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UNIFORM RESOLVENT ESTIMATES, SMOOTHING EFFECTS AND SPECTRAL STABILITY

FOR THE HEISENBERG SUBLAPLACIAN

LUCA FANELLI, HARUYA MIZUTANI, LUZ RONCAL, AND NICO MICHELE SCHIAVONE

Abstract. We establish global bounds for solutions to stationary and time-dependent Schrödinger equa-

tions associated with the sublaplacian L on the Heisenberg group, as well as its pure fractional power LB

and conformally invariant fractional power LB . �e main ingredient is a new abstract uniform weighted

resolvent estimate which is proved by using the method of weakly conjugate operators –a variant of

Mourre’s commutator method– and Hardy’s type inequalities on the Heisenberg group. As applications,

we show Kato-type smoothing effects for the time-dependent Schrödinger equation, and spectral stability

of the sublaplacian perturbed by complex-valued decaying potentials satisfying an explicit subordination

condition. In the local case B = 1, we obtain uniform estimates without any symmetry or derivative loss,

which improve previous results.

1. Introduction

Many physical systems evolve within the laws of constrained dynamics, operating within specific

geometric se�ings, where the movement is restricted to predetermined directions within the tangent

space. �is fundamental premise has spurred the advancement of the sub-Riemannian geometry, which

starts with the famous paper by Cartan [11]. A fundamental aspect of sub-Riemannian structures lies in

their ability to regain the “missing directions” within the tangent space by iteratively computing com-

mutators of vector fields that characterize the partial differential operator under consideration. Among

the large amount of physical applications, we mention�antum Mechanics, non-Holonomic Mechan-

ics, the Physiology of Neurovision, etc. �e typical framework for modeling such systems involves the

so called non-abelian Carnot groups (or stratified Groups), which are non-abelian Lie groups G, (i.e.

groups which are also Riemannian manifolds, with a non-commutative group law) with a Lie algebra

(i.e. the tangent space at the identity) which exhibits a layered structure, mirroring the underlying

physical context. �e toy model is given by the well known (23 + 1)-dimensional Heisenberg Group

H
3 , introduced by Weil to describe his theoretical approach to �antum Mechanics based on Group

Representation�eory. Naturally connected to the sub-Riemannian structure ofH3 , the sublaplacian L

is the hypoelliptic operator defined as the sum of the squares of suitable horizontal vector fields which

generate, together with their commutators, the Lie Algebra (see the definition (2.3) below).

�e purpose of the present manuscript is to describe how the sub-Riemannian (in particular, the

anisotropic) structure of H3 affects to the global properties of solutions to Schrödinger equations asso-

ciated with L, as well as its pure fractional power LB and conformally invariant fractional power LB .

We mainly focus on the so-called uniform resolvent estimates for the stationary problem and Kato-type

local smoothing effects for the time-dependent problem.
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Let us first introduce the topic in the standard Euclidean se�ing. In the well celebrated paper [32],

Kato and Yajima proved the following resolvent estimate
〈G〉−

1
2−Y 〈�〉 1

2 (−Δ − I)−1〈�〉 1
2 〈G〉− 1

2 −Y 5

!2 (R3 )

≤ � ‖ 5 ‖!2 (R3 ) , (1.1)

for any I ∈ C \ [0,∞), Y > 0, 3 ≥ 3, and for some constant � > 0, independent on I and 5 . Here

〈G〉 :=
√
1 + |G |2, |� | := F−1 |b |F and Δ := −F−1 |b |2F is the Laplacian on R3 . Using the Kato–Yajima

terminology, the operator 〈G〉− 1
2−n 〈�〉 1

2 is −Δ-supersmooth, and this fact standardly implies by Kato-

smoothing (see [31]) that the Schrödinger evolution flow satisfies the following local smoothing effects
〈G〉−

1
2 −Y 〈�〉 1

2 48gΔ 5

!2 (R3+1 )

≤ � ‖ 5 ‖!2 (R3 ) , (1.2)

with the same conditions on the parameters as above. Estimates (1.2) with 〈�〉 1
2 replaced by |� | 12 were

proved by Ben-Artzi and Klainerman in [5] by an equivalent method based on the functional calculus

representation. As for the case of homogeneous weights, the following family of estimates hold:
|G |−U+V |� |V (−Δ − I)−1 |� |V |G |−U+V 5


!2 (R3 )

≤ � ‖ 5 ‖!2 (R3 ) (1.3)

provided U − 3
2 < V < U − 1

2 (see [32] for 0 ≤ V < U − 1
2 and [46] for U − 3

2 < V < 0). As above, by

Kato-smoothing one has |G |−U+V |� |V48gΔ 5

!2 (R3+1 )

≤ � ‖ 5 ‖!2 (R3 ) . (1.4)

A particularly relevant case is when U = 1, V = 0 in (1.3), namely
|G |−1(−Δ − I)−1 |G |−15


!2 (R3 ) ≤ � ‖ 5 ‖!2 (R3 ) , (1.5)

which at the zero-energy I = 0 is, at least formally, related with the weighted Rellich inequality
|G |−15


!2 (R3 ) ≤ � ‖ |G |Δ5 ‖!2 (R3 ) .

We also mention the paper by Simon [44] in which a general method to produce the sharp constants

in (1.2) is provided. To illustrate the motivation, we also recall the !?-!@ estimates

‖48gΔ 5 ‖!@ (R3 ) . |g |−3 (1/2−1/@) ‖ 5 ‖!? (R3 ), g ≠ 0, 1 ≤ ? ≤ 2 ≤ @ ≤ ∞, 1/? + 1/@ = 1, (1.6)

and the Strichartz estimates (see [27, 33, 45, 48])

‖48gΔ 5 ‖!? (R;!@ (R3 ) ) . ‖ 5 ‖!2 (R3 ) , ? ≥ 2,
2

?
+ 3
@
=
3

2
, (3, ?, @) ≠ (2, 2,∞). (1.7)

In the last decades, these estimates (1.1)–(1.7) turned out to be fundamental to understand the associated

time-dispersive flows (see e.g. [31, 41]) as well as the properties of the discrete spectrum, even in the

case in which the operator of interest is not self-adjoint (see e.g. [8,9,12,17,36] and references therein).

We now move to the Heisenberg se�ing. In contrast with the Euclidean case, a peculiar fact emerges

in the study of the Schrödinger evolution equation associated to L, which fails to be dispersive, since

it possesses (uncountably many) soliton-like solutions, as it has been observed by Bahouri, Gérard and

Xu in [4]. Precisely, for any 6 ∈ �∞
0 (R) supported in (0,∞), we set

5∗(I, C) :=
∫

R

48C_4−_ |I |
2

6(_)3_, (I, C) ∈ H3,

where I and C denote the horizontal and vertical variables in H3 , respectively (see the beginning of Sec-

tion 2 for basic notions ofH3 ). �en the solution 4−8gL 5∗ to the Schrödinger equation (8mg−L)4−8gL 5∗ = 0

with the initial datum 5∗ is given by the translation in C-direction with speed 43 , namely

4−8gL 5∗(I, C) = 5∗(I, C − 43g).
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In particular, one has

‖4−8gL 5∗‖- = ‖ 5∗‖-
for any g ∈ R and any function space - on H3 with norm ‖ · ‖- invariant under the translation in

the C-variable. As a consequence, any (global-in-time) translation-invariant dispersive estimate, such

as the Strichartz or !?-!@ estimates, cannot hold for 4−8gL . Recently, Bahouri, Barilari and Gallagher

in [2] however showed that, despite the lack of global dispersion, one can recover a weaker version

of Strichartz estimates than the Euclidean case by restricting initial data to cylindrical 1 functions and

by suitably averaging in time g and space with respect to the horizontal variable I and then taking the

supremum in the vertical variable C . Several space-time weighted !2-estimates with loss of derivatives

were also proved by Măntoiu [35] (see Section 2.2 for more details).

�ese results motivated us to start a parallel project in [21] in which we investigate the validity of

uniform resolvent estimates for radial solutions via the multiplier method (see [3, 13, 14, 19, 20] and the

references therein), and, by the usual theory of � -smoothness by Kato in [31], the consequent Kato-

smoothing effects. �is paper is a continuation of [21] to further investigate uniform resolvent estimates

on H3 without any symmetry or derivative loss. Our main results are �eorem 2.1 and �eorem 2.4. In

�eorem 2.1, we provide uniform resolvent estimates for L, as well as the fractional sublaplacians LB

and LB , between !
2 spaces weighted with suitable operators related with Hardy’s type inequalities on

H
3 (and thus the geometry of H3 ). In �eorem 2.4, under suitable anisotropic symmetric assumption,

we see how some of theseweighted operators change and particularly recover similar uniform resolvent

estimates as in the Euclidean case. As already explained in the Euclidean case, our uniform resolvent

estimates can be directly applied to obtain smoothing effects for the Schrödinger equation and to the

spectral theory of perturbed operators—these results are reported in Section 2.1.

2. Main results

We first recall some definitions and basic notions of the functional framework on the Heisenberg

group (see e.g. the standard textbook [23] for a detailed description).

Let 3 ∈ N and H3 = R
23+1 be the 3-dimensional Heisenberg group endowed with the group law

(I, C) · (I′, C ′) = (G + G ′, ~ + ~′, C + C ′ + 2G ′ · ~ − 2G · ~′),

where I = (G, ~) = (G1, . . . , G3 , ~1, . . . , ~3 ), I′ = (G ′, ~′) ∈ R3 × R3 , C, C ′ ∈ R and G · ~ = G1~1 + · · · + G3~3 .
Let us also equip H3 with the metric structure induced by the Koranyi norm

| (I, C) |H := ( |I |4 + C2)1/4 (2.1)

and with the Haar measure 3I3C , and we define !2 (H3) with the usual inner product and norm

〈5 , 6〉 :=
∫

H3

5 (I, C)6(I, C)3I3C, ‖ 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) :=
(∫

H3

| 5 (I, C) |23I3C
) 1/2

.

For 9 = 1, ..., 3 , we introduce - 9 , .9 and ) the le� invariant vector fields on H3 defined by

- 9 = mG 9
+ 2~ 9 mC , .9 = m~ 9

− 2G 9 mC , ) = mC ,

15 (I, C) is said to be cylindrical if 5 (I, C) = 5̃ ( |I |, C) with some 5̃ : [0,∞)×R→ C, and be radial if 5 (I, C) = 5̃ ( | (I, C) |H) with
some 5̃ : [0,∞) → C, where | (I, C) |H = ( |I |4 + C2)1/4 denotes the Koranyi norm. Note that the literature is not unanimous in

the use of this nomenclature: the functions that here, sticking to the terminology of e.g. [26] and of our previous work [21],

we call cylindrical, are sometimes denominated radial.
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and the spanD := span{- 9 , .9 } 9=1,...,3 which provides a sub-Riemannian structure on H3 . �ese vector

fields satisfy the commutation relations

[- 9 , -: ] = [.9 , .: ] = 0, [- 9 , .: ] = −4X 9:), (2.2)

with 9, : = 1, . . . , 3 and X 9: being the Kronecker’s delta.

Se�ing the horizontal gradient

∇H = (-,. ) = (-1, ..., -3 , .1, ..., .3 ),
we define the sublaplacian L on H3 by

L = −ΔH = −∇H · ∇H = −
3∑

9=1

(- 2
9 + . 2

9 ). (2.3)

�e operators ∇H and ΔH can be also wri�en in the form

∇H = mI + 2I⊥), ΔH = m2I + 4#) + 4|I |2) 2, (2.4)

where I⊥ := (~,−G) and

# := I⊥ · mI = mI · I⊥ =

3∑

9=1

(~ 9 mG 9
− G 9 m~ 9

).

