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DISPERSIVE ESTIMATES AND OPTIMALITY FOR SCHRODINGER
EQUATIONS ON PRODUCT CONES

KOUICHI TAIRA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study time decay estimates for the Schrédinger propagator
on the product cone (X, g), where X = C(pS"~ 1) = (0,00) x pS"~1. We prove that the
usual dispersive estimate holds when the radius p 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(pS"!) =
(0,00) x pS"* (p > 0) and g = dr? + r?g,gn—1 and the Friedrichs self-adjoint exten-
sion of the operator

c
H == —Ag —|— ﬁ’
defined on C2°(X), where ¢ is a constant satisfying the subcritical condition
—92)2
(1.1) c> —%.

In this paper, we study the Schrodinger equation
i0u(t) + Hu(t) =0
u(0) = up € L*(X)

and a certain time decay property of the propagator e .

The purpose of this note is the following;:

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

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

e To show that the dispersive estimate fails when the conjugate radius pm of the
sphere pS™! is less than 7, 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) = 72V (y). Their results include the
dispersive estimate

[ P

under the assumption that the conjugate radius of (Y, h) is strictly greater than 7w and

V =0 (or under a more general assumption on V' corresponding to the condition ¢ > 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 ty/—Ay (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 p > 0, and an asymptotic expansion of the
propagator with respect to the parameter riry/2t was given there. This result was ex-
tended to higher dimensional cases in [7], where the sphere pS™~! was replaced by a more
general closed manifold (Y, h) whose conjugate radius is strictly greater than 7. For the
three-dimensinoal Euclidean case p = 1, Fanelli-Felli-Fontelos-Primo [2, 3] established the
dispersive estimate for ¢ > 0 and some weighted LP — LP" estimates even for ¢ < 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
L? spaces, which are an extension of the results by Jensen-Kato [6].

We write
n—2 2
Vy .= 9 + c.

itH (

We denote the integral kernel of e by e
pS*~1. Since H commutes with the complex conjugation and e

T17y17r27y2) for TLT? S <07 OO) and Y1, Y2 €
4H s unitary, we have

e (1 Y1, 72, y2) = € (12, 92,71, 1)

In the following, we study the properties of ¢! 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 g9 > 0 such that

n—2
. 1 21 —vo+-—5-
‘eltH<T17y17T27 y2>| S C_ﬂ (1 + —)
12 1T

fort >0, r;,ry >0 and
cos ' (p™%y1 - ya) € [g0, ™ — 0] when p > 0,
Y1, Y2 € pPS*1 when p > 1,

1
COS*l(/f?yl - ya) € [0, — &o] when p > B

where we take the range of cos™ as [0, ).

(i1) Suppose p~' & 2N and p < 1. Then there exist C' > 0 such that

n—2

A 1 rire\ Mo 2t \ T2
itH <(C _ (1 i) 1 -
|6 (T1,?/1,T2jyz)| =3 + 2% + 1T

fort>0,r,ro >0 and yy,ys € pS”’l.
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is anticipated in [3, after Remark 1.12]). See Remark 2.2.

Remark 1.2. The terms involving (1 + cannot be removed when ¢ < 0 (as

Remark 1.3. We do not consider the cases p~! ¢ 2N in (iv) for technical reasons.

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

the region 52 > 1. Before the statement, we define

77
(1.2) Do, (o) :=={p € (0,1) | cos () = o (5 + pwo + 27qu> for some ¢ € Z},

for g = 0 or ¢y = 7. We note that Z,,, (¢o) is a finite set and 2, ,, (¢9) = 0 when p > 1.
Theorem 1.4. Suppose n > 3 and p~* ¢ 2N. Then,

_ s

i it nz2 . r{T 1
e (ri,y1, 72, y1) = <T1T2) : Z Z Cnp(p10)e VIR 1 O <_ <w

z 2
b t o1 E{E} 10ETp 0 (0)

_rf+rd

. - n—2 ' - 1 nes
) = () T X D euplua)eV A 123+0<_ (%

ts 2t
o16{x} po€Zp,o, ()

fort >0, ri72/(2t) > 1 and y; € pS"'. Here, ¢, (1) € C\ {0} and note that

(1.3) p<%:> U Do (0) #£0, p<l= U Do (1) # 0.

g1€{£} o1€{£}

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

1 . 1 rire\ YT
p < B :>|€ZtH(T1,yl,T2,yl)| > C— (1 + ﬁ) ’

. 1 n=2
p<l1 :>|€ZtH(7’17y177’27 —y1)| > C— (1 + ﬂ) i

fort >0, riry/(2t) > C" and y, € pS™!

This theorem shows that the dispersive estimate fails on the diagonal set {y; = y»} when
p < 1/2 and at conjugate pairs' (y;, —y1) when p < 1 (under the additional assumption
p~t ¢ 2N).

