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DISPERSIVE ESTIMATES AND OPTIMALITY FOR SCHRÖDINGER

EQUATIONS ON PRODUCT CONES

KOUICHI TAIRA

Abstract. In this paper, we study time decay estimates for the Schrödinger propagator
on the product cone (X, g), where X = C(ρSn−1) = (0,∞)× ρSn−1. We prove that the
usual dispersive estimate holds when the radius ρ is greater than or equal to 1 and
fails otherwise. A part of the former result was already established in a recent paper
by Jia-Zhang. The method used here relies purely on harmonic analysis, whereas Jia-
Zhang employed microlocal analysis to capture the precise asymptotic behavior of the
propagator.

1. Introduction

1.1. Main results. We consider the product cone (X, g), where X = C(ρSn−1) =
(0,∞) × ρSn−1 (ρ > 0) and g = dr2 + r2gρSn−1 and the Friedrichs self-adjoint exten-
sion of the operator

H = −∆g +
c

r2
,

defined on C∞
c (X), where c is a constant satisfying the subcritical condition

c > −(n− 2)2

4
.(1.1)

In this paper, we study the Schrödinger equation
{

i∂tu(t) +Hu(t) = 0

u(0) = u0 ∈ L2(X)

and a certain time decay property of the propagator eitH .
The purpose of this note is the following:

• To recover and extend the results of the recent paper [7] for simple cases X =
C(ρSn−1) in a more elementary way, as done in [11] for (k, a)-generalized Laguerre
operators.

• To deduce the dispersive estimates on higher-dimensional Euclidean spaces (which
correspond to the case ρ = 1), extending the three-dimensional result by Fanelli-
Felli-Fontelos-Primo [2, 3].

• To show that the dispersive estimate fails when the conjugate radius ρπ of the
sphere ρSn−1 is less than π, a case not considered in [7].

In [7], the authors consider the general product cone X = C(Y ) with a closed Riemannian
manifold (Y, h) and a more general potential V (r, y) = r−2V (y). Their results include the
dispersive estimate

‖eitH‖L1→L∞ . |t|−n
2

under the assumption that the conjugate radius of (Y, h) is strictly greater than π and
V = 0 (or under a more general assumption on V corresponding to the condition c ≥ 0).
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We note that in their future work (see [7, page. 3]), the assumption on the conjugate
radius (somehow) may be relaxed. On one hand, we only use elementary tools such as
the stationary phase theorem, following the strategy developed in [11] here. On the other
hand, the method used in [7] depends heavily on the technology of microlocal analysis to
describe the integral kernel of the wave propagator cos t

√−∆Y (or the spectral projection),
which in turn, allows them to handle more general classes of closed manifolds (Y, h). The
previous paper [13] by Zhang for the two-dimensional case is written in a similar spirit to
that of this paper.
Let us briefly review some related results. The dispersive estimate on two-dimensional

metric cones was proved in [4] for all radii ρ > 0, and an asymptotic expansion of the
propagator with respect to the parameter r1r2/2t was given there. This result was ex-
tended to higher dimensional cases in [7], where the sphere ρSn−1 was replaced by a more
general closed manifold (Y, h) whose conjugate radius is strictly greater than π. For the
three-dimensinoal Euclidean case ρ = 1, Fanelli-Felli-Fontelos-Primo [2, 3] established the
dispersive estimate for c ≥ 0 and some weighted Lp − Lp∗ estimates even for c < 0. The
dispersive estimate with a fixed angular momentum is proved in [9]. In [12], Wang studied
certain decay estimates and asymptotic expansions of the propagator between weighted
L2 spaces, which are an extension of the results by Jensen-Kato [6].
We write

ν0 :=

√

(

n− 2

2

)2

+ c.

We denote the integral kernel of eitH by eitH(r1, y1, r2, y2) for r1, r2 ∈ (0,∞) and y1, y2 ∈
ρSn−1. Since H commutes with the complex conjugation and eitH is unitary, we have

e−itH(r1, y1, r2, y2) = eitH(r2, y2, r1, y1).

In the following, we study the properties of eitH only for t > 0. The estimate for t < 0
directly follows from this identity. The two-dimensional case has already been studied in
[4] and [13]; therefore, we focus on dimensions greater than two, although the method
used in this paper can also handle the two-dimensional case.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose n ≥ 3.
(i) There exist C > 0 and ε0 > 0 such that

|eitH(r1, y1, r2, y2)| ≤ C
1

t
n
2

(

1 +
2t

r1r2

)−ν0+
n−2
2

for t > 0, r1, r2 > 0 and


















cos−1(ρ−2y1 · y2) ∈ [ε0, π − ε0] when ρ > 0,

y1, y2 ∈ ρSn−1 when ρ ≥ 1,

cos−1(ρ−2y1 · y2) ∈ [0, π − ε0] when ρ >
1

2

,

where we take the range of cos−1 as [0, π].
(ii) Suppose ρ−1 /∈ 2N and ρ < 1. Then there exist C > 0 such that

|eitH(r1, y1, r2, y2)| ≤ C
1

t
n
2

(

1 +
r1r2
2t

)
n−2
2

(

1 +
2t

r1r2

)−ν0+
n−2
2

for t > 0, r1, r2 > 0 and y1, y2 ∈ ρSn−1.
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Remark 1.2. The terms involving
(

1 + 2t
r1r2

)−ν0+
n−2
2

cannot be removed when c < 0 (as

is anticipated in [3, after Remark 1.12]). See Remark 2.2.

Remark 1.3. We do not consider the cases ρ−1 /∈ 2N in (iv) for technical reasons.

The next theorem shows the optimality of the estimate given in Theorem 1.1 (ii) on
the region r1r2

2t
≫ 1. Before the statement, we define

Dρ,σ1(ϕ0) :={µ ∈ (0, 1) | cos−1(µ) = σ1

(π

2
+ ρϕ0 + 2πρq

)

for some q ∈ Z},(1.2)

for ϕ0 = 0 or ϕ0 = π. We note that Dρ,σ1(ϕ0) is a finite set and Dρ,σ1(ϕ0) = ∅ when ρ ≥ 1.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose n ≥ 3 and ρ−1 /∈ 2N. Then,

eitH(r1, y1, r2, y1) =
e−

r21+r22
4it

t
n
2

·
(r1r2

2t

)
n−2
2
∑

σ1∈{±}

∑

µ0∈Dρ,σ1 (0)

cn,ρ(µ0)e
iσ1

√
1−µ2

0
r1r2
2t +O

(

1

t
n
2

(r1r2
2t

)
n−3
2

)

eitH(r1, y1, r2,−y1) =
e−

r21+r22
4it

t
n
2

·
(r1r2

2t

)
n−2
2
∑

σ1∈{±}

∑

µ0∈Dρ,σ1 (π)

cn,ρ(µ0)e
iσ1

√
1−µ2

0
r1r2
2t +O

(

1

t
n
2

(r1r2
2t

)
n−3
2

)

for t > 0, r1r2/(2t) ≫ 1 and y1 ∈ ρSn−1. Here, cn,ρ(µ0) ∈ C \ {0} and note that

ρ <
1

2
⇒

⋃

σ1∈{±}

Dρ,σ1(0) 6= ∅, ρ < 1 ⇒
⋃

σ1∈{±}

Dρ,σ1(π) 6= ∅.(1.3)