It is known that L is a non-negative hypoelliptic differential operator, which is essentially self-adjoint

on the Schwartz class S(H3) = S(R23+1) and thus admits a unique self-adjoint extension on !2 (H3)
with the maximal domain

� (L) := {5 ∈ !2 (H3) | L5 ∈ !2 (H3)}.
With a slight abuse of notation, we still use L for denoting such a unique extension. It is also known

that L has the purely absolutely continuous spectrum [0,∞). Precisely, f (L) = fac (L) = [0,∞) and
fsc(L) = fpp (L) = ∅, where f (L), fac (L), fsc (L) and fpp (L) denote the spectrum, the absolutely

continuous, singular and pure point spectrum of L, respectively. In particular, L has no eigenvalues:

fp(L) = ∅, with fp(L) denoting the point spectrum. We refer to [18, Section 4] (see also [30]) for

more details on the basic spectral properties of L. We recall also thatL is homogeneous of degree 2 with

respect to the natural dilation X_ on the Heisenberg group defined by

X_ (I, C) = (_I, _2C), _ > 0, (2.5)

in the sense that L( 5 ◦ X_) = _2 (L5 ) ◦ X_. See the beginning of Section 3 for the dilation group on H3 .

We emphasize that this distinctive dilation group and the Koranyi norm (2.1) particularly represent the

anisotropic structure of H3 .

In addition to the sublaplacian L, we also consider in this work the pure fractional sublaplacian

LB := (L)B for B > 0 and the conformal fractional sublaplacian LB for 0 < B < 3 + 1. We refer to

Appendix A below for their definitions, as well as backgrounds.

To state the results, we further introduce four weight functionsF8 , 8 = 1, . . . , 4, below

F1(I, C) = 〈I〉−1〈| (I, C) |H〉−2 |I |, F2(I, C) = (1 + |I |2 + |C |2)−1/2,
F3(I, C) = 〈| (I, C) |H〉−2 |I |, F4(I, C) = | (I, C) |−2

H
|I |,

where 〈 · 〉 =
√
1 + | · |2. We record a few basic properties of these weights:

• F1 ≤ F3 ≤ F4 on H
3 ;

• |F 9 | ≤ 1 on H3 for 9 = 1, 2, 3, whileF4 blows up at the origin (I, C) = (0, 0);
• F1,F3 = 0 on the C-axis {(0, C) ∈ H3 | C ∈ R} and F4 = 0 on {(0, C) ∈ H3 | C ≠ 0}.
• F4 is homogeneous of degree −1 with respect to the scaling (2.5).
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We can now state our main results. In the following �eorems 2.1, 2.4, 2.8 and 2.9, by H we will

denote either LB with B > 0, or LB with 0 < B < 3 + 1.

�eorem 2.1 (Resolvent estimates – general case). Let B > 0 and H = LB , or let 0 < B < 3 + 1 and

H = LB . Suppose also that 3, B, ` and� satisfy one of the following four conditions:

(i) 3 ≥ 1, 1/2 < B ≤ 1 and � = FB
1〈L〉

(B−1)/2;

(ii) 3 ≥ 2, 1/2 < B ≤ 1 and � = FB
2〈L〉

(B−1)/2;

(iii) 3 ≥ 2, B > 0, 1/2 < ` ≤ 1 and � = 〈# 〉−`F `
3L

B/2〈L〉−1/4;
(iv) 3 ≥ 2, B > 0, 1/2 < ` ≤ 1 and � = 〈# 〉−`F `

4L
(B−` )/2 .

�en the uniform resolvent estimate

sup
f∈C\R

‖� (H − f)−1�∗ 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) . ‖ 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) , 5 ∈ S(H3), (2.6)

holds with the implicit constant being independent of 5 . In particular,� (H−f)−1�∗ extends to a bounded
operator on !2 (H3) with a uniform operator norm bound with respect to f ∈ C \ R.

More generally, the above results hold for any non-negative self-adjoint operatorH on !2 (H3) with
domain � 2B (H3) (see Subsection 2.4 for the definition of Sobolev space), satisfying the following three

conditions:

(H1) H is homogeneous of degree 2B, in the sense that

H( 5 ◦ X_) = _2B (H5 ) ◦ X_, 5 ∈ � 2B (H3), _ > 0,

or equivalently, using the generator of the dilation group introduced at the beginning of Sec-

tion 3, that for all g ∈ R
4−8g�H48g� = 42BgH on � 2B (H3). (2.7)

(H2) �ere exist constants �1,�2 > 0 such that �1L
B ≤ H ≤ �2L

B in the form sense, i.e.,

�1‖LB/2 5 ‖2
!2 (H3 ) ≤ ‖H1/25 ‖2

!2 (H3 ) ≤ �2‖LB/2 5 ‖2
!2 (H3 ), 5 ∈ �B (H3).

(H3) H strongly commutes with L, in the sense that

[(H − f)−1, (L −F )−1] = 0 for any f,F ∈ C \ R.
�ese hypothesis will be employed in the proof of the abstract �eorem 3.2 in Section 3 below, and it

can be checked (see Appendix A) that LB and LB satisfy them.

Remark 2.2. �e weightF4 naturally appears in the Hardy type inequality on H3 of the form

‖F45 ‖!2 (H3 ) ≤ 3−1‖L1/25 ‖!2 (H3 )
(see Lemma 4.1 for more details). Note that the operatorF4L

−1/2 is invariant under the scaling (2.5). In
particular,F4 is critical for the estimate (2.6) (at least near the zero energy f = 0) in view of the scaling

structure, decay rate at infinity and singularity at the origin. On the other hand, the other weights are

somewhat artificial and depend on our method. In fact, one can find from the proof of this theorem,

precisely Proposition 4.7 and its proof, that the above specific formulas ofF1, F2,F3 are not necessary,

but the following conditions are sufficient:

F1 ≤ 1, F1 |I | ≤ 1, F1 |C | ≤ 1, F1 ≤ F4;

F2 ≤ 1, F2 |I | ≤ 1, F2 |C | ≤ 1;

F3 ≤ 1, F3 |I | ≤ 1, F3 |C | ≤ |I |, F3 ≤ F4,

and thatF3 is cylindrical.
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Remark 2.3. �ere is a factor 〈# 〉−` in the third and fourth choices of � in �eorem 2.1, which de-

scribes a kind of spherical derivatives in the I-variable. Indeed, # is the form # =
∑3

9=1 !3+9, 9 , where
!9,: = I 9 mI: − I:mI 9 is the infinitesimal generator of the pull back ' 9: (\ )∗ 5 (I) = 5 (' 9: (\ )I) by the

rotation group

' 9: (\ ) : R23 ∋ I ↦→ (I 9 cos\ − I: sin\ )4 9 + (I 9 sin\ + I: cos\ )4: +
∑

ℓ≠9,:

Iℓ4ℓ ∈ R23

so that Δ(23−1 =
∑

9<: !
2
9,:
, where (4 9 )239=1 denotes the standard basis of R23 and Δ(23−1 denotes the

spherical Laplacian on R23 . In particular, we have that 0 ≤ −# 2 ≤ −3Δ(23−1 in the form sense, since

〈 − # 2D,D〉!2 (H3 ) ≤ 3
3∑

9=1

‖!9,3+9D‖2!2 (H3 ) ≤ 3
∑

1≤ 9<:≤23
‖!9,:D‖2!2 (H3 ) = −3 〈Δ(23−1D,D〉!2 (H3 )

and that �eorem 2.1 still holds with 〈# 〉−` replaced by 〈Δ(23−1〉−`/2. Moreover, # 5 = 0 if 5 is polyra-

dial, namely 5 (I, C) = 5̃ ( | (G1, ~1) |, . . . , | (G3 , ~3 ) |, C) with some 5̃ : [0,∞)3 × R → C. A particular case

of polyradial functions are the cylindrical or radial functions. When 3 = 1, it is easy to check that the

cylindrical functions are the only ones in Ker# .

Although it is not clear whether the derivative loss 〈# 〉−` in the above theorem can be removed or

not in the general case, this is the case for 5 ∈ Ker# as follows:

�eorem 2.4 (Resolvent estimates on Ker# ). Let B > 0 and H = LB , or 0 < B < 3 + 1 and H = LB .

Suppose 3 ≥ 1, 1/2 < ` ≤ 1 and 5 ∈ S(H3) ∩ Ker# . �en (2.6) holds for � = F
`
3L

B/2〈L〉−1/4 and
� = F

`
4L

(B−` )/2.

Again, �eorem 2.4 can be generalized to any non-negative self-adjoint operator H with domain

� (H) = � 2B (H3) and satisfying assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3), if however in addition H leaves

Ker# invariant, in the sense that (H − f)−1 Ker# ⊂ Ker# for all f ∈ C \ R.

Remark 2.5. �eorem 2.4 is not a direct corollary of �eorem 2.1 since it holds for all 3 ≥ 1, while the

results for 3 ≥ 2 follows from �eorem 2.1 (with a possible change of the implicit constants in (2.6)).

�e difference in the dimensional hypothesis arise from the employment, in the proof of �eorem 2.1,

of the D’Ambrosio-type Hardy inequality (4.2).

Remark 2.6. �eorem 2.1 with B = 1 and � = F1 or F2, and �eorem 2.4 with B = ` = 1 and � = F4

should be compared with [21, �eorem 1] by the authors. Indeed, considering a radial weak solution

D ∈ � 1 (H3) of the Helmholtz equation LD − (f1 + 8f2)D = 5 , and se�ing

D− (I, C) := 4−8k (I,C )D (I, C), k (I, C) :=
√
3

2

Γ( 32 )
Γ( 3+12 )

sgn(f2)
√
|f1 | | (I, C) |H ,

where Γ(·) is the Gamma function, in [21] we have proved via the multipliers method that

‖∇HD‖!2 (H3 ) .
F−1

4 5

!2 (H3 ) if |f2 | > Xf1,

‖∇HD− ‖!2 (H3 ) .
F−1

4 5

!2 (H3 ) if |f2 | ≤ Xf1,

for any X > 0. �ese are Barceló–Vega–Zubeldia-type estimates (see [3]), stronger than the Kato–

Yajima-type estimate (see [32])

sup
f∈C\R

‖F4(L − f)−1F45 ‖!2 (H3 ) . ‖ 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) , 5 ∈ S(H3 ),



UNIFORM RESOLVENT ESTIMATES FOR THE SUBLAPLACIAN 7

which corresponds to (2.6), and follows from the first ones employing Hardy’s inequality (4.1). However,

no symmetric condition is needed in �eorem 2.1 and the symmetric condition in �eorem 2.4 is less

restrictive compared to the one in [21]: if D is radial, then 5 ∈ Ker# .

Remark 2.7. Although it is far from being optimal, our proof gives some explicit upper bounds of the

implicit constants in (2.6) for all the above choices of� in �eorems 2.1 and 2.4. For instance,

‖F1(L − f)−1F1‖ ≤ 2(341/4 − 2)2 (5 + 33−1)2,
‖F2(L − f)−1F2‖ ≤ 2(341/4 − 2)2 (5 + 4(3 − 1)−1)2,

‖〈# 〉−1F3L
1/2〈L〉−1/4(L − f)−1〈L〉−1/4L1/2F3〈# 〉−1‖ ≤ 2(341/4 − 2)2 (4 + 3−1 + (3 − 1)−1)2,

‖〈# 〉−1F4(L − f)−1F4〈# 〉−1‖ ≤ 2(341/4 − 2)2 (3 + (3 − 1)−1).
We refer to �eorem 3.2, Remark 3.3, Proposition 4.7, and the proof of �eorem 2.1 below for more

details.

2.1. Smoothing effect and spectral stability. In this subsection we prove two typical applications

of the above uniform resolvent estimates.

2.1.1. Smoothing estimates. By virtue of the theory of smooth perturbations, the above theorems im-

mediately imply associated smoothing effects for the solution to the Schrödinger-type equation

(8mg −H)D (g, I, C) = � (g, I, C), D (0, I, C) = D0 (I, C), g ∈ R, (I, C) ∈ H3 , (2.8)

with given data D0 and � , where the solution is given by the Duhamel formula:

D (I, C) = 4−8gHD0 (I, C) − 8
∫ g

0
4−8 (g−A )H� (A, I, C)3A .