We note that ¢ > 0 implies vy — "T_Q > 0. As a corollary of the above two theorems, we
have

Corollary 1.5. Suppose n > 3 and ¢ > 0.
(1) Suppose p > 1. Then there exist C > 0 such that

, 1
(14) ”eltHHLlﬁLoo S Ct_% (t > O)

1On a Riemannian manifold (N, h), we say that (y1,y2) € N x N is a conjugate pair if there exists a
non-trivial Jacobi field J along a geodesic connecting y; and y2 such that J vanishes at the end points.
It is known that the behavior of the wave kernel cos(tv/—Ay )(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 pS™~! with n > 3,
(y1,y2) is a conjugate pair if and only if yo = y1 or yo = —y1.
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(17) There exist C' > 0 and g9 > 0 such that

~
w\:| =

e (11, 91,79, 2)| < C

fort >0, ry,me >0 and y,y2 € pS™1 satisfying cos™ (p 2y - y2) € [e0, T — &0
(iii) Suppose p > . Then there exist C > 0 and g9 > 0 such that

) 1
(1.5) e (r, y1, 70, 2)| < Ct_%

fort >0, 1,79 >0 and y1,y2 € pS* ! satisfying cos™H(p~2y1 - y2) € [0, T — &0.
(iv) When both p=' ¢ 2N and p < 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 p > 0. Higher
dimensional cases with for p > 1 are dealt with in [7]. The results for n = 3 and p =1
(the Euclidean cases) are proved in [2, 3].

The Strichartz estimates, which play important roles in the study of nonlinear Schrédinger
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 p > 1. 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 p > %, 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 {r; = 9,1 = y»} when
p < % and p~! ¢ 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 e in
an abstract form. For ¢ > 0, 7,79 € (0,00), and y,y» € pS" ! C R™,
r%+r%

~ c e 4t rire 1
1.6 e (ry, y1, 79, = —"—. — I - —=, =y - )
(1.6) (11, 91,72, y2) Tt p22< TR ?/2)

Here, y; - y» denote the inner product of the vector yy,y» € pS* ' C R”, ¢/, € R\ {0} is
a constant depending only on the dimension n and for p,d > 0 and ¢ satisfying (1.1), we

define

(L7) Fpaelw @) i =03 8, (@) (m+ d)d'Cl(cos ) (x>0, o € [0,),
m=0

1
(1.8) Um ::\/Em(m—i—Qd) +d? + ¢,

where J, () is the Bessel function and C¢ is the Gegenbauer polynomial. When d = "T_Q,

then v, is the eigenvalue of the operator —A gn-1 + @ + ¢. 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 pS"~! with radius p associated with
the eigenvalue p~2m(m +n — 2) is given by
n—2

2

cap " m+ d)C(p Py ), (yy2 € ST d =
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In the following of the paper, we study the properties of .#, .. and establish uniform
estimates with respect to x and ¢ for fixed constants p,d > 0 and ¢ satisfying (1.1).
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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
| Fpaelz, @) < CL+ 2] 7170t
for |x| < R and ¢ € [0, 7].

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))

1 z[\"" b
o)) < oy (5) o 1Cileosio)] < O

we obtain

| 0 | i -+ |.T‘ 1 ~vm-+d 2d < (1 + |{L‘|_1)_V0+d i 1 m2d
pael 2= Ty +1 ovm 2t vy + 1)20m

for || < R and ¢ € [0, 7]. Here, the sum is convergent due to the Stirling formula with
Vi = p~'m + O(1) as m — oo. Thus, the proposition follows.

0

Remark 2.2. We can also prove that |7, 4.(x,¢)| > C'(1 + |z|~')™" for |z| < R and
¢ € [0, 7] by using the elementary bound |J,, (z)| 2 || for small x. This implies that

the term involving (1 + r1r2> A in Theorem 1.1 cannot be removed unless ¢ > 0. In

other words, the usual dispersive estimate (1.4) does not hold for ¢ < 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 ., 4.(x, ) 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 .7, 4.

Corresponding to the asymptotic behavior of the Bessel functions, we define

1
le{me[l,ooﬂlgymgx—ax%}, ng{me[l,oo)|:p—2x% §1/m§:p+2x%},

1
Q3 ={me [1,oo)\ym2x+§:c%}.
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Lemma 3.1. [11, Lemma 3.5] For x > 1, there exist xo € CX(R;[0,1]) and x;, €
C>®(R;[0,1]) (1 < j <3) such that xo(m) =1 for v, <2 orm <1 and

w|Q

(3.1)  xo(m)+ me(m) =1 form >0, supp X;. C 2, |0mx2.(m)| < Chz™

|0 x12(m)| < Comax(m™, (z = vm)~%), |05 x32(m)] < Ca(vm — )%
For o = (01,09) € {£} x {£} and j = 2,3, we set

o
2p

m,

m T
Sio(m,x,p) = oyxhy (—) + ospm — —m, Sy, (m,p) = gepm —
p 2p

where h; is defined by
hi(p) == /1= p? — peos™ (p),

where we take the range of cos™(p) (1 € [0,1]) as [0,5]. We take x > 1 such that

Qs U Q3 C {v,, > 8} in order to apply Proposition A.1. We define
C1’0<m’ z, (‘0) = xidiiXLm(m)On + d) (.’L‘ - Vm)iigd o2 (m (p)fhn :B(Vm)eiglx<h1(%)_hl(%))_%i(ym_m)7
Gz (m,z,¢) = ;L’—de,m<m) (m+d)J,, (.T})gdpQ( ,p)e” Zi(vm— m) j=2,3,

where ay , and g4 are defined in Propositions A.1 and A.2 respectively.
Using Propositions A.1, A.2, the definition (1.7) of 7, 4., and Lemma 3.1, we can write