In particular, there exist C,C ′ > 0 such that

ρ <
1

2
⇒|eitH(r1, y1, r2, y1)| ≥ C

1

t
n
2

(

1 +
r1r2
2t

)
n−2
2

ρ < 1 ⇒|eitH(r1, y1, r2,−y1)| ≥ C
1

t
n
2

(

1 +
r1r2
2t

)
n−2
2

for t > 0, r1r2/(2t) ≥ C ′ and y1 ∈ ρSn−1

This theorem shows that the dispersive estimate fails on the diagonal set {y1 = y2} when
ρ < 1/2 and at conjugate pairs1 (y1,−y1) when ρ < 1 (under the additional assumption
ρ−1 /∈ 2N).
We note that c ≥ 0 implies ν0 − n−2

2
≥ 0. As a corollary of the above two theorems, we

have

Corollary 1.5. Suppose n ≥ 3 and c ≥ 0.
(i) Suppose ρ ≥ 1. Then there exist C > 0 such that

‖eitH‖L1→L∞ ≤ C
1

t
n
2

(t > 0)(1.4)

1On a Riemannian manifold (N, h), we say that (y1, y2) ∈ N ×N is a conjugate pair if there exists a
non-trivial Jacobi field J along a geodesic connecting y1 and y2 such that J vanishes at the end points.
It is known that the behavior of the wave kernel cos(t

√−∆Y )(y1, y2) or the spectral projection becomes
more “singular” at a conjugate pair (y1, y2) than at other points since a conjugate pair corresponds to a
caustic of a Lagrangian submanifold generated by the geodesic flow. For the sphere ρSn−1 with n ≥ 3,
(y1, y2) is a conjugate pair if and only if y2 = y1 or y2 = −y1.
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(ii) There exist C > 0 and ε0 > 0 such that

|eitH(r1, y1, r2, y2)| ≤ C
1

t
n
2

for t > 0, r1, r2 > 0 and y1, y2 ∈ ρSn−1 satisfying cos−1(ρ−2y1 · y2) ∈ [ε0, π − ε0].
(iii) Suppose ρ > 1

2
. Then there exist C > 0 and ε0 > 0 such that

|eitH(r1, y1, r2, y2)| ≤ C
1

t
n
2

(1.5)

for t > 0, r1, r2 > 0 and y1, y2 ∈ ρSn−1 satisfying cos−1(ρ−2y1 · y2) ∈ [0, π − ε0].
(iv) When both ρ−1 /∈ 2N and ρ < 1 hold, the dispersive estimate (1.4) does not hold.

Remark 1.6. The dispersive estimate is proved for n = 2 in [4] for all radii ρ > 0. Higher
dimensional cases with for ρ > 1 are dealt with in [7]. The results for n = 3 and ρ = 1
(the Euclidean cases) are proved in [2, 3].

The Strichartz estimates, which play important roles in the study of nonlinear Schrödinger
equations are proved by the dispersive estimate thanks to the result by Keel-Tao [8]. The
third result in Corollary 1.5 shows that the dispersive estimate holds near the diagonal set
{y1 = y2} of the sphere when ρ > 1

2
. By using a partition of unity (like the argument in

[11, §6.2]) and the TT ∗-argument in [8], we recover the homogeneous Strichartz estimates
for ρ > 1

2
, which were already proved in [14]. On the other hand, Theorem 1.4 shows that

the dispersive estimate does not hold even on the diagonal set {r1 = r2, y1 = y2} when
ρ < 1

2
and ρ−1 /∈ 2N while the Strichartz estimates still hold. In [14, §3.2], the authors

showed that the dispersive estimate holds if the propagator is “microlocalized” on the
phase space (see [5, Proposition 6.1] for the estimate on asymptotically conic spaces).
This microlocalized dispersive estimate is sufficient for proving the Strichartz estimates.

1.2. Expression of the integral kernel. First, we rewrite the integral kernel of eitH in
an abstract form. For t > 0, r1, r2 ∈ (0,∞), and y1, y2 ∈ ρSn−1 ⊂ Rn,

eitH(r1, y1, r2, y2) =
c′n

iρn−1
· e

−
r21+r22

4it

(2t)
n
2

Iρ,n−2
2

,c

(

r1r2
2t

,
1

ρ2
y1 · y2

)

.(1.6)

Here, y1 · y2 denote the inner product of the vector y1, y2 ∈ ρSn−1 ⊂ Rn, c′n ∈ R \ {0} is
a constant depending only on the dimension n and for ρ, d > 0 and c satisfying (1.1), we
define

Iρ,d,c(x, ϕ) : = x−d

∞
∑

m=0

e−
π
2
iνmJνm(x)(m+ d)d−1Cd

m(cosϕ) (x > 0, ϕ ∈ [0, π]),(1.7)

νm :=

√

1

ρ2
m(m+ 2d) + d2 + c,(1.8)

where Jν(x) is the Bessel function and Cd
m is the Gegenbauer polynomial. When d = n−2

2
,

then νm is the eigenvalue of the operator −∆ρSn−1 + (n−2)2

4
+ c. The expression (1.6) is

deduced from Cheeger’s functional calculus ([7, (2.10)], see also [1] and [4, (10)]) and the
fact that the orthonormal projection on the sphere ρSn−1 with radius ρ associated with
the eigenvalue ρ−2m(m+ n− 2) is given by

cnρ
−n+1(m+ d)Cd

m(ρ
−2y1 · y2), (y1, y2 ∈ ρSn−1) d :=

n− 2

2
.



5

In the following of the paper, we study the properties of Iρ,d,c and establish uniform
estimates with respect to x and ϕ for fixed constants ρ, d > 0 and c satisfying (1.1).

Acknowledgment. The author is grateful to Tomomi Yokota for encouraging him to
write about the results on the dispersive estimates in the presence of singular potentials
as an application of the method used in his previous joint paper [11] with Tamori. He
would like to thank Junyong Zhang for his interest in this subject and for pointing out
some mistakes in the previous draft. He was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number
23K13004.

2. Asymptotic behavior of the sum for small x

Proposition 2.1. Then for each R > 0, there exists C > 0 such that

|Iρ,d,c(x, ϕ)| ≤ C(1 + |x|−1)−ν0+d

for |x| ≤ R and ϕ ∈ [0, π].

Proof. The proof is totally similar to that in [4, Proposition 4.1], [7, Proposition 4.1], or
[11, §6.1]. Using the universal bound (the second estimate below is given in (A.8))

|Jνm(x)| ≤
1

Γ(νm + 1)

( |x|
2

)νm

, |Cd
m(cosϕ)| ≤ Cm2ν−1,

we obtain

|Iρ,d,c(x, ϕ)| .
∞
∑

m=0

(1 + |x|−1)−νm+d

Γ(νm + 1)2νm
m2d . (1 + |x|−1)−ν0+d

∞
∑

m=0

1

Γ(νm + 1)2νm
m2d

for |x| ≤ R and ϕ ∈ [0, π]. Here, the sum is convergent due to the Stirling formula with
νm = ρ−1m+O(1) as m→ ∞. Thus, the proposition follows.

�

Remark 2.2. We can also prove that |Iρ,d,c(x, ϕ)| ≥ C ′(1 + |x|−1)−ν0+d for |x| ≤ R and
ϕ ∈ [0, π] by using the elementary bound |Jνm(x)| & |x|νm for small x. This implies that

the term involving
(

1 + 2t
r1r2

)−ν0+
n−2
2

in Theorem 1.1 cannot be removed unless c ≥ 0. In

other words, the usual dispersive estimate (1.4) does not hold for c < 0.