�eorem 2.8 (Smoothing estimates for general data). Under the same conditions in�eorem 2.1, one has

for D0 ∈ S(H3) and � ∈ S(R × H3 ),
‖�4−8gHD0‖!2 (R×H3 ) . ‖D0‖!2 (H3 ) , (2.9)

�
∫ g

0

4−8 (g−A )H�∗� (A )3A

!2 (R×H3 )

. ‖� ‖!2 (R×H3 ) . (2.10)

Indeed, for any densely defined closed operator� on !2 (H3) with domain inclusion � (H) ⊂ � (�),
it is known (see [16, 31]) that (2.10) is equivalent to (2.6), while (2.9) is equivalent to

sup
f∈C\R

‖�{(H − f)−1 − (H − f)−1}�∗ 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) . ‖ 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) ,

which clearly follows from (2.6). Similarly, we have also the following

�eorem2.9 (Smoothing estimates for data in Ker# ). Let3 ≥ 1, B > 0, 1/2 < ` ≤ 1,D0 ∈ S(H3)∩Ker#
and � ∈ S(R×H3)∩!1

loc
(R; Ker# ). �en (2.9) and (2.10) hold for� = F

`
3L

B/2〈L〉−1/4 and� = F
`
4L

(B−` )/2.

2.1.2. Spectral stability. In the last decades, Spectral analysis of non-self-adjoint operators has been

extensively studied (see e.g. [13, 14, 19, 20, 28] and references therein). A natural and typical question

in this context is the spectral stability, namely under what conditions on the perturbations are the

spectrum of perturbed operators the same as that of the unperturbed one? It is worth mentioning that,

in contrast with the self-adjoint case, many classical tools such as the comparison principle and the

spectral decomposition theorem are not available in the non-self-adjoint se�ing in general. Instead,

suitable resolvent estimates (combined with the Birman–Schwinger principle) have been shown to be

very useful to prove the spectral stability or certain spectral radius bounds for eigenvalues (see [24]).
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Our theorem can be also used to show the spectral stability for the Schrödinger operatorL++ with

a complex-valued potential + (I, C) as follows. Recall that L is the positive self-adjoint operator on

!2 (H3) associated to the quadratic form

@0 [k ] :=
∫

H3

|∇Hk |23I3C, � (@0) = � 1 (H3),

with purely continuous spectrum [0,∞). Let+ : H3 → C be a measurable function subordinated to L,

with bound less than one, viz. there exists 0 ≤ 0 < 1 such that
∫

H3

|+ | |k |23I3C ≤ 0
∫

H3

|∇Hk |23I3C, (2.11)

for allk ∈ � 1 (H3). �en the quadratic form

@+ [k ] :=
∫

H3

+ |k |23I3C, � (@+ ) :=
{
k ∈ !2 (H3) |

∫

H3

|+ | |k |23I3C < ∞
}

is relatively bounded with respect to @0, with bound less than 1, and we can define an <-sectorial

differential operator L ++ associated to the closed quadratic form @ := @0 + @+ .

�eorem 2.10 (Spectral stability). Suppose that + : H3 → C is a measurable function satisfying (2.11),

and that + and 3 satisfy one of the following conditions:

(i) 3 ≥ 1 and |+ | ≤ �1F
2
1 almost everywhere, with some

�1 <
1

2
(341/4 − 2)−2(5 + 33−1)−2,

(ii) 3 ≥ 2 and |+ | ≤ �2F
2
2 almost everywhere, with some

�2 <
1

2
(341/4 − 2)−2(5 + 4(3 − 1)−1)−2.

�en f (L ++ ) = [0,∞) and fp(L ++ ) = ∅.

Proof. We write + = �∗� with � =

√
|+ | and �∗ = sgn(+ )

√
|+ |, and consider the Birman–Schwinger

operator �(L − f)−1�∗ with f ∈ C \ R. By the Birman–Schwinger principle (see [28, �eorem 3] and

also [31, 34]), the claim of the theorem follows if �〈L〉−1/2 and �〈L〉−1/2 are bounded on !2 (H3) and

sup
f∈C\[0,∞)

‖�(L − f)−1�∗‖B(!2 (H3 ) ) < 1. (2.12)

�e former condition is trivial since F1 ≤ 1 and F2 ≤ 1 on H3 . �e assumption in this theorem,

�eorem 2.1 and Remark 2.7 imply supf∈C\R ‖�(L − f)−1�∗‖B(!2 (H3 ) ) ≤ 2 with some 2 < 1. Since the

map C \ [0,∞) ∋ f ↦→ �(L − f)−1�∗ ∈ B(!2(H3)) is continuous, we thus obtain (2.12). �

Remark 2.11. Assuming the subordination condition (2.11) in �eorem 2.10 is actually redundant.

Indeed, condition (i) with theHardy-type inequality (4.1) imply (2.11) with0 = 3−2�1, whereas condition

(ii) in the theorem together with the Hardy-type inequality (4.2) imply (2.11) with 0 = (3 − 1)−2�2. It is

easy to see that in both cases one has 0 < 1.

Remark 2.12. We cannot consider an analogous result to �eorem 2.10 for the fractional versions LB

and LB . Indeed, observe that when B = 1 in the two first conditions of �eorem 2.1, the weight � boils

down to eitherF1 (in the case 3 ≥ 1) orF2 (in the case 3 ≥ 2). Nevertheless, if 1/2 < B < 1, the weight

� is an operator and it is not possible to impose a suitable assumption for + on �eorem 2.10.
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2.2. Known results. We here recall some known results and compare our theorems with them. In [2],

Bahouri, Barilari and Gallagher proved following Strichartz-type estimates:

‖4−8gL 5 ‖!∞C !
?
g !

@
I
. ‖ 5 ‖!2

for any 2 ≤ ?, @ ≤ ∞, 2/? + 23/@ = 3 + 1 and cylindrical 5 ∈ !2 (H3). �is estimate with the choice

? = @ = 2 and Hölder’s inequality particularly imply

‖F (C)4−8gL5 ‖!2 (R×H3 ) . ‖F ‖!2 (R) ‖ 5 ‖!2 (H3 )
for any cylindrical 5 ∈ !2 (H3) and F ∈ !2 (R). In [35], Măntoiu proved several space-time estimates

with loss of derivatives for the sublaplacians on stratified Lie groups, which, in the se�ing of Heisenberg

groups, particularly implies, for 1/2 < B ≤ 1,

‖〈| (I, C) |H〉−B | (I, C) |−BH 〈L〉−B/2L(1−B )/24−8gL 5 ‖!2 (R×H3 ) . ‖ 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) .

Note that the term 〈L〉−B/2L(1−B )/2 represents the derivative losses if B > 1/2. Compared with these

two results, the interesting point of our theorems is that, on one hand, we obtain uniform estimates

without any symmetry or derivative loss ((i) and (ii) in �eorems 2.1 and 2.8), and, on the other hand,

full derivative losses with respect to L are not necessary and spherical ones are enough ((iii) and (iv)

in �eorems 2.1 and 2.8). In particular, we recover a similar uniform resolvent estimates and local

smoothing effects to the Euclidean case under cylindrical symmetry (�eorems 2.4 and 2.9).

2.3. Organization of the paper. �e rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of�eorems 2.1 and 2.4.

�e main tool, and key ingredient in this paper, is an abstract uniform resolvent estimate, �eorem 3.2,

which is proved in Section 3 via the method of weakly conjugate operators due to Boutet de Monvel–

Măntoiu [7] and Hoshiro [29], see also [40]. �e la�er can be regarded as a variation of Mourre’s

conjugate operators method. From these abstract estimates, we will deduce, in Section 4, our main

results a�er proving the uniform boundedness of some weighted operators; Hardy inequalities on the

Heisenberg group will be also used. In Appendix A, we briefly recall the definition and basic notions

of the fractional sublaplacians LB and LB . In Appendix B, we record basic notions of the joint spectral

theory for two commuting self-adjoint operators, used in the proof.

2.4. Notation. We list here some notations we will use throughout the paper:

• S(H3 ) = S(R23+1) denotes the standard Schwartz class on R23+1.
• �B

= �B (H3) = 〈L〉−B/2!2 (H3) is the Sobolev space equipped with norm

‖ 5 ‖�B = ‖〈L〉B/2 5 ‖!2 (H3 ) ,

where 〈L〉B/2 is defined via the spectral decomposition theorem (see (3.1)).

• B(*,+ ) is the space of bounded operators from* to. , ‖ · ‖B(*,+ ) denotes its norm, andB(* ) :=
B(*,* ). In particular, we will denote

‖�‖ := ‖�‖B(!2 (H3 ) )
for any � ∈ B(!2 (H3)).

• Given a densely defined operator�, its closure will be denoted by �.

• For two closed densely defined operators � and �, [�, �] denotes the commutator of � and �:

for 5 ∈ � (�) ∩ � (�) and 6 ∈ � (�∗) ∩ � (�∗),

〈[�, �] 5 , 6〉 := 〈�5 , �∗6〉 − 〈�5 , �∗6〉 .

• Given two operators � and �, � ⊂ � means � is an extension of �, namely � (�) ⊂ � (�) and
� = � on � (�).
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3. An abstract uniform resolvent estimate

In this section, we study a uniform resolvent estimate in an abstract se�ing, which will play an

essential role in the proof of the main theorems.

We first recall basic facts on the functional calculus for self-adjoint operators used in the paper

(see [38] on the spectral theory for self-adjoint operators). For any self-adjoint operatorH on !2 (H3)
and any Borel measurable function i (_) on R which is finite almost everywhere, a densely defined

closed operator i (H) is defined via the spectral decomposition theorem as

〈i (H) 5 , 6〉 :=
∫

R

i (_)3 〈�H (_) 5 , 6〉

� (i (H)) :=
{
5 ∈ !2 (H3) |

∫

R

|i (_) |23 〈�H (_) 5 , 5 〉 < ∞
}
,

(3.1)

where �H denotes the spectral measure associated withH. Here we list a few basic properties:

• supp �H = f (H);
• � (i1(H) +i2(H)) = � (i1(H)) ∩� (i2(H)) and i1 (H) + i2(H) = (i1 +i2) (H). In particular,

they coincide with each other if one between i1 and i2 is bounded;

• � (i1(H)i2(H)) = � ((i1i2) (H)) ∩� (i2(H)) and i1 (H)i2(H) = (i1i2) (H). In particular, if

i2 is bounded then i1 (H)i2(H) = (i1i2) (H);
• i (H)∗ = i (H). In particular, i (H) is self-adjoint if i is real-valued;

• If i ∈ !∞ (R), then i (H) ∈ B(!2) and

‖i (H)‖ ≤ ‖i ‖!∞ (R) . (3.2)

Let & = 23 + 2 be the homogeneous dimension of H3 and

� := −8
(
I · mI + 2C mC +

&

2

)
= −8I · ∇H − 82C mC − 8 (3 + 1) (3.3)

be the self-adjoint generator of the dilation group

48g� 5 (I, C) = 4
&
2 g 5 (4gI, 42g C), g ∈ R.

�eoperator48g� is unitary on !2 (H3). Moreover, it is easy to see that 4−8g�L48g� = 42gL (see Lemma 3.5

below). In particular, 48g� leaves �< (H3) invariant for any< ∈ R.
From this point on, we will consider H to be a non-negative self-adjoint operator on !2 (H3), with

domain � 2B (H3), satisfying the conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) in Section 2.

Remark 3.1. Hypothesis (H3) is necessary in order to ensure a joint spectral measure associated to

L and H, and to define the operator q (L,H) for any measurable, almost everywhere finite function

q : R2 → C ∪ {∞}. We refer to Appendix B for more details. It follows that if q1, q2 : R → C are of

polynomial growth, then [q1 (L), q2 (H)] = 0 on S(H3 ). In particular, (H3) impliesH and L commute.

Let us define the operators

(U := L
B/2〈L〉−U/2, �U := 〈L〉−U/2�〈L〉−U/2, (3.4)

for any U ≥ 0.

