arXiv:2110.07154v3 [math.AP] 31 Jul 2023

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR FOURTH-ORDER SCHRÖDINGER OPERATORS IN DIMENSION TWO

PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

Abstract. In this paper we study the decay estimates of the fourth order Schrödinger operator H = Δ^2 + V (x) on R^2 with a bounded decaying potential V (x). We first deduce the asymptotic expansions of resolvent of H near zero threshold in the presence of resonances or eigenvalue, and then use them to establish the L^1 −L^∞ decay estimates of e^{−itH} generated by the fourth order Schrödinger operator H. Our methods used in the decay estimates depend on Littlewood-Paley decomposition and oscillatory integral theory. Moreover, we also classify these zero resonances as the distributional solutions of Hϕ = 0 in suitable weighted spaces. Due to the degeneracy of Δ^2 at zero threshold, we remark that the asymptotic expansions of resolvent RV (λ^4) and the classifications of resonances are much more involved than Schrödinger operator −Δ + V in dimension two.

1. Introduction

1.1. Backgrounds. In this paper we will consider the time decay estimates of the propagator e^{−itH} generated by the following fourth order Schrödinger operator on L^2(R^2 ):

H = H_0 + V (x), H_0 = Δ^2,

where V (x) is a real measurable function on R^2 satisfying |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} for some β > 0.

As V = 0, we recall that the free propagator e^{−itΔ2} on L^2(R^n ) can be expressed by e^{−itΔ2} f = F^{−1}(e^{−it|ξ|4} ^f) = ∫ R^n I_0(t, x − y)f(y)dy, (1.1) where f̂ ( or F(f)) denotes Fourier transform of f, F^{−1}(f) denotes its inverse Fourier transform, and I_0(t, x) := F^{−1}(e^{−it|ξ|4} )(x) is the kernel of e^{−itΔ2} . It was well-known that the following sharp pointwise estimates hold for any α ∈ N^n (see e.g. [BKS00]), |D^αI_0(t, x)| ≲ |t|^{− n+|α|4} ( 1 + |t|^{− 14} |x| )_−^{n−|α|}_3 , |t| ≠ 0, x ∈ R^n , (1.2) where D = (∂_{x1} , · · · , ∂_{xn} ). Then by the identity (1.1) and Young’s inequality, the estimate (1.2) immediately implies the following L^1 − L^∞ decay estimates: ‖D^αe^{−itH0} ‖_L1_{(R}n_{)→L}∞_{(R}n_) ≲ |t|^{− n+|α|4} , |α| ≤ n. (1.3) Recently, several works were devoted to the study of the time decay estimates of e^{−itH} generated by the fourth order Schrödinger operator H = Δ^2 + V with a decaying potential V . Feng, Soffer and Yao [FSY18] first gave the asymptotic expansion of the resolvent R_V = (H − z)^{−1} around zero

Date: August 27, 2023.

Key words and phrases. Decay estimates, Fourth-order Schrödinger operators, Asymptotic expansion of resolvent, Zero resonance, Dimension two . 1

threshold assume that zero is a regular point of H for n ≥ 5 and n = 3, and proved that the Kato- Jensen decay estimate of e^{−itH} is (1 + |t|)^{−n/4} for n ≥ 5 and L^1 − L^∞ decay estimate is O(|t|^{−1/2}) for n = 3 in the regular case.

Later, based on the higher energy estimates of the resolvent R_V (z) of H in [FSY18], Erdogăn, Green and Toprak [EGT19] for n = 3 and Green-Toprak [GT19] for n = 4, derived the asymptotic expansions of R_V (z) near zero in the presence of zero resonance or eigenvalue, and proved that the L^1 − L^∞ estimates of e^{−itH} is O(|t|^{−n/4}) for n = 3, 4 if zero is a regular point, and the time decay rate will be changed as zero energy resonance occurs. More recently, Soffer, Wu and Yao [SWY21] proved the L^1 − L^∞ estimates of e^{−itH} is O(|t|^{−1/4}) for dimension n = 1 whatever zero is a regular point or resonance. It should be emphasized that the different types of zero resonance do not change the optimal time decay rate of e^{−itH} in dimension one, except at the cost of faster decay rate of potential. Moreover, we also note that there exists some interesting works [GG21b] and [EG21] on the L^p bounds of wave operators for n ≥ 3 in the regular case.

Besides the bi-lapalce operator Δ^2, we remark that Kato-Jensen estimates and asymptotic expansion of resolvent have been first established by Feng, et al [FSWY20] for poly-Schrödinger operators (−Δ)^m + V with n ≥ 2m ≥ 4. In the previous work, Murata [Mur82] has generalized Kato and Jensen’s works [JK79, Jen80] to a certain class of P (D) + V assume that P (D) satisfies

(∇P )(ξ_0) = 0, det [ ∂_i∂_jP (ξ) ]| |_{ξ0} ≠ 0. (1.4)

However, the poly-harmonic operators H_0 = (−Δ)^m do not satisfy the nondegenerate condition (1.4) at ξ = 0 but the case m = 1. Hence the results in [FWY18] and [FSWY20] were not covered by [Mur82]. In particular, the degeneracy of (−Δ)^m at zero energy leads to more complicated classifications of zero resonances and asymptotic expansion of (−Δ)^m + V as m ≥ 2. These are actually some of the main difficult points for the higher order operators.

In this paper, we establish the L^1 − L^∞ estimates of the fourth order Schrödinger operator Δ^2 + V in dimension two. We first deduce the asymptotic expansion of R_V (z) near zero in the presence of resonance or eigenvalue, and then study the L^1 − L^∞ estimates of e^{−itH} for each kind of zero resonance. In particular, we show that the L^1 − L^∞ estimates of e^{−itH} have the optimal decay rate O(|t|^{− 1}2 ) if zero is a regular point or the first type of resonance. Moreover, we classify these zero resonance types as the distributional solutions of Hϕ = 0 in suitable weighted spaces. Due to the degeneracy of Δ^2 at zero threshold and the lower even dimension, we remark that the asymptotic expansions of resolvent R_V (λ^4) at λ = 0 are much complicated compared with Schrödinger operator −Δ + V in dimension two ( see e.g. [JN01, JN04] ). One can see Section 4 for more details.

The studies of higher order elliptic operators were motivated by Schrödinger operator −Δ + V ( e.g. see [Agm75, BS91, Hö05, Kur78, Sch71, DH98b, DDY14, SYY18, HS15, HS17] and so on ). The decay estimates of Schrödinger operator have been active topics of research in the last thirty years, and applied broadly to nonlinear Schrödinger equations. For instance, Journé, Soffer and Sogge [JSS91] first established the L^1 − L^∞ estimates in regular case when n ≥ 3. Later, Weder [Wed00], Rodnianski and Schlag [RS04], Schlag and Goldberg [GS04], Schlag [Sch05] have made further contributions for n ≤ 3. In particular, Yajima in [Yaj95] has established the L^1 − L^∞ estimates for −Δ + V by wave operator method. For more further studies, we refer to [Wed99, DaFa06, ES04, ES06, GG15, GG17, Sch07, Sch21] and therein references.

1.2. Main results. In this subsection, we first introduce some notations and the definition of zero resonance, and then state our main results.

For a ∈ R, we use a± to denote a ± ϵ for any small ϵ > 0. [a] denotes the largest integer less than or equal to a. For a, b ∈ R^+ , a ≲ b (or a ≳ b) means that there exists some constant c > 0 such that a ≤ cb(or a ≥ cb). Moreover, if a ≲ b and b ≲ a, then we write a ∼ b. Let ⟨x⟩ = (1 + |x|^2)^{1/2} and denote the L^p-weighted spaces by L^p_s(R^2 ) = { f : ⟨x⟩^sf ∈ L^p(R^2 ) } for s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. We use the smooth, even low energy cut-off χ defined by χ(λ) = 1 if |λ| < λ_0 ≪ 1 and χ(λ) = 0 when |λ| > 2λ_0 for some sufficiently small constant 0 < λ_0 ≪ 1. In analyzing the high energy we utilize the complementary cut-off ~χ(λ) = 1 − χ(λ).

In this paper, we will give the precise definitions of different types of zero resonances in terms of the projection operators S_j onto the kernel spaces of operators T_j ( see Definition 2.4 of Section 2 below ). Equivalently, we also give the characterizations of the zero resonance in terms of the distributional solutions to Hϕ = 0 in Theorem 5.7 of Section 5 below.

More specifically, we say that zero is a resonance of the first kind if ∃0 ≠ ϕ ∈ L^∞_{−1}(R^2 ) but have no nonzero ϕ ∈ L^∞(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0, the second kind if ϕ ∈ L^∞(R^2 ) but have no nonzero ϕ ∈ L^∞_1 (R^2 ), the third kind if ϕ ∈ L^∞_1 (R^2 ) but have no nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2(R^2 ), and the fourth kind if ∃0 ≠ ϕ ∈ L^2(R^2 ) ( i.e. the fourth kind resonance is exactly the zero eigenvalue ). If zero is neither a resonance nor an eigenvalue, then we say that zero is a regular point of H.

Now we are ready to present the main results as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} (x ∈ R^2 ) for some β > 0. Assume that H = Δ^2 + V (x) has no positive eigenvalues. Let P_{ac}(H) denote the projection onto the absolutely continuous spectrum space of H. Then

(i) If zero is the regular point and β > 10, then ‖e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (1.5) (ii) If zero is the first kind resonance and β > 14, then ‖e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (1.6) (iii) If zero is the second kind resonance and β > 18, then ‖H^{12} e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ + ‖e^{−itH} ~χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (1.7) (iv) If zero is the third or fourth kind resonance and β > 18, then ‖H^{32} e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ + ‖e^{−itH} ~χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (1.8) Where χ(λ) and ~χ(λ) in the (1.7) and (1.8) denote the low and high energy smooth cut-off functions, respectively.

Remark 1.2. Some further comments on Theorem 1.1 :

(i) If zero is the regular point or the first kind resonance, then the decay estimates (1.5) and (1.6) of e^{−itH} are optimal base on the fact

‖e^{−itΔ2} ‖_L1_{(R}2_{)→L}∞_{(R}2_) ≲ |t|^{−1/2}.

Moreover, in view of the decay estimates (1.3) with a derivatives term D^α(|α| ≤ 2) as n = 2, we remark that it is possible to use the present methods to improve the estimates (1.5) and (1.6) to O(|t|^{−(2+s)/4}) by adding a regular term H^{s/4} for 0 ≤ s ≤ 2. For some related results, we refer to [SWY21] with a regular term H^s for dimension n = 1 (also see [Hill20] for the regular case), [LWWY21] with a regular term H^s and [GG17] with weights for dimension n = 3. In addition, note that the authors in [EG13a, EG13b] and [Top17] improved the decay estimates in the weighted spaces for Schrödinger operators of dimension n = 2.

(ii) If zero is the second, third or fourth kind resonance, then the high energy part e^{−itH} ~χ(H) has always the sharp time decay estimates O(|t|^{−1/2}).

For low energy part, however, since the zero singularity of the asymptotic expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} are of too high order to estimate e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H) (See Section 2 below), we need to put suitable regularity terms H^s into the low energy part e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H) to temper zero singularities, as shown in the above decay estimates (1.7) and (1.8), also see Remark 3.13 below for more explanations.

Besides the assumptions of zero resonance, Theorem 1.1 also requires that H = Δ^2 + V has no positive eigenvalues embedding into the absolutely continuous spectrum, which has been the indispensable assumption in dispersive estimates. For Schrödinger operator −Δ+V , Kato in [Kat59] showed the absence of positive eigenvalues for H = −Δ + V with the bounded decay potentials V = o(|x|^{−1}) as |x| → +∞. Moreover, one can see [Sim69, FHHH82, IJ03, KT06] for more further results on the absence of positive eigenvalues of Schrödinger operator.

However, the situation for H = Δ^2 + V seems to be more complicated than the second order cases. There exists compactly supported smooth potentials such that the H = Δ^2 + V has some positive eigenvalues (see [FSWY20]). On the other hand, more interestingly, [FSWY20] has showed that H = Δ^2 + V has no positive eigenvalues by assuming that the potential V is bounded and satisfies the repulsive condition (i.e. (x · ∇)V ≤ 0). Moreover, we also notice that for a general self-adjoint operator H on L^2(R^n), even if H has a simple embedded eigenvalue, Costin and Soffer in [CS01] have proved that H + ϵW can kick off the eigenvalue located in a small interval under generic small perturbation of potential.

1.3. The outline of proof. In order to show Theorem 1.1, we will use the following Stone’s formula: H^αe^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)f(x) = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]f(x)dλ, α ≥ 0. (1.9)

Hence we needs to investigate the boundary behaviour of the resolvent R_V (z) = (H − z)^{−1} by perturbations of the free resolvent R_0(z) = (Δ^2 −z )_{−1} , which depends on the following decomposition identity: ( Δ^2 − z )_{−1} = 1 2z^12 ( R(−Δ; z^{12} ) − R(−Δ; −z^{12} ) ) , z ∈ C \ [0, ∞), (1.10) where the resolvent R(−Δ; z^12 ) := (−Δ − z^12 )^{−1} with ℑz^12 > 0.

For λ > 0, the incoming and outgoing resolvent operators R^±_0 (λ^4) of Δ^2 are defined by

R^±_0 (λ^4) := R^±_0 (λ^4 ± i0) = lim_{ϵ→0+} ( Δ^2 − (λ^4 ± iϵ) )_{−1} , (1.11) and then we have

R^±_0 (λ^4) = 1 2λ^2 ( R^±(−Δ; λ^2) − R(−Δ; −λ^2) ) , λ > 0. (1.12)

It is well-known that R^±(−Δ; λ^2) are well-defined as the bounded operators of B(L^2_s, L^2_{−s}) for any s > 1/2 by the limiting absorption principle (see e.g. [Agm75]), therefore R^±_0 (λ^4) are also welldefined between these weighted L^2-space. These bounded properties have been extended to R^±_V (λ^4) of H for λ > 0 and certain decay bounded potentials V , see [FSY18].

In order to obtain time decay of the integral (1.9), we also need to study the asymptotical properties of R^±_V (λ^4) near λ = 0 and +∞, which correspond to the low energy estimate and high energy estimate respectively. For lower energy parts, these investigations are much more involved. Note that R^±_V (λ^4) are related to R^±_0 (λ^4) by the following symmetric resolvent formula:

R^±_V (λ^4) = R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v(M^±(λ))^{−1}vR^±_0 (λ^4),

where M^±(λ) = U + vR^±_0 (λ^4)v, U(x) = sign ( V (x) ) and v(x) = |V (x)|^{1/2}. Hence we will analyze the expansion of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} at zero ( see Theorem 2.9 below ).

By using the expansions of the free resolvent of R^±_0 (λ^4) in (1.12), we can obtain that

M^±(λ) = a_± λ^2

P + g^±_0 (λ)vG_{−1}v + T_0 + c_±λ^2vG_1v + g̃^±_2 (λ)λ^4vG_2v + λ^4vG_3v + E^±_2 (λ),

where P, vG_iv(i = −1, 0, 1, 2, 3) are the specific bounded operators on L^2(R^2 ) and E^±_2 (λ) are the error terms, see Section 2 below for specific descriptions. Note that the expansions of the M^±(λ) include two terms with logarithm factors g^±_0 (λ) and g̃^±_2 (λ), which make the calculation of the inversion processes ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} to be quite complicated. We need to use Lemma 4.2 twice to complete the whole inversion processes in Section 4.

Firstly, in the regular case, we need to show that the inverse operator d = ( g^±_0 (λ)(Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) + (Q − S_0) ( T_0 − T_0D_1T_0 ) (Q − S_0) )_{−1}

exist on (Q − S_0)L^2 for enough small λ. Since dim(Q − S_0)L^2 = 2, so the operators

(Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) and (Q − S_0)(T_0 − T_0D_1T_0)(Q − S_0)

are essentially two 2 × 2-matrix linear transforms acting on (Q − S_0)L^2. Hence in order to obtain the existence of the inverse operator d on (Q − S_0)L^2 as λ is small, it suffices to prove the matrix (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) is invertible on the subspace (Q − S_0)L^2. This will be proved on Lemma 4.3.

Secondly, in the second kind of resonance, we will need to prove that another inverse operator

d_1 := ( g^±_0 (λ)^2L_1 + g^±_0 (λ)L_2 + L_3 )_{−1}

exists on (S_2 − S_3)L^2 for enough small λ, where

L_1 =(S_2 − S_3) ( vG_{−1}vP vG_{−1}v − vG_{−1}vT_0D_4T_0vG_{−1}v ) (S_2 − S_3),

L_2 =(S_2 − S_3) ( vG_{−1}vT_0 + T_0vG_{−1}v − vG_{−1}vT_0D_4(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v)

− (T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v)D_4T_0vG_{−1}v ) (S_2 − S_3),

L_3 =(S_2 − S_3) ( T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v − (T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v)D_4(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v) ) (S_2 − S_3).

Since (S_2 − S_3)L^2 is actually one dimensional space, hence it suffices to prove that tr(L_1) ≠ 0 in order that L_1 is invertible acting on (S_2 − S_3)L^2. One can see Lemma 4.7 for the more details.

Moreover, we will make use of the following Littlewood-Paley decompositions: e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)(x, y) = ∞∑ N=−∞ 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ)[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)](x, y)dλ

= ∞∑ N=−∞ K_N (t, x, y), (1.13)

where ∑_∞ N=−∞ φ0(2 −N λ) = 1 for λ > 0, and then estimate the bound of each dyadic kernel K_N (t, x, y) by oscillatory integrals methods.

For each dyadic kernel K_N (t, x, y), we will make use of the asymptotic expansion of R_V (λ^4) near zero for N ≪ 0 ( i.e. Theorem 2.9 ) and the higher energy estimates of resolvent R_V (λ^4) for N ≳ 0 ( see [FSY18] or Lemma 3.17 below ). By the scaling reductions for each N, we will reduce K_N (t, x, y) into the following kind of oscillatory integrals: ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} e^{±i2N sΦ(z)}Ψ(2^N s, z)φ_0(s)ds, (1.14) where Φ(z) is some phase function on R^m , and Ψ(s, z) is suitable amplitude functions R^+ × R^m . Under the suitable assumptions on Φ(z) and Ψ(s, z), the stationary phase method can be applied to estimate the oscillatory integral (1.14), see Lemma 3.3 below for the details.

Noting that the similar oscillatory integrals (1.14) have appeared in one dimensional case [SWY21], however the estimates established in [SWY21] cannot work in the two dimensional case. Hence we need to establish refined estimates for the oscillatory integrals (1.14), i.e. Lemma 3.3, which allow us to work well on the two and other dimensional cases (see e.g. [LWWY21]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first establish the expansions for the free resolvent, and then state the asymptotic expansion of (M^±(λ))^{−1} when λ is near zero. In Section 3, we are devoted to proving Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 2.9. In Section 5, we characterize the resonance spaces for each kind of zero resonance.