3. Asymptotic behavior of the sum for large x

3.1. Decomposition of the sum. From Proposition 2.1, it suffices to study the asymp-
totic behavior of Iρ,d,c(x, ϕ) for x ≫ 1. To do this, we use the strategy developed in
[11]. The main difference from [11] is the derivation of Proposition 3.13, which clarifies
the condition under which we obtain improved decays ([11, Proposition 5.2]) of the sum
and provides a more precise asymptotic expansion of the sum Iρ,d.
Corresponding to the asymptotic behavior of the Bessel functions, we define

Ω1 = {m ∈ [1,∞) | 1 ≤ νm ≤ x− 1

2
x

1
3}, Ω2 = {m ∈ [1,∞) | x− 2x

1
3 ≤ νm ≤ x+ 2x

1
3},

Ω3 = {m ∈ [1,∞) | νm ≥ x+
1

2
x

1
3}.
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Lemma 3.1. [11, Lemma 3.5] For x ≫ 1, there exist χ0 ∈ C∞
c (R; [0, 1]) and χj,x ∈

C∞(R; [0, 1]) (1 ≤ j ≤ 3) such that χ0(m) = 1 for νm ≤ 2 or m ≤ 1 and

χ0(m) +
3
∑

j=1

χj,x(m) = 1 for m ≥ 0, supp χj,x ⊂ Ωj , |∂αmχ2,x(m)| ≤ Cαx
−α

3(3.1)

|∂αmχ1,x(m)| ≤ Cαmax(m−α, (x− νm)
−α), |∂αmχ3,x(m)| ≤ Cα(νm − x)−α.

For σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±} × {±} and j = 2, 3, we set

S1,σ(m, x, ϕ) = σ1xh1

(

m

ρx

)

+ σ2ϕm− π

2ρ
m, Sσ2(m,ϕ) = σ2ϕm− π

2ρ
m,

where h1 is defined by

h1(µ) :=
√

1− µ2 − µ cos−1(µ),

where we take the range of cos−1(µ) (µ ∈ [0, 1]) as [0, π
2
]. We take x ≫ 1 such that

Ω2 ∪ Ω3 ⊂ {νm ≥ 8} in order to apply Proposition A.1. We define

ζ1,σ(m, x, ϕ) = x−d− 1
4χ1,x(m)(m+ d)(x− νm)

− 1
4gd,σ2(m,ϕ)aσ1,x(νm)e

iσ1x(h1( νm
x )−h1(m

x ))−
π
2
i(νm−m),

ζj,σ2(m, x, ϕ) = x−dχj,x(m)(m+ d)Jνm(x)gd,σ2(m,ϕ)e
−π

2
i(νm−m), j = 2, 3,

where a±,x and gd,± are defined in Propositions A.1 and A.2 respectively.
Using Propositions A.1, A.2, the definition (1.7) of Iρ,d,c, and Lemma 3.1, we can write

Iρ,d,c(x, ϕ) =
∑

σ∈{±}×{±}

I1,σ(x, ϕ) +
3
∑

j=2

∑

σ2∈{±}

Ij,σ2(x, ϕ) +R(x, ϕ),(3.2)

where we set

I1,σ(x, ϕ) :=

∞
∑

m=1

ζ1,σ(m, x, ϕ)e
iS1,σ(m,x,ϕ), Ij,σ2(y, ϕ) :=

∞
∑

m=1

ζj,σ2(m, x, ϕ)e
iSσ2 (m,ϕ),

R(x, ϕ) :=x−d

∞
∑

m=0

χ0(m)e−
π
2
iνmJνm(x)(m+ d)d−1Cd

m(cosϕ)

+ x−d

∞
∑

m=0

(1− χ0(m))e−
π
2
iνmJνm(x)(m+ ν)r(m,ϕ)

for j = 2, 3. The remainder term R(x, ϕ) is easy to handle:

Lemma 3.2. We have

|R(x, ϕ)| . x−d− 1
3

for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].

Proof. We recall Jνm(x) = O(x−
1
3 ), d−1Cd

m(cosϕ) = O((1 + m)2d−1), and r(m,ϕ) =
O((1+m)−N) for all N > 0 from (A.7), (A.8) and Proposition A.2. Since χ0 is compactly
supported,

|R(x, ϕ)| . x−d

∞
∑

m=0

(

χ0(m) · x− 1
3 ·m · (1 +m)2d−1 + x−

1
3 ·m · (1 +m)−N

)

. x−d− 1
3

if we take N > 2.
�
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It is relatively easy to estimate Ij,σ2 (for j = 2, 3) since the phase function Sσ2 of Ij,σ2

(j = 2, 3) is simple. The proof of the next proposition is similar to that in [11, Propositions
4.1,4.2] and given in Appendix A.3.

Proposition 3.3. Let j = 2, 3 and σ2 ∈ {±}.
(i) For each 0 < ε < π, we have |Ij,σ2(x, ϕ)| . 1 for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [ε, π − ε].
(ii) If ρ−1 /∈ 2N, then we can find ε > 0 such that for each N > 0, we have |Ij,σ2(x, ϕ)| .
x−N for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, ε] ∪ [π − ε, π].
(iii)

|Ij,σ2(x, ϕ)| .
{

1 when ρ−1 /∈ 2N

xd when ρ−1 ∈ 2N

for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].

Remark 3.4. The condition ρ−1 /∈ 2N comes from the condition ∂mSσ2(m, x, ϕ)|ϕ=0or π /∈
2πZ.

3.2. Properties of the phase function and the amplitude. In the following, we
study the sum I1,σ defined in Subsection 3.1. From [11, (2.1)], we can write I1,σ as

I1,σ(x, ϕ) =
∑

q∈Z

∫

R

ζ1,σ,q(m, x, ϕ)e
i(S1,σ(m,x,ϕ)+2πqm)dm,(3.3)

where we define

ζ1,σ,0 = ζ1,σ ζ1,σ,q = − 1

2πiq
(∂mζ1,σ + i(∂mS1,σ)ζ1,σ) (q ∈ Z \ {0}).(3.4)

Critical points of the phase function. Now we study the location of the critical points
of the phase function S1,σ(m, x, ϕ) + 2πqm in (3.3). From the definition of S1,σ given in
Subsection 3.1, one has

∂mS1,σ(m, x, ϕ) = −σ1
ρ
cos−1

(

m

ρx

)

+

(

σ2ϕ− π

2ρ

)

.(3.5)

For σ ∈ {±} × {±}, ϕ ∈ [0, π], we define

Cσ,ρ(ϕ) :=
⋃

q∈Z

Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q)(3.6)

Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) :=

{

µ ∈ [0, 1] | −σ1
ρ
cos−1 (µ) +

(

σ2ϕ− π

2ρ

)

+ 2πq = 0

}

.(3.7)

Clearly,

∂m(S1,σ(m, x, ϕ) + 2πqm) = 0 ⇔ m

ρx
∈ Cσ(ϕ, q)(3.8)

and ∂mS1,σ(m, x, ϕ) ∈ 2πZ ⇔ m
ρx

∈ Cσ(ϕ).