�eorem 3.2. Let B > 0, 1/2 < ` ≤ 1 and U ≥ 0 and assume (H1), (H2) and (H3). �en

sup
f∈C\R

‖〈�U 〉−`(U (H − f)−1(U 〈�U 〉−` ‖ ≤ ^ (H, B, `), (3.5)
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where ^ (H, B, `) is given by

^ (H, B, `) = inf
1>0

421
{
 11

−1/2 +  21
1/2�

(
2, 11/2

)
+  31

`−1/2�

(
1

` − 1/2 , 1
`−1/2

)}2
(3.6)

where  1 := (2�2
1�

−1
2 )−1/2,  2 := (2�−1

1 B)1/2 max{B, 24−(1+B/2) },  3 :=
2−`
`−1/2 (2�1B)−1/2 and

� (?, G) := 4−G?
∫ G

0
4g

?

3g (3.7)

is the generalized Dawson’s integral.

Remark 3.3. Expanding the Maclaurin series in (3.7), one obtains the bound � (?, G) < G1−? (1− 4−G? )
for ? ≥ 1 and G > 0, with which we can give a more explicit estimate for ^ (H, B, `):

^ (H, B, `) < inf
1>0

{
 11

−1/241 + ( 2 +  31
2`−2) (41 − 1)

}2
.

Moreover, in case of H = L, �1 = �2 = 1 and one can thus calculate an explicit upper bound of

^ (H, B, `). For instance, if B = ` = 1 then

^ (L, 1, 1) = inf
1>0

421

21

{
1 + 41 � (2, 11/2)

}2
≈ 6.42686 < 2(341/4 − 2)2 .

Note that, although the constant ^ (H, B, `) seems to be far from optimal, obtaining an optimal, or even

explicit, constant in uniform resolvent estimates is typically challenging, except for some special cases

such as the Laplacian Δ on R and R3. It is also worth remarking that there is extensive literature on the

best constant for smoothing effects in the case of 48CΔR3D0 (see for instance [44]), but there appear to be

no results on the best constant (or even an explicit expression of the constant) for smoothing effects in

the case of the inhomogeneous propagator
∫ C

0
48 (C−B )ΔR3 � (B)3B.

Remark 3.4. �eorem 3.2 is useful for studying, in a unified way, resolvent estimates of the form

sup
f∈C\R

‖F0(L) (H − f)−10(L)F ‖ < ∞

with some weight function F = F (I, C) and Sobolev weight 0(L). Namely, this theorem allows us to

reduce the proof of (2.6) into showing that 〈�U 〉`(−1U 0(L)F ∈ B(!2) for suitable choices of 0 and F ,

and this operator is independent ofH.

For the proof of�eorem 3.2, we prepare several lemmas. �e following is useful to calculate various

commutators against 8� and will be frequently used throughout the paper.

Lemma 3.5. Let i ∈ � ([0,∞)) be such that |i (_) | . 〈_〉A with some A ∈ R. �en

4−8g�i (H)48g� = i (42BgH) on � 2BA (H3). (3.8)

If in addition i ∈ � ([0,∞)) ∩�1 ((0,∞)) and |_i ′(_) | . 〈_〉A , then

[i (H), 8�] = 2BHi ′ (H) on � 2BA (H3). (3.9)

In particular,

[H, 8�] = 2BH, [[H, 8�], 8�] = 4B2H on � 2B (H3).

Remark 3.6. Precisely speaking, (3.9) means that [i (H), 8�] defined originally as a quadratic form on

� (�) ∩ � 2BA (H3) extends to a self-adjoint operator, which coincides with 2BHi ′ (H).
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Proof of Lemma 3.5. �e formula (2.7) implies

4−8g� (H − f)−148g� = (42BgH − f)−1

for all f ∈ C \ [0,∞). Let �H be the spectral measure ofH. By using Stone’s formula:

�H ((0,1)) = 1

2c8
lim
Yց0

∫ 1

0

{(H − _ − 8Y)−1 − (H − _ + 8Y)−1}3_

and a standard limiting argument, we thus obtain for any Borel measurable set Ω ⊂ R,

4−8g��H (Ω)48g� = �42BgH (Ω)

which, combined with the formula (3.1), implies (3.8). We also obtain

〈[i (H), 8�] 5 , 6〉 = 3

3g
〈4−8g�i (H)48g� 5 , 6〉 |g=0 =

3

3g
〈i (42BgH) 5 , 6〉 |g=0

=
3

3g

���
g=0

∫ ∞

0
i (42Bg_) 3 〈�H (_) 5 , 6〉

= lim
gց0

∫ ∞

0
2B42Bg0_i ′(42Bg0_) 3 〈�H (_) 5 , 6〉

for 5 ∈ � 2BA (H3), 6 ∈ !2 (H3) and some g0 ∈ (0, g), where the last step is justified by the mean value

theorem. Since g is small and using (3.1), we have
∫

R

2B42Bg0_i ′(42Bg0_) 3 〈�H (_) 5 , 6〉 .
∫

R

〈_〉A 3 〈�H (_) 5 , 6〉 ≤ ‖〈H〉A 5 ‖ ‖6‖ < ∞.

�erefore by dominated convergence theorem we obtain

〈[i (H), 8�] 5 , 6〉 =
∫

R

2B_i ′ (_)3 〈�H (_) 5 , 6〉 = 〈2BHi ′ (H) 5 , 6〉

and (3.9) follows. �

Remark 3.7. In the proof of Lemma 3.5 we actually explicitly use only the polynomial bound on _i ′(_).
However, the condition |i (_) | ≤ 〈_〉A is stated to ensure that the domain of i (H) contains S(H3).

Lemma 3.8. Let i ∈ � ([0,∞)) ∩�1 ((0,∞)) be such that i (_) and _i ′(_) are bounded on [0,∞). �en

i (H) leaves � (�) invariant and

�i (H) = i (H)� + 28BHi ′ (H)

on � (�).

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 with A = 0, [�, i (H)] = 28BHi ′ (H) ∈ B(!2). Let 5 , 6 ∈ � (�). �en

〈i (H) 5 , �6〉 = 〈i (H) 5 , �6〉 − 〈�5 , i (H)∗6〉 + 〈�5 , i (H)∗6〉
= 〈[�, i (H)] 5 , 6〉 + 〈�5 , i (H)∗6〉
= 〈28BHi ′ (H) 5 , 6〉 + 〈�5 , i (H)∗6〉 .

Since 28BHi ′ (H) 5 + i (H)�5 ∈ !2, this equality means i (H) 5 ∈ � (�∗) = � (�) and �i (H) 5 =

28BHi ′ (H) 5 + i (H)�5 by the definition of �∗ and the self-adjointness of �. �

Recall the definition of � in (3.3) and �U in (3.4).

Lemma 3.9. � is essentially self-adjoint on S(H3). Moreover, for any U > 0, �U is essentially self-adjoint

on � (�).
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Proof. �e assertion for� follows from the Nelson’s Criterion (see [1, Proposition 5.3]). By Lemma 3.8,

〈L〉−U/2� (�) ⊂ � (�) and�U thus makes sense on � (�). To prove the essential self-adjointness of�U ,

it is enough to check Ran(�U ± 8f) = !2 (H3) for some f > 0. By the essential self-adjointness of �,

Ran(� ± 8f)⊥ = {0} for any f > 0. �en

0 = 〈5 , (�U ± 8f)6〉 = 〈5 , (〈L〉−U/2�〈L〉−U/2 ± 8f)6〉

= 〈〈L〉−U/2 5 , (� ± 8f)〈L〉−U/26〉 ∓ 8f 〈5 , (1 − 〈L〉−U/2)6〉

for 5 ∈ Ran(�U ± 8f)⊥ ∩ � (�) and 6 ∈ � (�). Le�ing 6 = 5 and taking the real parts imply

Re 〈〈L〉−U/25 , (� ± 8f)〈L〉−U/2 5 〉 = 0.

Similarly, le�ing 6 = 8 5 and taking the imaginary part imply

Im 〈〈L〉−U/25 , (� ± 8f)〈L〉−U/25 〉 = 0.

�us 〈L〉−U/25 belongs to Ran(� ± 8f)⊥ and vanishes identically. Since 〈L〉−U/2 is positive, 5 ≡ 0.

�is shows Ran(�U ± 8f)⊥ = {0} since � (�) is dense in !2 (H3) and Ran(�U ± 8f)⊥ is closed. Hence

Ran(�U ± 8f) = !2 (H3). �

From now on, we use the same symbol�U for its self-adjoint extension. Applying Lemma 3.8 repeat-

edly, we have i (H)� (�U) ⊂ � (�U ) and i (L)� (�U) ⊂ � (�U ) for i satisfying the same conditions as

in Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 3.10. Let 0 < ` ≤ 1 and

,Y = 〈�U 〉−` 〈Y�U 〉`−1,
where�U is defined in (3.4). �en the map Y ↦→,Y ∈ B(!2(H3)) is continuous on [0,∞) and�1 on (0,∞).
Moreover,

‖,Y ‖ ≤ 1

for all Y ≥ 0 and , ′
Y

 ≤ (1 − `)Y`−1, ‖�U,Y ‖ ≤ Y`−1

for all Y > 0, where, ′
Y := 3

3Y,Y = (` − 1)Y 〈�U 〉−` |�U |2〈Y�U 〉`−3.

Proof. It is easy to see that the symbols of,Y,,
′
Y and �U,Y satisfy

〈_〉−` 〈Y_〉`−1 ≤ 1,

Y 〈_〉−` |_ |2〈Y_〉`−3 = Y`−1 · |_ |` 〈_〉−` · (Y |_ |)−`+2〈Y_〉`−2 · 〈Y_〉−1 ≤ Y`−1,
|_ | 〈_〉−` 〈Y_〉`−1 = Y`−1 · |_ |` 〈_〉−` · (Y |_ |)−`+1〈Y_〉`−1 ≤ Y`−1.

�e lemma follows from these estimates and the spectral decomposition theorem. �

Lemma 3.11 (Gronwall’s inequality). Let 5 ∈ � (0,1) and D1, D2 ∈ !1 (0,1) be non-negative functions.
Suppose that for some constant � ≥ 0 and for all 0 < Y < 1,

5 (Y) ≤ � +
∫ 1

Y

(
D1 (A ) 5 (A ) + D2 (A ) 5 (A )1/2

)
3A .

�en, for all 0 < Y < 1,

5 (Y) ≤
{
�1/2 + 1

2

∫ 1

Y

D2 (A ) exp
(
−1
2

∫ 1

A

D1 (g)3g
)
3A

}2
exp

(∫ 1

Y

D1 (g)3g
)
.
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Proof. Let * (Y) := D2 (Y) exp
(
− 1

2

∫ 1

Y
D1 (g)3g

)
, 6(Y) := � +

∫ 1

Y

(
D1 (A ) 5 (A ) + D2 (A ) 5 (A )1/2

)
3A and ℎ(Y) :=

6(Y) exp
(
−
∫ 1

Y
D1 (g)3g

)
. It is easy to prove the inequality mY

√
ℎ(Y) ≥ −* (Y)/2. �e lemma follows by

integrating this inequality over the interval (Y, 1) and noticing that 5 ≤ 6. �

Proof of �eorem 3.2. �e proof is decomposed into several steps.

