z|
p−l1 , p < l1 ≤ n − 1,

1

|s̃y−s̃z |
l1−(n−1)|h̃z |

n−1−p , p < n − 1 < l1 < n,

(A.15)
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so putting (A.15) into (A.14) and using |h̃z| ≤ |x − z|, one easily obtains

|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − y0〉

−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |y − z|−p|h̃y|
max{p,q}

dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k1

∫

{s̃y∼|x−z|}∩{|s̃y−s̃z |.1}













∫

|h̃y |<
1
2
|h̃z |

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}dh̃y

|y − z|l1−p|h̃y|
max{p,q}













ds̃y

.















|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k1−max{0,p−l1}−1)|h̃z|

n−1−max{p,l1}, 0 ≤ l1 ≤ n − 1,

|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k1+l1−n), n − 1 < l1 < n,

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k1+l1−n).

When |x− z| & 1, similar to the treatment for ID above by considering ID1
and ID2

, we

first observe that if y ∈ F ∩ {y ∈ Rn; |y − z| < 1}, it follows that 〈|x − y|−1〉 ∼ 〈y − z〉 ∼ 1,

〈x − y〉 ∼ |x − z|, |h̃z| . |h̃y − h̃z| < 1, and

1

|y − z|l1−p
.















|h̃z|
min{0,p−l1}, 0 ≤ l1 ≤ n − 1,

1

|s̃y−s̃z |
l1−(n−1)|h̃z |

n−1−p , n − 1 < l1 < n,

so we may first deduce

|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F∩{|y−z|<1}

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}〈|x − y|−k1 〉〈|y − z|−l1 〉〈y − y0〉

−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |y − z|−p|h̃y|
max{p,q}

dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k2

∫

|s̃y−s̃z |<1

1{|h̃z |.1}













∫

|h̃y |<
1
2
|h̃z |

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}dh̃y

|y − z|l1−p|h̃y|
max{p,q}













ds̃y

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−k2 .

Now we are only left to consider the integration over F ∩ {y ∈ Rn; |y − z| < 1} when

|x − z| & 1, where 〈|x − y|−1〉 ∼ 〈|y − z|−1〉 ∼ 1. Almost parallel to the discussion for ID2

in (A.11), we have

|Eww′xz|
−q

∫

F∩{|y−z|≥1}

|h̃z|
q−min{p,q}〈|x − y|−k1〉〈|y − z|−l1〉〈y − y0〉

−β−

〈x − y〉k2〈y − z〉l2 |y − z|−p |h̃y|
max{p,q}

dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k2+l2+β−n)

∫

F∩{|y−z|≥1}

〈s̃y − s̃y0
〉−β−|x − z|l2+β−n|h̃z|

n−1−p

|y − z|l2−p|h̃z|
n−1−max{p,q}|h̃y |

max{p,q}
dy

.|Eww′xz|
−q|x − z|−(k2+l2+β−n),

where the minor difference here is that we have used |h̃z| . |h̃y− h̃z| . |y− z| . |x− z| ∼ s̃y

and p < n − 1 to deduce for y ∈ F ∩ {|y − z| ≥ 1} that

|x − z|l2+β−n|h̃z|
n−1−p

|y − z|l2−p
.
|x − z|l2+β−n|y − z|n−1

|y − z|l2
.
|x − z|l2+β−1

|y − z|l2
. 〈s̃y − s̃z〉

−l2〈s̃y〉
−(1−l2−β).

Now the estimate for the integral over Γ̃∩Γ has been shown, and the proof is complete.

�
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Appendix B. The proofs of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2

B.1. The proof of Lemma 3.1.

By (2.3), we have

|∂si

λ
R±0 (λ2m)(x)| . |x|2m−n

+ |x|−
n−1

2
+si , 0 ≤ si ≤

n+1
2
.

On the other hand, a direct computation yields
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l
λ

(

eisλk |x−y|∓isλ|x|
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l
λ

(

eisλk(|x−y|−|x|)eis(λk∓λ)|x|
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.l λ
−l〈y〉l.