(3.2) Tpaelt,0)= Y Dole +Z Y Lio(z,9) + R(z, ),

oe{£}x{x} J=2 oae{£}

where we set

[10 .T ('0 ZCIU m,x 90) ZSlJ(mxSO)v [JU2 Y, ()0 ZC](TQ m,T 90) ZSUQ(mSO)
e d —Zivm —1,d
R@.¢) =" 3 xo(m)e™ 50 1, @) (m + d)d™Cp (cos )

4 Z (1= xo(m))e ¥ ], (x)(m + v)r(m, )

for j = 2,3. The remamder term R(zx, ) is easy to handle:
Lemma 3.2. We have

1

|R(z,0)] Sa™"75
for x> 1 and ¢ € [0, ].
Proof. We recall J, (z) = O(z73), d"'C%(cosp) = O((1 + m)* 1), and r(m,p) =

O((1+m)=N) for all N > 0 from (A.7), (A.8) and Proposition A.2. Since y, is compactly
supported,

[R(z,0)| Sz (X0<m) 2 eme (L+m)™ 4o som - (14 m)*N) < g s

m=0

if we take N > 2.
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It is relatively easy to estimate [;,, (for j = 2,3) since the phase function S,, of I;,
(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 0y € {£}.

(i) For each 0 < e < m, we have |1 ,,(x,p)| S1 forx>>1 and ¢ € [e,m — €.

(ii) If p=' ¢ 2N, then we can find € > 0 such that for each N > 0, we have |I; ,,(x, )| <
N forz>1 and p € [0,e]U [r — ¢, 7).

)

when p~t ¢ 2N

when pt € 2N

1
mm@wﬂs{ﬂ

forz>1 and ¢ € [0, 7].

Remark 3.4. The condition p~* ¢ 2N comes from the condition 0,,Sy,(m, z, ¥)|p—oorr ¢
2.

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

(33) ]170 (x’ gp) — Z/ gl,a,q(m, x, (p)ei(SLo(m7x,g0)+27rqm)dm’
R

q€EZ
where we define
1 .
(34) gl,a,O = Cl,a Cl,a,q — _% (amgl,a + Z(amSLO')CLO') (q € Z \ {0})

Critical points of the phase function. Now we study the location of the critical points
of the phase function S; ,(m,x, p) + 2mgm in (3.3). From the definition of S, given in
Subsection 3.1, one has

e _
(3.5) OmS1.0(m,x,p) = p cos (px) + (@(p 2/)) :
For o € {£} x {x}, ¢ € [0, 7], we define
(36) (ga,p@O) = U (gU,p«Oa q)

q€EZ
g1 1 s

(3.7) Cop(p,q) = pe0,1] | — cos " (p) + | o2 — 2 +2mqg=0,.
Clearly,
(3.8) O (S1.0(m, , ) + 2mgm) = 0 & ;”—x XACK)

and 0,,51,0(m, z, ) € 21L& T+ € €, (p).

Lemma 3.5. Let p > 0 and 0 = (01,09) € {£} x {£}.
(1) We have sup (o #%o.,(p) < 00.
(it) If p > 1, we have €, ,(p,q) =0 for (p,q) € (0,7) x Z\ {0}. Moreover,

0} when o — +} and (v, q) = (0,0
pel0m = blon={, € -} x (%) and (0.0) = (0.0)

otherwise.
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(it3) If p = 1, we have €, ,(p,q) =0 for (¢,q) € (0,7) x Z\ {0}. Moreover,

{0} when o € {—} x {£} and (¢,q) = (0,0)
{0} when o € {+} x {+} and (p,q) = (7,0)
{0} when o€ {+} x{=} and (p,q) = (7, 1)

1] otherwise.

v e{0,7} =, ,(p,q) =

(i) If p > %, we have €, ,(p,q) =0 for (¢,q) € (0,%) x Z\ {0}. Moreover,
0=0=%C,,(pq) = {é()} when o € {—} x {£} and (¢, q) = (0,0)

otherwise.

(v) If p=* ¢ 2N, then 1 ¢ €, ,(0) UG, ,(r).
(vi) We have

Cg(o'l,‘i’),p(o? q) = Cg(mﬁ),p(oa q), Cg(o'l,‘i’),p(ﬂ? q) = Cg(mﬁ),p(ﬂ-a q+1).
More precisely, for oo =0 or @g = m, one has Dy, (o) = |U,ez €o.p(00, ) N (0,1) and

Clor4)p(00,0) ¢ =q and o =10

<5(017+)7p(g00, Q) N Cg(ag,—),p(cp(% q,) = Cg(Uth),P(SOOa Q) q/ =dq + 1 and Yo =T
0 otherwise,

where D, 5, (o) is defined in (1.2).

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

Symbolic estimates. In order to apply the stationary phase method, we also need
symbolic estimates for the phase function S; , and the amplitude ¢, ,, appearing in (3.3).