Step 1. We first compute the commutators [H, 8�U ] and [[H, 8�U ], 8�U ]. By (H3) and Remark 3.1,H

commutes with i (L) for any i ∈ � (R) of polynomial growth. Using Lemma 3.5, we then calculate

[H, 8�U ] = 〈L〉−U/2[H, 8�]〈L〉−U/2 = 2BH〈L〉−U , (3.10)

[[H, 8�U ], 8�U ] = 2B 〈L〉−UH〈L〉−U/28�〈L〉−U/2 − 2B 〈L〉−U/28�〈L〉−U/2H〈L〉−U

= 2B 〈L〉−U [H, 8�]〈L〉−U + 2B 〈L〉−UH[〈L〉−U/2, 8�]〈L〉−U/2

− 2B 〈L〉−U/2[8�, 〈L〉−U/2]H〈L〉−U

= 4B2〈L〉−UH〈L〉−U − 4B2U 〈L〉−UHL
2〈L〉−2〈L〉−U

= 4B2H〈L〉−2U (1 − UL2〈L〉−2) (3.11)

as quadratic forms on � 2B (H3) ∩ � (�U ). In particular, [H, 8�U ] and [[H, 8�U ], 8�U ] extend to self-

adjoint operators with domains which include � 2B−U (H3). Moreover, since 〈_〉−U |1 − U_2〈_〉−2 | ≤ 1

for any U ≥ 0, (H2) and (3.2) imply

| 〈[[H, 8�U ], 8�U ] 5 , 5 〉| ≤ 4�2B
2‖(U 5 ‖2. (3.12)

Step 2. Let f1 ∈ R, f2, Y > 0 and consider the operatorH±
Y : �

2B (H3) → !2 (H3) defined as

H
±
Y := H − (f1 ± 8f2) ∓ 8Y [H, 8�U ] = H − f1 ∓ 8f2 ∓ 82BYH〈L〉−U . (3.13)

We shall show that H±
Y is bijective and (H±

Y )∗ = H∓
Y . It is easy to see that KerH±

Y = {0}. Indeed, since
H and 〈L〉−U are non-negative, self-adjoint and commute with each other, we have Im 〈H5 , 5 〉 = 0,

Im 〈5 ,H〈L〉−U 5 〉 = Im 〈H〈L〉−U/25 , 〈L〉−U/25 〉 = 0,

Im 〈H5 ,H〈L〉−U 5 〉 = Im 〈H〈L〉−U/25 ,H〈L〉−U/2 5 〉 = 0,

and YBf2〈H〈L〉−U 5 , 5 〉 ≥ 0 for 5 ∈ � 2B (H3). Hence,

‖H±
Y 5 ‖2 = ‖(H − f1) 5 ‖2 ∓ 2 Im 〈(H − f1) 5 , (f2 + 2BYH〈L〉−U ) 5 〉 + ‖(f2 + 2BYH〈L〉−U ) 5 ‖2

≥ max{f22 ‖ 5 ‖2, 4B2Y2‖H〈L〉−U 5 ‖2}, (3.14)

which particularly implies KerH±
Y = {0}. To show RanH±

Y = !2 (H3) and (H±
Y )∗ = H∓

Y , we use some

tools from the joint spectral theory for strongly commuting self-adjoint operators (see Appendix B

below). H±
Y is wri�en as H±

Y = i1(H) ± 8i2,U (H,L) with two real-valued functions i1(_1) = _1 − f1
and i2,U (_1, _2) = −f2 − 2YB_1〈_2〉−U . Since | (i1 ± 8i2,U ) (_1, _2) |2 = |i1(_1) |2 + |i2,U (_1, _2) |2, we have

‖(i1 ± 8i2,U ) (H,L) 5 ‖2 = ‖i1(H) 5 ‖2 + ‖i2,U (H,L) 5 ‖2 = ‖H±
Y 5 ‖2.

Since (i1 ± 8i2,U ) (H,L) is the closure of i1(H) ± 8i2,U (H,L) by Proposition B.1, this equality shows

� (H±
Y ) = � ((i1 ± 8i2,U ) (H,L)) and thusH±

Y = (i1 ± 8i2,U ) (H,L). In particular,H±
Y is closed and

(H±
Y )∗ = [(i1 ± 8i2,U ) (H,L)]∗ = (i1 ± 8i2,U ) (H,L) = (i1 ∓ 8i2,U ) (H,L) = H

∓
Y

�us, RanH±
Y = (KerH∓

Y )⊥ = {0} andH±
Y is bijective.

Let�±
Y = (H±

Y )−1 : !2 (H3) → � 2B (H3) be the inverse of H±
Y such that (�±

Y )∗ = �∓
Y and

‖�±
Y ‖ ≤ f−1

2 (3.15)
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by (3.14). By the duality and interpolation, we also have�±
Y ∈ B(� −B (H3), �B (H3)).

Step 3. Let 0+ = max{0, 0}, X ≥ 0 and recall the definition of,Y from Lemma 3.10. Let us denote

(U,X := (U 〈XL〉−(B−U )+/2
= L

B/2〈L〉−U/2〈XL〉−(B−U )+/2,

�±Y :=,Y(U,X�
±
Y (U,X,Y .

Note that (U,X ∈ B(!2(H3)) if X > 0, (U,0 = (U and thus � ((U,X) ⊂ �B (H3) for all X ≥ 0, and �±Y ∈
B(!2(H3)) for all f1 ∈ R, Y, f2 > 0 and X ≥ 0. We shall derive a uniform bound of ‖�±Y ‖ with respect to

f1 ∈ R, f2 > 0, Y > 0 and sufficiently small X ≥ 0. To this end, we first show that �±Y satisfies

±8mY�±Y = �1 + �2 + �3 + �4, (3.16)

where mY�
±
Y = limℎ→0 ℎ

−1 (�±
Y+ℎ − �

±
Y ) and

�1 = 8�
±
Y �U − 8�U�

±
Y ,

�2 = ±8, ′
Y (U,X�

±
Y (U,X,Y ± 8,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X,

′
Y ,

�3 = −,Y�X(U,X�
±
Y (U,X,Y −,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X�X,Y,

�4 = ∓8Y,Y(U,X�
±
Y [[H, 8�U ], 8�U ]�±

Y (U,X,Y

with

�X := k (L), k (_) := B 〈_〉−U
(
B − U_2〈_〉−2 − (B − U)+X2_2〈X_〉−2

)
.

By elementary calculus it is easy to see that, if B ≥ U , then 0 < B 〈_〉−U
(
B − U_2〈_〉−2

)
≤ B2 and

0 ≤ B (B −U)+〈_〉−U (X_)2〈X_〉−2 ≤ > (X) for X ց 0, so that |k (_) | ≤ B2 if X is small enough. If B < U , then

B2 ≥ B 〈_〉−U
(
B − U_2〈_〉−2

)
≥ −2

(U − B
U + 2

)1+U/2
> −2B4−1−B/2

and so |k (_) | ≤ B max{B, 24−1−B/2}. �erefore by using (3.2) we have that �X ∈ B(!2(H3)) and

‖�X ‖ ≤ B max{B, 24−(1+B/2) } (3.17)

for X sufficiently small. To prove (3.16), we first observe that the resolvent equation

�±
Y+ℎ −�±

Y = ±8ℎ�±
Y+ℎ [H, 8�U ]�±

Y = ±28Bℎ�±
Y+ℎH〈L〉−U�±

Y

holds whenever Y > 0 and Y + ℎ > 0, where the right hand side makes sense as a map from Ran(U,X to

� ((U,X) thanks to the properties�±
Y ∈ B(� −B (H3), �B (H3)) and � ((U,X), � (〈H〉1/2) ⊂ �B (H3). Hence,

the map (0,∞) ∋ Y ↦→ �±Y ∈ B(!2(H3)) is �1 and satisfies

mY�
±
Y = ±8,Y(U,X�

±
Y [H, 8�U ]�±

Y (U,X,Y +, ′
Y (U,X�

±
Y (U,X,Y +,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X,

′
Y ∈ B(!2(H3)). (3.18)

We next compute the operator � :=,Y(U,X [�±
Y , 8�U ](U,X,Y in the following two ways. On one hand,

it holds that

,Y(U,X [�±
Y , 8�U ](U,X,Y =,Y(U,X�

±
Y [8�U ,H

±
Y ]�±

Y (U,X,Y ∈ B(!2(H3)). (3.19)

Indeed, se�ing for short H±
Y (g) = 4−8g�UH±

Y 4
8g�U and �±

Y (g) = 4−8g�U�±
Y 4

8g�U , and recalling that �±
Y =

(H±
Y )−1, we have

�±
Y (g) = �±

Y −�±
Y (g){H±

Y (g) −H
±
Y }�±

Y ,

which implies

[�±
Y , 8�U ] =

3

3g
�±
Y (g)

���
g=0

= −�±
Y

3

3g
H

±
Y (g)

���
g=0
�±
Y = �±

Y [8�U ,H
±
Y ]�±

Y . (3.20)

By (3.13), (3.10) and (3.11), [8�U ,H
±
Y ] is of the form

[8�U ,H
±
Y ] = −[H, 8�U ] ± 8Y [[H, 8�U ], 8�U ] = −2BH〈L〉−U ± 48B2YH〈L〉−2U (1 − UL2〈L〉−2). (3.21)
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In particular, [8�U ,H
±
Y ] ∈ B(�B (H3), � −B (H3)) by (H2). �ese formulas (3.20) and (3.21), combined

with the same argument as that for �±
Y+ℎ −�±

Y , thus show (3.19). By (3.19) and (3.21), we have

� =,Y(U,X�
±
Y [8�U ,H

±
Y ]�±

Y (U,X,Y

= −,Y(U,X�
±
Y [H, 8�U ]�±

Y (U,X,Y ± 8Y,Y(U,X�
±
Y [[H, 8�U ], 8�U ]�±

Y (U,X,Y

= ±8mY�±Y ∓ 8
(
, ′

Y (U,X�
±
Y (U,X,Y +,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X,

′
Y

)

± 8Y,Y(U,X�
±
Y [[H, 8�U ], 8�U ]�±

Y (U,X,Y

= ±8mY�±Y − �2 − �4 .

On the other hand, since Lemma 3.5 implies

[(U,X , 8�U ] = 〈L〉−U/2 [(U,X , 8�]〈L〉−U/2

= 2BL〈L〉−U 3
3_

{
_B/2〈_〉−U/2〈X_〉−(B−U )+/2

} ���
_=L

= B(U,X 〈L〉−U
(
B − UL2〈L〉−2 − (B − U)+X2L2〈XL〉−2

)

= (U,X�X = �X(U,X

with �X defined above, we compute � as a quadratic form on !2 (H3) as

� =,Y(U,X�
±
Y 8�U(U,X,Y −,Y(U,X8�U�

±
Y (U,X,Y

=,Y(U,X�
±
Y (U,X8�U,Y +,Y(U,X�

±
Y [8�U , (U,X],Y

−,Y8�U(U,X�
±
Y (U,X,Y −,Y [(U,X , 8�U ]�±

Y (U,X,Y

= 8�±Y �U − 8�U�
±
Y −,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X�X,Y −,Y�X(U,X�

±
Y (U,X,Y

= �1 + �3.

Now (3.16) follows from these two formulas for � .

Step 4. Using (3.16), we shall derive the following integral inequality:

‖�±Y ‖ ≤ ‖�±1 ‖ +
∫ 1

Y

(
D1‖�±g ‖ + D2 (g)‖�±g ‖1/2

)
3g, (3.22)

where 0 < Y < 1 < ∞, D1 = 2�−1
1 �2B and

D2 (g) = 21/2�−1/2
1 max{B, 24−(1+B/2) }B1/2g−1/2 + 21/2 (2 − `) (�1B)−1/2g`−3/2.

For 5 ∈ !2 (H3) and le�ing 6 := �±
Y (U,X,Y 5 ∈ �B (H3) for short , we know by the bounds ‖,Y ‖ ≤ 1 and

‖〈XL〉−(B−U )+/2‖ ≤ 1, (H2), (3.13) and the fact �±
Y = (H±

Y )−1 that

‖�±Y 5 ‖2 = ‖,Y(U,X�
±
Y (U,X,Y 5 ‖2

≤ ‖(U6‖2

= 〈LB/2〈L〉−U/26,LB/2〈L〉−U/26〉

≤ �−1
1 〈H〈L〉−U/26, 〈L〉−U/26〉

= (2�1B)−1〈[H, 8�]6, 6〉
≤ ∓(2�1BY)−1 Im 〈H±

Y 6, 6〉
= ∓(2�1BY)−1 Im 〈5 , �±Y 5 〉
≤ (2�1BY)−1‖�±Y 5 ‖‖ 5 ‖,
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where we also used the condition f2 ≥ 0 in the sixth line. In particular,

‖�±Y ‖ ≤ (2�1BY)−1, (3.23)

‖(U,X�±
Y (U,X,Y ‖ ≤ (2�1BY)−1/2‖�±Y ‖1/2. (3.24)

Moreover, Lemma 3.10, the bounds (3.17) and (3.24), and the duality argument show

‖�1‖ ≤ ‖�±Y �U ‖ + ‖�U�
±
Y ‖ ≤ 2‖,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X ‖‖,Y�U ‖

≤ 21/2 (�1B)−1/2Y`−3/2‖�±Y ‖1/2,
‖�2‖ ≤ ‖, ′

Y (U,X�
±
Y (U,X,Y ‖ + ‖,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X,

′
Y ‖ ≤ 2‖, ′

Y ‖‖(U,X�±
Y (U,X,Y ‖

≤ 21/2 (1 − `) (�1B)−1/2Y`−3/2‖�±Y ‖1/2,
‖�3‖ ≤ ‖,Y(U,X�

±
Y (U,X�X,Y ‖ + ‖,Y�X(U,X�

±
Y (U,X,Y ‖ ≤ 2‖,Y ‖‖�X ‖‖(U,X�±

Y (U,X,Y ‖

≤ 21/2�−1/2
1 max{B, 24−(1+B/2) }B1/2Y−1/2‖�±Y ‖1/2.