Lemma 3.5. Let ρ > 0 and σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±} × {±}.
(i) We have supϕ∈[0,π]#Cσ,ρ(ϕ) <∞.
(ii) If ρ > 1, we have Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) = ∅ for (ϕ, q) ∈ (0, π)× Z \ {0}. Moreover,

ϕ ∈ {0, π} ⇒ Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) =

{{0} when σ ∈ {−} × {±} and (ϕ, q) = (0, 0)

∅ otherwise.
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(iii) If ρ = 1, we have Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) = ∅ for (ϕ, q) ∈ (0, π)× Z \ {0}. Moreover,

ϕ ∈ {0, π} ⇒ Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) =



















{0} when σ ∈ {−} × {±} and (ϕ, q) = (0, 0)

{0} when σ ∈ {+} × {+} and (ϕ, q) = (π, 0)

{0} when σ ∈ {+} × {−} and (ϕ, q) = (π, 1)

∅ otherwise.

(iv) If ρ > 1
2
, we have Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) = ∅ for (ϕ, q) ∈

(

0, π
2

)

× Z \ {0}. Moreover,

ϕ = 0 ⇒ Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) =

{{0} when σ ∈ {−} × {±} and (ϕ, q) = (0, 0)

∅ otherwise.

(v) If ρ−1 /∈ 2N, then 1 /∈ Cσ,ρ(0) ∪ Cσ,ρ(π).
(vi) We have

C(σ1,+),ρ(0, q) = C(σ1,−),ρ(0, q), C(σ1,+),ρ(π, q) = C(σ1,−),ρ(π, q + 1).

More precisely, for ϕ0 = 0 or ϕ0 = π, one has Dρ,σ1(ϕ0) =
⊔

q∈Z Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q) ∩ (0, 1) and

C(σ1,+),ρ(ϕ0, q) ∩ C(σ2,−),ρ(ϕ0, q
′) =











C(σ1,+),ρ(ϕ0, q) q′ = q and ϕ0 = 0

C(σ1,+),ρ(ϕ0, q) q′ = q + 1 and ϕ0 = π

∅ otherwise,

where Dρ,σ1(ϕ0) is defined in (1.2).

Proof. The proof is elementary. We omit the detail. �

Symbolic estimates. In order to apply the stationary phase method, we also need
symbolic estimates for the phase function S1,σ and the amplitude ζ1,σ,q appearing in (3.3).

Lemma 3.6. Let 0 < ε1 < 1 and σ ∈ {±} × {±}. For α ≥ 1, there exists Cα > 0 such
that

|∂α+1
m S1,σ(m, x, ϕ)| ≤

{

Cαx
−α for 1 ≤ νm ≤ ε1x

Cαx
− 1

2 (x− νm)
−α+ 1

2 for ε1x ≤ νm ≤ x− 1
2
x

1
3

and for m ∈ Ω1, x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].

Lemma 3.7. Let σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±} × {±}, N > 0, 0 < ε < π/2 and α ∈ N.
(i) supp ζ1,σ,q(·, x, ϕ) ⊂ Ω1.
(ii) Let 0 < ε1 < 1 and 0 < ε0 <

π
2
. Then, we have

|∂αmζ1,σ,q(m, x, ϕ)| .
{

x−d− 1
2 (1 +m)2d−α(1 +m sinϕ)−d when νm ≤ ε1x

xd−
1
4 (x− µm)

− 1
4
−α(1 +m sinϕ)−d when ε1x ≤ νm ≤ x− 1

2
x

1
3

for m ≥ 1, x≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [0, π] and q ∈ Z. In particular, we have

|∂αmζ1,σ,q(m, y, ϕ)| .
{

x−d− 1
2 (1 +m)d−α when νm ≤ ε1x

x−
1
4 (x− νm)

− 1
4
−α when ε1x ≤ νm ≤ x− 1

2
x

1
3

for m ≥ 1, x≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [ε0, π − ε0], and q ∈ Z.
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(iii) Suppose that ϕ0 = 0 or ϕ0 = π. Let q0 ∈ Z and µ0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0) ∩ (0, 1). Then we
have

ζ1,σ,q0(ρxµ0, x, ϕ0) =
ρµ0

(2π)
1
2 (1− µ2

0)
1
4

ei(Lσ1,d,ρ,µ0
−σ1

π
4 ) × x−d+ 1

2gd,σ2(ρµ0x, ϕ0) +O(xd−1)

for x ≫ 1, where gd,σ2 is the function given in Proposition A.2 and Lσ1,d,ρ,µ0 ∈ R is a
constant depending only on σ1, d, ρ, µ0.

Remark 3.8. The asymptotic behavior of the function gd,σ2 , which arises from the expan-
sion of the Gegenbauer polynomials cannot be determine in a canonical way. However,
the asymptotic of gd,++gd,− can be explicitly calculated as we will see in Proposition A.2.

Proof. These lemmas directly follow from the definition of S1,σ and ζ1,σ given in Subsection
3.1, and Propositions A.1, A.2. Here, we prove Lemma 3.7 (iii) only.
We see from the definition (1.8) of νm that

νm =
√

ρ−2(m+ d)2 + d2 + c = ρ−1(m+ d) +O(m−1) as (m→ ∞).(3.9)

Since µ0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists 0 < ε1 < 1 such that νρxµ0 ≤ ε1x for sufficiently large

x. Then, Lemma 3.7 (ii) implies (∂mζ1,σ)(ρxµ0, x, ϕ0) = O(xd−
3
2 ) and the assumption

µ0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0) means (∂mS1,σ)(ρxµ0, x, ϕ0) = −2πq0. Therefore,

ζ1,σ,q0(ρxµ0, x, ϕ0) = ζ1,σ(ρxµ0, x, ϕ0) +O(xd−
3
2 )(3.10)

for x≫ 1 by (3.4).
Now we study the asymptotic behavior of ζ1,σ. We recall that ζ1,σ is the function of the

form

x−d− 1
4χ1,x(m)(m+ d)(x− νm)

− 1
4 gd,σ2(m,ϕ)aσ1,x(νm)e

iσ1x(h1( νm
x )−h1(m

x ))−
π
2
i(νm−m).

It follows from Propositions A.1, A.2, and (3.9) that

x−d− 1
4χ1,x(m)(ρxµ0 + d)(x− νρxµ0)

− 1
4 = ρµ0(1− µ0)

− 1
4x−d+ 1

2 +O(x−d−1)

h1

(νρxµ0

x

)

− h1 (µ0) = h1

(

µ0 +
d

ρx
+O

(

1

x2

))

− h1 (µ0) =
d

ρ
h′1(µ0)x

−1 +O(x−2)

aσ1,x(νρxµ0) =
e−

π
4
iσ1

(2π)
1
2 (1 + µ0)

1
4

+O(x−
1
2 ), νρxµ0 − ρxµ0 = ρ−1d+O(x−1).

Now, Lemma 3.7 (iii) is proved by these identities and (3.10) by setting

Lσ1,d,ρ,µ0 = σ1
d

ρ
h′1(µ0)−

πd

2ρ
= −σ1

d

ρ
cos−1(µ0)−

πd

2ρ
.

�

3.3. Extraction of principal terms via the non-stationary phase method. Let
χ ∈ C∞(R; [0, 1]) such that χ(m) = 1 for m ≤ 1 and χ(m) = 0 for m ≥ 2 and setting
χ = 1 − χ. We define χε,µ0(m) = χ((µ − µ0)/ε), where we write m = ρxµ. We define
χε,x = 1− χε,x and

Iεσ,q,µ0
(x, ϕ) :=

∫

R

χε,µ0(m)ζ1,σ,q(m, x, ϕ)e
i(S1,σ(m,x,ϕ)+2πqm)dm.
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Proposition 3.9. Let σ ∈ {±} × {±} and N > 0. For ε > 0 sufficiently small, we have

I1,σ(x, ϕ) =
∑

q∈Z

∑

µ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ,q)

Iεσ,q,µ0
(x, ϕ) +O(x−N)(3.11)

for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].