2. Resolvent asymptotic expansions near zero

In this section, we first study the free resolvent asymptotic expansions of R^±_0 (λ^4), then we give the asymptotic expansions of M^±(λ)^{−1}.

We first gathered some frequently used notations throughout the paper. For an operator E(λ), we write E(λ) = O_1(λ^{−s}) if it’s kernel E(λ)(x, y) has the property sup x,y∈R^2 ( λ^s|E(λ)(x, y)| + λ^{s+1}|∂_λE(λ)(x, y)| ) < ∞, λ > 0. Similarly, we use the notation E(λ) = O_1 ( λ^{−s}g(x, y) ) if E(λ)(x, y) satisfies |E(λ)(x, y)| + λ|∂_λE(λ)(x, y)| ≤ Cλ^{−s}g(x, y), λ > 0, for some constant C.

2.1. The free resolvent. In this subsection, by using the identity (1.12) and the Bessel function representation of the free resolvents R^±(−Δ; λ^2), we now derive the asymptotic expansions of the free resolvent R^±_0 (λ^4) of the bi-Laplace operator Δ^2.

Recall first the free resolvent of Laplacian (see e.g. [EG13b]):

R^±(−Δ; λ^2)(x, y) = ± i 4 H^±_0 (λ|x − y|), (2.1) where H^±_0 (z) are Hankel functions of order zero defined by H^±_0 (z) = J_0(z) ± iY_0(z), (2.2)

and H^−_0 (z) = H^+_0 (z). From the series expansions for Bessel functions ( see e.g. [AS64] ), we have that as z → 0, J_0(z) = 1 − 1 4 z^2 + 1 64 z^4 − 1 2304 z^6 + O(z^8), (2.3)

Y_0(z) = 2 π ( ln( z 2 ) + γ ) J_0(z) + 2 π (1 4 z^2 − 3 128 z^4 + 11 13824 z^6 + O(z^8) ) , (2.4) where γ is Euler’s constant. In addition, for |z| > 1, we have the representation ( see e.g. [AS64] )

H^±_0 (z) = e^{±iz}w_±(z), |w^{(ℓ)}_± (z)| ≲ (1 + |z|)^{− 12 −ℓ}, ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · . (2.5) Noting that

R^±_0 (λ^4) = 1 2λ^2 ( R^±(−Δ; λ^2) − R(−Δ; −λ^2) ) , λ > 0. Hence if λ|x − y| > 1, then by using (2.1) and (2.5) it follows that

R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = i 8λ^2 [ ± e^{±iλ|x−y|}w_±(λ|x − y|) − e^{−λ|x−y|}w_+(iλ|x − y|) ] . (2.6)

Now we compute the representation of R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) when λ|x − y| ≤ 1. Let G_k denote the integral operators with the following kernels G_k(x, y): G_{−1}(x, y) = |x − y|^2, G_0(x, y) = a_0|x − y|^2 ln |x − y|, G_1(x, y) = |x − y|^4, G_2(x, y) = |x − y|^6, G_3(x, y) = a_2|x − y|^6 ln |x − y|, (2.7)

where the coefficients a_0 =^1_{8π} and a_2 =^1_{4608π} .

Lemma 2.1. If λ|x − y| ≪ 1, then

R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = b_± λ^2

+ g^±_0 (λ)G_{−1}(x, y) + G_0(x, y) + c_±λ^2G_1(x, y) + g̃^±_2 (λ)λ^4G_2(x, y)

+ λ^4G_3(x, y) + O ( λ^{6−ϵ}|x − y|^{8−ϵ} ) , (2.8)

where b_± = ± i 8 , c_± = ± i 512 , g^±_0 (λ) = a_0 ln λ + α_±, g̃^±_2 (λ) = a_2 ln λ + β_±, and α_±, β_± ∈ C .

Proof. Let r = |x − y|. By using (2.1 )-(2.4), we have

R^±(−Δ; λ^2)(x, y) = i 4 H^±_0 (λr) = ( − 1 2π ln λ ± i 4 + ln 2 2π − γ 2π ) − 1 2π ln r + ( 1 8π ln λ ∓ i 16 − ln 2 − γ + 1 8π ) λ^2r^2 + 1 8π λ^2r^2 ln r + ( − 1 128π ln λ ± i 256 + 2 ln 2 − 2γ + 3 256π ) λ^4r^4 − 1 128π λ^4r^4 ln r + ( 1 4608π ln λ ∓ i 9216 − ln 2 4608π + γ 4608π − 11 27648π ) λ^6r^6 + 1 4608π λ^6r^6 ln r + O ( (λr)^{8−ϵ} ) ,

R^+(−Δ; −λ^2)(x, y) = i 4 H^+_0 (iλr) = ( − 1 2π ln λ + ln 2 − γ 2π ) − 1 2π ln r + ( − 1 8π ln λ + ln 2 − γ + 1 8π ) λ^2r^2 − 1 8π λ^2r^2 ln r + ( − 1 128π ln λ +

2 ln 2 − 2γ + 3

256π ) λ^4r^4 − 1 128π λ^4r^4 ln r + ( − 1 4608π ln λ + ln 2 − γ 4608π + 11 27648π ) λ^6r^6 − 1 4608π λ^6r^6 ln r + O ( (λr)^{8−ϵ} ) . By using the identity,

R^±_0 (λ^4) = 1 2λ^2 ( R^±(−Δ; λ^2) − R(−Δ; −λ^2) ) , λ > 0, then the desired conclusion (2.7) holds. □

Lemma 2.2. We obtain the following expansions of R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y):

R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = b_± λ^2

I(x, y) + g^±_0 (λ)G_{−1}(x, y) + G_0(x, y) + E^±_0 (λ)(x, y), (2.9)

where the error term satisfies E^±_0 (λ)(x, y) = O_1(λ^ℓ|x − y|^{2+ℓ}) for 0 < ℓ ≤ 2.

Proof. We write that

R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = χ(λ|x − y|)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) + ~χ(λ|x − y|)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y). (2.10)

Let r = |x − y|. If λr ≪ 1, then the statement is clear by (2.8). If λr ≳ 1, noting that

g^±_0 (λ)G_{−1}(x, y) + G_0(x, y) = |x − y|^2 ( a_0 ln(λ|x − y|) + α_± ) , by using (2.6) and (2.8), then it follows that for ℓ > 0, | | |R^+_0 (λ^4)(x, y) − ( b_+ 1 λ^2

+ g^+_0 (λ)G_{−1}(x, y) + G_0(x, y) )| | = | | 1 λ^2 ( i 8 e^{iλr}w_+(λr) − i 8 e^{−λr}w_+(iλr) − b_+ ) − ( g^+_0 (λ)G_{−1}(x, y) + G_0(x, y) )| | ≲ 1 λ^2 ( |w_+(λr)| + |w_+(iλr)| + c ) + λ^ℓr^{2+ℓ} ≲ 1 λ^2(1 + λr)^12 + 1 λ^2

+ λ^ℓr^{2+ℓ} ≲ λ^ℓr^{2+ℓ}.

(2.11)

Similarly, by the identity (2.10) we obtain that for 0 < ℓ ≤ 2, | |∂_λ(R^+_0 (λ^4)(x, y)) | | ≲ | |∂_λ(R^+_0 (λ^4)(x, y))χ(λ|x − y|) | | + | |∂_λ(R^+_0 (λ^4)(x, y))~χ(λ|x − y|) | | ≲λ^{−1}r^2 + λr^4 ≲ λ^{ℓ−1}r^{2+ℓ}.

Thus the proof of this lemma is completed. □

2.2. The resolvent expansions near zero. In this subsection, we study the asymptotic expansions of the perturbed resolvent in a neighborhood of zero threshold.

Let U(x) = sign ( V (x) ) and v(x) = |V (x)|^{1/2}, then we have V = Uv^2 and the following symmetric resolvent identity:

R^±_V (λ^4) = R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v(M^±(λ))^{−1}vR^±_0 (λ^4), (2.12) where M^±(λ) = U + vR^±_0 (λ^4)v. So, we will need to establish the expansions for (M^±(λ))^{−1}.

Let T_0 = U + vG_0v and P = ‖V ‖^{−1}_{L1} v⟨v, ·⟩ denote the orthogonal projection onto the span space by v. Then we have the following expansions of M^±(λ).

Lemma 2.3. Let a_± = ± i 8 ‖V ‖_1 and M^±(λ) = U + vR^±_0 (λ^4)v. If |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 0, then the following identities of M^±(λ) hold on B (L^2 , L^2) for λ > 0:

(i) If β > 10, then we have

M^±(λ) = a_± λ^2

P + g^±_0 (λ)vG_{−1}v + T_0 + E^±_0 (λ), (2.13)

where the error term satisfies E^±_0 (λ) = O_1 ( λ^2v(x)|x − y|^4v(y) ) . (ii) If β > 14, then we have

M^±(λ) = a_± λ^2

P + g^±_0 (λ)vG_{−1}v + T_0 + c_±λ^2vG_1v + E^±_1 (λ), (2.14)

where the error term satisfies E^±_1 (λ) = O_1 ( λ^{4−ϵ}v(x)|x − y|^{6−ϵ}v(y) ) . (iii) If β > 18, then we have

M^±(λ) = a_± λ^2

P + g^±_0 (λ)vG_{−1}v + T_0 + c_±λ^2vG_1v + g̃^±_2 (λ)λ^4vG_2v + λ^4vG_3v + E^±_2 (λ), (2.15)

where the error term satisfies E^±_2 (λ) = O_1 ( λ^{6−ϵ}v(x)|x − y|^{8−ϵ}v(y) ) . Proof. We only prove (2.13) since the proofs of other conclusions are similar. Let r = |x − y|. If λr ≪ 1, then the statement is clear by (2.8). If λr ≳ 1, using (2.6) and (2.8), by the same arguments with the proof of Lemma 2.2, we have | |M^±(λ) − a^± λ^2 P − g^±_0 (λ)vG_{−1}v − T_0 )| ≲ λ^2v(x)|x − y|^4v(y), (2.16) | ∂_λ ( M^±(λ) − a_± λ^2 P − g^±_0 (λ)vG_{−1}v − T_0 )| ≲ λv(x)|x − y|^4v(y). (2.17) Since the error term is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator if |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 10, so we get (2.13) as bounded operators on L^2(R^2 ). □

Now we define the type of resonances that may occur at the zero threshold as follows: Let T_0 = U + vG_0v, P = ‖V ‖^{−1}_{L1} v⟨v, ·⟩, Q = I − P and S_0 be the orthogonal projection onto the kernel of QvG_{−1}vQ on QL^2. By Lemma 2.7 (i) we have S_0 ≠ 0. Hence, QvG_{−1}vQ is not invertible on QL^2. But QvG_{−1}vQ + S_0 is invertible on QL^2, in this case, we define D_0 = (QvG_{−1}vQ + S_0)^{−1} as an operator on QL^2.

Definition 2.4. (i) If S_0T_0S_0 is invertible on S_0L^2, then we say that zero is a regular point of the spectrum of H. In this case, we define D_1 = (S_0T_0S_0)^{−1} as an operator on S_0L^2.

(ii) Assume that S_0T_0S_0 is not invertible on S_0L^2. Let S_1 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of S_0T_0S_0. Then S_0T_0S_0 + S_1 is invertible on S_0L^2. In this case, we define D_1 = ( S_0T_0S_0 + S_1 )_{−1} as an operator on S_0L^2, which doesn’t conflict with the previous definition since S_1 = 0 when zero is regular. We say zero is a resonance of the first kind if the operator

T_1 := −S_1T_0(Q − S_0) ( (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) )_{−1} (Q − S_0)T_0S_1 (2.18)

is invertible on S_1L^2, where the inverse ( (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) )_{−1} is well-defined on the subspace (Q − S_0)L^2 by the the (4.11) of Lemma 4.3.

(iii) Assume that T_1 is not invertible on S_1L^2. Let S_2 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_1. Then T_1 + S_2 is invertible on S_1L^2. In this case, we define D_2 = ( T_1 + S_2 )_{−1} as an operator on

S_1L^2. Let T_2 := S_2vG_{−1}vvG_{−1}vS_2. then T_2 is not invertible on S_2L^2 by Lemma 2.7(iv). Let S_3 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_2, then T_2 + S_3 is invertible on S_2L^2, in this case, we define D_3 = (T_2 + S_3)^{−1} as an operator on S_2L^2. We say zero is a resonance of the second kind if T_3 := S_3T^2_0 S_3 − c_±a_±S_3vG_1vS_3 (2.19) is invertible on S_3L^2.

(iv) Assume that T_3 is not invertible on S_3L^2. Let S_4 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_3. Then T_3 + S_4 is invertible on S_3L^2. In this case, we define D_4 = ( T_3 + S_4 )_{−1} as an operator on S_3L^2. We say zero is a resonance of the third kind if T_4 := S_4vG_2vS_4 (2.20) is invertible on S_4L^2.

(v) Finally, if T_4 is not invertible on S_4L^2, we say there is a resonance of the fourth kind at zero. In this case, the operator T_5 := S_4vG_3vS_4 is always invertible on S_5L^2 where S_5 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_4, see Lemma 4.9. We define D_5 = (T_4 + S_5)^{−1} as an operator on S_4L^2.

From the definition above, we have S_0L^2 ⊇ S_1L^2 ⊇ S_2L^2 ⊇ S_3L^2 ⊇ S_4L^2 ⊇ S_5L^2, which describe the zero energy resonance types of H as follows:

• zero is a regular point of H if and only if S_1L^2(R^2 ) = {0};

• zero is a first kind resonance of H if and only if S_1L^2(R^2 ) ≠ {0} and S_2L^2(R^2 ) = {0}; • zero is a second kind resonance of H if and only if S_2L^2(R^2 ) ≠ {0} and S_4L^2(R^2 ) = {0}; • zero is a third kind resonance of H if and only if S_4L^2(R^2 ) ≠ {0} and S_5L^2(R^2 ) = {0}; • zero is an eigenvalue of H ( i.e. the fourth kind resonance ) if and only if S_5L^2(R^2 ) ≠ {0}.

In view of the statements above, we notice that the space S_0L^2 and S_3L^2 do not directly correspond to the resonance types, but as transient paces, they actually play important roles in establishing the expansions of M(λ)^{−1} if zero is the regular point and second resonance type ( see e.g. Section 4 for the more details ).

Furthermore, since vG_0v is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, and T_0 is a compact perturbation of U (see e.g. [EGG14] and [GT19]). Hence S_1 is a finite-rank projection by the Fredholm alternative theorem. Notice that S_5 ≤ S_4 ≤ S_3 ≤ S_2 ≤ S_1 ≤ S_0 ≤ Q, then all S_j(j = 1, · · · , 5) are finite-rank operators. Moreover, by the definitions of S_j(j = 0, 1, · · · , 5), we have that S_iD_j = D_j S_i = S_i(i ≥ j) and S_iD_j = D_jS_i = D_j(i < j).

Definition 2.5. We say an operator T : L^2(R^2 ) → L^2(R^2 ) with kernel T (·, ·) is absolutely bounded if the operator with the kernel |T (·, ·)| is bounded from L^2(R^2 ) into itsself.

We remark that Hilbert-Schmidt and finite-rank operators are absolutely bounded operators. Moreover, we have the following proposition, which is similar to Lemma 8 in [Sch05] or Lemma 4.3 in[EGT19].

Proposition 2.6. Let |V (x)| ≤ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 10, then S_0D_1S_0 is absolutely bounded.

Proof. Recall that D_1 = (S_0T_0S_0 + S_1)^{−1}. Here we only prove the case S_1 = 0. Let f ∈ S_0L^2 and S_0Uf = 0. Then Uf = c_0v + c_1x_1v + c_2x_2v, where c_0, c_1 and c_2 are some constants. Since U^2 = 1, then f = c_0Uv + c_1Ux_1v + c_2Ux_2v. Note that f ∈ S_0L^2 implies ⟨f, v⟩ = ⟨f, x_1v⟩ = ⟨f, x_2v⟩ = 0. Hence, we have c_0⟨Uv, v⟩ + c_1⟨Ux_1v, v⟩ + c_2⟨Ux_2v, v⟩ = 0, c_0⟨Uv, x_1v⟩ + c_1⟨Ux_1v, x_1v⟩ + c_2⟨Ux_2v, x_1v⟩ = 0, c_0⟨Uv, x_2v⟩ + c_1⟨Ux_1v, x_2v⟩ + c_2⟨Ux_2v, x_2v⟩ = 0. (2.21)

Let c = (c_0, c_1, c_2)^T and A = ∫ V (x)dx ∫ x_1V (x)dx ∫ x_2V (x)dx ∫ x_1V (x)dx ∫ x^2_1V (x)dx ∫ x_1x_2V (x)dx ∫ x_2V (x)dx ∫ x_1x_2V (x)dx ∫ x^2V (x)dx .

Notice that Uv^2 = V , then Ac = 0. Hence ker_{S0L}2 (S_0US_0) = {0} if and only if det(A) ≠ 0.

Case 1. If det(A) ≠ 0, then we claim that S_0US_0 is invertible on S_0L^2. More precisely, by using the Cramer’s Rule we obtain that the solution of equation S_0US_0f = g for any g ∈ S_0L^2, is expressed as f = Ug + c_0Uv + c_1Ux_1v + c_2Ux_2v

with c_0 = det(A_1) det(A)

, c_1 = det(A_2) det(A)

, c_3 = det(A_3) det(A) , where b = ( − ⟨Ug, v⟩, −⟨Ug, x_1 v⟩, −⟨Ug, x_2v⟩ )_T , and A_i(i = 1, 2, 3) are the matrixes by replacing the i column of matrix A with b.

It is easy to check from the explicit formula above that S_0(S_0US_0)^{−1}S_0 is absolutely bounded. Moreover, we have the following identity on S_0L^2, ( S_0(U + vG_0v)S_0 )_{−1} = ( S_0US_0 )_{−1}( S_0 + S_0vG_0v(S_0US_0)^{−1}S_0 )_{−1} . (2.22)

Notice that vG_0v is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator when |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 10, then W := S_0vG_0v(S_0US_0)^{−1}S_0 is also Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Finally, notice that the following identity holds on S_0L^2: ( S_0 + S_0vG_0v(S_0US_0)^{−1}S_0 )_{−1} − S_0 = − ( S_0 + W )_{−1} W. Since the right hand side of the identity above is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, hence by the identity (2.22) we know that ( S_0(U + vG_0v)S_0 )_{−1} is the composition of an absolutely bounded operator with the sum of an absolutely bounded operator and a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Thus, S_0D_1S_0 is absolutely bounded.