We also know by (3.12) and (3.24) that

‖�4‖ = Y ‖,Y(U,X�
±
Y [[H, 8�U ], 8�U ]�±

Y (U,X,Y ‖
≤ 4�2B

2Y ‖,Y(U,X�
±
Y (U ‖‖(U�±

Y (U,X,Y ‖
≤ 2�−1

1 �2B ‖�±Y ‖.

Applying these four bounds for �1,…,�4 to (3.16) imply

‖mY�±Y ‖ ≤ D1‖�±Y ‖ + D2 (Y)‖�±Y ‖1/2 (3.25)

and hence from this and the fundamental theorem of calculus

�±Y = �±1 −
∫ 1

Y

mg�
±
g 3g

the inequality (3.22) follows. Since ` > 1/2 and thus D2 ∈ !1 (0, 1) for any 1 > 0, we can apply

Lemma 3.11 to obtain

‖�±Y ‖ ≤
{
‖�±1 ‖

1/2 + 1

2

∫ 1

Y

D2 (g)4−
D1
2 (1−g )3g

}2
4 (1−Y )D1

≤
{
(2�1B1)−1/24

D1
2 1 + 1

2

∫ 1

0

D2 (g)4
D1
2 g3g

}2

=

{
(2�1B1)−1/2 + (2�−1

1 B)1/2 max{B, 24−(1+B/2) }
(
2

D1

)1/2
�

(
2,
(D1
2
1
)1/2)

+ 2(2 − `) (2�1B)−1/2
1

2` − 1

(
2

D1

)`−1/2
�

(
2

2` − 1
,
(D1
2
1
)`−1/2)

}2

4D11

for any 0 < Y < 1, where � (?, G) is the generalized Dawson’s integral (3.7), and we used (3.23) with

Y = 1 and a change of variables. Se�ing 1̃ =
D1

2 1 and taking the infimum over 1̃ > 0, we have

‖�±Y ‖ ≤ ^ (H, B, `), (3.26)

for any f1 ∈ R, f2 > 0, Y > 0 and sufficiently small X ≥ 0 with ^ (H, B, `) given by (3.6).

Step 5. Plugging (3.26) to (3.25) implies ‖mY�±Y ‖ = $ (Y`−3/2). Since ` > 1/2 and thus Y`−3/2 ∈
!1 ((0, 1]), the map (0,∞) ∋ Y ↦→ �±Y ∈ B(!2(H3)) is Hölder continuous of order ` − 1/2, so the limit
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�±0 := limYց0 �
±
Y ∈ B(!2(H3)) exists. Se�ing�±

0 := (H − f1 ∓ 8f2)−1, we have the resolvent equation

�±
Y −�±

0 = ±8BY�±
Y 〈L〉−UH�±

0

and thus, by the spectral theorem and (3.15),

‖�±
Y −�±

0 ‖ ≤ BY ‖�±
Y ‖‖〈L〉−U ‖‖H�±

0 ‖ ≤ BYf−1
2 sup

_≥0
|_(_ − f1 ∓ 8f2)−1 | = BYf−1

2 〈f1f−1
2 〉.

�is shows �±0 = 〈�U 〉−`(U,X�±
0 (U,X 〈�U 〉−` for each f1 ∈ R and f2 > 0. As Y ց 0 in (3.26), we thus have

‖〈�U 〉−`(U,X (H − f1 ∓ 8f2)−1(U,X 〈�U 〉−` ‖ ≤ ^ (H, B, `). (3.27)

Finally, le�ing X ց 0, we find for any f ∈ C \ R,

〈�U 〉−`(U,X (H − f)−1(U,X 〈�U 〉−` → 〈�U 〉−`(U (H − f)−1(U 〈�U 〉−`

strongly on !2 (H3) since 〈XL〉−(B−U )+/2 → 1 strongly and ‖(U (H−f)−1(U ‖ . 〈f〉 | Imf |−1 by (H2) and
the spectral theorem. �e desired estimate (3.5) thus follows by le�ing X ց 0 in (3.27). �

4. Proof of the main theorems

�is section is devoted to the proof of �eorems 2.1 and 2.4. We first prepare a few lemmas.

Lemma 4.1 (Hardy’s type inequalities). �e following statements hold

• For 3 ≥ 1 and 5 ∈ � 1 (H3),

‖ | (I, C) |−2
H
|I | 5 ‖ ≤ 3−1‖L1/25 ‖. (4.1)

• For 3 ≥ 2 and 5 ∈ � 1 (H3),

‖ |I |−15 ‖ ≤ (3 − 1)−1‖L1/25 ‖. (4.2)

Proof. See [26, Corollary 2.1] for (4.1) and [15, �eorems 2.2 and 3.6] for (4.2), respectively. �

Remark 4.2. �e constants in (4.1) and (4.2) are known to be sharp.

Lemma 4.3. For 3 ≥ 1 and 5 ∈ � 1 (H3) and 6 ∈ � (# |I |−1) ∩� 1 (H3),

‖∇H 5 ‖ ≤ ‖L1/25 ‖, ‖ |I |)6‖ ≤ 1

2
‖L1/26‖ + 1

2
‖# |I |−16‖. (4.3)

In particular, if 3 ≥ 2 and 5 ∈ � 1 (H3) then

‖〈# 〉−1 |I |) 5 ‖ ≤ 3

2(3 − 1) ‖L
1/25 ‖. (4.4)

Moreover, for 3 ≥ 1 and 5 ∈ � 2 (H3),

‖) 5 ‖ ≤ 1

2
‖L5 ‖. (4.5)

Remark 4.4. For 5 ∈ Ker# ∩ � 1 (H3), the last estimate in (4.3) particularly implies

‖ |I |) 5 ‖ ≤ 1

2
‖L1/25 ‖ (4.6)

since # commutes with the multiplication by any cylindrical function in I.
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Proof of Lemma 4.3. SinceL = −∇H ·∇H, the first estimate in (4.3) follows. To show the second estimate

in (4.3), we recall # = I⊥ · mI and (2.4). �ese formulas imply the identity

2|I |) = 2|I |−1I⊥ · I⊥) = |I |−1I⊥ · ∇H − # |I |−1

and the second estimate in (4.3) thus follows, where we used the fact that |I |−1 commutes with # . For

3 ≥ 2, (4.2) and the trivial bound ‖〈# 〉−1 |# |: ‖ ≤ 1 for : = 0, 1 imply (4.4). Finally, it follows from the

commutation relation) =
1
4 (.1-1 − -1.1) in (2.2) and from (4.3) that for any 5 , 6 ∈ � 1 (H3)

|〈) 5 ,6〉 | ≤ 1

4
(‖-1 5 ‖‖.16‖ + ‖.1 5 ‖‖-16‖) ≤

1

2
‖L1/25 ‖‖L1/26‖.

Plugging 5 = (L + 8Y)−1/2 5̃ and 6 = (L + 8Y)−1/26̃ shows

| 〈(L + 8Y)−1/2) (L + 8Y)−1/2 5̃ , 6̃〉 | ≤ 1

2
‖ 5̃ ‖‖6̃‖

for any Y > 0 and 5̃ , 6̃ ∈ !2 (H3). Since L commutes strongly with ) (see Appendix A below), the same

argument as in the Step 1 of the proof of �eorem 3.2 implies that (L + 8Y)−1/2 also commutes with ) .

Hence, we obtain

| 〈) (L + 8Y)−1 5̃ , 6̃〉 | ≤ 1

2
‖ 5̃ ‖‖6̃‖,

which implies

‖) 5 ‖ ≤ 1

2
‖(L + 8Y) 5 ‖ (4.7)

for any Y > 0 and 5 ∈ � 2 (H3), and (4.5) follows by le�ing Y ց 0. �

Lemma 4.5. �e operator i (L) leaves Ker# invariant: i (L) Ker# ⊂ Ker# for any i ∈ !∞ ([0,∞)).

Proof. We first observe # commutes with L. Indeed, each !3+9, 9 = ~ 9 mG 9
− G 9 m~ 9

commute with m2I
since m2I is rotationally invariant, namely ' 9: (\ )−1m2I' 9: (\ ) = m2I for all \ ∈ R. �us, # =

∑3
9=1 !3+9, 9

commutes with m2I . Since # clearly also commutes with |I |2) 2 and #) , so with L = m2I + 4#) + 4|I |2) 2.

�e same argument as in the proof of �eorem 3.2 then yields that # also commutes with i (L) and
the lemma follows. �

We here record a version of Hadamard’s three line theorem. Let us set

( = {Z = 0 + 81 | 0 < 0 < 1, 1 ∈ R}.

Lemma 4.6. Let � (Z ) be continuous and satisfy |� (Z ) | . 〈A〉 on ( , holomorphic in ( and

sup
1∈R

|� (81) | ≤ "0, sup
1∈R

(1 + |1 |)−1 |� (1 + 81) | ≤ "1,

with some"0, "1 > 0. �en |� (Z ) | ≤ |1 +
√
2Z |"1−0

0 "0
1 on ( .

Proof. Let �̃ (Z ) = (1 +
√
2Z )−1� (Z ). Clearly, �̃ (Z ) is bounded continuous on ( and holomorphic in ( .

Moreover, |�̃ (81) | ≤ "0 and |�̃ (1+81) | ≤ "1 since |1+
√
2(1+81) | ≥ 1+ |1 |. Hence, classical Hadamard’s

three line theorem (see e.g. [39, Appendix to IX.4]) can be applied to obtain |�̃ (Z ) | ≤ "1−0
0 "0

1 on ( . �

�e following proposition plays an important role in the proof of �eorems 2.1 and 2.4.

Proposition 4.7. Let 0 < 0 ≤ 1. �en the following estimates hold:

• For 3 ≥ 1,

‖〈�1〉〈L〉1/2L−1/2F1‖ ≤ 5 + 33−1, (4.8)

‖〈�1〉0 〈L〉0/2L−0/2F0
1 ‖ ≤ (1 +

√
20) (5 + 33−1)0 . (4.9)
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• For 3 ≥ 2,

‖〈�1〉〈L〉1/2L−1/2F2‖ ≤ 5 + 4(3 − 1)−1, (4.10)

‖〈�1〉0 〈L〉0/2L−0/2F0
2 ‖ ≤ (1 +

√
20) (5 + 4(3 − 1)−1)0, (4.11)

‖〈�1/2〉0F0
3 〈# 〉−0‖ ≤

(
4 + 3−1 + (3 − 1)−1

)0
, (4.12)

‖〈�〉L−1/2F4〈# 〉−1‖ ≤ 3 + (3 − 1)−1, (4.13)

‖〈�〉0L−0/2F0
4 〈# 〉−0‖ ≤ (1 +

√
20) (3 + (3 − 1)−1)0 . (4.14)

Proof. To prove (4.8) and (4.9), we first show

‖F1(L + Y)−1/2〈L〉1/2〈�1〉‖ ≤ 5 + 33−1, (4.15)

‖F0
1 (L + Y)−0/2〈L〉0/2〈�1〉0 ‖ ≤ (1 +

√
20) (5 + 33−1)0 (4.16)

for all Y > 0. To this end, we shall show

‖F 1+81
1 (L + Y)−(1+81 )/2〈L〉 (1+81 )/2〈�1〉‖ ≤ 5 + (3 + 2|1 |)3−1 (4.17)

for all 1 ∈ R. We let"1 = "1 (L) = (L + Y)−(1+81 )/2〈L〉81/2 and use Lemma 3.5 to compute

["1, 8�] = 2L"′
1 (L) = "1{−(1 + 81)L(L + Y)−1 + 81L2 〈L〉−2}

= "1{−1 + (1 + 81)Y (L + Y)−1 − 81〈L〉−2} = −"1 +"2

with"2 = "1{(1 + 81)Y (L + Y)−1 − 81〈L〉−2}, and , recalling the definition (3.4) of �U ,

(L + Y)−(1+81 )/2〈L〉 (1+81 )/2 (8�1 + 1) = "18�〈L〉−1/2 +"1〈L〉1/2

= 8�"1〈L〉−1/2 + ["1, 8�]〈L〉−1/2 +"1〈L〉1/2

= {I · ∇H + 2C) + 3)}"1 〈L〉−1/2 +"2〈L〉−1/2 +"1〈L〉1/2.