Remark 3.10. By Lemma 3.5 (i), the number of the sum in the right hand side is finite.

To prove this proposition, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.11. For 0 ≤ m ≤ ρx and x≫ 1, we write

µ :=
m

ρx
∈ [0, 1].

(i) Let q0 ∈ Z. Then, there exists c > 0 such that if we choose ε > 0 sufficiently small,

|∂m(S1,σ(m, x, ϕ) + 2πq0m)| ≥ c

for µ ∈ [0, 1], x≫ 1, and ϕ ∈ [0, π] satisfying infµ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ,q0) |µ− µ0| ≥ 2ε
(ii) There exist c > 0 and Q > 0 such that

|∂m(S1,σ(m, x, ϕ) + 2πqm)| ≥ c(1 + |q|)
for 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1, x≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [0, π] and q ∈ Z satisfying |q| ≥ Q. In particular, Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) = ∅
for |q| ≥ Q.

Proof. The proof is elementary (just use (3.5), (3.8), and the definition of Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q0)). We
omit the detail.

�

Proof of Proposition 3.9. Let σ ∈ {±} × {±} and N > 0. By (3.3), we write

I1,σ(x, ϕ) =
∑

q∈Z

∫

R

ζ1,σ,q(m, x, ϕ)e
i(S1,σ(m,x,ϕ)+2πqm)dm

=
∑

q∈Z,|q|<Q

∑

µ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ,q)

Iεσ,q,µ0
(x, ϕ)

+
∑

q∈Z,|q|<Q

∫

R



1−
∑

µ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ,q)

χε,µ0(m)



 ζ1,σ,q(m, x, ϕ)e
i(S1,σ(m,x,ϕ)+2πqm)dm

+
∑

q∈Z,|q|≥Q

∫

R

ζ1,σ,q(m, x, ϕ)e
i(S1,σ(m,x,ϕ)+2πqm)dm

Here, the last term can be estimated as O(x−N). In fact, by Lemmas 3.6, 3.7 (ii), and
3.11 (ii), and the integration by parts, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

ζ1,σ,q(m, x, ϕ)e
i(S1,σ(m,x,ϕ)+2πqm)dm

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (1 + |q|)−N−1x−N

for x ≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [0, π] and q ∈ Z satisfying |q| ≥ Q. This implies that the term involving
∑

q∈Z,|q|≥Q is O(x−N).
To estimate the second term, we observe

supp



1−
∑

µ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ,q)

χε,µ0(m)



 ⊂
⋂

µ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ,q)

{

m |
∣

∣

∣

∣

m

ρx
− µ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 2ε

}
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by the choice of χε,µ0 . By using the integration by parts with Lemma 3.11 (i), we conclude
that the second term is O(x−N). Finally, we obtain

I1,σ(x, ϕ) =
∑

q∈Z,|q|<Q

∑

µ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ,q)

Iεσ,q,µ0
(x, ϕ) +O(x−N).

Since Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q) = ∅ for |q| ≥ Q by Lemma 3.11 (i), this proves (3.11).
�

3.4. Estimates for principal terms via the stationary phase method. In this
subsection, we study the asymptotic behavior of the principal terms Iεσ,q,µ0

in (3.11).

Proposition 3.12. Let σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±} × {±}, q0 ∈ Z, and 0 < ε0 < π. For
sufficiently small ε > 0, we have

|Iεσ,q0,µ0
(x, ϕ)| . 1

for x≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [ε0, π − ε0], and µ0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q0).

The proof of this proposition is almost identical to that of [11, Propositions 5.1] and
is given in Appendix A.4. The point here is to take an advantage of the improved decay
of the amplitudes ζ1,σ,q away from ϕ = 0, π. We also point out that the angles ϕ = 0, π
correspond to the diagonal set {y1 = y2} and the set of conjugate pairs {y1 = −y2} in the
original problem (see (1.6)).
Next, we focus on studying the behavior of I1,σ near ϕ = 0, π.

Proposition 3.13. Let σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±} × {±} and q0 ∈ Z. Suppose that ϕ0 = 0 or
ϕ0 = π. Then, the following statements hold true for sufficiently small ε, ε0 > 0:
(i) Suppose that 0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0). Then,

|Iεσ,q0,µ0
(x, ϕ)| . 1

for x≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [ϕ0 − ε0, ϕ0 + ε0] ∩ [0, π] and µ0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q0).
(ii) Suppose that Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0) ∩ (0, 1) 6= ∅. Then,

|Iεσ,q0,µ0
(x, ϕ)| . xd(3.12)

for x≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [ϕ0 − ε0, ϕ0 + ε0] ∩ [0, π] and µ0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ, q0). Moreover,

Iσ,q0,µ0(x, ϕ0) = (ρ2µ0)e
iσ1

√
1−µ2

0x+iLσ1,ρ,d,µ0x−d+1gd,σ2(ρµ0x, ϕ0) +O(xd−
1
2 )(3.13)

for x≫ 1, where Lσ1,ρ,d,µ0 ∈ R is the same constant as in Lemma 3.7 (iii).

Remark 3.14. In this paper, we de not handle the case 1 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0) with ϕ0 = 0, π.
This does not happen when we assume ρ−1 /∈ 2N, thanks to Lemma 3.5 (v).

Proof. By the change of variable m = ρxµ, this integral is written as

Iεσ,q0,µ0
(x, ϕ) = xd+

1
2

∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γx,ϕ(µ)dµ,(3.14)

where we set

S(µ, ϕ) = σ1h1(µ) +
(

σ2ρϕ− π

2
+ 2πρq0

)

µ, γx,ϕ(µ) = ρx−d+ 1
2χε,µ0(ρxµ)ζ1,σ,q0 (ρxµ, x, ϕ) .

Taking ε > 0 small enough, we may assume that S(·, ϕ) has at most one critical point on
supp γξ,ϕ.
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(i) The proof is a small modification of that of [11, Proposition 5.2]. We recall that the
cut-off function χ is introduced in the begin of Subsection 3.3. By the support property
of χ,

|∂αµγx,ϕ(µ)| . µ2d−α(1 + x(sinϕ)µ)−d, supp γx,ϕ ⊂ (µ0 − 2ε, µ0 + 2ε)

for x≫ 1, where we use νm = ρ−1m+O(1) as m→ ∞. Moreover,

∂2µS(µ, ϕ) = σ1
1

√

1− µ2
, ∂µ∂ϕS(µ, ϕ) = σ2ρ.

The assumption 0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0) implies (∂µS)(0, ϕ0) = 0. Therefore, the phase function
S(µ, ϕ) satisfies the assumption of Proposition A.32. Applying Proposition A.3 with
λ = x, we obtain

|Iεσ,q0,µ0
(x, ϕ)| ≤ xd+

1
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γx,ϕ(µ)dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. xd+
1
2 · x−d− 1

2 = 1.