Case 2. If det(A) = 0, that is, S_0US_0 is not invertible on S_0L^2, then S_0US_0 + π_0 is invertible on S_0L^2 where π_0 is the Riesz projection onto the kernel of S_0US_0. By the same argument as the case 1 we obtain that ( S_0US_0 + π_0 )_{−1} is absolutely bounded on S_0L^2. Finally, by the identity ( S_0(U + vG_0v)S_0 )_{−1} = ( S_0US_0 + π_0 + S_0vG_0vS_0 − π_0 )_{−1} on S_0L^2, we still obtain the desired statement. □

In the following, we further give the specific characterizations of projection spaces S_jL^2.

Lemma 2.7. Let S_j(j = 0, 1, · · · , 5) be the projection operators given in Definition 2.4. Then (i) S_0L^2 = {f ∈ QL^2 | ⟨x_j v, f⟩ = 0, j = 1, 2}. (ii) S_1L^2 = {f ∈ S_0L^2 | S_0T_0f = 0}.

(iii) S_2L^2 = {f ∈ S_1L^2 | QT_0f = 0}.

(iv) S_3L^2 = {f ∈ S_2L^2 | ⟨|x|^2v, f⟩ = 0}. (v) S_4L^2 = {f ∈ S_3L^2 | |⟨x_ix_jv, f⟩ = 0, i, j = 1, 2, and P T_0f = 0}. (vi) S_5L^2 = {f ∈ S_4L^2 | |⟨x_ix_j x_kv, f⟩ = 0, i, j, k = 1, 2}. Remark 2.8. We remark that these spaces (S_1−S_2)L^2, (S_2−S_4)L^2, (S_4−S_5)L^2 and S_5L^2 correspond to each zero resonance type, respectively. In particular, we have that the dimensions of S_4L^2 and S_5L^2 are finite from Remark 5.4 below. The dimension of (S_1 − S_4)L^2 is 3 by Propositions 5.1 and 5.3), the dimension of (S_2 − S_4)L^2 is 1 by Propositions 5.2 and 5.3, hence (S_1 − S_2)L^2 is 2. The dimension of (S_4 − S_5)L^2 is 4 by (v) and (vi) of Lemma 2.7. As a consequence, S_i(i = 1, · · · , 5) are finite rank operators.

Proof. (i) Let f ∈ S_0L^2. Then we have 0 = ⟨QvG_{−1}vQf, f⟩ = ⟨vG_{−1}vf, f⟩. By using (2.7) and the orthogonality ⟨v, f⟩ = 0, one has 0 =⟨vG_{−1}vf, f⟩ = ∫ R^2 v(x)(G_{−1}vf)(x)f(x)dx = ∫ R^2 v(x)f(x) ∫ R^2 |x − y|^2v(y)f(y)dydx = ∫ R^2 v(x)f(x) ∫ R^2 ( |x|^2 − 2(x_1y_1 + x_2y_2) + |y|^2 ) v(y)f(y)dydx = − 2 ( ∫ R^2 x_1v(x)f(x)dx )_2 − 2 ( ∫ R^2 x_2v(x)f(x)dx )_2 , which leads to ⟨x_j v, f⟩ = 0, j = 1, 2.

On the other hand, if ⟨x_jv, f⟩ = 0(j = 1, 2) and f ∈ QL^2, we can obtain QvG_{−1}vQf = 0. (ii) Let f ∈ S_1L^2. Then f ∈ S_0L^2 and we have S_0T_0f = 0 by the definition of S_1. (iii) Let f ∈ S_2L^2, then f ∈ S_1L^2, therefore S_0T_0f = 0. Note that

QT_0f = QT_0f − S_0T_0f = (Q − S_0)T_0f,

we only need to prove (Q − S_0)T_0f = 0. Indeed, if f ∈ S_2L^2 = ker(T_1), then we have 0 =⟨−T_1f, f⟩ = ⟨ S_1T_0(Q − S_0) ( (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) )_{−1} (Q − S_0)T_0S_1f, f ⟩

= ⟨( (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) )_{−1} (Q − S_0)T_0f, (Q − S_0)T_0f ⟩ . (2.23)

Since ( (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) )_{−1} < 0 on the space (Q − S_0)L^2 by the (4.11) of Lemma 4.3, so we must have (Q − S_0)T_0f = 0.

On the other hand , if f ∈ QL^2 and ⟨x_j v, f⟩ = 0(j = 1, 2) and QT_0f = 0, then it is easy to check that ⟨T_1f, f⟩ = 0.

(iv) Let f ∈ S_3L^2 := ker(T_2) = ker(S_2vG_{−1}vvG_{−1}vS_2). Then we have 0 =⟨S_2vG_{−1}vvG_{−1}vS_2f, f⟩ = ⟨vG_{−1}vf, vG_{−1}vf⟩. Note that the orthogonality ⟨v, f⟩ = 0 and ⟨x_jv, f⟩ = 0(j = 1, 2), by (2.7) we have 0 =⟨vG_{−1}vf, vG_{−1}vf⟩ = ∫ R^2 | |v(x)(G_{−1}vf)(x) | |^2 dx

= ∫ R^2 | |v(x) ( ∫ R^2 |x − y|^2v(y)f(y) dy )| |^2 dx = ∫ R^2 |v(x)|^2 ( ∫ R^2 |y|^2v(y)f(y)dy )_2 dx, =⟨|x|^2v, f⟩^2‖V ‖_L1 , which leads to ⟨|x|^2v, f⟩ = 0.

On the other hand, if f ∈ S_2L^2 and ⟨|x|^2v, f⟩ = 0, we can obtain T_2f = 0. (v) Let f ∈ S_4L^2. Note that QT_0f = 0 and P =^{⟨v,·⟩}_{‖V ‖L2} v, we have

S_3T^2_0 S_3f(x) = S_3T_0(P T_0f)(x) = ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 S_3(T_0v)(x), which leads to ⟨S_3T^2_0 S_3f, f⟩ = ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 ⟨S_3(T_0v), f⟩ = ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 ⟨v, T_0S_3f⟩ = ⟨v, T_0f⟩^2 ‖V ‖_L1 . (2.24) Since |x − y|^4 = |x|^4 − 4|x|^2(x_1y_1 + x_2y_2) − 4|y|^2(x_1y_1 + x_2y_2) + 4(x^2_1y^2_1 + x^2y^2 + 2x_1x_2y_1y_2) + 2|x|^2|y|^2 + |y|^4, and (2.7), one has ⟨S_3vG_1vS_3f, f⟩ =⟨vG_1vf, f⟩ = ∫ R^2 ( ∫ R^2 |x − y|^4v(y)f(y)dy ) v(x)f(x)dx =4⟨x^2_1v, f⟩^2 + 4⟨x^2v, f⟩^2 + 8⟨x_1x_2v, f⟩^2.

(2.25)

Combing (2.24) and (2.25), we have 0 = ⟨T_3f, f⟩ = ⟨v, T_0f⟩^2 ‖V ‖_L1 + ‖V ‖_L1 1024

⟨x^2_1v, f⟩^2 + ‖V ‖_L1 1024

⟨x^2v, f⟩^2 + ‖V ‖_L1 512 ⟨x_1x_2v, f⟩^2 ≥ 0, which implies that ⟨v, T_0f⟩ = 0 and ⟨x_ix_j v, f⟩ = 0(i, j = 1, 2). Note that, ⟨v, T_0f⟩ = 0 means P T_0f = 0 by P =^{⟨v,·⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} v, we obtain that T_0f = P T_0f + QT_0f = 0.

On the other hand, if f ∈ S_3L^2 and P T_0f = 0, it is easy to check that f ∈ S_4L^2. (vi) Let f ∈ S_5L^2. We only need to prove ⟨x_ix_jx_kv, f⟩ = 0, i, j, k = 1, 2. Indeed, notice that |x − y|^6 =|x|^6 + 3|x|^4|y|^2 − 6|x|^4x · y + 12|x|^2(x · y)^2 − 12|x|^2|y|^2x · y − 8(x · y)^3 + 12|y|^2(x · y)^2 − 6|y|^4x · y + 3|x|^2|y|^4 + |y|^6, by using ⟨v, f⟩ = ⟨x_iv, f⟩ = ⟨x_ix_jv, f⟩ = 0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, we have 0 =⟨S_4vG_2vS_4f, f⟩ = ⟨vG_2vf, f⟩ = − 12 ∫ R^2 v(x) ∫ R^2 |x|^2|y|^2(x · y)v(y)f(y)dyf(x)dx − 8 ∫ R^2 v(x) ∫ R^2 (x · y)^3v(y)f(y)dyf(x)dx.

Note that (x · y)^2 = x^2_1y^2_1 + 2x_1x_2y_1y_2 + x^2y^2 , (x · y)^3 = x^3_1y^3_1 + 3x^2_1y^2_1x_2y_2 + 3x_1y_1x^2y^2 + x^3_2y^3_2, then

0 = − 12 2∑ j=1 | | ∫ R^2 |x|^2x_j v(x)f(x)dx | |^2 − 8 2∑ j=1 | | ∫ R^2 x^3_j v(x)f(x)dx | |^2

− 24 | | ∫ R^2

x^2_1x_2v(x)f(x)dx | |^2 − 24 | | ∫ R^2 x_1x^2v(x)f(x)dx | |^2, which leads to ⟨x_ix_j x_kv, f⟩ = 0, 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 2.

On the other hand, if f ∈ S_4L^2 and ⟨x_ix_jx_kv, f⟩ = 0(1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 2), it is easy to check that S_4vG_2vS_4f = 0.

Thus the proof of this lemma is completed. □

Throughout the paper, Γ^k_{i,j} = Γ^k_{i,j}(λ) denote the absolutely bounded operators on L^2(R^2 ) which depend on λ and satisfy ‖ ‖Γ^k_{i,j}(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} = O_1(1), 0 < λ ≪ 1.

For the asymptotic expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} near λ = 0, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.9. Let g^±_0 (λ) and ~g^±_2 (λ) be functions defined in Lemma 2.1. Suppose that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 0. Then for 0 < λ ≪ 1, the following conclusions hold:

(i) If zero is a regular point and β > 10, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} =S_0D_1S_0 + g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^0_{,1}Q + g^±_0 (λ)^2λ^2S_0Γ^0_{2,1}S_0

+ g^±_0 (λ)λ^2 ( S_0Γ^0_{2,2}Q + QΓ^0_{2,3}S_0 ) + O_1(λ^2).

(2.26)

(ii) If zero is a resonance of the first kind and β > 14, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} =g^±_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 + ( S_0Γ^1_{0,1}S_0 + S_1Γ^1_{0,2}Q + QΓ^1_{0,3}S_1 ) + g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^1_{0,4}Q

+ g^±_0 (λ)^4λ^2S_1Γ^1_{2,1}S_1 + g^±_0 (λ)^3λ^2 ( S_1Γ^1_{2,2}Q + QΓ^1_{2,3}S_1 ) + g^±_0 (λ)^2λ^2 ( QΓ^1_{2,4}Q + S_1Γ^1_{2,5} + Γ^1_{2,6}S_1 ) + g^±_0 (λ)λ^2 ( QΓ^1_{2,7} + Γ^1_{2,8}Q ) + O_1(λ^2).

(2.27)

(iii) If zero is a resonance of the second kind and β > 18, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = h^±(λ) λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}S_2 + g^±_0 (λ)^5 ( S_2Γ^2_{0,1} + Γ^2_{0,2}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{0,3}Q + QΓ^2_{0,4}S_1 )

+ g^±_0 (λ)^{10}λ^2 ( S_2Γ^2_{,1} + Γ^2_{,2}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{,3}Q + QΓ^2_{,4}S_1 )

+ g^±_0 (λ)λ^2 ( S_2Γ^2_{,5} + Γ^2_{,6}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{,7}Q + QΓ^2_{,8}S_1 ) + O_1(λ^2),

(2.28)

where h^±(λ) = ( c_1 + g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}c_2 + g^±_0 (λ)^{−2}c_3 )_{−1} , c_1 and c_2 are constants defined in Lemma 4.7.

Moreover, h^±(λ) = O_1(1) when λ is small enough.

(iv) If zero is a resonance of the third kind and β > 18, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = ~g^±_2 (λ)^{−1}

λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 −

~g^±_2 (λ)^{−2}

λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,2}S_4 + O_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−3} ) . (2.29)

(v) If zero is a resonance of the fourth kind ( i.e. zero eigenvalue )and β > 18, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = 1 λ^4

S_5D_6S_5 +

~g^±_2 (λ)^{−1}

λ^4 ( S_4Γ^4_{−4,1}S_4 ) + ~g^±_2 (λ)^{−2} λ^4

S_4Γ^4_{−4,2}S_4

+ O_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−3} ) . (2.30)

Here S_j(j = 0, 1, · · · , 5) and D_j (j = 1, · · · ) are the operators given in Definition 2.4, Γ^k_{i,j} denote the absolutely bounded operators on L^2 depending on λ and satisfying ‖ ‖Γ^k_{i,j}(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} = O_1(1), 0 < λ ≪ 1.

As we will see, since the degenerate term g^±_0 (λ)G_{−1}(x, y) with the logarithm factor occurs in the expansions of the free resolvent R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) in R^2 , it leads to quite complicate calculations for the inversion expansion of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} . More seriously, such logarithm factor also lead that all expansions terms essentially have the highest singularity O(λ^{−4}) with only logarithm order differences in the cases of the third kind and fourth kind resonances. Note that the orthogonality of projections S_j(j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5) can not be used to smooth the singularity of the remainder terms in the expansions (2.29) and (2.30), so this explains why we need a higher regular term H^{3/2} in the lower energy decay estimates (3.5) and (3.6) of Section 3 below. We will give the proof of this theorem in Section 4.

3. The proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we are devoted to proving Theorem 1.1. Choosing a fixed even function φ ∈ C^∞_c (R) such that φ(s) = 1 for |s| ≤^1_2 and φ(s) = 0 for |s| ≥ 1. Let φ_N (s) = φ(2^{−N} s) − φ(2^{−N+1}s), N ∈ Z. Then φ_N (s) = φ_0(2^{−N} s), suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], and ∞∑ N=−∞ φ_0(2^{−N} s) = 1, s ∈ R \ {0}. (3.1)

By using Stone’s formula, one has H^αe^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α} ∞∑ N=−∞ φ_0(2^{−N} λ)[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}χ(λ)[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ + 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α} ~χ(λ)[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ,

(3.2)

where χ(λ) =^N ′∑ N=−∞ φ_0(2^{−N} λ) and ~χ(λ) =^{+∞} ∑ N=N^′+1

φ_0(2^{−N} λ) for some N^′ < 0. We remark that

the choice of the constant N^′ depends on a sufficiently small neighborhood of λ = 0 in which the expansions of all resonance types in Theorem 2.9 hold.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to show the following two theorems.

Theorem 3.1. (Low energy decay estimates) Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} for x ∈ R^2 and some β > 0. Assume that H = Δ^2 + V has no positive embedded eigenvalues and P_{ac}(H) is the projection onto absolutely continuous spectrum space of H. Then the following statements hold:

(i) If zero is a regular point and β > 10, then ‖e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.3) (ii) If zero is a resonance of the first kind and β > 14, then ‖e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.4) (iii) If zero is a resonance of the second kind and β > 18, then ‖H^{12} e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.5) (iv) If zero is a resonance of the third and fourth kinds, and β > 18, then ‖H^{32} e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.6) Theorem 3.2. ( High energy decay estimates) Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} for x ∈ R^2 and β > 5. Assume that H has no positive eigenvalues and P_{ac}(H) is the projection onto absolutely continuous spectrum space of H. Then ‖e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)~χ(λ)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.7) The proofs of the low and high energy parts will be given in the sequent subsections. To proceed, let’s first establish the decay estimates of the free group e^{−itΔ2} by resolvent methods, which indicates some key ideas on how to prove the potential cases.

3.1. The decay estimates for the free case. We first give a lemma which will be used frequently later.

Lemma 3.3. Let A be some subset of Z. Suppose that Ψ(s, z) is a function on R × R^m which is smooth for the first variable s, and satisfies for any s ∈ [1/4, 1], z ∈ R^m , |∂^k_s Ψ(2^N s, z)| ≲ 1, k = 0, 1, N ∈ A ⊂ Z. Suppose that φ_0(s) is a smoothing function of R defined in (3.1), Φ(z) is a real value function on R^m and N_0 =

[_1 3 log_2^{|Φ(z)|}_{|t|} ] . Then for each z ∈ R^m and t ≠ 0, | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} e^{±i2N sΦ(z)}Ψ(2^N s, z)φ_0(s)ds | | ≤ C { (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 1}2 , if |N − N_0| ≤ 2, (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1}, if |N − N_0| > 2,

(3.8) where C is a constant independent of t and z. In particular, we have sup_{z∈Rm} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} e^{±i2N sΦ(z)}Ψ(2^N s, z)φ_0(s)ds | | ≤ C^′(1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 12} , N ∈ A, (3.9) where C^′ is a constant independent of t.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that Φ > 0. We set t ≥ 0, similar to get the conclusions as desired for t < 0. For each N ∈ A, we write K^±_N (t, z) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} e^{±i2N sΦ(z)}Ψ(2^N s, z)φ_0(s)ds. Now we shall divide into 2^N Φ(z) < 1 and 2^N Φ(z) ≥ 1 two cases to estimate the integral above.

Case 1. If 2^N Φ(z) < 1, then we divide into |t|2^{4N} < 1 and |t|2^{4N} ≥ 1 two cases again. As for |t|2^{4N} < 1. Note that s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], one has |K^±_N (t, z)| ≲ ∫_1 1 4 | |Ψ(2_N s, z)φ_0(s) | |ds ≲ (1 + |t| · 2_{4N} )_{−1}. (3.10)

As for |t|2^{4N} ≥ 1. By integration by parts, one has K^±_N (t, z) = 1 4it2^{4N} ∫_1 1 4 e^{−it24N s4} ∂_s ( s^{−3}φ_0(s)e^{±i2N sΦ(z)}Ψ(2^N s, z) ) ds. Notice that for k = 0, 1, | |∂^k_s (e^{±i2N sΦ(z)}) | | ≲ 1, | |∂^k_s Ψ(2^N s, z) | | ≲ 1. Thus, we obtain that |K^±_N (t, z)| is controlled by ( 1 + |t|2^{4N} )_{−1} uniformly in z.