SinceF1 |I | ≤ 1, F1 |C | ≤ 1, we obtain by using Lemma 4.3 that

‖F1I · ∇H"1〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ ‖F1I‖!∞ (H3 ) ‖L1/2(L + Y)−1/2〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 1, (4.18)

2‖F1C)"1〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ ‖F1C ‖!∞ (H3 ) ‖L(L + Y)−1/2〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 1. (4.19)

We also know, by (4.1) and F1 ≤ F4, that

3 ‖F1"1〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ ‖L1/2(L + Y)−1/2〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 1 (4.20)

and, since ‖(L + Y)−1‖ ≤ Y−1 by the spectral theorem,

‖F1"2〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 3−1 (1 + |1 |) ‖L1/2Y (L + Y)−3/2〈L〉−1/2‖ + 3−1 |1 | ‖L1/2(L + Y)−1/2〈L〉−2‖
≤ (1 + 2|1 |)3−1

(4.21)

where we used also (4.20). To deal with the term"1〈L〉1/2, recalling that supp �L = f (L) = [0,∞), we
decompose the identity as Id = �L ([0, X]) + �L([X,∞)) for a fixed X > 0, and apply (4.1) to the part

�L([0, X]) and the bound |F1 | ≤ 1 to �L ([X,∞)), respectively, obtaining

‖F1"1〈L〉1/2‖ ≤ 3−1‖L1/2(L + Y)−1/2〈L〉1/2�L ([0, X])‖ + ‖(L + Y)−1/2〈L〉1/2�L([X,∞))‖ (4.22)

≤ (3−1 + X−1/2) 〈X〉1/2 (4.23)

and hence, taking the infimum for X > 0,

‖F1"1〈L〉1/2‖ ≤ (1 + 3−4/5)5/4 < 2(1 + 3−1). (4.24)

�e estimates (4.18)–(4.24) and the simple bound ‖(8�1 + 1)−1〈�1〉‖ ≤ 1 imply (4.17) and (4.15).
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For proving (4.16), we consider a complex function

i (Z ) = 〈FZ
1 (L + Y)−Z /2〈L〉Z /2〈�1〉Z 5 , 6〉

for 5 , 6 ∈ S(H3) with ‖ 5 ‖ = ‖6‖ = 1 and 0 ≤ Re Z ≤ 1. Since

|i (Z ) | . Y−1/2‖〈�1〉 | Re Z | 5 ‖‖6‖ . Y−1/2‖〈�1〉5 ‖‖6‖ < ∞

for each Y > 0 and 0 ≤ Re Z ≤ 1, i (Z ) is bounded continuous on the strip {Z ∈ C | 0 ≤ Re Z ≤ 1}.
Moreover, i (Z ) is holomorphic in the interior {Z ∈ C | 0 < Re Z < 1} and (4.17) implies

|i (81) | ≤ 1, |i (1 + 81) | ≤ 5 + (3 + 2|1 |)3−1 ≤ (5 + 33−1) (1 + |1 |).

Lemma 4.6 then implies |i (0) | ≤ (1 +
√
20) (5 + 33−1)0 for 0 < 0 < 1 and (4.16) follows.

Now we observe that, for any 5 ∈ S(H3) and 0 ≤ 0 ≤ 1, F0
1 (L + Y)−0/2〈L〉0/2〈�1〉0 5 converges to

F0
1L

−0/2〈L〉0/2〈�1〉0 5 strongly in !2 (H3) as Y ց 0. Indeed, we have 6 := 〈�1〉0 5 ∈ !2 (H3) and, thanks
to the same argument as in (4.24) and the spectral decomposition theorem,

‖F0
1 {(L + Y)−0/2 − L

−0/2}〈L〉0/26‖2

. ‖�L([0, 1])L0/2{(L + Y)−0/2 − L
−0/2}〈L〉0/26‖2 + ‖�L([1,∞]){(L + Y)−0/2 − L

−0/2}〈L〉0/26‖2

.

∫ 1

0
〈_〉0

�����

(
_

_ + Y

)0/2
− 1

�����

2

3 〈�L (_)6,6〉 +
∫ ∞

1

〈_〉0
_0

�����

(
_

_ + Y

)0/2
− 1

�����

2

3 〈�L (_)6,6〉 → 0

as Y ց 0 by the dominated convergence theorem. Hence, we obtain (4.8) and (4.9) by le�ing Y ց 0 and

taking the adjoints in (4.15) and (4.16).

�e proof of (4.10) and (4.11) is almost identical. Precisely, it is enough to show

‖F 1+81
2 (L + Y)−(1+81 )/2〈L〉 (1+81 )/2 (8�1 + 1)‖ ≤ 5 + (4 + 2|1 |) (3 − 1)−1 (4.25)

for all Y > 0 and 1 ∈ R. To this end, by the same argument as above, we observe that

‖F2I · ∇H"1〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 1,

2‖F2C)"1〈L〉−1/2〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 1.

Moreover, using (4.2) instead of (4.1) (for which we need the assumption 3 ≥ 2) imply

3 ‖F2"1〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 1 + (3 − 1)−1,

‖F2"2〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ (1 + 2|1 |) (3 − 1)−1,

‖F2"1〈L〉1/2‖ ≤ 2 + 2(3 − 1)−1

and (4.25) thus follows from these five bounds.

To prove (4.12), we compute by using Lemma 3.5 that

8�1/2 + 1 = 8�〈L〉−1/2 + [〈L〉−1/4, 8�]〈L〉−1/4 + 1

= (8� − 2−1)〈L〉−1/2 + 2−1〈L〉−5/2 + 1

and use the same argument as above and (4.1) to obtain

‖〈# 〉−1F3(I · ∇H + 3 + 2−1)〈L〉−1/2‖ + 2−1‖〈# 〉−1F3〈L〉−5/2‖ + ‖〈# 〉−1F3‖

≤ {1 + (3 + 2−1)3−1}‖L1/2〈L〉−1/2‖ + (23)−1‖L1/2〈L〉−5/2‖ + 1 ≤ 3 + 3−1 . (4.26)
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To deal with the term associated with 2C) , taking into account the fact that 〈# 〉 commutes with any

cylindrical function, and using F3 |C | ≤ |I | and (4.4), we obtain

‖〈# 〉−1−81F 1+81
3 2C) 〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 2‖〈# 〉−1 |I |) 〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 3

3 − 1
‖L1/2〈L〉−1/2‖ ≤ 1 + (3 − 1)−1,

where we used the assumption 3 ≥ 2 to apply (4.4). Hence, we have

‖〈# 〉−1−81F 1+81
3 〈�1/2〉1+81 ‖ ≤ 4 + 3−1 + (3 − 1)−1.

Since the right hand side is bounded with respect to 1, classical Hadamard’s three line theorem shows

‖〈# 〉−0F0
3 〈�1/2〉0 ‖ ≤

(
4 + 3−1 + (3 − 1)−1

)0

for 0 ≤ 0 ≤ 1 and (4.12) follows by the duality.

Similarly, (4.13) and (4.14) also follow from the complex interpolation and the estimate

‖〈# 〉−1F4(L + Y)−(1+81 )/2 (8� − 1)‖ ≤ 3 + (3 − 1)−1 + 2|1 |3−1 .

As above, this estimate is obtained by combining with the formula

(L + Y)−(1+81 )/2 (8� − 1) = (I · ∇H + 2C) + 3 − 1 − 81) (L + Y)−(1+81 )/2 + (1 + 81)Y (L + Y)−(3+81 )/2

and the following two estimates:

‖〈# 〉−1F4(I · ∇H + 3 − 1 − 81) (L + Y)−(1+81 )/2‖ + |1 + 81 | ‖〈# 〉−1F4Y (L + Y)−(3+81 )/2‖
≤ {1 + (3 − 1 + |1 |)3−1}‖L1/2 (L + Y)−1/2‖ + (1 + |1 |)3−1‖L1/2(L + Y)−1/2‖‖Y (L + Y)−1‖
≤ 2 + 2|1 |3−1 (4.27)

and ‖〈# 〉−1F42C) (L + Y)−1/2‖ ≤ 1 + (3 − 1)−1. �

We are finally in a position to prove �eorem 2.1.

Proof of �eorem 2.1. �eorem 2.1 is a direct consequence of �eorem 3.2 and Proposition 4.7. Indeed,

for the case� = FB
1〈L〉

(B−1)/2 , we rewrite 〈L〉 (B−1)/2FB
1 5 with 5 ∈ S(H3) as

〈L〉 (B−1)/2FB
1 5 = L

B/2〈L〉−1/2〈�1〉−B · 〈�1〉B 〈L〉B/2L−B/2FB
1 5 .

�eorem 3.2 with (H, `, U) = (LB , B, 1) or (H, `, U) = (LB, B, 1), (4.8) and (4.9) with 0 = B ∈ ( 12 , 1] yield

| 〈FB
1〈L〉 (B−1)/2 (H − f)−1〈L〉 (B−1)/2FB

1 5 , 6〉 | ≤ ^ (H, B, B)‖〈�1〉B 〈L〉B/2L−B/2FB
1 5 ‖‖〈�1〉B 〈L〉B/2L−B/2FB

16‖
≤ � (B)^ (H, B, B)‖ 5 ‖‖6‖

for 6 ∈ S(H3), where � (1) = (5 + 33−1)2 and � (B) = (1 +
√
2B)2 (5 + 33−1)2B for 1/2 < B < 1. By taking

the supremum over 6 ∈ S(H3) with ‖6‖ = 1 and using the density argument, we arrive at

‖FB
1〈L〉 (B−1)/2 (H − f)−1〈L〉 (B−1)/2FB

1 5 ‖ ≤ � (B)^ (H, B, B)‖ 5 ‖.