Lemma 3.6. Let 0 < ey < 1 and 0 € {£} x {£}. For a > 1, there ezists C, > 0 such
that

Cox™ for 1<y, <ex
1

Caa:_%(a: — Vm)_‘”% for e <v, <z-— 5:5%

|05 1o (m, @, 0)] < {

and form € Qq, x > 1 and ¢ € [0, 7.

Lemma 3.7. Let 0 = (01,09) € {£} x {£}, N >0,0<e < 7/2 and a € N.
(Z) supp gl,a,q('a x, 30) - Ql-

(it) Let 0 < ey <1 and 0 < ey < 5. Then, we have

~=3(1 4+ m)2=(1 + msing)™@ when v, <ex

(2 — ) 1 (1 +msing) ™ when ez < vy < x — %x%

|0 Cog(my 2, )| S {

8 8

form>1,2>1, p€l0,n| and q € Z. In particular, we have

8

“3(1+m)®  when v, < ez

o S
| mCl,a,q(muyugo)‘ ~ { —a when €10 S Up, S x — l{L'%

xTi(r — Vm)_% 5

form>1, x> 1, ¢ € [gg, 7 — &0|, and q € Z.
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(113) Suppose that o =0 or @y = 7. Let qo € Z and po € 65,(0,q0) N (0,1). Then we
have

pMO 6 (Lol,d,p,u()*ol%) X T d+%gd702 (pﬂox’ 900) + O(l‘d_l)
(2m)2 (1 — pid)

for x > 1, where gq,, is the function given in Proposition A.2 and Ly, 4., € R is a
constant depending only on oy, d, p, lo-

gl,a,qo (pxuo, xz, QOO) =

Remark 3.8. The asymptotic behavior of the function g4 ,,, which arises from the expan-
sion of the Gegenbauer polynomials cannot be determine in a canonical way. However,
the asymptotic of g4+ + ga,— can be explicitly calculated as we will see in Proposition A.2.

Proof. These lemmas directly follow from the definition of S; , and ¢; , 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 v, that

(3.9) =Vp2m+d2+d2+c=ptm+d) +0m?) as (m— o).

Since o € (0,1), there exists 0 < ¢ < 1 such that v,,,, < 1z for sufficiently large
z. Then, Lemma 3.7 (ii) implies (OmCio)(p2po, 2, 00) = O(x%"2) and the assumption
Lo € Cup(0, o) means (0,,51,)(px o, T, o) = —2mqy. Therefore,

(3.10) Cloao (PTH0, T, 00) = Cuo(ppio, T, 00) + O(2%%)

for x > 1 by (3.4).
Now we study the asymptotic behavior of ¢; ,. We recall that (; , is the function of the
form

2 (m) (m 4 d) (T = V) 7T G (M, )y o (V)

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

i01$<h1<”7m)—h1(%))—%i(um—m).

1 _1 1 _ 1 o
i () (ppo + d) (T — Vpapy) 3 = po(1 — po) "1~ H2 + Oz 1)

Vpzpg d 1 d a B
hl( T ) — h1 (10) = ha <M0+p_x+0 (?)) (o) = (o) T+ 0@

e~ 401 1
oy 2(Vozuo) = +O0(x72),  Vpppo — prpio = p_d+ O(z71).
1, ( P uo) (27r)%<1 +Mo)i ( ) pxpo — PTHo = P ( )

Now, Lemma 3.7 (i77) is proved by these identities and (3.10) by setting

d wd d 7d
L, =g -h _ 42
1,dpp0 — 01 P ) 20 Ulp cos (Mo) 2p

t

3.3. Extraction of principal terms via the non-stationary phase method. Let
X € C=(R;0,1]) such that x(m) = 1 for m < 1 and x(m) = 0 for m > 2 and setting
X = 1 —x. We define x.,,(m) = x((x — po)/€), where we write m = pzu. We define
Xew = 1 — Xe» and

Ly e (%5 0) 1= /R Xeapo (1)1 (1M, ) €51 (B 2V E2TAM) iy,
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Proposition 3.9. Let 0 € {£} x {£} and N > 0. For e > 0 sufficiently small, we have

(3.11) Lo(t,0) = Y ILigul(ze)+0a™)
9€L po€Co,p(#,9)
for x> 1 and ¢ € [0, 7].
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 < pz and x > 1, we write

= T e [0,1].
pT

(i) Let qo € Z. Then, there exists ¢ > 0 such that if we choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small,
‘aWL(Sl,U(Tnﬂ xZ, ()0) =+ 27rq0m>| Z C

for pe[0,1], x> 1, and ¢ € [0, 7] satisfying inf, e, ,(p.q0) |1t — Ho| > 2
(77) There exist ¢ > 0 and Q > 0 such that

|Om (S1.0(m, z, ) + 2mqm)| = (1 + [q])

for(|) |§ p<1l,z>1, ¢¢€l0,n] andq € Z satisfying |q| > Q. In particular, €, ,(v,q) =0
forlq| = Q.

Proof. The proof is elementary (just use (3.5), (3.8), and the definition of €, ,(¢, ¢)). We
omit the detail.