This completes the proof.
(ii) Since µ0 ∈ (0, 1), we can choose ε > 0 sufficiently small such that [µ0 − 2ε, µ0+2ε] ⊂
(0, 1). By the support property of χ, we have

|∂αµγx,ϕ0(µ)| . 1, supp γx,ϕ0 ⊂ [µ0 − 2ε, µ0 + 2ε], ∂2µS(µ0, ϕ) =
σ1

√

1− µ2
0

6= 0

and µ0 is the only critical point of S(µ, ϕ) in supp γx,ϕ0. Applying the stationary phase
formula (of the form Lemma [11, A.5], see also [10, p.334]),

|Iεσ,q0,0(x, ϕ)| ≤ xd+
1
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γx,ϕ(µ)dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. xd+
1
2 · x− 1

2 = xd,

which proves (3.12).
A more precise form of the stationary phase theorem [15, Theorem 3.11] yields

Iεσ,q0,0(x, ϕ0) =x
d+ 1

2

(

(2π)
1
2γx,ϕ0(µ0)

x
1
2 |(∂2µS)(µ0, ϕ0)|

1
2

eixS(µ0,ϕ0)+
πi
4
(∂2

µS)(µ0,ϕ0) +O(x−1)

)

=xd
(2π)

1
2γx,ϕ0(µ0)

|(∂2µS)(µ0, ϕ0)|
1
2

eixS(µ0,ϕ0)+
πi
4
(∂2

µS)(µ0,ϕ0) +O(xd−
1
2 )

for x ≫ 1. We have γx,ϕ0(µ0) = ρx−d+ 1
2 ζ1,σ,q0 (ρxµ0, x, ϕ0) and S(µ0, ϕ0) = σ1

√

1− µ2
0

since µ0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0). By Lemma 3.7 (iii), we obtain (3.13).
�

Remark 3.15. The reason why we obtain the improved decay (i) when 0 ∈ Cσ,ρ(ϕ0, q0)
holds is that the scaled amplitude function γx,ϕ vanishes at µ = 0 with order 2d, which is
the critical point of µ 7→ S(µ, ϕ0).

Corollary 3.16. Let σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±}×{±}. Then, the following statements hold true
for sufficiently small ε0 > 0:
(i) Suppose that ρ ≥ 1. Then, |I1,σ(x, ϕ)| . 1 for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].
(ii) |I1,σ(x, ϕ)| . 1 for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [ε0, π − ε0].
(iii) Suppose that ρ > 1

2
. Then, we have |I1,σ(x, ϕ)| . 1 for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π − ε0].

2Strictly speaking, we should consider the variable ϕ̃ = π − ϕ to apply Proposition A.3 when ϕ0 = π.
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(iv) Suppose that ρ−1 /∈ 2N. Then |I1,σ(x, ϕ)| . xd for x ≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π]. Moreover,
if ϕ0 = 0 or ϕ0 = π, then

∑

σ2∈{±}

I1,σ(x, ϕ0) =
∑

µ∈Dρ,σ1 (ϕ0)

ρ2d+1µ2d
0

dΓ(2d)
eiσ1

√
1−µ2

0x+iLσ1,ρ,d,µ0xd +O(max(xd−
1
2 , 1))

for x ≫ 1, where Dρ,σ1(ϕ0) is defined in (1.2) and Lσ1,ρ,d,µ0 ∈ R is the same constant as
in Lemma 3.7 (iii).

Proof. The claims in (i) − (iii) follow from Lemma 3.5, Propositions 3.9 and 3.13. The
first inequality in (iv) can be proved similarly if we take Lemma 3.5 (v) into account. The
point of the proof for (i) is that the set of the critical points Cσ,ρ(0)∪Cσ,ρ(π) (for ϕ = 0, π)
consists of {0} when ρ ≥ 1, which lead to an improved decay of I1,σ by Proposition 3.13
(i). Similarly, the part (iii) follows from the fact that Cσ,ρ(0) (for ϕ = 0) consists of {0}
when ρ > 1

2
.

It remains to prove the second result in (iv). From Lemma 3.5 (v), Proposition 3.9 and
Proposition 3.13 (i), (ii), we see
∑

σ2∈{±}

I1,σ(x, ϕ0) =
∑

σ2∈{±}

∑

q∈Z

∑

µ0∈Cσ,ρ(ϕ0,q)

Iεσ,q,µ0
(x, ϕ) +O(x−N)

=
∑

q∈Z

∑

µ0∈C(σ1,+),ρ(ϕ0,q)∩(0,1)

(ρ2µ0)e
iσ1

√
1−µ2

0x+iLσ1,ρ,d,µ0x−d+1gd,σ2(ρµ0x, ϕ0)

+O(max(xd−
1
2 , 1))

=
∑

µ0∈Dρ,σ1 (ϕ0)

(ρ2µ0)e
iσ1

√
1−µ2

0x+iLσ1,ρ,d,µ0x−d+1(gd,+ + gd,−)(ρµ0x, ϕ0)

+O(max(xd−
1
2 , 1))

where we use Lemma 3.5 (vi) in the last line. By Proposition A.2, one has

(gd,+ + gd,−)(ρµ0x, ϕ0) =
(ρµ0)

2d−1

dΓ(2d)
x2d−1 +O(x2d−2).

Combining these asymptotic expansions, we obtain the second result in (iv).
�

3.5. Proof of the main results.

Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4. We recall d = n−2
2
. The results are direct consequences of

the expression of the propagator (1.6) and (3.2), and the estimates for Iρ,d,c, I1,σ, Ij,σ2, R.
More precisely, the estimate for | r1r1

2t
| . 1 follows from Proposition 2.1 and that for

| r1r1
2t

| ≫ 1 follows from Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.3, and Corollary 3.16. The implications
(1.3) directly follow from the definition of Dρ,σ1(ϕ0).

�

Appendix A. Miscellaneous

A.1. Asymptotic expansion of special functions. We define

h1(z) =
√
1− z2 − z cos−1 z,

where cos−1 z ∈ [0, π/2] for 0 ≤ z ≤ 1.
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Proposition A.1. (i) There are smooth functions a±,x : [0, x− 1
2
x

1
3 ] → C such that

Jν(x) = x−
1
4 (x− ν)−

1
4 (a+,x(ν)e

ixh1(
ν
x
) + a−,x(ν)e

−ixh1(
ν
x
))(A.1)

and for each α ∈ N, there exists Cα > 0 such that

|∂αν a±,x(ν)| ≤ Cα(x− ν)−α, for x ≥ 8, ν ∈ [0, x− 1

2
x

1
3 ].

Moreover, for fixed µ0 ∈ (0, 1),

a±,x(xµ0) =
e∓

π
4
i

(2π)
1
2 (1 + µ0)

1
4

+O(x−
1
2 )(A.2)

for x≫ 1.
(ii) Let N > 0 and α ∈ N. Then there exist Cα > 0 and CαN > 0 such that

|∂αν Jν(x)| ≤
{

Cαx
− 1+α

3 for x ≥ 8, ν ∈ [x− 2x
1
3 , x+ 2x

1
3 ],

CαNν
− 1

4 (ν − x)−
1
4
−α(x−1(ν − x)3)−N for x ≥ 8, ν ∈ [x+ 1

2
x

1
3 ,∞).

Proof. The results except (A.2) is proved in [11, Proposition 3.1]. The formula (A.2) is
perhaps more or less well-known. Here we give a self-contained proof.
By [11, Lemma A.7], there exists χ1 ∈ C∞

c ((−3π
4
, 3π

4
); [0, 1]) satisfying χ1(w) = 1 for

|w| ≤ 2π
3
and χ1(w) = χ1(−w) such that

Jµ0x(x) =
1

2π

∫

R

eixS(w)χ1(w)dw +O(x−∞)

where S(w) = sinw − µ0w. Since µ0 ∈ (0, 1), the critical points of S in supp χ1 is given
by w±(µ0) := ± cos−1(µ0). Moreover, one has

S(w±(µ0)) = ±h(µ0), S ′′(w±(µ0)) = ∓
√

1− µ2
0.