Similarly, the other three cases also follow from the same argument by writing

〈L〉 (B−1)/2FB
2 5 = L

B/2〈L〉−1/2〈�1〉−B · 〈�1〉B 〈L〉B/2L−B/2FB
2 5 ,

L
B/2〈L〉−1/4F `

3 〈# 〉−` 5 = L
B/2〈L〉−1/4〈�1/2〉−` · 〈�1/2〉`F `

3 〈# 〉−` 5 ,
L

(B−` )/2F `
4 〈# 〉−` 5 = L

B/2〈�〉−` · 〈�〉`L−`/2F `
4 〈# 〉−` 5 ,

and using �eorem 3.2 and Proposition 4.7 with 0 = ` ∈ ( 12 , 1]. �
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Proof of �eorem 2.4. �anks to�eorem 3.2, Lemma 4.5 and the same argument as above, �eorem 2.4

follows from the following two estimates:

‖〈�1/2〉`F `
3 5 ‖ ≤ (4 + 3−1)` ‖ 5 ‖, ‖〈�〉`L−`/2F `

4 5 ‖ ≤ (1 +
√
20) (3 + 23−1)` ‖ 5 ‖

for 5 ∈ S(H3) ∩ Ker# . To this end, thanks to the same argument as above and the duality argument,

it is enough to show

‖%#F3(8�1/2 − 1)‖ ≤ 4 + 3−1, ‖%#F4(L + Y)−(1+81 )/2 (8� − 1)‖ ≤ 3 + 2|1 |3−1, (4.28)

where %# denotes the projection onto Ker# . �e proof of these estimates is essentially the same as that

of Lemma 4.5. �e only difference is using (4.6) instead of (4.4) or (4.5) to deal with the terms associated

with 2C) . Precisely, we use (4.6) to obtain, for all 3 ≥ 1 and 9 = 3, 4,

‖%#F 9 (2C) ) (L + Y)−(1+81 )/2‖ ≤ 2‖ |I |)%# (L + Y)−(1+81 )/2‖ ≤ ‖L1/2(L + Y)−(1+81 )/2‖ ≤ 1,

where we also used the fact thatF 9C) commutes with %# . �is estimate together with (4.26) and (4.27)

imply (4.28). �

Appendix A. The fractional powers of the sublaplacian, and their spectral theory

In this appendix we give the definition of the fractional sublaplacians LB and LB . Our exposition

here will be concise—for more details we refer the reader to the book by G.B. Folland [23], as well

as [22, 42, 43] for some short recap. Note that our notation and definitions may slightly differ from

other present in the literature.

A�er recalling the convolution between two functions 5 and 6 on H3

( 5 ∗ 6) (I, C) :=
∫

H3

5 (I − I′, C − C ′) 6(I′, C ′)3I′3C ′,

we define the _-twisted convolution as

( 5 _ ∗_ 6_) (I) := ( 5 ∗ 6)_ (I) =
∫

R23
5 _ (I − I′)6_ (I′)4 8

2_ (G ′~−G~′ ) 3I′,

where 5 _ stands for the Euclidean inverse Fourier transform of 5 in the vertical variable C :

5 _ (I) :=
∫ ∞

−∞
5 (I, C)48_C 3C .

It is worth commenting that the group Fourier transform of 5 ∈ !1 (H3) is given by the Weyl transform

,_ of 5 _ . However, since for the purposes of this work we do not use the Fourier analysis on the

Heisenberg group, again we refer the reader to [23] for this topic.

Let us introduce also the scaled Laguerre functions of type (3 − 1):

i_
: (I) := !

3−1
:

(1
2
|_ | |I |2

)
4−

1
4 |_ | |I |2,

where !3−1
:

are the Laguerre polynomials of type (3 − 1) (see [47, Chapter 1.4]). �e functions {i_
:
}∞
:=0

form an orthogonal basis for the subspace consisting of radial functions in !2 (R23), namely functions

invariant under the action of the group SO(23) of all orthogonal matrices of order 23 and determinant

1. In this way, we can write the so-called special Hermite expansion of a function 6 on R23 as

6(I) = (2c )−3 |_ |3
∞∑

:=0

6 ∗_ i_
: (I),
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and therefore give the spectral decomposition of the sublaplacian:

L5 (I, C) = (2c )−3−1
∫ ∞

−∞

[ ∞∑

:=0

(2: + 3) |_ | ( 5 _ ∗_ i_
: ) (I)

]
4−8_C |_ |33_.

�e pure fractional sublaplacian LB can be then defined for B ≥ 0 via the spectral decomposition

L
B 5 (I, C) = (2c )−3−1

∫ ∞

−∞

[ ∞∑

:=0

(
(2: + 3) |_ |

)B ( 5 _ ∗_ i_
: ) (I)

]
4−8_C |_ |33_, (A.1)

whereas the conformal fractional sublaplacian LB can be defined for 0 ≤ B < 3 + 1 by

LB 5 (I, C) = (2c )−3−1
∫ ∞

−∞

[ ∞∑

:=0

(2|_ |)B
Γ( 2:+32 + 1+B

2 )
Γ( 2:+32 + 1−B

2 )
( 5 _ ∗_ i_

: ) (I)
]
4−8_C |_ |33_. (A.2)

�e operator LB in (A.2) was introduced by Branson, Fontana and Morpurgo [10] in H3 (more pre-

cisely, see [10, (1.33)]), as the counterpart of the conformal fractional Laplacian from Riemannian ge-

ometry. �e operator LB occurs naturally in the context of CR geometry and sca�ering theory on the

Heisenberg group: when we identify H3 as the boundary of the Siegel’s upper half space in C3+1, they
have the important property of being conformally invariant (see for instance [10]). �e operator LB

differs completely from LB since there is no geometry involved in the la�er, and these operators only

coincide in the limit as B → 1, namely L1 = L1
= L. It is known that LB also possesses an explicit fun-

damental solution of the form 23,B | (I, C) |−&+2B
H

with some constant 23,B > 0 (see for instance [42, Section

3]), while an explicit expression for the fundamental solution for for LB is not known.

Equivalently we can also defineLB andL
B via the abstract spectral theorem, which comes handy for

the purposes of this work. Using the formula (3.1), for LB we can write

〈LB 5 , 6〉 :=
∫ ∞

0
_B3 〈�L(_) 5 , 6〉, � (LB) := {5 ∈ !2 (H3) |

∫ ∞

0
_2B3 〈�L(_) 5 , 5 〉 < ∞}.

On the other hand, (A.2) means that the operator LB corresponds to the spectral multiplier

(2|_ |)B
Γ
( (2:+3 ) |_)

2 |_ | + 1+B
2

)

Γ
( (2:+3 ) |_ |

2 |_ | + 1−B
2

) , : ∈ N ∪ {0}, _ ∈ R.

�us, we can write (at least formally)

LB := (2|) |)B
Γ
(

L

2 |) | +
1+B
2

)

Γ
(

L

2 |) | +
1−B
2

) . (A.3)

To define rigorously the RHS of this formula, we need to exploit the joint spectral theory (see Appen-

dix B below) for L and −8) , using the fact that they strongly commute. Indeed, if we denote by F)

the Fourier transform in C and by [ the Fourier variable in C , that is F−1
) )F) = 8[, then (2.4) yields

L = F−1
) (−m2I − 48[# + [2 |I |2)F) . Let L̃([) := −m2I − 48[# + [2 |I |2 for short. Since L̃([) and [ clearly

commute strongly, we obtain

(L − f)−1 (−8) −F )−1 = F
−1
) (L̃([) − f)−1 ([ −F )−1F) = (−8) −F )−1(L − f)−1
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for any f,F ∈ C\R. Hence there exists a unique spectral measure �L,−8) such that, for any measurable,

a.e. finite function q on R2, we can define the operator q (L,−8) ) via the spectral theorem:

〈q (L,−8) ) 5 , 6〉 :=
∫

R2
q (_1, _2)3 〈�L,−8) (_1, _2) 5 , 6〉, (A.4)

� (q (L,−8) )) :=
{
5 ∈ !2 (H3)

����
∫

R2
|q (_1, _2) |23 〈�L,−8) (_1, _2) 5 , 5 〉 < ∞

}
.

In particular, we can therefore define LB choosing q = ΦB in the above formula, with

ΦB (_1, _2) := (2|_2 |)B
Γ
( _1
2 |_2 | +

1+B
2

)

Γ
( _1
2 |_2 | +

1−B
2

) ,

ge�ing again formula (A.3).

Now, the three conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) are easily verified for both LB and LB . Indeed, the

homogeneity can be checked directly by a change of variables in (A.2) and (A.1), a�er observing that

[(48g� 5 )_ ∗_ i_
: ] (I) = 4

−(23+2)g [5 _/42g ∗_/42g i_/42g
:

] (4gI).

Condition (H2) for LB is trivial. For LB with 0 < B < 3 + 1, Stirling’s formula

Γ(C) =
√

2c

C

( C
4

)C (
1 +$ (C−1)

)
, C → ∞,

yields that the function

<(A ) =
Γ
(
A + 1+B

2

)

ABΓ
(
A + 1−B

2

)

on [3/2,∞) satisfies 2B ≤ <(A ) ≤ �B with some constants 2B ,�B > 0. Using this fact with A = 2:+3
2 and

formulas (A.1) and (A.2), we obtain

2B ‖LB/25 ‖2 ≤ ‖L1/2
B 5 ‖2 ≤ �B ‖LB/2 5 ‖2

since both L
1/2
B L−B/2 and L−B/2L1/2

B correspond to the spectral multiplier

√√
(2|_ |)BΓ

(
2:+3
2 + 1+B

2

)

(2: + 3)B |_ |BΓ
(
2:+3
2 + 1−B

2

) =

√

<

(
2: + 3

2

)
, : ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Condition (H2) with H = LB thus holds. Condition (H3) with H = LB is trivial. For H = LB , condition

(H3) follows from Proposition B.1 (2) in Appendix B with i (_1, _2) = (ΦB (_1, _2) − f)−1 and k (_1) =
(_1 −F )−1. Equivalently, we can also see this from (A.1) and (A.2), since both (LB −f)−1 (L−F )−1 and
(L −F )−1(LB − f)−1 correspond to the spectral multiplier

[
(2|_ |)B

Γ
(
2:+3
2 + 1+B

2

)

Γ
(
2:+3
2 + 1−B

2

) − f
]−1

[(2: + 3) |_ | −F ]−1, : ∈ N ∪ {0}, _ ∈ R.

Moreover, LB and LB leave Ker# invariant, since they are invariant under rotations I ↦→ *I with

* ∈ SO(23), and # is a sum of generators of the rotations (see Remark 2.3).

Finally, it is also worth mentioning that there is yet an another way to characterize the operator LB

though an extension problem (see [25, 43]).
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Appendix B. Joint spectral theory for commuting self-adjoint operators

�e purpose of this appendix is to record the joint spectral theory for two commuting self-adjoint

operators. We refer to textbooks [6] for details.

LetH1 andH2 be two self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space - such that they strongly commute:

[(H1 − f)−1, (H2 −F )−1] = 0, f,F ∈ C \ R,
or equivalently [�H1

(Ω1), �H2
(Ω2)] = 0 for any Borel measurable sets Ω1, Ω2 ∈ B(R). �en there

exists a unique spectral measure �H1,H2
(·) on B(R2) such that

�H1,H2
(Ω1 × Ω2) = �H1

(Ω1)�H2
(Ω2)

for any Ω1, Ω2 ∈ B(R) and that �H1,H2
diagonalizeH1 andH2 simultaneously, namely

〈� 9 5 , 6〉 =
∫

R2
_ 93`5 ,6, 5 ∈ � (H9 ), 6 ∈ -, 9 = 1, 2,

where `5 ,6 = 〈�H1,H2
(_1, _2) 5 , 6〉 (see [6, �eorems 5.2.6 and 5.5.1]). For measurable i : R2 → C∪ {∞}

satisfying |i | (_) < ∞ for a.e. _ ∈ R2, we then define the operator i (H1,H2) by

〈i (H1,H2) 5 , 6〉 :=
∫

R2
i (_1, _2)3`5 ,6, 5 , 6 ∈ � (i (H1,H2)),

� (i (H1,H2)) :=
{
5 ∈ -

����
∫

R2
|i (_1, _2) |23`5 ,5 < ∞

}
.

In what follows, we put �i = i (H1,H2) for short.

Proposition B.1. �i is a densely defined closed operator on - satisfying the following properties.

(1) For U, V ∈ C, � (U �i + V �k ) = � ( �i) ∩ � ( �k ) and U �i + V �k = �Ui+Vk . In particular, if one of i

and k belong to !∞ (R2), then U �i + V �k = �Ui+Vk .

(2) � ( �i �k ) = � ( �ik ) ∩ � ( �k ) and �i �k = �ik . In particular, if k ∈ !∞ (R2), then �i �k = �ik .

(3) �i = ( �i)∗, where i is the complex conjugate of i .

Proof. �e proof is completely the same as of the single case i (H). See [6, �eorems 5.4.3–5.4.7] for

the proof of the single case. �
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