U
Proof of Proposition 3.9. Let o € {£} x {£} and N > 0. By (3.3), we write
L6 ( U Z / Cloyg (m, z, p)e’ S @) $2mam) gy
qEZ
2 2 law@e)
9€ZL,|q|<Q p0EGo,p(4,q)
+ Z / Xe,po <m> Cl,o,q (m, xZ, (p)ei(SLU (m’x’¢)+2wqm)dm
9€Z,]q|<Q H0€Cy, p(eo )
S [ Gt
9€Z,|q|2Q

Here, the last term can be estimated as O(z™"). In fact, by Lemmas 3.6, 3.7 (ii), and
3.11 (i7), and the integration by parts, we have

/ Cna(m, @, s@)e“sl’“(m’x’*">+2“qm>dm’ S+ g) e
R

for > 1, ¢ € [0, 7] and ¢ € Z satisfying |¢| > @. This implies that the term involving

2 gezlazq 18 O(z™).
To estimate the second term, we observe
> 25}

supp | 1— Z Xeuo (M) | C ﬂ {m|

BOECs,p(,q) BOECs,p(,q)

m

— — Mo
px
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by the choice of x. ,,. By using the integration by parts with Lemma 3.11 (7), we conclude
that the second term is O(z~%). Finally, we obtain

[10 .T ()0 Z Z nguo<x790)+0('r—]v)'

qE€Z,)q|<Q po€o,p(,q)

Since €, ,(¢,q) = 0 for |¢q| > Q by Lemma 3.11 (4), this proves (3.11).
U

3.4. Estimates for principal terms via the stationary phase method. In this
subsection, we study the asymptotic behavior of the principal terms I, , in (3.11).
Proposition 3.12. Let 0 = (01,09) € {£} x{£}, @ € Z, and 0 < gy < 7. For
sufficiently small € > 0, we have

€

15 o0 (T 0) S 1
forx>1, ¢ € [, m — €¢], and po € €,,,(¢, 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 ¢ ,, away from ¢ = 0, 7. We also point out that the angles ¢ = 0,7
correspond to the diagonal set {y; = y»} and the set of conjugate pairs {y; = —y,} in the
original problem (see (1.6)).

Next, we focus on studying the behavior of I; , near ¢ =0, .

Proposition 3.13. Let 0 = (01,092) € {£} x {£} and qy € Z. Suppose that py = 0 or
wo = . Then, the following statements hold true for sufficiently small ,e9 > 0:
(¢) Suppose that 0 € €, ,(v0,q0). Then,

L5 qoe (T, 0) S 1

fOT T > 17 @ € [800 — €0, %0 + 80] N [07 ﬂ-] and Ho S (go,p(907 QO)
(i) Suppose that €, (o, qo) N (0,1) # 0. Then,
(3.12) ©)| <

| g qOHuO(

forz>1, ¢ € [po — €0, o+ €0] N[0, 7] and py € €,,,(0, qo). Moreover,

—pgT+i — 1
(313) Lo (@, 00) = (o)™ VI HET Hhorndnog= gy o (ppugx, go) + O(a2)
for x> 1, where Ly, ,4,, € R is the same constant as in Lemma 3.7 (4i1).

Remark 3.14. In this paper, we de not handle the case 1 € 6, ,(v0,qo) With ¢y = 0, 7.
This does not happen when we assume p~! ¢ 2N, thanks to Lemma 3.5 (v).

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

1 T
(3.14) [;(IOMO (z,0) = 2t / € S(ﬂ,v)%,g@(ﬂ)dﬂv
R

where we set

T _ 1
S(p, ) = orhy(p) + (Uzpw -5t 27quo> y Veo(t) = p2 2 X 1o (P21 000 (PTH, T, ) -

Taking £ > 0 small enough, we may assume that S(-, ¢) has at most one critical point on
SUPD Ve, -
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(7) The proof is a small modification of that of [11, Proposition 5.2]. We recall that the
cut-off function y is introduced in the begin of Subsection 3.3. By the support property
of X,

|0 (] S 1 (1t a(sin@)p) ™, supp Yo C (0 — 26, o + 2¢)
for z > 1, where we use v, = p~'m + O(1) as m — oco. Moreover,
1
835(% p) = Olﬁa 0u0,5 (1, ) = oap.
The assumption 0 € %, (o, qo) implies (9,5)(0, o) = 0. Therefore, the phase function
S(u, ) satisfies the assumption of Proposition A.3%. Applying Proposition A.3 with
A =z, we obtain

|12 o (2, )] < 23

»q0,H10

/ SRy, (u)dp| S aTE T =
R

This completes the proof.
(1) Since g € (0, 1), we can choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such that [pug — 2e, g + 2] C
(0,1). By the support property of x, we have

01
0%V 00 ()] S 1, SUPD Yapo C [0 — 26, pto + 2¢],  02S (o, ) = ———=—= # 0
12 0 0 1 1 — M%

and g is the only critical point of S(, ¢) in Supp 7vs,4,- Applying the stationary phase
formula (of the form Lemma [11, A.5], see also [10, p.334)),

/eixs(u,¢)7$7w(u)dﬂ Satr.gm
R

=
U

1
115 o0 (@ 0)| < 2772

I
8

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

1
];qmo (x’ (po) :{L‘CH—% ( (27T) 2z, 00 (,uo) eimS(uo,cpo)—i—%(825)(;10,@0) + O(l‘_1)>
xr2

2|(825) (o, 0) |2

1
_.d (QW)Q%W(MO)l 15 (10,20)+ 7 (97.5) (o, p0) +O<xd7%>
[(925) (10, o) |2

for 3> 1. We have 7y, (to) = pr~ 21 0q0 (P20, T, 90) and S(po, o) = o1y/1 — 413
since py € 6,,(¢0,qo0). By Lemma 3.7 (4ii), we obtain (3.13).