If l > [ n
2m

] + 2, then it follows that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

v(y)



















l−1
∏

j=0

(R
±,(s j)

0
(λ2m)V)∂sl

λ

(

|x − ·|−τe∓iλs|x|eiλk s|x−y|
)



















(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.λ−sl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rnl

〈y〉−
β
2

l−1
∏

i=0

∣

∣

∣∂si

λ
R±0 (λ2m)(zi − zi+1)V(zi+1)

∣

∣

∣ 〈zl〉
sl |zl − x|−τdz1 · · · dzl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.λ−sl

∫

Rnl

〈y〉−
β
2
−s0

l−1
∏

i=0

(

(|zi − zi+1|
− n−1

2 + |zi − zi+1 |
2m−n)〈zi+1〉

−β+si+si+1

)

|zl − x|−τdz1 · · · dzl

.λ−sl〈y〉−
β
2
+s0

∫

Rn

|y − z|−
n−1

2 〈z〉−β+sl−1+sl |z − x|−τdz,

(B.1)

where z0 = y, s0 + · · · + sl ≤
n+1

2
and the last inequality follows by repeatedly using the

following estimate
∫

Rn

(

|x − z|−max{n−2m j, n−1
2
}
+ |x − z|−

n−1
2
)

〈z〉−
n+3

2
(

|x − z|−
n−1

2 + |z − y|2m−n)dz

.|x − z|−max{n−2m( j+1), n−1
2
}
+ |x − z|−

n−1
2 , if 2m j < n,

which, in turn, follows from Lemma 2.3, the fact that β−si−si+1 >
n+3

2
, and the inequality

〈zi〉
−si〈zi+1〉

−si

(

|zi − zi+1|
− n−1

2
+si + |zi − zi+1 |

2m−n
)

≤ |zi − zi+1|
− n−1

2 + |zi − zi+1|
2m−n.

Therefore, the Minkowski’s inequality implies that the L2 norm of the right hand side of

(B.1) is controlled by
∫

Rn

∥

∥

∥

∥
〈y〉−

β
2
+s0 |y − z|−

n−1
2

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
y

〈z〉−β+sl−1+sl |z − x|−τdz

.

∫

Rn

〈z〉−β+sl−1+sl+max{−
β
2
+s0,−

n−1
2
}|z − x|−τdz . 〈x〉−τ,

where we have used Lemma 2.2, as well as the facts
β
2
− s0 >

1
2

and −β + sl−1 + sl +

max{
1−β

2
+ s0,−

n−1
2
} < −n when β > n + 2. Therefore (3.7) follows.
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In order to prove (3.8), first note that (2.2) implies
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂
s j

λ

(

R+0 (λ2m)(x − y) − R−0 (λ2m)(x − y)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
∑

s j,1+s j,2=s j

λn−2m−s j,1 |x − y|s j,2 . λn−2m−s j ,

provided λ|x − y| ≤ 1. On the other hand, by (2.1), we derive when λ|x − y| ≥ 1 and

0 < λ < 1 that
∣

∣

∣〈y〉−1〈x〉−1∂
s j

λ R±0 (λ2m)(x − y)
∣

∣

∣ .
∑

0≤ j≤ n−3
2

∑

s j,1+s j,2=s j

λ j+2−2m−s j,1 |x − y|−(n−2− j)+s j,2 〈y〉−1〈x〉−1

. λn−2m−s j .

Combining the above two inequalities, we obtain
∣

∣

∣

∣
〈y〉−1〈x〉−1∂

s j

λ

(

R+0 (λ2m)(x − y) − R−0 (λ2m)(x − y)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣
. λn−2m−s j , 0 < λ < 1.

Thus the LHS of (3.8) is bounded by

λn−2m−s j

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

〈z0〉
−
β
2
−s0

∫

Rnl

〈z j〉
−s j+1〈z j+1〉

−β+s j+1

×
∏

i, j,0≤i≤l−1

(

(|zi − zi+1|
− n−1

2 + |zi − zi+1|
2m−n)〈zi+1〉

−β+si+si+1

)

|zl − x|−τdz1 · · · dzl

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
z0

.λn−2m−s j ,

where we have used β − s j−1 − 1 > n+1
2

and β − si − si+1 >
n+1

2
, and (3.8) is now proved.

B.2. The proof of Lemma 3.2.

Recall that by (2.2) and (2.3), one has

R+0 (λ2m)(x − y) − R−0 (λ2m)(x − y) =

∫ 1

0

r̃+0 (λ, s, x − y) − r̃−0 (λ, s, x − y)ds, (B.2)

and

R±0 (λ2m)(x − y) =

∫ 1

0

r̃±2m−n,1(λ, s, x − y)ds + r±2m−n,0(λ, x − y), (B.3)

where

r̃±0 (λ, s, x − y) =
∑

k∈I±

n−3
2

∑

j=0

C j,0λ
n−2m
k eisλk |x−y|(1 − s)n− j−3,

r̃±2m−n,1(λ, s, x − y) =
∑

k∈I±

|x − y|2m−n

















2m−3
∑

l=0

Cl,2m−neisλk |x−y|(1 − s)2m−3−l

















,

and

r±2m−n,0(λ, x − y) =
∑

k∈I±

n−3
2

∑

j=2m−2

D jλ
j+2−2m

k
|x − y| j+2−neiλk |x−y|.
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We first prove (3.9) and (3.10). Set


















ω±
1,1(λ, s, y, x) = e∓iλs|x|v(y)

(

(R±
0

(λ2m)V)lr̃±
2m−n,1(λ, s, x − ·)

)

(y),

ω±
1,0

(λ, s, y, x) = e∓iλ|x|v(y)
(

(R±
0

(λ2m)V)lr±
2m−n,0

(λ, x − ·)
)

(y).