Case 2. If 2^N Φ(z) ≥ 1, then we consider K^−_N (t, z) and K^+_N (t, z) case by case. We begin with estimating K^−_N (t, z). If |t|2^{4N} < 1, then we can obtain that |K^−_N (t, z)| is bounded by ( 1 + |t|2^{4N} )_{−1} uniformly in z. If |t|2^{4N} ≥ 1, then we write K^−_N (t, z) = ∫_1 1 4 e^{−iU−(t,s,z,N)}V (s, z, N)ds. where U_−(t, s, z, N) = t2^{4N} s^4 + 2^N sΦ(z) and V (s, z, N) = Ψ(2^N s, z)φ_0(s). Since

|∂_sU_−(t, s, z, N)| = |4t2^{4N} s^3 + 2^N Φ(z)| ≳ 1 + |t|2^{4N} ,

so U_−(t, s, z, N) doesn’t have critical point. By integration by parts we obtain that |K^−_N (t, z)| is controlled by ( 1 + |t| · 2^{4N} )_{−1} uniformly in z.

Next we turn to the estimate of K^+_N (t, z). If |t|2^{4N} < 1, then it is clear that |K^+_N (t, z)| is controlled by ( 1 + |t| · 2^{4N} )_{−1} uniformly in z. If |t|2^{4N} ≥ 1, set U_+(t, s, z, N) = t2^{4N} s^4 − 2^N sΦ(z) and V (s, z, N) = Ψ(2^N s, z)φ_0(s), then K^+_N (t, x, y) = ∫_1 1 4 e^{−iU+(t,s,z,N)}V (s, z, N)ds. Note that ∂_sU_+(t, s, z, N) = 4t2^{4N} s^3 − 2^N Φ(z), hence U_+(t, s, z, N) may have a critical point s_0 located at [^1_4 , 1] and satisfying 2^N Φ(z) = 4t2^{4N} s^3_0.

If |N − N_0| < 2, then −2 + N <^1_3 log_2^{Φ(z)}_t < 3 + N ( i.e.^1_{26} t2^{4N} < 2^N Φ(z) < 2^9t2^{4N} ), which implies the critical point s_0 exists. Since |∂^2_s u_+(t, s, z, N)| ≳ |t|2^{4N} , s ∈ [1/4, 1], hence by Van der Corput lemma (see [Ste93], p.334), we obtain that |K^+_N (t, z)| ≲ ( |t|2^{4N} )_− 1_2 ( V (1, z, N) + ∫_1 1 4 | ∂_sV (s, z, N) | ds ) . Note that V (1, z, N) = 0 and | |∂_sV (s, z, N) | | ≲ 1, we have |K^+_N (t, x, y)| ≲ ( |t|2^{4N} )_− 1_2 ≲ ( 1 + |t|2^{4N} )_− 1_2 . If |N − N_0| ≥ 2, then 2^N Φ(z) ≤^1_{26} t2^{4N} or 2^N Φ(z) ≥ 2^9t2^{4N} , thus the critical point s_0 doesn’t exist. Using integration by parts again, we obtain that |K^+_N (t, z)| is controlled by ( 1 + |t|2^{4N} )_{−1} . Combining Case 1 with Case 2, we immediately obtain that (3.8) holds.

Finally, it immediately follows from (3.8) that (3.9) is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 1}2 uniformly in z. □ Next we turn to the time decay estimates of e^{−itΔ2} . From Stone’s formula one has e^{−itΔ2} f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3[R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4)]fdλ.

We need to split the free resolvent kernel R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) into low and high parts based on the size of λ|x − y| as follows: R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = χ(λ|x − y|)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) + ~χ(λ|x − y|)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y). Set R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = e^{±iλ|x−y|} λ^2 ~R^±(λ|x − y|). Then we have by (2.6) and Lemma 2.1, ~R^±(p) =e^{∓ip} [ b_± + a_0p^2 ln p + α_±p^2 + c_±p^4 + a_2p^6 ln p + β_±p^6 + O_1 ( p^{8−ϵ} )] χ(p) + 1 8 ( ± iw_±(p) − ie^{∓ip}e^{−p}w_+(ip) ) ~χ(p). (3.11)

Proposition 3.4. Let N_0 =

[_1 3 log_2^{|x−y|}_{|t|} ] and N ∈ Z. Then for x ≠ y and t ≠ 0, | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2_{2N} { (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 1}2 , if |N − N_0| ≤ 2 (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1}, if |N − N_0| > 2.

As a consequence, sup x,y∈R^2 | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|^{− 12} , (3.12)

which immediately implies that ‖ e^{−itΔ2} ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t| −^1_2 .

Proof. We write K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ. Set R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = e^{±iλ|x−y|} λ^2 ~R(λ|x − y|). Let λ = 2^N s, then we have K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ3} λφ_0(2^{−N} λ)e^{±iλ|x−y|} ~R^±(λ|x − y|)dλ =2^{2N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} e^{±i2N s|x−y|} s φ_0(s) ~R^±(2^N s|x − y|)ds. Note that s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], by (3.11) we obtain that for any x, y | |∂^k_s ~R^±(2^N s|x − y|) | | ≲ 1, k = 0, 1. By Lemma 3.3 with z = (x, y), Φ(z) = |x − y| and Ψ(2^N s; z) = ~R^±(2^N s|x − y|), we have |K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y)| is dominated by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} when |N − N_0| ≤ 2, bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1} when |N − N_0| > 2.

Note that^∞ ∑ N=−∞ φ_0(2^{−N} s) = 1, s > 0, then we have

K^±_0 (t, x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ = +∞∑ N=−∞ K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y). Since for t ≠ 0, there exists a constant N^′_0 ∈ Z such that |t|2^{4N ′0} ∼ 1. Hence we have for x ≠ y, |K^±_0 (t, x, y)| ≤ ∑ |N−N_0|≤2 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 12} + +∞∑ N=−∞ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1}

≲ ∑ |N−N_0|≤2 |t|^{− 12} +

N^′_0∑

N=−∞ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1} + +∞∑ N=N^′_0+1

2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1}

≲|t|^{− 12} + N^′_0∑

N=−∞ 2^{2N} + |t|^{−1} +∞∑ N=N^′_0+1 2^{−2N} ≲|t|^{− 12} . Thus the proof of this lemma is completed. □

3.2. Low energy decay estimates. In this subsection, we are devoted to proving low energy decay estimates (3.3)-(3.6) case by case. The following lemma plays an important role in making use of cancellations of projection operators S_j in the asymptotic expansions of resolvent R^±_V (z) near zero.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that λ > 0, F (p) ∈ C^∞(R), ȳ = (−y_2, y_1) ∈ R^2 , w ≡ w(x) = x |x| for x ≠ 0 and w(x) = 0 for x = 0. Let θ ∈ [0, 1] and |y| cos α = ⟨y, w(x − θy)⟩, where α ≡ α(x, y, θ) is the angle between the vectors y and x − θy. Then

(i) We have F (λ|x − y|) = F (λ|x|) − λ|y| ∫_1 0 F^′(λ|x − θy|) cos αdθ. (3.13) (ii) If F^′(0) = 0, then F (λ|x − y|) =F (λ|x|) − λF^′(λ|x|) ⟨ w(x), y ⟩ + λ^2|y|^2

∫_1 0 (1 − θ) ( F^{′′}(λ|x − θy|) cos^2 α + F^′(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| sin^2 α ) dθ. (iii) If F^′(0) = F^{′′}(0) = 0, then F (λ|x − y|) =F (λ|x|) − λF^′(λ|x|) ⟨ w(x), y ⟩ + λ^2 2 (F ′(λ|x|) λ|x| ⟨ w(x), ȳ ⟩_2 + F^{′′}(λ|x|) ⟨ w(x), y ⟩_2) + λ^3|y|^3 2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)^2 [(F ′(λ|x − θy|) λ^2|x − θy|^2 − F^{′′}(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| ) 3 cos α sin^2 α − F^{′′′}(λ|x − θy|) cos^3 α ] dθ. Here ⟨w(x), ȳ⟩^2 = |y|^2 − ⟨w(x), y⟩^2.

(iv) If F^{(k)}(0) = 0, k = 1, 2, 3, then F (λ||x − y|) =F (λ|x|) − λF^′(λ|x|)⟨w(x), y⟩ + λ^2 2 (F ′(λ|x|) λ|x| ⟨w(x), ȳ⟩^2 + F^{′′}(λ|x|)⟨w(x), y⟩^2 )

+ λ^3 3! [( F ′(λ|x|) λ^2|x|^2 − F^{′′}(λ|x|) λ|x| ) 3⟨w(x), y⟩⟨w(x), ȳ⟩^2 − F^{′′′}(λ|x|)⟨w(x), y⟩^3 ]

+ λ^4|y|^4 3! ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)^3 [( F ′(λ|x − θy|) λ^3|x − θy|^3 − F^{′′}(λ|x − θy|) λ^2|x − θy|^2 ) (15 cos^2 α sin^2 α

− 3 sin^2 α) + F^{′′′}(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| 6 cos^2 α sin^2 α + F^{(4)}(λ|x − θy|) cos^4 α ] dθ. Proof. Let G_ε(y) = F (λ √ ε^2 + |x − y|^2), ε ≠ 0. Then G_ε(y) ∈ C^{k+1}(R^2 ) for ε ≠ 0 and F (λ|x − y|) = lim_{ε→0} G_ε(y). By Taylor’s expansions, we have

G_ε(y) = ∑ |α|<k ∂^αG_ε(0) α! y^α + k

∫_1 0 (1 − θ)^{k−1} ∑ |α|=k (∂^αG_ε)(θy)y^α α! dθ. (3.14)

(i) Observe that

∂_{yj} G_ε(y) = −λ(x_j − y_j) (ε^2 + |x − y|^2)^12 G^′(λ √ ε^2 + |x − y|^2), j = 1, 2.

Since there exists a constants C = C(λ, x, y) such that |(∂_{yi} G_ε)(θy)| ≤ C(i = 1, 2) for 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 and 0 < ε ≤ 1, then by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have for x − θy ≠ 0,

lim_{ε→0}

∫_1 0 (∂_{yi} G_ε)(θy)dθ = ∫_1 0 −λ(x_j − θy_j) |x − θy| F^′(λ|x − θy|)dθ, j = 1, 2, and lim_{ε→0}

∫_1 0 (∂_{yi} G_ε)(θy)dθ = 0, j = 1, 2 for x − θy = 0. From Taylor expansions (3.14) with k = 1, we obtain that F (λ|x − y|) = F (λ|x|) − λ|y| ∫_1 0 F^′(λ|x − θy|) cos αdθ. (ii) Note that

∂^2_y2_j G_ε(y) = λ^2ε^2 + λ^2 ( |x − y|^2 − (x_j − y_j)^2 ) (ε^2 + |x − y|^2) F^′(λ √ ε^2 + |x − y|^2) λ(ε^2 + |x − y|^2)^12 + λ^2(x_j − y_j)^2 ε^2 + |x − y|^2 F^{′′}(λ √ ε^2 + |x − y|^2), j = 1, 2,

∂^2_{y1y2} G_ε(y) = λ^2(x_1 − y_1)(x_2 − y_2)

ε^2 + |x − y|^2 ( F^{′′}(λ √ ε^2 + |x − y|^2) − F^′(λ √ ε^2 + |x − y|^2) λ(ε^2 + |x − y|^2)^12 ) . Hence, we have for x ≠ θy,

lim_{ε→0} ∂^2_y2_j G_ε(θy) = λ^2 ( 1 − (x_j − θy_j)^2 |x − θy|^2 ) F ′(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| + λ^2(x_j − θy_j)^2 |x − θy|^2 F^{′′}(λ|x − θy|), j = 1, 2. Note that F^′(0) = 0, by Hospital’s formula we have for x = θy,

lim_{ε→0}(∂^2_y2_j G_ε)(θy) = λ^2 lim_{ε→0} F^′(λε) λε = λ^2 lim_{ε→0} F^{′′}(λε) = λ^2F^{′′}(0), j = 1, 2.

Similarly, we obtain that

lim_{ε→0}(∂^2_{y1y2} G_ε)(θy) = λ^2w(x_1 − θy_1)w(x_2 − θy_2) ( F^{′′}(λ|x − θy|) − F^′(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| ) .

It is easy to check that lim_{ε→0} ∂_{yj} G_ε(0) = −λw(x_j )F^′(λ|x|), j = 1, 2.

Note that sin^2 α = 1 − |⟨w(y), w(x − θy)⟩|^2 = |⟨w(ȳ), w(x − θy))⟩|^2, by Taylor’s expansions and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we obtain that F (λ|x − y|) =F (λ|x|) − λF^′(λ|x|)⟨w(x), y⟩ + λ^2|y|^2

∫_1 0 (1 − θ) (F ′(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| sin^2 α + F^{′′}(λ|x − θy|) cos^2 α ) dθ. Similarly, we can prove that (iii) and (iv) hold, these details are left to the interested readers. □

Remark 3.6. To use Taylor’s expansion above, we will use the following notations and facts related to R^±_0 (λ) later.

(i) Set R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^1_{λ2} F^±(λ|x − y|). Then by (2.6) and Lemma 2.1 we have F^±(p) = ( b_± + a_0p^2 ln p + α_±p^2 + c_±p^4 + a_2p^6 ln p + β_±p^6 + O_1(p^{8−ϵ}) ) χ(p) + ( ± i 8 e^{±ip}w_±(p) − i 8 e^{−p}w_+(ip) ) ~χ(p). (3.15)

(ii) By (3.15) it follows that [ R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = 1 λ^2 (F^+(λ|x − y|) − F^−(λ|x − y|)) := 1 λ^2 F̄ (λ|x − y|), where

F̄ (p) = i 4 ( 1 − 1 4 p^2 + 1 64 p^4 − 1 2304 p^6 + O(p^8) ) χ(p) + i 8 ( e^{ip}w_+(p) + e^{−ip}w_−(p) ) ~χ(p). (3.16)

Moreover, F̄ (p) ∈ C^∞(R), F̄^′(0) = 0 and F̄^{′′}(0) ≠ 0.

(iii) Set ~F (p) = F̄ (p) −^i_{16} p^2. Then we have ~F (p) = i 4 ( 1 + 1 64 p^4 − 1 234 p^6 + O(p^8) ) χ(p) + i 8 ( e^{ip}w_+(p) + e^{−ip}w_−(p) − p^2 2 ) ~χ(p), (3.17)

which satisfies that ~F (p) ∈ C^∞(R), ~F^{(k)}(0) = 0(k = 1, 2, 3), and ~F^{(4)}(0) ≠ 0.

3.2.1. Regular case. Let’s begin with showing Theorem 3.1 in regular case. Recall that Stone’s formula H^αe^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} χ(λ)λ^{3+4α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ

= N^′∑

N=−∞ ∑ ± ±2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^{3+4α}R^±_V (λ^4)fdλ.

(3.18)

If zero is a regular point, then using (2.12) and (2.26) we have

R^±_V (λ^4) =R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( S_0D_1S_0 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^0_{,1}Q )

× vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^2λ^2S_0Γ^0_{2,1}S_0 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v × ( g^±_0 (λ)λ^2 ( S_0Γ^0_{2,2}Q + QΓ^0_{2,3}S_0 )) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4) ( vO_1(λ^2)v ) R^±_0 (λ^4).

(3.19)

Hence, to prove Theorem 3.1 in regular case, combining with the Proposition 3.4, by (3.18) and (3.19) it suffices to prove the following Propositions 3.7–3.10.

Proposition 3.7. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 10. If N ∈ Z and N ≤ N^′, then sup x,y∈R^2 | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v(S_0D_1S_0)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2_{2N} (1 + |t|2_{4N} )_{−1/2}.

Proof. We write K^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vS_0D_1S_0vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. Let R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = 1 λ^2

F^±(λ|x − y|). Using the orthogonality S_0v = 0 and Lemma 3.5(i) we have [R^±_0 (λ^4)vD_1S_0vR^±_0 (λ^4)](x, y) = 1 λ^4 ∫ R^4

F^±(λ|x − u_2|)[vS_0D_1S_0v](u_2, u_1)F^±(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 λ^2 ∫ R^4

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 (F^±)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) cos α_2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2 |u_1||u_2|[vS_0D_1S_0v](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2, where cos α_1 = cos α(y, u_1, θ_1) and cos α_2 = cos α(x, u_2, θ_2).

Thus, we have K^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫ R^4 ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_1 0 ( ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λφ_0(2^{−N} λ)(F^±)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ )

cos α_2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2 ) |u_1| |u_2| [vS_0D_1S_0v](u_2, u_1) du_1du_2. Let E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λφ_0(2^{−N} λ)(F^±)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ.

Then |K^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ ∫ R^4 ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_1 0 |E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)|dθ_1dθ_2 ) × |u_1||u_2| |[vS_0D_1S_0v](u_2, u_1)|du_1du_2.

(3.20)

Now we begin to estimate E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2). In fact, set (F^±)^′(p) = e^{±ip}F^±_1 (p), p ≥ 0. (3.21) Then from (3.15) we have F^±_1 (p) = 1 8 ( − w_±(p) ± iw^′_±(p) + ie^{∓ip}e^{−p} ( w_+(ip) − w^′_+(ip) )) , p ≫ 1, (3.22) F^±_1 (p) =e^{∓ip} ( 2a_0p ln p + (a_0 + 2α_±)p + 4c_±p^3 + 6a_2p^5 ln p + (a_2 + 6β_±)p^5 + O(p^{7−ϵ}) ) , p ≪ 1. (3.23)

Let λ = 2^N s, then we have

E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λφ_0(2^{−N} λ)e^{±iλ|x−θ2u2|}e^{±iλ|y−θ1u1|}F^±_1 (λ|x − θ_2u_2|)F^±_1 (λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ =2^{2N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} sφ_0(s)e^{±i2N s(|x−θ2u2|+|y−θ1u1|)}F^±_1 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds.

Note that s ∈ [1/4, 1] and N ∈ Z, by (3.22) and (3.23) it is easy to check that for k = 0, 1, |∂^k_s F^±_1 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)| ≲ 1 and |∂^k_s F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)| ≲ 1.

Let z = (x, y, θ_1, θ_1, u_1, u_2) ∈ R^{10} , Φ(z) = |x − θ_2u_2| + |y − θ_1u_1| and Ψ(2^N s, z) = F^±_1 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|).

By Lemma 3.3, we immediately obtain that for any z, |E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ≲ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

Finally, from (3.20)and Hölder inequality we obtain that for any x, y,

|K^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} ‖ u_1v(u_1) ‖ L^2_{u1} ‖ u_2v(u_2) ‖ L^2_{u2} ‖ S_0D_1S_0 ‖ L^2→L^2

≲2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

Thus the proof of this proposition is completed. □

Proposition 3.8. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 10. If N ∈ Z and N ≤ N^′, then sup_{x,y} | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^0_{,1}(λ)Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^12 . Proof. Denote K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^0_{,1}(λ)Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. Let R^±_0 (λ^2)(x, y) = 1 λ^2 F^±(λ|x − y|). Using the orthogonality Qv = 0, by Lemma 3.5(i) we have [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^0_{,1}(λ)Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}

λ^4 ∫ R^4

F^±(λ|x − u_2|)[vQΓ^0_{,1}(λ)Qv](u_2, u_1)F^±(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}

λ^2 ∫ R^4

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 (F^±)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) cos α_2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2 |u_1||u_2|[vQΓ^0_{,1}(λ)Qv](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2.