Applying the stationary phase formula of the form [15, Theorem 3.11], we obtain

Jµ0x(x) =
1

(2π)
1
2 (1− µ2

0)
1
4

(eixh1(µ0)−
π
4
i + e−ixh1(µ0)+

π
4
i)x−

1
2 +O(x−1)(A.3)

as x → ∞. Then the formula (A.2) follows from (A.1), (A.3), and the identity x−
1
4 (x −

xµ0)
− 1

4 = x−
1
2 (1− µ0)

− 1
4 .

�

Proposition A.2. Let d > 0. There are functions gd,+(m,ϕ), gd,−(m,ϕ) which are smooth
respect to m ∈ [1,∞) and a function r(m,ϕ) defined for m ∈ N∗ such that

d−1Cd
m(cosϕ) =

∑

±

gd,±(m,ϕ)e
±imϕ + r(m,ϕ)(A.4)

for m ∈ N and

|∂αmgd,±(m,ϕ)| ≤ Cα,dm
2d−1−α(1 +m sinϕ)−d m ≥ 1

|r(m,ϕ)| ≤ CN,dm
−N m ∈ N

∗

for each N > 0, α ∈ N, and ϕ ∈ [0, π] with constants Cα,d, CN,d > 0. Moreover, for
ϕ0 = 0 or ϕ0 = π,

gd,+(m,ϕ0) + gd,−(m,ϕ0) =
1

dΓ(2d)
m2d−1 +O(m2d−2)(A.5)

as m→ ∞.



15

Proof. The results except (A.5) is proved in [11, Proposition 3.3].

We note Cd
m(1) = Γ(m+2d)

Γ(m+1)Γ(2d)
= Γ(m+2d)

mΓ(m)Γ(2d)
= 1

mB(m,2d)
, where Γ and B denote the

gamma function and the beta function respectively. Moreover, as is well-known (as a
consequence of the Stirling formula), we have B(m, 2d) = Γ(2d)m−2d + O(m−2d−1) as
m→ ∞. Therefore,

Cd
m(1) =

1

Γ(2d)
m2d−1 +O(m2d−2) (as m→ ∞).(A.6)

Then, (A.5) follows from (A.4), (A.6), and the identity Cd
m(−1) = (−1)mCd

m(1).
�

In particular, we have a uniform bound:

|Jν(x)| ≤Cx−
1
3 x ≥ 8, µ ≥ 0(A.7)

|d−1Cd
m(cosϕ)| ≤Cm2ν−1 m ∈ N

∗, ϕ ∈ [0, π].(A.8)

A.2. Stationary phase formula. We consider the following integral with parameters
λ, ϕ:

I(λ, ϕ) :=

∫

R

eiλS(µ,ϕ)γ(µ, λ, ϕ)dµ

and its decay rate with respect to λ≫ 1. The next proposition is a generalization of [11,
Proposition 2.4].

Proposition A.3. Let d ≥ 0 and c, C > 0. Suppose that S ∈ C∞([0, 1]2;R) and
γ(·, λ, ·) ∈ C∞(R× [0, 1]) satisfy

supp γ(·, λ, ϕ) ⊂ [0, 1], |∂αµγ(µ, λ, ϕ)| ≤ Cαµ
2d−α(1 + λϕµ)−d,

|∂2µS(µ, ϕ)| ≥ c, |∂µ∂ϕS(µ, ϕ)| ≥ C, (∂µS)(0, 0) = 0

uniformly in µ ∈ [0, 1], ϕ ∈ [0, 1] and λ≫ 1. Then |I(λ, ϕ)| . λ−d− 1
2 uniformly in λ≫ 1

and ϕ ∈ [0, 1].

Remark A.4. A typical example of phase functions satisfying the assumption of [11,
Proposition 2.4] is S(µ, ϕ) = (µ − ϕ)2. The assumption here includes examples such
as S(µ, ϕ) = (µ+ ϕ)2 although the proof is much easier than the former case.

Proof. We may assume S(0, 0) = 0. We extend S to a smooth function defined near (0, 0).
By the implicit function theorem, we find a unique smooth function µ(ϕ) such that

(∂µS)(µ, ϕ) = 0 ⇔ µ = µ(ϕ), µ(0) = 0.

Differentiating the equation (∂µS)(µ(ϕ), ϕ) = 0, we have µ′(0) = −(∂µ∂ϕS)(0, 0)/(∂
2
µS)(0, 0).

Then, we find that

(∂µ∂ϕS)(0, 0)/(∂
2
µS)(0, 0) > 0 ⇒ µ(ϕ) ≥ 0 for ϕ ∈ [0, π]

(∂µ∂ϕS)(0, 0)/(∂
2
µS)(0, 0) < 0 ⇒ µ(ϕ) ≤ 0 for ϕ ∈ [0, π].

In the former case, the result was proved in [11, Proposition 2.4]. Therefore, we consider
the latter case only. This implies that for (µ, ϕ) ∈ [0, 1]2, (∂µS)(µ, ϕ) = 0 if and only if
µ = ϕ = 0 and that

|∂µS(µ, ϕ)| & |µ+ ϕ| for (µ, ϕ) ∈ [0, 1]2.
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By scaling, we have

I(λ, ϕ) = ϕλ−d

∫

R

eiλϕ
2Sϕ(µ)γϕ(µ, λ)dµ,

where we set

Sϕ(µ) = ϕ−2S(ϕµ, ϕ), γϕ(µ, λ) = λdγ(ϕµ, λ, ϕ).

Then

|∂µSϕ(µ)| = ϕ−1 · |(∂µS)(ϕµ, ϕ)| & |µ+ 1|
for µ ∈ supp γϕ(·, λ) and ϕ ∈ (0, 1]. Moreover, for α ∈ N and α′ ∈ N \ {0}, we have

|∂αµγϕ(µ, λ)| =λdϕα|(∂αµγ)(ϕµ, λ, ϕ)|
.λdϕα(ϕµ)2d−α(1 + λϕ2µ)−d . µd−α,

supp (γϕ(·, λ)) ⊂{ϕ−1λ−
1
2 ≤ µ ≤ ϕ−1}, |∂1+α′

µ Sϕ(µ)| . |ϕ|α′−1

By integrating by parts N(> d+ 1) times (for the integrability of the above integral), we
have

|I(λ, ϕ)| . ϕλ−d · (1 + λϕ2)−N . ϕλ−d · (1 + λϕ2)−
1
2 . λ−

1
2
−d.

This completes the proof.
�

A.3. Estimates for I2,σ2 and I3,σ2. We recall Sσ2(m,ϕ) = σ2ϕm− π
2ρ
m.

Lemma A.5. Let σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±} × {±}, N > 0, 0 < ε < π/2 and α ∈ N.
(i) For α ≥ 2, we have ∂αmSσ2(m,ϕ) = 0.
(ii) supp ζ1,σ(·, x, ϕ) ⊂ Ω1 and supp ζj,σ2(·, x, ϕ) ⊂ Ωj for j = 2, 3.
(iii) We have

|ζ2,σ2(m, x, ϕ)| .
{

x−
1
3 for ϕ ∈ [ε, π − ε]

xd−
1
3 for ϕ ∈ [0, π]

and for m ≥ 1, x≫ 1. Moreover,

|∂αmζ2,σ2(m, x, ϕ)| . xd−
1+α
3

for m ≥ 1, x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].
(iv) We have

|ζ3,σ2(m, x, ϕ)| .











xd+
1
12 (νm − x)−

5
4 for x+ 1

2
x

1
3 ≤ νm ≤ 4x, ϕ ∈ [0, π]

x
1
12 (νm − x)−

5
4 for x+ 1

2
x

1
3 ≤ νm ≤ 4x, ϕ ∈ [ε, π − ε]

(1 +m)−N for νm ≥ 2x, ϕ ∈ [0, π]

,

and for m ≥ 1, x≫ 1. Moreover,

|∂αmζ3,σ2(m, x, ϕ)| . xd−
1+α
3

for m ≥ 1 x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].