0

Remark 3.15. The reason why we obtain the improved decay (i) when 0 € €, ,(¢0, q)
holds is that the scaled amplitude function -, , vanishes at ;1 = 0 with order 2d, which is
the critical point of pu +— S(u, o).

Corollary 3.16. Let 0 = (01,02) € {£} x{x}. Then, the following statements hold true
for sufficiently small ey > 0:

(i) Suppose that p > 1. Then, |1 ,(z,¢)| S 1 for x> 1 and ¢ € [0, 7).

(1) |L10(x,0)| S 1 for x> 1 and ¢ € [gg, ™ — &0).

(i11) Suppose that p > 5. Then, we have |1 ,(x, )| S1 for > 1 and ¢ € [0, 7 — &)].

2Strictly speaking, we should consider the variable ¢ = m — ¢ to apply Proposition A.3 when @y = .
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(iv) Suppose that p=t ¢ 2N. Then |1, ,(z, )| < 2 for x > 1 and ¢ € [0,7]. Moreover,
if oo =0 or @y = m, then
2d+1,,2d

Y he(we) = ) ﬁem Vizigatilaypangd 4 O(max(z?72, 1))
oae{£} HEDp,o1 (0)

for x> 1, where 9, (o) is defined in (1.2) and Ly, pa,u, € R is the same constant as
in Lemma 3.7 (i11).

Proof. The claims in (i) — (¢i¢) 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 (¢) is that the set of the critical points 6, ,(0) U%, ,(7) (for ¢ =0, 7)
consists of {0} when p > 1, which lead to an improved decay of I, , by Proposition 3.13
(¢). Similarly, the part (4i7) follows from the fact that €, ,(0) (for ¢ = 0) consists of {0}
when p > %

It remains to prove the second result in (iv). From Lemma 3.5 (v), Proposition 3.9 and
Proposition 3.13 (1), (i), we see

Z I, (z, ¢0) = Z Z Z I;qm(x,go)JrO(x_N)

oac{+} o26{%} 9€Z po€%s,p(0,9)
=2 > (P2 o)V I HomFikar oo =M g, o (ppig, o)
GEZ p10€C 5, 14),p(0,a)N(0,1)
+ O(max(xd’%, 1))
= Z (pP*po)e' ™ VImHmHiker oo p=H (g, g4 ) (ppo, o)

#0EZp,01 (0)
+ O(max(z*2,1))
where we use Lemma 3.5 (vi) in the last line. By Proposition A.2, one has

(/)/io)m_1

dT(2d)

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

(gd,+ + gd,f)(p/iol” 900) = r2d-1 + O<x2d72).

3.5. Proof of the main results.

Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4. We recall d = "T_z The results are direct consequences of
the expression of the propagator (1.6) and (3.2), and the estimates for .Z, 4., [1 », L} ., R-
More precisely, the estimate for |[%7| < 1 follows from Proposition 2.1 and that for

5[ > 1 follows from Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.3, and Corollary 3.16. The implications

(1.3) directly follow from the definition of Z, 5, (o).
U

APPENDIX A. MISCELLANEOUS
A.1. Asymptotic expansion of special functions. We define
hi(z) = V1 — 22 — zcos ™' 2,

where cos™! z € [0,7/2] for 0 < 2 < 1.
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Proposition A.1. (i) There are smooth functions ay , : [0,z — %x%] — C such that
(A.1) Jy () = x’i(:c - V)’i(aﬁm(l/)e”hl(%) + a_ g (v)e Tm))
and for each o € N, there exists C, > 0 such that
1
0% ay (V)| < Colx —v)™%,  for =>8, ve0,z— 51’%]

Moreover, for fized po € (0,1),
eF it

A2 At 2\ Tlo) = 1 1
A BRRANCE TR

forz > 1.
(77) Let N > 0 and o € N. Then there exist C, > 0 and C,n > 0 such that

1+

Cot™ 3" for 28, v€[r— 2w, +23],
Conv ™3 (v =) i@ (v =) for =28, velr+gal,00)

|07 ()] < {

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 x1 € C2°((—2%, 2%); [0, 1]) satisfying xi(w) = 1 for
lw] < 2% and x1(w) = x1(—w) such that
1 )
= — / Sy (w)dw + O(z~>)
2 R

where S(w) = sinw — pow. Since g € (0, 1), the critical points of S in supp x; is given
by w4 (o) := 4 cos ! (ug). Moreover, one has

S(wi(po)) = £h(po),  S"(w(po)) = F4/1 — p5-

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

1
A3 J;Lol'x: 1 1
P HERE R

as & — 0o. Then the formula (A.2) follows from (A.1), (A.3), and the identity 27 (z —

1

o)+ = 272 (1 = j1g) 3.