Thus, by Fubini’s theorem we have K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ( ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λφ_0(2^{−N} λ)g^±_0 (λ)^{−1} ∫ R^4

(F^±)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)

|u_1||u_2|v(u_1)v(u_2)[QΓ^0_{,1}(λ)Q](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2dλ ) cos α_2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2. Let E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λφ_0(2^{−N} λ)g^±_0 (λ)^{−1} ∫ R^4

(F^±)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) (F^±)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)|u_1||u_2|v(u_1)v(u_2)[QΓ^0_{,1}(λ)Q](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2dλ.

Thus, we have |K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 |E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2)|dθ_1dθ_2 (3.24)

If for any x, y ∈ R^2 , and 0 ≤ θ_i ≤ 1, i = 1, 2, then |E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2)| ≲ 2^{(2+α)N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}. (3.25) By (3.24 ) we immediately obtain that |K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| is bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} uniformly in x, y. Finally, it remains the proof of (3.25). Indeed, let (F^±)^′(p) = e^{±ip}F^±_1 (p), p ≥ 0.

Set λ = 2^N s, we have E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2) =2^{2N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s4} e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}sφ_0(s) ( g^±_0 (2^N s)^{−1} ∫ R^4 e^{±i2N s(|x−θ2u2|−|x|)}e^{±i2N s(|y−θ1u1|−|y|)} F^±_1 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)|u_1||u_2|v(u_1)v(u_2)[QΓ^0_{,1}(2^N s)Q](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2 ) ds. Let z = (x, y, θ_1, θ_1), Φ(z) = |x| + |y| and

Ψ(2^N s, z) =g^±_0 (2^N s)^{−1} ∫ R^4 e^{±i2N s(|x−θ2u2|−|x|)}e^{±i2N s(|y−θ1u1|−|y|)}F^±_1 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|) F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)|u_1||u_2|v(u_1)v(u_2)[QΓ^0_{,1}(2^N s)Q](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2.

By (3.22) and (3.23) it is easy to check that for k = 0, 1,

|∂^k_s F^±_1 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)| ≲ 1, |∂^k_s F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)| ≲ 1, |∂^k_s (g^±_0 (2^N s)^{−1})| ≲ 1. | |∂^k_s e^{±i2N s(|x−θ}2^u2^{|−|x|)} | | ≲ (2^N |u_2|)^k, | |∂^k_s e^{±i2N s(|y−θ}1^u1^{|−|y|)} | | ≲ (2^N |u_1|)^k.

Note that ‖Γ^0_{,2}(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 = O_1(1), by Hölder’s inequality we have |Ψ(2^N s, z)| ≲‖u_1v(u_1)‖_L2_{u1} ‖u_2v(u_2)‖_L2_{u2} .

Observe that 2^N · (2^N s)^{−1} ≲ 1 by s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], then 2^N ‖Q∂_sΓ^0_{,1}(2^N s)Q‖_L2_{→L}2 ≲ 2^N ‖∂_sΓ^0_{,1}(2^N s)‖_L2_{→L}2 ≲ 2^N · (2^N s)^{−1} ≲ 1, by Hölder’s inequality, we have |∂_sΨ(2^N s, z) ≲(‖u_1v(u_1)‖_L2_{u1} ‖u_2v(u_2)‖_L2_{u2} + ‖|u_1|^2v(u_1)‖_L2_{u1} ‖u_2v(u_2)‖_L2_{u2} + ‖u_1v(u_1)‖_L2_{u1} ‖|u_2|^2v(u_2)‖_L2_{u2} ≲ 1.

By Lemma 3.3, we obtain that the inequality (3.25) holds. □

Next, since we use the same orthogonal relation Qv = 0 as in the proof of Proposition 3.8, so we immediately obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.9. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 10. Let Ω^±(λ) be one of the three operators: g^±_0 (λ)^2λ^2S_0Γ^0_{2,1}(λ)S_0, g^±_0 (λ)λ^2S_0Γ^0_{2,2}(λ)Q and g^±_0 (λ)λ^2QΓ^0_{2,3}(λ)S_0. If N ∈ Z and N ≤ N^′, then sup_{x,y} | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΩ^±(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 10 and Γ^0(λ) = O_1(λ^2) be the error

term of the regular expansions of (M^±(λ))^{−1}. If N ∈ Z and N ≤ N^′, then sup_{x,y} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ^0(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

Proof. According to Riesz’s theorem, it suffices to prove that for any f, g ∈ L^1, | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) ⟨ [vΓ^0(λ)v](R^±_0 (λ^4)f), ( R^±_0 (λ^4) )_∗ g ⟩ dλ | |

is bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}‖f‖_L1 ‖g‖_L1 . Hence it is enough to show that the following kernel K^{0,±}_{3,N} (t; x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) ⟨ [vΓ^0(λ)v] ( R^±_0 (λ^4)(∗, y) ) (·), (R^±_0 )^∗(λ^4)(x, ·) ⟩ dλ is bounded uniformly in x, y by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

Set R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^{e±iλ|x−y|}_{λ2} ~R^±(λ|x − y|) where the kernel ~R^±(λ|x − y|) are defined in (3.11).

Then we have ⟨ [vΓ^0(λ)v] ( R^±_0 (λ^4)(∗, y) ) (·), R^∓_0 (λ)(x, ·) ⟩

= 1 λ^4 ⟨ [vΓ^0(λ)v] ( e^{±iλ|∗−y|} ~R^±(λ| ∗ −y|) ) (·), ( e^{∓iλ|x−·|} ~R^∓(λ|x − ·|) )⟩

= 1 λ^4 e^{±iλ(|x|+|y|)} ⟨ [vΓ^0(λ)v] ( e^{±iλ(|∗−y|−|y|)} ~R^±(λ| ∗ −y|) ) (·), ( e^{∓iλ(|x−·|−|x|)} ~R^∓(λ|x − ·|) )⟩

:= 1 λ^4 e^{±iλ(|x|+|y|)}E^{0,±}_3 (λ; x, y). Let λ = 2^N s, then K^{0,±}_{3,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} s^{−1}φ_0(s)e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}E^{0,±}_3 (2^N s; x, y)ds. By (3.11) it is easy to check that for k = 0, 1, | |∂^k_s (e^{±iλ(|·−y|−|y|)} ~R^±(λ| · −y|)) | | ≲ ⟨·⟩^k and | |∂^k_s (e^{±iλ(|x−·|−|x|)} ~R^±(λ|x − ·|)) | | ≲ ⟨·⟩^k. Note that ‖Γ^0(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 = O_1(λ^2) ( Choosing some N^′ ∈ Z such that λ ≪ 1 and λ < 2^{N ′} ), then we

have ‖ ∂^k_s ( Γ^0(2^N s) )‖ L^2→L^2 ≲ 2 2N s^{2−k}, k = 0, 1. Hence, | |∂^k_s (E^{0,±}_3 (2^N s; x, y)) | | ≲ ‖ ‖∂^k_s (Γ^0(2^N s)) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} ≲ 2^{2N} s^{2−k}, k = 0, 1.

Let z = (x, y), Φ(z) = |x| + |y|, and Ψ(2^N s; z) = E^{0,±}_3 (2^N s; x, y). Using Lemma 3.3 again, we obtain

that |K^{0,±}_{3,N} (t; x, y)| is bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} uniformly in x, y. □

3.2.2. The first kind of resonance. If zero is a resonance of the first kind, then by using (2.12) and (2.27) one has

R^±_V (λ^4) =R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( S_0Γ^1_{0,1}S_0

+ S_1Γ^1_{0,2}Q + QΓ^1_{0,3}S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^1_{0,4}Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4)

− R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^4λ^2S_1Γ^1_{2,1}S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − g^±_0 (λ)^3λ^2R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( S_1Γ^1_{2,2}Q

+ QΓ^1_{2,3}S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − g^±_0 (λ)^2λ^2R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( QΓ^1_{2,4}Q + S_1Γ^1_{2,5} + Γ^1_{2,6}S_1 )

× vR^±_0 (λ^4) − g^±_0 (λ)λ^2R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( QΓ^1_{2,7} + Γ^1_{2,8}Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4)

− R^±_0 (λ^4) ( vO_1(λ^2)v ) R^±_0 (λ^4).

(3.26)

In order to prove Theorem 3.1(ii), we will make use of the resolvent difference R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4) in Stone’s formula e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} χ(λ)λ^3[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ. (3.27)

In view of the analysis of regular case, it is suffice to consider the term

R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) := Ω^±_1 (λ).

Note that

Ω^+_1 (λ) − Ω^−_1 (λ) = ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( g^+_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4)

+ R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( g^−_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 ) v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) + R^−_0 (λ^4)v (( g^+_0 (λ) − g^−_0 (λ) ) S_1D_2S_1 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4)

:=Ω_{1,1}(λ) + Ω_{1,2}(λ) + Ω_{1,3}(λ).

(3.28)

Hence we only need to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.11. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 14. Let Ω_{1,i}(λ)(i = 1, 2, 3) be the operators defined in (3.28). then for N ∈ Z and N ≤ N^′, sup_{x,y} | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ)Ω_{1,i}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | | ≲ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}, i = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. We first prove the case with Ω_{1,1}(λ). We write that K^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( g^+_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ.

R^+_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = 1 λ^2 F^+(λ|x − y|) and [ R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = 1 λ^2 F̄ (λ|x − y|).

From Remark 3.6 we know that F̄ (p) ∈ C^3(R), F̄^′(0) = 0. Using the orthogonality S_1v = 0 and S_1(x_j v) = 0(j = 1, 2), it follows by Lemma 3.5(i) and (ii) that [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( g^+_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = g^+_0 (λ)

λ^4 ∫ R^4

F̄ (λ|x − u_2|)[vS_1D_2S_1v](u_2, u_1)F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = g^+_0 (λ) λ ∫ R^4 ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_1 0 ( F̄^{′′}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^2 α_2 + F̄ ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| sin^2 α_2 ) (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)

(1 − θ_2) cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2 ) |u_1||u_2|^2[vS_1D_2S_1v](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2.

Thus, we have K^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫ R^4

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ( ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^2g^+_0 (λ) ( F̄^{′′}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^2 α_2 + F̄ ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| sin^2 α_2 ) (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ ) (1 − θ_2) cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2

× |u_1||u_2|^2[vS_1D_2S_1v](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2. Set E^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^2g^+_0 (λ) ( F̄^{′′}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^2 α_2 + F̄ ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| sin^2 α_2 ) (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ.

Then we have |K^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ ∫ R^4 ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_1 0 |E^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)||(1 − θ_2)|dθ_1dθ_2 )

× |u_1||u_2|^2|[vS_1D_2S_1v](u_2, u_1)|du_1du_2.

(3.29)

Now let’s begin to estimate E^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2). In fact, set

(F^+)^′(p) = e^{ip}F^+_1 (p) and

F̄ ′(p) sin^2 α_2 p + F̄^{′′}(p) cos^2 α_2 = e^{ip}F̄_{11}(p) + e^{−ip}F̄_{12}(p),

where F^+_1 (p) is the same function as in (3.21), F̄_{11}(p) and F̄_{12}(p) satisfy that by (3.16)

F̄_{11}(p) = 1 8p ( − w_+(p) + iw^′_+(p) ) sin^2 α_2 − i 8 ( w_+(p) + w_−(p) ) cos^2 α_2, p ≫ 1,

F̄_{11}(p) =e^{−ip}

[i sin2 α_2 4 ( − 1 2 p + 1 16 p^2 − 1 39 p^4 ) + i cos^2 α_2 4 ( − p + 3 16 p^2 − 5 39 p^4 )

+ O(p^6) ] , p ≪ 1. (3.30)

F̄_{12}(p) = 1 8p ( w_−(p) + iw^′_−(p) ) sin^2 α_2 + 1 4 ( w^′_+(p) + w^′_−(p) ) cos^2 α_2, p ≫ 1,

F̄_{12}(p) =e^{ip}

[i sin2 α_2 4 ( − 1 2 p + 1 16 p^2 − 1 39 p^4 ) + i cos^2 α_2 4 ( − p + 3 16 p^2 − 5 39 p^4 )

+ O(p^6) ] , p ≪ 1. (3.31)

Hence we have

E^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^2g^+_0 (λ)e^{iλ|x−θ2u2|}e^{iλ|y−θ1u1|}F̄_{11}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)F^+_1 (λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^2g^+_0 (λ)e^{−iλ|x−θ2u2|}e^{iλ|y−θ1u1|}F̄_{12}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)F^+_1 (λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ :=E^{1,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) + E^{1,±}_{12,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2).

(3.32)

For the first term E^{1,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) in (3.32). Let λ = 2^N s, we have

E^{1,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^2g^+_0 (λ)e^{iλ|x−θ2u2|}e^{iλ|y−θ1u1|}F̄_{11}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)F^+_1 (λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ =2^{2N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} sφ_0(s)e^{i2N s(|x−θ2u2|+|y−θ1u1|)}(2^N s)g^+_0 (2^N s)F̄_{11}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)

F^+_{11}(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds.

Let z = (x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2), Φ(z) = |x − θ_2u_2| + |y − θ_1u_1|, and Ψ_1(2^N s, z) = (2^N s)g^+_0 (2^N s)F̄_{11}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^+_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|).

By (3.22), (3.23) and (3.30), it is easy check that for any z, |∂^k_s Ψ_1(2^N s, z)| ≲ 1, k = 0, 1.

Hence by using Lemma 3.3 again, we immediately obtain that |E^{1,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| is bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}. Similarly, we obtain the same bounds for |E^{1,±}_{12,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)|. By (3.32), we immediately get that |E^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| is bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

Finally, by (3.29) and Hölder’s inequality we obtain that |K^{1,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| is bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} uniformly in x, y.

For the case with Ω_{1,2}(λ), we can obtain the same estimates by the similar proof to Ω_{1,1}(λ). For the case with Ω_{1,3}(λ). Note that Ω_{1,3}(λ) = −^i_{16} R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( S_1D_2S_1 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4), hence we can prove that the conclusion holds by the same argument as the proof of Proposition 3.7. □

3.2.3. The second kind of resonance. If zero is the second kind resonance of H, then using (2.12) and (2.28) one has

R^±_V (λ^4) =R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( h±(λ) λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}S_2 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^5 ( S_2Γ^2_{0,1}

+ Γ^2_{0,2}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{0,3}Q + QΓ^2_{0,4}S_1 )) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)^{10}λ^2 ( S_2Γ^2_{,1}

+ Γ^2_{,2}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{,3}Q + QΓ^2_{,4}S_1 )) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( g^±_0 (λ)λ^2 ( S_2Γ^2_{,5}

+ Γ^2_{,6}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{,7}Q + QΓ^2_{,8}S_1 )) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4) ( vO_1(λ^2)v ) R^±_0 (λ^4).

(3.33)

In order to prove Theorem 3.1(iii), comparing with the cases of the regular zero point and the first kind zero resonance, it suffices to study the following term in (3.33),

Ω^±_2 (λ) := R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( h±(λ) λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}S_2 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4).

Note that

Ω^+_2 (λ) − Ω^−_2 (λ) = ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v (h+(λ) λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4)

+ R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( h−(λ) λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2 ) v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) )

+ R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( h+(λ) − h−(λ) λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) :=Ω_{2,1}(λ) + Ω_{2,3}(λ) + Ω_{2,3}(λ).

(3.34)

Hence, it suffices to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.12. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 18. If Ω_{2,i}(λ) (i = 1, 2, 3) be the operators defined in (3.34), then for N ∈ Z and N ≤ N^′, sup_{x,y} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)Ω_{2,i}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2_{(1+4α)N} (1 + |t|2_{4N} )_{−1/2}, i = 1, 2;

sup_{x,y} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)Ω_{2,3}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2^{4αN} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

In particular, for α =^1_2 , sup_{x,y} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α} Ω_{2,i}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|^{− 12} , i = 1, 2, 3. Proof. For the case with Ω_{2,1}(λ), we first use the orthogonality S_2v = S_2(x_1v) = S_2(x_2v) = 0 of S_2 for on the left hand of Ω_{2,1}(λ), and use the orthogonality S_2v = 0 of S_2 on the right hand of Ω_{2,1}(λ). Then by the same argument with the proof of Proposition 3.11, it is easy to check that the statement holds. For the case of Ω_{2,2}(λ), the proof proceeds similarly as the case Ω_{2,1}(λ).

Next, we turn to the case of Ω_{2,3}(λ). We write that K^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = h^+(λ) − h^−(λ) λ^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^−_0 (λ^4)vS_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. Let R^±_0 (λ^2)(x, y) =^1_{λ2} F^±(λ|x − y|). Then by using the orthogonality S_2v = 0 and Lemma 3.5(i), [ R^−_0 (λ^4)vS_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = 1 λ^4 ∫ R^4

F^−(λ|x − u_2|)[vS_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2v](u_2, u_1)F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 λ^2 ∫ R^4 ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_1 0 (F^−)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) cos α_2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2 )

× |u_1||u_2|[vS_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2v](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2.

(3.35)

Hence we have K^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ( ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) h^+(λ) − h^−(λ) λ ∫ R^4

(F^−)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)

× |u_1||u_2|v(u_1)v(u_2)[S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2dλ ) cos α_2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2.

Let E^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) h^+(λ) − h^−(λ) λ ( ∫ R^4

(F^−)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)

× (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)|u_1||u_2|v(u_1)v(u_2)[S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2 ) dλ. Then we have |K^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 |E^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2)|dθ_1dθ_2. (3.36)

Notice that h^+(λ) − h^−(λ) = O_1 ( (ln λ)^{−1} ) , by using similar arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.8, we have for any x, y ∈ R^2 and 0 ≤ θ_i ≤ 1, i = 1, 2,

|E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2)| ≲ 2^{4αN} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}. (3.37)

Therefore from (3.36), we immediately obtain that |K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| is boudned by 2^{4αN} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} uniformly in x, y. □

Remark 3.13. We notice that the projection S_2 actually has the three orthogonal relations S_2v = S_2x_1v = S_2x_2v = 0. However, for the kernel [ R^−_0 (λ^4)vS_2Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)S_2vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) in (3.35) above, the only orthogonal relation S_2v = 0 can be used since the derivatives (F^±)^{(k)}(p) of F^±(p) is bounded uniformly in p as k = 0, 1, but not uniformly bounded for k ≥ 2. This leads to need an extra regular term H^{1/2} to modify the singularity of λ near zero in order to obtain the decay estimates O(|t|^{−1/2}) of e^{−itH} P_{ac}(H). In principle, if all orthogonal relations of S_2 can be used in (3.35), then the desired time decay estimate O(|t|^{−1/2}) should be obtained without such regular factor H^{1/2}. Moreover, we remark that that some regular terms H^s are also indispensable based on such similar reasons and the existences of worse error terms in the following third and fourth resonance cases.