(3.9) follows from (B.3) and the fact that ω±
1,0(λ, s, y, x) is actually independent of s. To

obtain (3.10), a direct computation yields that for each 0 ≤ γ ≤ n+1
2

,
∥

∥

∥∂
γ
λω
±
1,1(λ, s, ·, x)

∥

∥

∥

L2

.
∑

s0+···+sl=γ

∑

k∈I±

2m−3
∑

j=0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

v(y)

















l−1
∏

j=0

(R
±,(s j)

0
(λ2m)V)∂sl

λ

(

|x − ·|2m−ne∓iλs|x|eiλk s|x−·|
)

















(y)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
y

.λ−γ〈x〉−
n−1

2 ,

where we have used (3.7) and the fact n−1
2
≤ n − 2m in the last inequality. Similarly,

∥

∥

∥∂
γ
λ
ω±1,0(λ, s, ·, x)

∥

∥

∥

L2

.
∑

s0+···+sl=γ

∑

k∈I±

n−3
2

∑

j=2m−2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

v(y)

















l−1
∏

j=0

(R
±,(s j)

0
(λ2m)V)∂sl

λ

(

λ
j+2−2m

k
|x − ·| j+2−ne∓iλs|x|eiλk s|x−·|

)

















(y)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2
y

.λ−γ〈x〉−
n−1

2 .

These two estimates give (3.10) immediately.

We next prove (3.11)-(3.13). Note that

v(y)
(

(R+0 (λ2m)V)lR+0 (λ2m)(x − y) − (R−0 (λ2m)V)lR−0 (λ2m)(x − y)
)

=v(y)

l−1
∑

j=0

(R−0 (λ2m)V) j(R+0 (λ2m) − R−0 (λ2m))V(R+0 (λ2m)V)l− j−1R+0 (λ2m)(x − y)

+ v(y)R−0 (λ2m)V)l
(

R+0 (λ2m)(x − y) − R−0 (λ2m)(x − y)
)

.

(B.4)

We take φ ∈ C∞c (R) with φ(t) = 1 (|t| ≤ 1) and φ(t) = 0 (|t| ≥ 2), to define

ω−2,1(λ, s, y, x) =φ(λ〈x〉)eiλs|x|v(y)
(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)lr̃−0 (λ, s, x − ·)
)

(y)

+ (1 − φ(λ〈x〉))eiλs|x|v(y)
(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)lr̃−2m−n,1(λ, s, x − ·)
)

(y),

ω+2,1(λ, s, y, x)

=φ(λ〈x〉)e−iλs|x|v(y)
(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)lr̃+0 (λ, s, x − ·)
)

(y)

+ (1 − φ(λ〈x〉))e−iλs|x|v(y)
(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)lr̃+2m−n,1(λ, s, x − ·)
)

(y) + e−iλs|x|v(y)

×

l−1
∑

r=0

(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)r(R+0 (λ2m) − R−0 (λ2m))V(R+0 (λ2m)V)l−r−1r̃+2m−n,1(λ, s, x − ·)
)

(y),

ω−2,0(λ, s, y, x) = (1 − φ(λ〈x〉))eiλ|x|v(y)
(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)lr−2m−n,0(λ, x − ·)
)

(y),
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and

ω+2,0(λ, s, y, x)

=(1 − φ(λ〈x〉))e−iλ|x|v(y)
(

(R−0 (λ2m)V)lr+2m−n,0(λ, x − ·)
)

(y) + e−iλ|x|v(y)

×

l−1
∑

j=0

(

(R−0 (λ2m)V) j(R+0 (λ2m) − R−0 (λ2m))V(R+0 (λ2m)V)l− j−1r+2m−n,0(λ, x − ·)
)

(y).

Now (3.11) follows if we combine (B.2), (B.3) and (B.4), while similar to the proof of

(3.10), one checks (3.12) and (3.13) by using (3.7) and (3.8). Therefore the proof is

complete.
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