So(7)

(eixhl(uo)—§i + e—iﬂﬁhl(lm)"‘%i)x_% + O(l’_l)

g

Proposition A.2. Letd > 0. There are functions gq+(m, ¢), ga—(m, ¢) which are smooth
respect to m € [1,00) and a function r(m, ) defined for m € N* such that

(A.4) d'Cp(cos ) =Y gax(m,9)e™™ +r(m, p)
+

form € N and
102 ga+(m, ©)| < Coagm® (1 4+ msing)™® m>1
Ir(m, p)| < COngm™ m e N
for each N > 0, a € N, and ¢ € [0,7] with constants Cyq4,Cna > 0. Moreover, for
o =0 orgy=m,
1

2d—1 2d—2
dF(Qd)m +O(m**)

(A.5) Ga+(m, o) + ga,—(m, o) =

as m — 0Q.
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Proof. The results except (A.5) is proved in [11, Proposition 3.3].

We note C4(1) = F(fn(fjﬂ%@ 7 = ml;({:b;fg 5 = mB(}n 57> Where I' 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) = T'(2d)m=2% + O(m~%"1) as

m — 00. Therefore,

(A.6) i) =

2d-1 2d—2
F(2d)m +O0(m*=%) (as m — 00).

Then, (A.5) follows from (A.4), (A.6), and the identity C¢(—1) = (—=1)"C4(1).

In particular, we have a uniform bound:
(A.7) |, ()] <Cr & z>8 pu>0
(A.8) |d1C% (cos )| <Cm* ™1 m e N*, € [0,7].

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

I\ ) = / eSOy (1, X, ) dp
R

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

Proposition A.3. Let d > 0 and ¢,C > 0. Suppose that S € C>([0,1]*R) and
7('7 )‘7 ) € COO(R X [07 1]) Satisfy
supp 7(-, A, ) C [0,1], 059 (1, A, )| < Cap® (1 4 Aop) ™7,
1025 (1 )l = ¢, 10,0,5(n, )| = €, (9,5)(0,0) =0
uniformly in p € [0,1], ¢ € [0,1] and A > 1. Then [I(\, @)| < A\=42 uniformly in A > 1
and ¢ € [0,1].

Remark A.4. A typical example of phase functions satisfying the assumption of [11,
Proposition 2.4] is S(u,¢) = (1 — ¢)%. The assumption here includes examples such
as S(p, ) = (1 + ¢)?* 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 u(¢) such that

(0u5) (ks ) = 0 = p(p), pn(0)=0.

Differentiating the equation (9,5)(u(y), ) = 0, we have 1/ (0) = —(9,0,5)(0,0)/(925)(0,0).
Then, we find that

(8,0,5)(0,0)/(825)(0,0) > 0 = pu(p) >0 for ¢ e [0,
(0,0,5)(0,0)/(8925)(0,0) < 0= u(p) <0 for ¢ € [0,m].

In the former case, the result was proved in [11, Proposition 2.4]. Therefore, we consider
the latter case only. This implies that for (u,¢) € [0,1]%, (9,5) (i, p) = 0 if and only if
=@ =0 and that

10,8 (1, 0)| 2 [+ ¢| for  (u,¢) € 0,1
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By scaling, we have

I @) =A™ / NSy (10, N,
R

where we set

Se(i) = 0728 (0, 0)s Vel A) = Xy(pp, A, ).
Then
10,8 ()] = 7" - 1(0,8) (pre, )| 2 |1t + 1
for 1 € supp 7,.(-, A) and ¢ € (0, 1]. Moreover, for & € N and o € N\ {0}, we have
G570, M =X (057 (012, X, 0)]
ST (o) (L4 A ) ™ S
1,1 _ o o
supp (Y,(- A)) C{e™ A2 <p <o} [0S, ()] S [l

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

T S @A™ (L2 ™ S (142?72 A2
This completes the proof.

A.3. Estimates for I»,, and I3,,. We recall S,,(m, @) = goeom — ;r—pm.

Lemma A.5. Let 0 = (01,09) € {£} x {£}, N >0,0<e < 7/2 and a € N.
(1) For a > 2, we have 0%5,,(m, p) = 0.

(#) supp Ci,0(, @, ) C Q1 and supp (o, (-, @, 0) CQ; for j =2,3.

(1ii) We have

=

for @€ le,m—¢]

xT
< 1
|§2,02(m7$’ ()0)| ~ {Id3 fOT’ (2 € [Ovﬂ-]

and form > 1, x > 1. Moreover,

1+a

|a%§2,02 (m7 xz, 90)| 5 x 8

form>1, x> 1 and ¢ € [0,7].
(iv) We have
2 (v, — 2)71 for x4 %x% < vy <4z, ¢ €0, 7]
5

G305 (M, 2, 0)| S :L’Tl2(1/m —z)"1 for z+ %x% <y <4z, p€le,m—¢|
(1+m)™N for v, >2z, ¢€l0,n]

and form > 1, x > 1. Moreover,

d— 1+«

‘a%C3,02<m7x7 ()0)‘ 537 3
form>1x>1 and ¢ € [0,7].