3.2.4. The third and fourth kind resonances. If zero is the third kind resonance of H, then using (2.12) and (2.29) one has

R^±_V (λ^4) =R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( ~g±_2 (λ)−1 λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v × ( ~g±_2 (λ)−2 λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4) ( vO_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−3} ) v ) R^±_0 (λ^4).

(3.38)

If zero is the fourth kind resonance of H, then using (2.12) and (2.30) one has

R^±_V (λ^4)

=R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( 1 λ^4

S_5D_6S_5 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v

( ~g+_2 (λ)−1 λ^4

S_4Γ^4_{−4,1}S_4 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4)

− R^±_0 (λ^4)v

( ~g+_2 (λ)−2 λ^4

S_4Γ^4_{−4,2}S_4 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4) ( vO_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−3} ) v ) R^±_0 (λ^4).

(3.39)

In order to prove Theorem 3.1(iv), we plug (3.38) and (3.39) into Stone’s formula (3.1), respectively. Then combining with Proposition 3.4, it suffices to show the following Propositions 3.14 and 3.15.

Proposition 3.14. Assume that V (x) ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 18. Let Ω^±_{3,1}(λ) :=^{~g±2 (λ)−1}_{λ4} S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 and Ω^±_{4,1}(λ) :=^1_{λ4} S_5D_6S_5. Then for i = 3, 4 and N ≤ N^′_0 sup_{x,y} | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΩ^±_{i,1}(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ 2^{(−2+4α)N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}.

In particular, for α = 1, sup_{x,y} | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΩ^±_{i,1}(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{−1/2}, i = 3, 4.

Proof. We begin with proving the case with Ω^±_{3,1}(λ). First note that

R^+_0 (λ^4)vΩ^+_{3,1}(λ)vR^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4)vΩ^−_{3,1}(λ)vR^−_0 (λ^4) = ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( ~g+_2 (λ)−1

λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) + R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( ~g−_2 (λ)−1 λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 )

× v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) + R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( ~g+_2 (λ)−1 − ~g−_2 (λ)−1 λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) := I + II + III.

(3.40)

For the first term I, we write that K^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)

~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}

λ^4 [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. We below will use the orthogonal relations S_4v = 0, S_4(x_iv) = 0, S_4(x_ix_jv) = 0(i, j = 1, 2) for S_4 on the left side of the first term I, and the orthogonality S_4v = 0 for S_4 on the right side of the first term I. Let R^+_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = 1 λ^2 F^+(λ|x − y|), and [ R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = 1 λ^2 F̄ (λ|x − y|). Then by using the orthogonality of S_4 we first obtain [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = 1 λ^4 ∫ R^4

F̄ (λ|x − u_2|)[vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4v](u_2, u_1)F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 λ^4 ∫ R^4 (¯ F (λ|x − u_2|) − i 16 λ^2|x − u_2|^2 ) [vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4v](u_2, u_1)F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 λ^4 ∫ R^4

~F (λ|x − u_2|)[vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4v](u_2, u_1)F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2,

where ~F (p) = F̄ (p) −^i_{16} p^2, p ∈ R.

Next, note that ~F (p) ∈ C^4(R) and ~F^{(k)}(0) = 0(k = 1, 2, 3) by Remark 3.6. Hence by using Lemma 3.5(i) and (iii), and the orthogonal relations S_4v(x) = 0, S_4(x_j v) = 0 and S_4(x_j x_kv) = 0(j, k = 1, 2), we have [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = 1 2 ∫ R^4 ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_1 0 [( ~F ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ^2|x − θ_2u_2|^2 − ~F ′′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| ) 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2

− ~F^{′′′}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^3 α_2 ] (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)(1 − θ_2)^2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2 ) × |u_1||u_2|^3[vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4v](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2.

Thus, by Fubini’s theorem we write K^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = 1 2 ∫ R^4

( ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ( ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^{−1+4α}~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1} [( ~F ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ^2|x − θ_2u_2|^2 − ~F ′′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| )

× 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2 − ~F^{′′′}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^3 α_2 ] (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ ) (1 − θ_2)^2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2 )

× |u_1||u_2|^3[vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4v](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2. Let E^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^{−1+4α}~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1} [( ~F ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ^2|x − θ_2u_2|^2 − ~F ′′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| ) 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2

− ~F^{′′′}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^3 α_2 ] (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dλ.

Then we have |K^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ ∫ R^4 ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_1 0 |E^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)||(1 − θ_2)^2|dθ_1dθ_2 )

× |u_1||u_2|^3|[vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4v](u_2, u_1)|du_1du_2.

(3.41)

Now we begin to estimate E^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2). In fact, we write that (F^+)^′(p) = e^{ip}F^+_1 (p), ( ~F ′(p) p^2 − ~F ′′(p) p ) 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2 − ~F^{′′′}(p) cos^3 α_2 = e^{ip} ~F_{11}(p) + e^{−ip} ~F_{12}(p).

(3.42)

By (3.42), we have

E^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) =2^{4αN} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} φ_0(s)s^{−1+4α} ( ~g^±_0 (2^N s) )_{−1} e^{i2N s(|x−θ2u2|+|y−θ1u1|)} ~F_{11}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|) × F^+_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds + 2^{4αN} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} φ_0(s)s^{−1+4α} ( ~g^±_0 (2^N s) )_{−1} × e^{−i2N s(|x−θ2u2|−|y−θ1u1|)} ~F_{12}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^+_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds :=E^{3,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) + E^{3,±}_{12,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2).

(3.43)

For the first term E^{3,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) in (3.43). Let λ = 2^N s, then we get that

E^{3,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = 2^{4αN} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} φ_0(s)s^{−1+4α} ( ~g^±_0 (2^N s) )_{−1} e^{i2N s(|x−θ2u2|+|y−θ1u1|)} ~F_{11}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^+_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds.

Furthermore, set z = (x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2), Φ(z) = |x − θ_2u_2| + |y − θ_1u_1| and Ψ_1(2^N s, z) = ( ~g^+_0 (2^N s) )_{−1} ~ F_{11}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^+_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|).

By using (3.17), (3.22), (3.23) and (3.42), one can get that for any z, |∂^k_s Ψ_1(2^N s, z)| ≲ 1, k = 0, 1.

Hence it immediately follows from Lemma 3.3 that

|E^{3,±}_{11,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ≲ 2^{4αN} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}. (3.44)

Similarly, we get the same bound for |E^{3,±}_{12,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| as the (3.44). By (3.43), we immediately get that |E^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| is bounded by 2^{4αN} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2}. Thus by (3.41) and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain that |K^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| is bounded by 2^{4αN} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} uniformly in x, y. For the second term II in (3.40), the proof proceeds identically with the first term I. For the last term III in (3.40), we write that K^{3,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y) = ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1} − ~g^−_2 (λ)^{−1} λ^4 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^−_0 (λ^4)vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ = − i 9216λ^4 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^−_0 (λ^4)vS_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. Here we use the orthogonality S_4v = 0 and the same arguments as the proof of Proposition 3.8, we can conclude that |K^{3,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| is bounded by 2^{(−2+α)N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} uniformly in x, y.

Finally, we come to prove the case with Ω^±_{4,1}(λ). Notice that

R^+_0 (λ^4)v ( 1 λ^4

S_5D_6S_5 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( 1 λ^4

S_5D_6S_5 ) vR^−_0 (λ^4) = ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( 1 λ^4

S_5D_6S_5 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4)

+ R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( 1 λ^4

S_5D_6S_5 ) v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) , (3.45)

and the following orthogonal relations of S_5:

S_5v(x) = 0, S_5(x_iv) = S_5(x_ix_jv) = S_5(x_ix_jx_kv) = 0, i, j, k = 1, 2,

hence by the same arguments as the case with Ω^±_{3,1}(λ) above, we get that the desired estimates hold. □

Proposition 3.15. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 18. Let Γ^3(λ) = O_1(λ^{−4} ( ln λ)^{−3} ) be the error term of the third or fourth kind resonance in the expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} . Then for N ∈ Z and N ≤ N^′, sup_{x,y} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ^3(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2_{(−4+4α)N} (1 + |t|2_{4N} )_{−1/2}.

In particular, for α =^3_2 , sup_{x,y} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^{3+4α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ^3(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_{−1/2}.

Proof. By the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.10, we can prove that this proposition holds. □

3.3. Large energy decay estimates. In this subsection, we will show Theorem 3.7. To complete the proof, we use the formula, e^{−itH} ~χ(H)f(x) = 2 πi ∫ R^2 ( ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3 ~χ(λ) [ R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ) ] (x, y)dλ ) f(y)dy, (3.46) and the resolvent identity,

R^±_V (λ^4) = R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4) + R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_V (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4). (3.47)

Combining with Proposition 3.4, it suffices to prove the following Propositions 3.16 and 3.18.

Proposition 3.16. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 3. Then ‖ ‖ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3 ~χ(λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4)dλ ‖ ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.48)

Proof. Set L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. Then ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3 ~χ(λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ = +∞∑ N=N^′+1 L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y). Let R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) :=^{e±iλ|x−y|}_{λ2} ~R^±(λ|x − y|) and λ = 2^N s. Then L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫ R^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, u_1)V (u_1)R^±_0 (λ^4)(u_1, y)dλdu_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^2 e^{−it24N s4} e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}s^{−1}φ_0(s) ( e^{±i2N s(|x−u1|−|x|)}e^{±i2N s(|y−u1|−|y|)} ~R^±(2^N s|x − u_1|)V (u_1) ~R^±(2^N s|y − u_1|) ) du_1ds. Let z = (x, y), Φ(z) = |x| + |y| and

Ψ(2^N s, z) = ∫ R^2 e^{±i2N s(|x−u1|−|x|)}e^{±i2N s(|y−u1|−|y|)} ~R^±(2^N s|x − u_1|)V (u_1) ~R^±(2^N s|y − u_1|)du_1. Then L^±_{1,N} (t, z) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} e^{±i2N sΦ(z)}s^{−1}φ_0(s)Ψ(2^N s, z)ds. By (3.11) and s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], one can check that for k = 0, 1, | ∂^k_s e^{±i2N s(|x−u1|−|x|)} | ≲ (2^N |u_1|)^k, | ∂^k_s e^{±i2N s(|y−u1|−|y|)} | ≲ (2^N |u_1|)^k, | |∂_{ks} ( ~R_±(2_N s|x − u_1|)V (u_1) ~R_±(2_N s|y − u_1|)) | | ≲ |V (u_1)|. Hence for any z, we have ∂^k_s |Ψ(2^N s, z)| ≲ 2^{kN} ∫ R^2

(1 + |u_1|)^k|V (u_1)|du_1 ≲ 2^{kN} , k = 0, 1.

Let N_0 =

[_1 3 log_2^{|x|+|y|}_{|t|} ] and N > N^′, Then by using Lemma 3.3, we immediately obtain that |L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y)| is bounded by 2^N (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 1}2 if |N − N_0| ≤ 2, and bounded by 2^N (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1} if |N − N_0| > 2.

Therefore it immediately follows that for any x, y |L^±_1 (t; x, y)| ≤ +∞∑ N=N^′+1 |L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ ∑ |N−N_0|≤2,N>N^′ 2^N (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 12} + ∑ |N−N_0|>2,N>N^′ 2^N (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1}

≲ ∑ |N−N_0|≤2 |t|^{− 12} + +∞∑ N=−∞ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1} ≲|t|^{− 12} , which implies the conclusion (3.48). □

Before we deal with the term R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_V (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4), we state a lemma as follows, see [FSY18].

Lemma 3.17. Let k ≥ 0 and |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−k−1−} such that H = Δ^2 + V has no embedded positive eigenvalues. Then for any σ > k +^1_2 , R^±_V (λ) ∈ B ( L^2_σ(R^d ), L^2_{−σ}(R^d ) ) are C^k-continuous for all λ > 0. Furthermore, ‖ ∂_λR^±_V (λ) ‖ L^2_σ (R^2 )→L^2_{−σ} (R^2 ) = O ( |λ|^{−3(k+1)4} ) , k = 0, 1, as λ → +∞. Proposition 3.18. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 5. Then ‖ ‖ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3 ~χ(λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_V (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4)dλ ‖ ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.49)

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 3.10. To prove (3.49), it suffices to prove that for any f, g ∈ L^1, | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3 ~χ(λ) ⟨ V R^±_V (λ^4)V (R^±_0 (λ^4)f, (R^±_0 )^∗(λ^4)g ⟩ dλ | | is bounded |t|^{− 1}2 ‖f‖_L1 ‖g‖_L1 . By Littlewood-Paley decomposition as used in Proposition 3.16 above, it suffices to show for each N > N^′, L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ4} λ^3φ_0(2^{−N} λ) ⟨ V R^±_V (λ^4)V ( R^±_0 (λ^4)(∗, y) ) (·), (R^±_0 λ^4))^∗(x, ·) ⟩ dλ is bounded by 2^{2N} (1+|t|2^{4N} )^{−1} if |N −N_0| > 2, and bounded by 2^{2N} (1+|t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} if |N −N_0| ≤ 2, where N_0 =

[_1 3 log_2^{|x|+|y|}_{|t|} ] . Let R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^{e±iλ|x−y|}_{λ2} ~R^±(λ|x − y|). Then ⟨ V R^±_V (λ^4)V (R^±_0 (λ^4)(∗, y))(·), R^∓_0 (λ)(x, ·) ⟩

= 1 λ^4 ⟨ V R^±_V (λ^4)V ( e^{±iλ|∗−y|} ~R^±(λ| ∗ −y|) ) (·), ( e^{∓iλ|x−·|} ~R^∓(λ|x − ·|) )⟩

= 1 λ^4 e^{±iλ(|x|+|y|)} ⟨ V R^±_V (λ^4)V ( e^{±iλ(|∗−y|−|y|)} ~R^±(λ| ∗ −y|) ) (·), ( e^{∓iλ(|x−·|−|x|)} ~R^∓(λ|x − ·|) )⟩

:= 1 λ^4 e^{±iλ(|x|+|y|)}E^±_2 (λ; x, y). Let λ = 2^N s, then L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it24N s4} s^{−1}φ_0(s)e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}E^±_2 (2^N s; x, y)ds.

By Lemma 3.17, for σ > k +^1_2 we have ‖ ∂^k_s [ R^±_V (2^{4N} s^4) ]‖ L^2_σ→L^2_{−σ} ≲ 2 kN ( 2^N s )_{−3} , k = 0, 1. Moreover, by (3.11) we have for k = 0, 1, | |∂^k_s (e^{±iλ(|·−y|−|y|)} ~R^±(λ| · −y|)) | | ≲ ⟨·⟩^k, | |∂^k_s (e^{±iλ(|x−·|−|x|)} ~R^±(λ|x − ·|)) | | ≲ ⟨·⟩^k. Hence it follows that for σ > k +^1_2 and k = 0, 1, ‖ ∂^k_s E^±_2 (2^N s; x, y) ‖ ≲ k∑ j=0 ‖ V (·)⟨·⟩^{σ+1−j} ‖_2 L^2 ‖ ∂^j_s R^±_V (2^{4N} s^4) ‖ L^2_σ →L^2_{−σ} ≲ 2 kN ( 2^N s )_{−3} , where we use |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−5−}.

Let N_0 =

[_1 3 log_2^{|x|+|y|}_{|t|} ] and N > N^′. Using Lemma 3.3 with z = (x, y), Φ(z) = |x| + |y| and Ψ(2^N s; z) = E^{0,±}_3 (2^N s, x, y), we immediately obtain that when |N − N_0| > 2,

|L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ 2^{(k−3)N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1} ≲ 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1},

and |L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y)| is bounded by 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1/2} when |N − N_0| ≤ 2.

Hence we have for x, y, |L^±_2 (t; x, y)| ≤ +∞∑ N=N^′+1 |L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ ∑ |N−N_0|≤2 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{− 12} + ∑ |N−N_0|>2 2^{2N} (1 + |t|2^{4N} )^{−1} ≲ |t|^{− 12} ,

which implies that the estimate (3.49) holds. □

4. The proof of Theorem 2.9

In this section, we are devoted to showing Theorem 2.9, i.e. computing the expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} for λ near zero case by case, the proof is quite complicated due to logarithm terms in the expansions of the free resolvent R^±_0 (λ^4).

Before computing the expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} as λ → 0, we first state the following lemmas which are used frequently.

Lemma 4.1. ([JN01, Lemma 2.1]) Let A be a closed operator and S be a projection. Suppose A + S has a bounded inverse. Then A has a bounded inverse if and only if

a := S − S(A + S)^{−1}S (4.1)

has a bounded inverse in SH, and in this case

A^{−1} = (A + S)^{−1} + (A + S)^{−1}Sa^{−1}S(A + S)^{−1}. (4.2)

Lemma 4.2. ([JN01, Lemma 2.3]) Let A be an operator matrix on H = H_1 ⨁ H_2 : A = ( a_{11} a_{12} a_{21} a_{22} ) , a_{ij} : H_j → H_i, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, where a_{11}, a_{22} are closed and a_{12}, a_{21} are bounded. Suppose a_{22} has a bounded inverse. Then A has a bounded inverse if and only if d ≡ (a_{11} − a_{12}a^{−1}_{22} a_{21})^{−1} exist and is bounded. Furthermore, we have

A^{−1} = ( d −da_{12}a^{−1}_{22} −a^{−1}_{22} a_{21}d a^{−1}_{22} a_{21}da_{12}a^{−1}_{22} + a^{−1}_{22} ) . Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 2.9 case by case, i.e. compute the asymptotic expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} for λ → 0.