This lemma directly follows from the definition of Sσ and ζj,σ2 (j = 2, 3) given in
Subsection 3.1, and Propositions A.1, A.2.
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Proof of Proposition 3.3. The proof is almost identical to that of [11, Propositions 4.1,

4.2]. We recall νm =
√

ρ−2m(m+ 2d) + d2 + c and νm ∼ ρ−1m for m≫ 1. First, we deal
with the case j = 2.
(i) By Lemma 3.7 (i) and (iii),

|I2,σ2(y, ϕ)| .















x−
1
3

∑

m∈Ω2∩N

1 . 1 (ϕ ∈ [ε, π − ε])

xd−
1
3

∑

m∈Ω2∩N

1 . xd (ϕ ∈ [0, π])
(A.9)

where we recall Ω2 = {m ∈ R | x− 2x
1
3 ≤ νm ≤ x+ 2x

1
3} and use the number of element

of Ω2 ∩ N is bounded by x
1
3 times a constant. The first estimate of (A.9) gives (i) for

j = 2.
(ii) Suppose that ρ−1 /∈ 2πZ. Then, the assumption of [11, Proposition 2.2] is satisfied
by the last lemma with k = d− 1

3
, M ∼ x and ρ = 1

3
. Thus, (ii) follows for j = 2.

(iii) This part for j = 2 follows from (A.9) and (ii).
Next, we deal with the case j = 3.

(i) Taking χ ∈ C∞(R; [0, 1]) such that χ(ν) = 1 for ν ≤ 2 and χ(ν) = 0 for ν ≥ 4 and
setting χ = 1− χ, we write

I3,σ2(x, ϕ) =

(

∞
∑

m=1

(χ(νm/x) + χ(νm/x))ζ3,σ2(m, x, ϕ)e
iSσ(m,ϕ)

)

=:I3,1,σ2(x, ϕ) + I3,2,σ2(x, ϕ).

Since χ(νm/x)ζ3,σ2(m, x, ϕ) is rapidly decreasing with respect to m by Lemma 3.7 (iv),
we have

|I3,2,σ2(x, ϕ)| .
∞
∑

νm≥2x,m≥1

(1 +m)−N−1 . x−N .(A.10)

Lemma 3.7 (iv) implies

|I3,1,σ2(x, ϕ)| .























xd
∑

νm∈[x+ 1
2
x

1
3 ,4x]

(νm − x)−
5
4 . 1 (ϕ ∈ [ε, π − ε])

xd+
1
12

∑

νm∈[x+ 1
2
x

1
3 ,4x]

(νm − x)−
5
4 . xd (ϕ ∈ [0, π])

.(A.11)

The inequalities (A.10) and (A.11) prove (i) for j = 3.
(ii) Suppose that ρ−1 /∈ 2πZ. Then, the assumption of [11, Proposition 2.2] is satisfied
by the last lemma with k = d− 1

3
, M ∼ x and ρ = 1

3
. Thus, we obtain (ii) for j = 3. The

part (iii) for j = 3 also follows from (A.10), (A.11), and the part (ii). This completes the
proof.

�

A.4. Estimates of I1,σ away from the conjugate pairs.

Proof of Proposition 3.12. The proof is identical to that of [11, Proposition 5.1]. We recall

Iεσ,q0,µ0
(x, ϕ) :=

∫

R

χε,µ0(m)ζ1,σ,q0(m, x, ϕ)e
i(S1,σ(m,x,ϕ)+2πq0m)dm.
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By the change of variable m = ρxµ,

Iεσ,q0,µ0
(x, ϕ) =x

1
2

∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γy,ϕ(µ)dµ,(A.12)

where we set

S(µ, ϕ) = σ1h1(µ) +
(

σ2ρϕ− π

2
+ 2πρq0

)

µ, γx,ϕ(µ) = x
1
2χε,µ0(ρxµ)ζ1,σ,q0(ρxµ, x, ϕ).

Thus it remains to show
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γx,ϕ(µ)dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. x−
1
2 for x≫ 1, ϕ ∈ [0, π].(A.13)

By Lemma 3.7 (i) and (ii), we have

|∂αµγx,ϕ(µ)| . µd−α(1− µ)−
1
4
−α, supp γx,ϕ ⊂ {µ ∈ R | 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1− 1

3
x−

2
3}(A.14)

for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π], where we use νm = ρ−1m+O(1) as m→ ∞.
We write
∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γx,ϕ(µ)dµ =

∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γx,ϕ(µ)ψ1(µ)dµ+

∫

R

eixS(µ,ϕ)γy,ϕ(µ)ψ2(µ)dµ = I1 + I2,

where ψ1, ψ2 ∈ C∞
c (R; [0, 1]) satisfy ψ1(µ) + ψ2(µ) = 1 for µ ∈ [0, 1], ψ1(µ) = 1 for

0 ≤ µ ≤ 1− 2δ and ψ2(µ) = 1 for 1− δ ≤ µ ≤ 1 where δ > 0 is determined later. Since

|∂2µS(µ, ϕ)| = |σ1∂2µh1(µ)| = |(1− µ2)−
1
2 | ≥ 1 for µ ∈ supp ψ1 ∩ [0, 1],

the stationary phase theorem ([10, p.334] or [11, Lemma A.5]) implies |I1| . x−
1
2 .

On the other hand, using the change of variable µ′ =
√
1− µ (with µ = 1 − µ′2), we

have dµ = −2µ′dµ′ and

I2 =

∫

R

eixS̃(µ
′,ϕ)γ2(µ

′)dµ′

where we set S̃(µ′, ϕ) = S(1 − µ′2, ϕ) and γ2(µ
′) = 2µ′γx,ϕ(1 − µ′2)ψ2(1 − µ′2). We note

that

|∂αµ′γ2(µ
′)| . µ′ 1

2
−α, supp γ2 ⊂ { 1√

2
x−

1
3 ≤ µ′ ≤

√
2δ}

for x≫ 1 and ϕ ∈ [0, π] and that S̃q is smooth with respect to µ′ close to 0 and ϕ ∈ [0, π].
It follows from the identity

∂3µ′ S̃(µ′, ϕ) =σ1∂
3
µ′(h1(1− µ′2)) = 12σ1µ

′h′′1(1− µ′2)− 8σ1µ
′3h

(3)
1 (1− µ′2)

=4
√
2σ1 +O(µ′) as µ′ → 0

that |∂3µ′S̃(µ′, ϕ)| & 1 for µ′ ∈ supp γ2 and ϕ ∈ [0, π] if δ > 0 is small enough3. Thus, the
(degenerate) stationary phase theorem ([10, p.334] or [11, Lemma A.5]) implies4

|I2| . (x−
1
3 )1+

1
2 = x−

1
2 .

This proves (A.13) and completes the proof of Proposition 3.12.
�

3We note that h(1− µ′2) is smooth at µ′ = 0 although h(µ) is not smooth at µ = 1
4Here we use γ2(µ

′) = O((µ′)
1

2 ) as µ′ → 0.
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