This lemma directly follows from the definition of S, and (;,, (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 v, = \/p~2m(m + 2d) + d® + ¢ and vy, ~ p~'m for m > 1. First, we deal
with the case j = 2.

(1) By Lemma 3.7 (i) and (i),

x73 Z 1<1 (p€le,m—¢])
meNaNN
(A.9) Loy (4, )| < ©
i 3 Y 1<t (pelo,n))
meNNN

where we recall Qy ={m e R |z — 205 < vy < T+ Qx%} and use the number of element
of Q5 NN is bounded by x3 times a constant. The first estimate of (A.9) gives (i) for
j=2.
(i1) Suppose that p=! € 27Z. Then, the assumption of [11, Proposition 2.2] is satisfied
by the last lemma with k =d — 3, M ~ z and p = 5. Thus, (i) follows for j = 2.
(#73) This part for j = 2 follows from (A.9) and (7).

Next, we deal with the case j = 3.
(1) Taking x € C*°(RR;[0,1]) such that x(v) = 1 for ¥ < 2 and x(v) = 0 for v > 4 and
setting Y = 1 — x, we write

I3, (2, 0) = (Z(X(Vm/@ + XV /2)) (3,05 (M, @, (p)eis"(m"p)>

::[3,1,02 ('ru 90) + [3,2,02 (SL’, 90)'

Since X(Vm/x)(3,0,(m, x, ) is rapidly decreasing with respect to m by Lemma 3.7 (iv),
we have

(A.10) Lpo(@ @) S Y (L4m)y ™V Sa

Um >2x,m>1

Lemma 3.7 (iv) implies

WY e iS1 (pelm—d)

1
ume[m—i—%xﬁ Az

s Z (v —2) 1 Sa? (pe0,q])

1
ume[:er%m? J4x]

The inequalities (A.10) and (A.11) prove (i) for j = 3.

(1) Suppose that p=! ¢ 27Z. Then, the assumption of [11, Proposition 2.2] is satisfied
by the last lemma with k = d — 4, M ~ x and p = 5. Thus, we obtain (ii) for j = 3. The
part (zii) for j = 3 also follows from (A.10), (A.11), and the part (i7). This completes the
proof.

(A.11) L300, (7, 0)| S

U

A.4. Estimates of [, , away from the conjugate pairs.

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

Ij’,q()v/l/()(x’ ©) ::/Xavuo(m)gl,a,qo(maxaSp)ei(SI’a(m’x’¢)+2wq0m)dm-
R
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By the change of variable m = pxpu,

1 T
<A12) [;:' ;40 L0 ('r7 ()0) :x2 / € S(“#p)fyyv‘p(/’l’)d/’l’?
R

where we set

T 1
S(p, ) = orha(p) + (awso -5+ 27rpqo) s V() = T2 Xe o (0211)C,0,00 (PTIL, T, 0).

Thus it remains to show

1

(A.13) /Rems(“’“")%w(y)dﬂ‘ Sz 2 for > 1, p€]0,7].

By Lemma 3.7 (i) and (i7), we have

1
(A14) |00 yme(p)] S pf=(1 — P Ssupp e, C{uER[0< p <1~ gsc’g}

for z > 1 and ¢ € [0, 7], where we use v,,, = p~'m + O(1) as m — .
We write

/&ﬁwwwwwwa/www%wmmmeﬁ/w%w%a>w<mM=h+&
R R

R

where 1,1y € CF(R;[0,1]) satisfy ¢1(p) + ¢o(p) = 1 for p € [0,1], ¢i(p) = 1 for
0<pu<1-—20and ¢o(p) =1for 1 —§ < pu <1 where § > 0 is determined later. Since

1025 (1, )| = 010ha ()| = (1 — p?)72| > 1 for pesupp ¢y N0,1],

_1
2-

the stationary phase theorem ([10, p.334] or [11, Lemma A.5]) implies || S @
On the other hand, using the change of variable p/ = /1 — u (with u = 1 — p/?), we
have dy = —24/dy’ and

L= [ @Sy i
R

where we set S(u/, ) = S(1 — p?, ) and Yo (i') = 204" Yo (1 — p)1be(1 — 1'?). We note
that

097 (1) S /570, supp e C {796‘% < ' < V26}
for z > 1 and ¢ € [0, 7] and that S, is smooth with respect to 1/’ close to 0 and ¢ € [0, 7).
It follows from the identity
05 St ) =019 (ha(1 = ) = 1200/ W] (1 = ) = 8o p* WP (1 — 1)
=420, +O()) as 4 — 0

that |8§,5’(u’, ©)| 2 1 for i/ € supp 2 and ¢ € [0, 7] if § > 0 is small enough®. Thus, the
(degenerate) stationary phase theorem ([10, p.334] or [11, Lemma A.5]) implies*
3

Bl S (273) s = o,

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

3We note that h(1 — p'2) is smooth at z/ = 0 although h(p) is not smooth at p =1
Here we use (1) = O((1/)2) as y/ — 0.
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