Let M^±(λ) = a_± λ^2

~M^±(λ). Then we just need to compute the asymptotic expansion of ( ~M ±(λ))^{−1} for λ → 0. Recall that from the (iii) of Lemma 2.3

~M^±(λ) =P + g^{±0} (λ) a_± λ^2vG_{−1}v + 1 a_± λ^2T_0 + c_± a_± λ^4vG_1v + g̃^±_2 (λ) a_± λ^6vG_2v + λ^6 a_± vG_3v + O ( λ^8 ) . (4.3)

Note that projection P is not invertible on L^2, but let Q = I − P , then ~M^±(λ) + Q is invertible on L^2 for small λ > 0. Hence by Lemma 4.1 we know that ~M^±(λ) is invertible on L^2 if and only if M^±_1 (λ) := Q − Q ( ~ M^±(λ) + Q )_{−1} Q, is invertible on QL^2. In order to get the invertibility of M^±_1 (λ), we first need to compute ( ~ M^±(λ) + Q )_{−1} on L^2, which can be given by Neumann series ( ~ M^±(λ) + Q )_{−1} =I − g^±_0 (λ)λ^2B^±_1 − λ^2B^±_2 − g^±_0 (λ)^2λ^4B^±_3 − g^±_0 (λ)λ^4B^±_4 − λ^4B^±_5 − g^±_0 (λ)^3λ^6B^±_6 − g^±_0 (λ)^2λ^6B^±_7 − g^±_0 (λ)λ^6B^±_8 − g̃^±_2 (λ)λ^6B^±_9 − λ^6B^±_{10} + O ( λ^{8−ϵ} ) , (4.4)

where B^±_j (1 ≤ j ≤ 10) are bounded operators in L^2 as follows:

B^±_1 = 1 a_± vG_{−1}v, B^±_2 = 1 a_± T_0, B^±_3 = − 1 a^2_±

(vG_{−1}v)^2, B^±_4 = − 1 a^2_±

(vG_{−1}vT_0 + T_0vG_{−1}v),

B^±_5 = c_± a_± vG_1v − 1 a^2_±

T^2_0 , B^±_6 = 1 a^3_±

(vG_{−1}v)^3, B^±_7 = 1 a^3_± [ (vG_{−1}v)^2T_0 + T_0(vG_{−1}v)^2 ] , B^±_8 = 1 a^3_±

(vG_{−1}vT^2_0 + T^2_0 vG_{−1}v) − c_± a^2_± (vG_{−1}v · vG_1v + vG_1v · vG_{−1}v), B^±_9 = 1 a_± vG_2v, B^±_{10} = 1 a_± vG_3v + 1 a^3_±

T^3_0 − c_± a^2_±

(T_0vG_1v + vG_1vT_0).

Before we study the invertibility of M^±_1 (λ), let’s list the following orthogonality relations of various operators and projections from Definition 2.4, which are used frequently later.

QD_0 = D_0Q = D_0; Q ≥ S_i ≥ S_j , 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ 5;

S_iD_j = D_jS_i = S_i, i ≥ j, S_iD_j = D_jS_i = D_i, i < j, D_iD_j = D_jD_i = D_i, i > j;

(4.5)

QvG_{−1}vS_0 = S_0QvG_{−1}vS_0 = 0, S_1T_0S_0 = S_0T_0S_1 = 0, S_2T_0Q = QT_0S_2 = 0; S_3vG_{−1}v = vG_{−1}vS_3 = 0, S_4T_0P = P T_0S_4 = 0, S_4T_0 = T_0S_4 = 0; S_4vG_1vS_0 = S_0vG_1vS_4 = 0, S_5vG_1vQ = QvG_1vS_5 = 0.

(4.6)

Moreover, we can obtain

QB^±_1 S_0 = S_0B^±_1 Q = S_3B^±_1 = B^±_1 S_3 = S_3B^±_3 = B^±_3 S_3 = S_3B^±_4 S_3 = 0, S_4B^±_8 S_4 = 0; S_4B^±_i = B^±_i S_4 = 0(i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7), S_4B^±_5 S_0 = S_0B^±_5 S_4 = S_5B^±_5 Q = QB^±_5 S_5 = 0.

(4.7)

Now we turn to the proof of the invertibility of M^±_1 (λ), We only prove the assertion for the case + sign, the case − sign proceeds identically. By Lemma 4.1, we know that ~M^+(λ) is invertible on L^2 if and only if M^+_1 (λ) := Q − Q (~ M^+(λ) + Q )_{−1} Q is invertible on QL^2. Moreover, by (4.4) we get

M^+_1 (λ) := λ^2 a_+

~M^+_1 (λ) = λ^2 a_+ ( A^+(λ) + a_+W^+(λ) ) , (4.8)

where A^+(λ) = g^+_0 (λ)QvG_{−1}vQ + QT_0Q, and

W^+(λ) = g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2QB^+_3 Q + g^+_0 (λ)λ^2QB^+_4 Q + λ^2QB^+_5 Q + g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^4QB^+_6 Q

+ g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^4QB^+_7 Q + g^+_0 (λ)λ^4QB^+_8 Q + g̃^+_2 (λ)λ^4QB^+_9 Q + λ^4QB^+_{10}Q + O ( λ^{6−ϵ} ) . (4.9)

In order to compute ( M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} , by (4.8 ) we need to obtain the expansions of ( ~ M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} on QL^2 when λ is near zero. Note that A^+(λ) = g^+_0 (λ)QvG_{−1}vQ + QT_0Q has the logarithm factor g^+_0 (λ) which becomes ∞ as λ ↓ 0, and QvG_{−1}vQ is not invertible on QL^2 by Lemma 2.7(i), hence we will use Lemma 4.2 to consider the inverse of A^+(λ).

To prove the invertibility of A^+(λ) by Lemma 4.2, we first give a lemma as follows.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 10. Then the inverse operator

d := ( g^+_0 (λ)(Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) + (Q − S_0) ( T_0 − T_0D_1T_0 ) (Q − S_0) )_{−1} (4.10)

exists on (Q − S_0)L^2(R^2 ) for 0 < λ ≪ 1. Moreover, we have

d = g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0),

where F (λ) = ( A + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}B )_{−1} with A = (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) and B = (Q − S_0) ( T_0 − T_0D_1T_0 ) (Q − S_0).

In particular, A and B are bounded operators on (Q − S_0)L^2 with rank A = 2 and rank B ≤ 2, and ‖F (λ)‖_{(Q−S0 )L}2 = O_1(1) for small enough λ > 0.

Proof. Since QL^2(R^2 ) = span{v}^⊥ and S_0L^2(R^2 ) = span{v, x_1v(x), x_2v(x)}^⊥, then

(Q − S_0)L^2(R^2 ) = span{Q(x_1v), Q(x_2v)}.

Note that rank(Q − S_0) = 2, and

d =g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}(Q − S_0) [ (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0)

+ g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}(Q − S_0) ( T_0 − T_0D_1T_0 ) (Q − S_0) ]_{−1} (Q − S_0).

Hence, in order to prove the operator d exists, it suffices to prove that (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) is invertible on (Q − S_0)L^2 by Neumamm series if λ is small enough.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that Qx_1v and Qx_2v are orthogonal on (Q − S_0)L^2. Otherwise, we can do the same arguments after Schmidt orthogonalization. If f ∈ (Q − S_0)L^2, then f = a_1Q(x_1v) + a_2Q(x_2v). Since (Q − S_0)(Q(x_iv)) = Q(x_iv)(i = 1, 2), then we have (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0)(Q(x_1v))(x) = (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q(x_1v))(x)

=(Q − S_0)v(x) ∫ R^2 |x − y|^2v(y)Q(x_1v)(y)dy = − 2(Q − S_0)(x_1v)⟨x_1v, Qx_1v⟩ − 2(Q − S_0)(x_2v)⟨x_2v, Qx_1v⟩.

Since ⟨x_2v, Qx_1v⟩ = ⟨Q(x_2v), Q(x_1v)⟩ = 0 and (Q − S_0)(x_iv) = Q(x_iv)(i = 1, 2), then we get (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0)(Qx_1v) = −2Q(x_1v)‖Qx_1v‖^2_L2 .

Similarly, we have (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0)(Qx_2v) = −2Q(x_2v)‖Qx_2v‖^2_L2 , which leads to (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0)f = −2a_1Q(x_1v)‖Qx_1v‖^2_L2 − 2a_2Q(x_2v)‖Qx_2v‖^2_L2 = ( f_1 f_2 ) ( −2‖Q(x_1v)‖^2_{L2} 0

0 −2‖Q(x_2v)‖^2_{L2} ) ( a_1 a_2 ) := ( f_1 f_2 ) A ( a_1 a_2 ) . (4.11)

Since det A = 4‖Q(x_1v)‖^2_{L2} ‖Q(x_2v)‖^2_{L2} ≥ 0, so we need only to prove det A ≠ 0. Indeed, if det A = 0, then Q(x_1v) = 0 or Q(x_2v) = 0, it is contradictory with rank(Q−S_0) = 2. Thus, (Q−S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q− S_0) is invertible and strictly negative on the space (Q − S_0)L^2, and then d exists on (Q − S_0)L^2 for small enough λ.

Let A = (Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0), B = (Q − S_0) ( T_0 − T_0D_1T_0 ) (Q − S_0) and F (λ) = [ A + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}B ]_{−1} , we obtain that d = g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0).

Finally, we need to prove that ‖F (λ)‖_{(Q−S0 )L}2 = O_1(1) for small enough λ. Indeed, let G(λ) = A + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}B, then F (λ) = G(λ)^{−1}. Note that G^′(λ) = −λ^{−1}g^+_0 (λ)^{−2} , we have d dλ F (λ) = d dλ ( G(λ)^{−1} ) = − ( A + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}B )_{−1} · λ^{−1}g^+_0 (λ)^{−2} · ( A + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}B )_{−1} . Observe that ‖F (λ)‖_{(Q−S0 )L}2_{→(Q−S0)L}2 ≤ C, λ ≪ 1, then ‖ d dλ F (λ)‖_{(Q−S0)L}2_{→(Q−S0)L}2 ≲ λ^{−1}| ln λ|^{−2} ≲ λ^{−1}, λ ≪ 1, Hence, we have ‖F (λ)‖_{(Q−S0 )L}2_{→(Q−S0)L}2 = O_1(1) for small enough λ. □

Now we begin to compute the inverse ( A^+(λ) )_{−1} as follows.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 10. If zero is a regular point of the spectrum of H, then for 0 < |λ| ≪ 1, ( A^+(λ) )_{−1} = S_0D_1S_0 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}S(λ), (4.12)

where

S := S(λ) = ( (Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0) −(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0D_1 −D_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0) D_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0D_1 )

with F (λ) = ( A + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}B )_{−1} and D_1 = (S_0T_0S_0)^{−1} on S_0L^2. Moreover, ‖S(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 = O_1(1) for enough small λ .

In particular, if zero is not regular point, then the same formula (4.12) holds for ( A^+(λ) + S_1 )_{−1} with D_1 = (S_0T_0S_0 + S_1)^{−1}.

Proof. We prove only the statement when S_1 ≠ 0 ( i.e. S_1L^2 = Ker(S_0T_0S_0) ≠ {0} ) since the proof of the regular case is similar by setting S_1 = 0. Observe that

A^+(λ) + S_1 =g^+_0 (λ)(Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) + (Q − S_0)T_0(Q − S_0) + (Q − S_0)T_0S_0 + S_0T_0(Q − S_0) + S_0T_0S_0 + S_1.

Equivalently, by block format, we write A^+(λ) + S_1 as follows:

A^+(λ) + S_1 = ( g^+_0 (λ)(Q − S_0)vG_{−1}v(Q − S_0) + (Q − S_0)T_0(Q − S_0) (Q − S_0)T_0S_0 S_0T_0(Q − S_0) S_0T_0S_0 + S_1 ) . Note that QL^2 = (Q − S_0)L^2 ⨁ S_0L^2, and S_0T_0S_0 + S_1 is invertible on S_0L^2, then by Lemma 4.2 A^+(λ) + S_1 has a bounded inverse on S_0L^2 if and only if the inverse operator d defined in (4.10) exists on (Q − S_0)L^2 and is bounded for enough small λ.

Let D_1 = (S_0T_0S_0 + S_1)^{−1} : S_0L^2 → S_0L^2. Then by Lemma 4.3, we know that the operator d exists on (Q − S_0)L^2 and

d = g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0).

Hence by using Lemma 4.2 again, we have A^+(λ) + S_1 is invertible on S_0L^2, and ( A^+(λ) + S_1 )_{−1} =g^+_0 (λ)^{−1} ( (Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0) −(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0D_1 −D_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0) D_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0D_1 + g^+_0 (λ)D_1 )

:=S_0D_1S_0 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}S(λ),

where

S(λ) = S = ( (Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0) −(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0D_1 −D_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0) D_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0D_1 ) . It is obvious that ‖S(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 = O_1(1) for λ ≪ 1 by Lemma 4.3. □

Remark 4.5. We can deduce some orthogonal relations from Lemma 4.4 as follows:

S_1S(λ) = − S_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0) + S_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0D_1, (4.13)

S(λ)S_1 = −(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0S_1 + D_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0S_1, (4.14)

S_1SS_1 = S_1T_0(Q − S_0)F (λ)(Q − S_0)T_0S_1, (4.15) S_2T_0(Q − S_0) = (Q − S_0)T_0S_2 = 0, (4.16) S_2S(λ) = S(λ)S_2 = 0, S_2 ( A^+(λ) + S_1 )_{−1} = ( A^+(λ) + S_1 )_{−1} S_2 = S_2. (4.17)

Now we use Lemma 4.4 to deduce the expansion of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} in the regular case corresponding to the existence of D_1 = (S_0T_0S_0)^{−1} on S_0L^2 ( i.e. the projection S_1 = 0 ).

(I) Regular point case. If zero is a regular point of the spectrum of H, then S_0T_0S_0 is invertible on S_0L^2. Note that the (4.8) gives the identity ( ~ M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} = ( A^+(λ) )_{−1}( I + a_+W^+(λ) ( A^+(λ) )_{−1})−1 .

By using Lemma 4.4, the (4.9) and Neumann series, for small enough λ, we have ( ~ M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} =D_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}S − a_+g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2D_1B^+_3 D_1

− a_+g^+_0 (λ)λ^2 ( D_1B^+_4 D_1 + D_1B^+_3 QS + SQB^+_3 D_1 ) + O_1(λ^2).

Note that the equality (4.8) also gives ( M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} =^{a+}_{λ2} ( ~ M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} . Hence we have ( M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} = a_+ λ^2

D_1 + a_+g^+_0 (λ)^{−1} λ^2

S − a^2_+g^+_0 (λ)^2D_1B^+_3 D_1 − a^2_+g^+_0 (λ) ( D_1B^+_4 D_1

+ D_1B^+_3 QS + SQB^+_3 D_1 ) + O_1(1).

Using the orthogonality QD_1 = D_1Q = D_1, by (4.4) and Lemma 4.1, we get (~ M^+(λ) )_{−1} = a_+ λ^2

D_1 + a_+g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}

λ^2

QSQ − a^2_+g^+_0 (λ)^2D_1B^+_3 D_1

− a^2_+g^+_0 (λ) ( D_1B^+_4 D_1 + D_1B^+_3 QSQ + QSQB^+_3 D_1 ) + O_1(1).

Since ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} = λ^2 a_+ ( ~ M^+(λ) )_{−1} , using the orthogonality S_0D_1 = D_1S_0 = D_1, we have ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} =S_0D_1S_0 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^0_{,1}Q + g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2S_0Γ^0_{2,1}S_0

+ g^+_0 (λ)λ^2 ( S_0Γ^0_{2,2}Q + QΓ^0_{2,3}S_0 ) + O_1(λ^2). (4.18)

Thus the expansions of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} in regular case is completed. □

Remark 4.6. We know that S_0D_1S_0 is absolutely bounded by Proposition 2.6. It is clear that B^+_i (i = 1, · · · , 9) are Hilbert-Schmidt operator by (4.4), and S is finite-rank operator by dim(Q − S_0)L^2 = 2 and Lemma 4.3, thus Γ^0_{i,j}(λ) are also Hilbert-Schmidt operator, which leads to each operator in the expansion of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} above are absolutely bounded uniformly for sufficiently small λ > 0.

Next, let’s turn to consider the resonance cases, that is, zero is not regular point of the spectrum of H. Let S_1 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of S_0T_0S_0. Then S_1 ≠ 0 and S_0T_0S_0 + S_1 is invertible on S_0L^2. In this case, we define D_1 = (S_0T_0S_0 + S_1)^{−1} as a bounded operator on S_0L^2, then from the (4.8), Lemma 4.4 and Neumann series one has ( ~M^+_1 (λ) + S_1 )_{−1} =D_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}S − g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2 ~B_1 − g^+_0 (λ)λ^2 ~B_2 − λ^2 ~B_3 − g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^2 ~B_4 − g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^2 ~B_5 − g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^4 ~B_6 − g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^4 ~B_7 − g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^4 ~B_8 − g^+_0 (λ)λ^4 ~B_9 − g̃^+_2 (λ)λ^4 ~B_{10} − λ^4 ~B_{11} − g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4 ~B_{12} − g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4 ~B_{13} − g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^4 ~B_{14} − g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^4 ~B_{15} − g^+_0 (λ)^{−3}λ^4 ~B_{16} + O(λ^{6−ϵ}),

(4.19)

where ~B_j(1 ≤ j ≤ 15) are bounded operators on L^2 as follows:

~B_1 = a_+D_1B_3D_1, ~B_2 = a_+(D_1B_4D_1 + D_1B_3QS + SQB_3D_1), ~B_3 = a_+[D_1B_5D_1 + D_1B_4QS + SQB_4D_1 + SQB_3QS], ~B_4 = a_+[D_1B_5QS + SQB_5D_1 + SQB_4QS], ~B_5 = a_+SQB_5QS, ~B_6 = −a^2_+D_1B_3D_1B_3D_1,

~B_7 =a_+D_1B_6D_1 − a^2_+[D_1B_3D_1B_4D_1 + D_1B_4D_1B_3D_1 + D_1B_3D_1B_3QS + SQB_3D_1B_3D_1 + D_1B_3QSQB_3D_1 ] , ~B_8 =a_+[D_1B_7D_1 + D_1B_6QS + SQB_6D_1] − a^2_+[D_1B_4D_1B_4D_1

+ D_1B_3D_1B_5D_1 + D_1B_5D_1B_3D_1 + D_1B_3D_1B_4QS + SQB_4D_1B_3D_1 + D_1B_4D_1B_3QS + SQB_3D_1B_4D_1 + D_1B_3QSQB_4D_1 + D_1B_4QSQB_3D_1 + D_1B_3QSQB_3QS + SQB_3QSQB_3D_1 ] , ~B_9 =a_+[D_1B_8D_1 + D_1B_7QS + SQB_7D_1 + SQB_6QS] − a^2_+[D_1B_4D_1B_5D_1 + D_1B_5D_1B_4D_1 + D_1B_3D_1B_5QS + SQB_5D_1B_3D_1 + SQB_3D_1B_4QS + SQB_4D_1B_3QS + SQB_3D_1B_5D_1 + D_1B_5D_1B_3QS + D_1B_3QSQB_5D_1 + D_1B_5QSQB_3D_1 + D_1B_3QSQB_4QS + SQB_4QSQB_3D_1 + D_1B_4QSQB_3QS + SQB_3QSQB_4D_1 + D_1B_4QSQB_4D_1 + SQB_3QSQB_3QS ] , ~B_{10} = a_+D_1B_9D_1, ~B_{11} =a_+[D_1B_{10}D_1 + D_1B_8QS + QSB_8D_1 + SQB_7QS] − a^2_+[D_1B_5D_1B_5D_1 + D_1B_5D_1B_4QS + SQB_4D_1B_5D_1 + D_1B_4D_1B_5QS + SQB_5D_1B_4D_1 + D_1B_4QSQB_5D_1 + D_1B_5QSQB_4D_1 + D_1B_3QSQB_5QS + SQB_5QSQB_3D_1 + D_1B_4QSQB_4QS + QSB_4QSQB_4D_1 + D_1B_5QSQB_3QS + SQB_3QSQB_5D_1 + SQB_3D_1B_5QS + SQB_5D_1B_3QS + SQB_3QSQB_4QS + SQB_4QSQB_3QS + SQB_4D_1B_4QS ] , ~B_{12} = a_+ [ D_1B_9QS + SQB_9D_1 ] , ~B_{13} =a_+[D_1B_{10}QS + SQB_{10}D_1 + SQB_8QS] − a^2_+[D_1B_5QSQB_5D_1 + SQB_5D_1B_5D_1 + D_1B_5D_1B_5QS + D_1B_4QSQB_5QS + SQB_5QSQB_4D_1 + SQB_4QSQB_5D_1 + D_1B_5QSQB_4QS + SQB_5D_1B_4QS + SQB_4D_1B_5QS + SQB_3QSQB_5QS + SQB_5QSQB_3QS + SQB_4QSQB_4QS ] , ~B_{14} = a_+SQB_9QS, ~B_{15} =a_+SQB_{10}QS − a^2_+[SQB_5D_1B_5QS + D_1B_5QSQB_5QS + SQB_5QSQB_5D_1 + SQB_4QSQB_5QS + SQB_5QSQB_4QS ] , ~B_{16} = −a^2_+SQB_5QSQB_5QS. According to Lemma 4.1, ~M^+_1 (λ) has bounded inverse if and only if M^+_2 (λ) := S_1 − S_1 ( ~ M^+_1 (λ) + S_1 )_{−1} S_1 (4.20) has bounded inverse on S_1L^2. Using the orthogonality in Remark 4.5, one has M^+_2 (λ) =g^+_0 (λ)^{−1} ( ~T_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2S_1 ~B_1S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2S_1 ~B_2S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)λ^2S_1 ~B_3S_1 + λ^2S_1 ~B_4S_1

+ g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^2S_1 ~B_5S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^5λ^4S_1 ~B_6S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^4S_1 ~B_7S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^4S_1 ~B_8S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^4S_1 ~B_9S_1 + g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)λ^4S_1 ~B_{10}S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)λ^4S_1 ~B_{11}S_1 + g̃^+_2 (λ)λ^4S_1 ~B_{12}S_1 + λ^4S_1 ~B_{13}S_1 + g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4S_1 ~B_{14}S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4S_1 ~B_{15}S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^4S_1 ~B_{16}S_1 + O(λ^{6−ϵ}) ) :=g^+_0 (λ)^{−1} ( ~ T_1 + W^+_1 (λ) ) := g^+_0 (λ)^{−1} ~M^+_2 (λ), where ~T_1 = −S_1T_0(Q − S_0)(A + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}B)^{−1}(Q − S_0)T_0S_1. (4.21)

Let T_1 = −S_1T_0(Q − S_0)A^{−1}(Q − S_0)T_0S_1,

then ~T_1 is invertible on S_1L^2 for enough small λ if and only if T_1 is invertible on S_1L^2.

(II) The first kind of resonance. If there is a resonance of first kind at zero, then the operator T_1 is invertible on S_1L^2. In this case we define D_2 = T^{−1}_1 as an operator on S_1L^2. Then ~T_1 is invertible on S_1L^2 and D_2 = ~T^{−1}_1 for enough small λ. Note that ( ~ M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} = D_2 ( I + W^+_1 (λ)D_2 )_{−1}

and ( M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} = g^+_0 (λ) ( ~ M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} , by Neumann series one has ( M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} =g^+_0 (λ)D_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^2D_2 ~B_1D_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2D_2 ~B_2D_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2D_2 ~B_3D_2

+ g^+_0 (λ)λ^2D_2 ~B_4D_2 + λ^2D_2 ~B_5D_2 + O_1(λ^{4−ϵ}).

Using Lemma 4.1 and (4.19) one has ( ~ M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} =g^+_0 (λ)S_1Γ^1_{0,1}S_1 + ( QΓ^1_{0,2}S_1 + S_1Γ^1_{0,3}Q ) + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^1_{0,5}Q

+ g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}QΓ^1_{0,6}Q + g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^2S_1Γ^1_{2,1}S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2QΓ^1_{2,1}Q

+ g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2QΓ^1_{2,1}Q + g^+_0 (λ)λ^2QΓ^1_{2,1}Q + O_1(λ^2).

By the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.9(i) one has ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} =g^+_0 (λ)S_1D_2S_1 + ( S_0Γ^1_{0,1}S_0 + S_1Γ^1_{0,2}Q + QΓ^1_{0,3}S_1 ) + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}QΓ^1_{0,4}Q

+ g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^2S_1Γ^1_{2,1}S_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2 ( S_1Γ^1_{2,2}Q + QΓ^1_{2,3}S_1 ) + g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2 × ( QΓ^1_{2,4}Q + S_1Γ^1_{2,5} + Γ^1_{2,6}S_1 ) + g^+_0 (λ)λ^2 ( QΓ^1_{2,7} + Γ^1_{2,8}Q ) + O_1(λ^2).

Thus the expansions of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} in the first kind resonance is completed. □

If zero is not the first kind of resonance, then T_1 is not invertible on S_1L^2. Let S_2 is the Riesz transform onto the kernel of T_1, then T_1 + S_2 is invertible on S_1L^2, which implies that ( ~T_1 + S_2)^{−1} exists for sufficiently small λ > 0. If we define D_2 = ( ~T_1 + S_2)^{−1}, then S_1D_2 = D_2S_1 = D_2, S_2D_2 = D_2S_2 = S_2 and D_2D_1 = D_1D_2 = D_2. Note that ( ~ M^+_2 (λ) + S_2 )_{−1} = D_2 ( I + W^+_1 (λ)D_2 )_{−1} . By using Neumann series and (4.21) one has ( ~ M^+_2 (λ) + S_2 )_{−1} =D_2 − g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2D_2 ~B_1D_2 − g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2D_2 ~B_2D_2 − g^+_0 (λ)λ^2D_2 ~B_3D_2 − λ^2D_2 ~B_4D_2

− g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^2D_2 ~B_5D_2 − g^+_0 (λ)^6λ^4B^1 − g^+_0 (λ)^5λ^4B^1_2 − g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^4B^1_3 − g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^4B^1_4

− g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^4B^1_5 − g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)λ^4B^1_6 − g^+_0 (λ)λ^4B^1_7 − g̃^+_2 (λ)λ^4B^1_8 − λ^4B^1_9

− g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4B^1_0 − g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4B^1_1 − g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^4B^1_2 + O(λ^{6−ϵ}),

(4.22) where B^1_j (1 ≤ j ≤ 12) are bounded operators on on L^2 as follows:

B^1 = − D_2 ~B_1D_2 ~B_1D_2, B^1_2 = D_2 ~B_6D_2 − [ D_2 ~B_1D_2 ~B_2D_2 + D_2 ~B_2D_2 ~B_1D_2 ] , B^1_3 =D_2 ~B_7D_2 − [ D_2 ~B_2D_2 ~B_2D_2 + D_2 ~B_1D_2 ~B_3D_2 + D_2 ~B_3D_2 ~B_1D_2 ] , B^1_4 =D_2 ~B_8D_2 − [ D_2 ~B_1D_2 ~B_4D_2 + D_2 ~B_4D_2 ~B_1D_2 + D_2 ~B_2D_2 ~B_3D_2 + D_2 ~B_3D_2 ~B_2D_2 ] , B^1_5 =D_2 ~B_9D_2 − [ D_2 ~B_3D_2 ~B_3D_2 + D_2 ~B_2D_2 ~B_4D_2 + D_2 ~B_4D_2 ~B_2D_2 + D_2 ~B_1D_2 ~B_5D_2 + D_2 ~B_5D_2 ~B_1D_2 ] , B^1_6 = D_2 ~B_{10}D_2, B^1_7 =D_2 ~B_{11}D_2 − [ D_2 ~B_2D_2 ~B_5D_2 + D_2 ~B_5D_2 ~B_2D_2 + D_2 ~B_3D_2 ~B_4D_2 + D_2 ~B_4D_2 ~B_3D_2 ] , B^1_8 =D_2 ~B_{12}D_2, B^1_9 = D_2 ~B_{13}D_2 − [ D_2 ~B_4D_2 ~B_4D_2 + D_2 ~B_3D_2 ~B_5D_2 + D_2 ~B_5D_2 ~B_3D_2 ] , B^1_0 =D_2 ~B_{14}D_2, B^1_1 = D_2 ~B_{15}D_2 − [ D_2 ~B_4D_2 ~B_5D_2 + D_2 ~B_5D_2 ~B_4D_2 ] , B^1_2 =D_2 ~B_{16}D_2 − D_2 ~B_5D_2 ~B_5D_2.

According to Lemma 4.1, ~M^+_2 (λ) has bounded inverse on S_1L^2 if and only if

M^+_3 (λ) := S_2 − S_2( ~M^+_2 (λ) + S_2)^{−1}S_2 (4.23)

has bounded inverse on S_2L^2(R^2 ). By Neumann series we have

M^+_3 (λ) =g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2S_2 ~B_1S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2S_2 ~B_2S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)λ^2S_2 ~B_3S_2 + λ^2S_2 ~B_4S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^2S_2 ~B_5S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^6λ^4S_2B^1 S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^5λ^4S_2B^1_2 S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^4S_2B^1_3 S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^4S_2B^1_4 S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^4S_2B^1_5 S_2 + g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)λ^4S_2B^1_6 S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)λ^4S_2B^1_7 S_2 + g̃^+_2 (λ)λ^4S_2B^1_8 S_2 + λ^4S_2B^1_9 S_2 + g̃^+_2 (λ)g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4S_2B^1_0S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^4S_2B^1_1S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^4S_2B^1_2S_2 + O(λ^{6−ϵ}).

Note that S_2S = SS_2 = 0, QvG_{−1}vS_0 = 0, QT_0S_2 = 0, hence by (4.19) we have

S_2 ~B_1S_2 = − 1 a_+

S_2vG_{−1}vvG_{−1}vS_2, S_2 ~B_2S_2 = − 1 a_+ ( S_2vG_{−1}vT_0S_2 + S_2T_0vG_{−1}vS_2 ) ,

S_2 ~B_3S_2 = c_+S_2vG_1vS_2 − 1 a_+

S_2T^2_0 S_2,

S_2 ~B_4S_2 = S_3 ~B_5S_2 = S_2B^1_8 S_2 = S_2B^1_0S_2 = S_2B^1_2S_2 = 0. Moreover, we get

M^+_3 (λ) = − 1 a_+ g^+_0 (λ)λ^2 ( A^+_1 (λ) − g^+_0 (λ)^5λ^2a_+S_2B^1 S_2 − g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^2a_+S_2B^1_2 S_2

− g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2a_+S_2B^1_3 S_2 − g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2a_+S_2B^1_4 S_2 − g^+_0 (λ)λ^2a_+S_2B^1_5 S_2 − g̃^+_2 (λ)λ^2a_+S_2B^1_6 S_2 − λ^2a_+S_2B^1_7 S_2 − g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^2a_+S_2B^1_9 S_2

− g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^2a_+S_2B^1_1S_2 + O(λ^{4−ϵ}) )

:= − 1 a_+ g^+_0 (λ)λ^2 ( A^+_1 (λ) + W^+_2 (λ) ) := − 1 a_+ g^+_0 (λ)λ^2 ~M^+_3 (λ),

(4.24)

where A^+_1 (λ) =g^+_0 (λ)^2S_2vG_{−1}vvG_{−1}vS_2 + g^+_0 (λ) ( S_2vG_{−1}vT_0S_2 + S_2T_0vG_{−1}vS_2 ) + ( S_2T^2_0 S_2 − c_+a_+S_2vG_1vS_2 ) .

To compute ( M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} , by (4.24) we need to compute the expansions of ( ~ M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} on S_2L^2.

Noting that A^+_1 (λ) with a logarithm factor, and T_2 is not invertible on S_2L^2 by Lemma 2.7(iv). Hence we will use Lemma 4.2 to study the inverse of A^+_1 (λ).

To compute the inverse of A^+_1 (λ) by Lemma 4.2, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 18. Let

L_1 =(S_2 − S_3) ( vG_{−1}vP vG_{−1}v − vG_{−1}vT_0D_4T_0vG_{−1}v ) (S_2 − S_3),

L_2 =(S_2 − S_3) ( vG_{−1}vT_0 + T_0vG_{−1}v − vG_{−1}vT_0D_4(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v)

− (T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v)D_4T_0vG_{−1}v ) (S_2 − S_3),

L_3 =(S_2 − S_3) ( T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v − (T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v)D_4(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v) ) (S_2 − S_3).

Then the inverse operator

d_1 := g^+_0 (λ)^{−2} ( L_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}L_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}L_3 )_{−1}

exists on (S_2 − S_3)L^2 for enough small λ > 0. Moreover, we have

d_1 = g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}h^+(λ)(S_2 − S_3),

where h^+(λ) = ( c_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}c_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}c_3 )_{−1} with c_1 = tr(L_1), c_2 = tr(L_2) and c_3 = tr(L_3). In

particular, h^+(λ) = O_1(1).

Proof. We first show that L_1 is invertible on (S_2 − S_3)L^2. Indeed, by Lemma 2.7, we know that (S_2 −S_3)L^2 = span{S_2(|x|^2v)}, thus it suffices to prove ⟨ |x|^2v, L^1(|x|^2v) ⟩ > 0. Using S_2v = S_2(x_iv) = 0(i = 1, 2) and S_3v = S_3(x_iv) = S_3(|x|^2v) = 0(i = 1, 2), one has P vG_{−1}vS_2(|x|^2v)(x) =P ( v(x) ∫ R^2 ( |x|^2 − 2x · y + |y|^2 ) v(y)S_2(|x|^2v)(y)dy )

=P ⟨ |x|^2v, S_2(|x|^2v) ⟩ v(x) = ‖S_2(|x|^2v)‖^2_L2 v(x).

(4.25)

Let ϕ(x) = P vG_{−1}vS_2(|x|^2v)(x), by S_3(|x|^2v) = 0 and (4.25), one has

(S_2 − S_3)vG_{−1}vP vG_{−1}v(S_2 − S_3)(|x|^2v)(x) = [ (S_2 − S_3)vG_{−1}vϕ ] (x) =(S_2 − S_3)v(x) ∫ R^2 ( |x|^2 − 2x · y + |y|^2 ) v(y)ϕ(y)dy =‖S_2(|x|^2v)‖^2_L2 (S_2 − S_3)|x|^2v(x) ∫ R^2 v(y)v(y)dy =‖V ‖_L1 ‖S_2(|x|^2v)‖^2_L2 v(x).

Furthermore, ⟨ S_2(|x|^2v), (S_2 − S_3)vG_{−1}vP vG_{−1}v(S_2 − S_3)(|x|^2v) ⟩ = ‖V ‖_L1 ‖S_2(|x|^2v)‖^4_L2 . (4.26)

Using (4.25) and S_3(|x|^2v) = 0, we have ⟨ S_2(|x|^2v), (S_2 − S_3)vG_{−1}vT_0D_4T_0vG_{−1}vS_2(|x|^2v) ⟩ = ⟨ D_4T_0P vG_{−1}vS_2(|x|^2v), T_0P vG_{−1}vS_2(|x|^2v) ⟩ = ‖S_2(|x|^2v)‖^4_L2 ⟨ D_4T_0v, T_0v ⟩ . (4.27)

Combing (4.26) and (4.27), one has ⟨ S_2(|x|^2v), L_1(|x|^2v) ⟩ = ‖S_2(|x|^2v)‖^4_L2 ‖V ‖_L1 ( 1 − ⟨D_4T_0v, T_0v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 ) . (4.28)

Let η = D_4S_3T_0v and ξ = S_3T_0v, then ξ = D^{−1}_4 η = (T_3 + S_4)η. By S_3D_4 = D_4S_3 = D_4, thus we have 1 − ⟨D_4T_0v, T_0v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 = 1 −

⟨S_3D_4T_0v, S_3T_0v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 = 1 − ⟨η, ξ⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 . Noting that T_3 + S_4 = ( − c_+a_+S_3vG_1vS_3 + S_4 ) + S_3T^2_0 S_3 := A_1 + B_1, by (2.25) we know that for f ∈ S_3L^2, ⟨f, A_1f⟩ = ‖V ‖_L1 1024 ( ⟨x^2_1v, f⟩^2 + ⟨x^2v, f⟩^2 + 2⟨x_1x_2v, f⟩^2 ) + ‖S_4f‖^2_L2 > 0,

since η = D_4ξ = S_3D_4ξ ∈ S_3L^2, thus ⟨η, A_1η⟩ > 0. Furthermore, 0 < ⟨η, A_1η⟩ = ⟨η, (T_3 + S_4)η − B_1η⟩ = ⟨η, ξ⟩ − ⟨η, B_1η⟩. (4.29) By S_3T_0Q = QT_0S_3 = 0, then

B_1η = S_3T^2_0 S_3η = S_3T_0P T_0S_3η =

⟨T_0S_3η, v⟩S_3T_0v ‖V ‖_L1 = ⟨η, S_3T_0v⟩S_3T_0v ‖V ‖_L1 = ⟨η, ξ⟩ξ ‖V ‖_L1 , which by (4.29) implies that 0 < ⟨η, A_1η⟩ = ⟨η, ξ⟩ − | ⟨η, ξ⟩ |_2 ‖V ‖_L1 , which implies that ⟨η, ξ⟩ ≠ 0 and 1−^{⟨η,ξ⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} ≠ 0. Then we have 1−^{⟨D4T0v,T0v⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} ≠ 0 and ⟨ S_2(|x|^2v), L_1(|x|^2v) ⟩ ≠ 0. Thus, L_1 is invertible on (S_2 − S_3)L^2. Hence d_1 exists on (S_2 − S_3)L^2 for enough small λ.

Note that (S_2 − S_3)L^2 = span{S_2(|x|^2v)} ( i.e. rank(S_2 − S_3) = 1 ). Let f ∈ L^2, then L_1f = (S_2−S_3)L_1f ∈ (S_2 −S_3)L^2. Thus, L_1f = ⟨S_2(|x|^2v), L_1f⟩(S_2|x|^2v), and L_1 = tr(L_1) := c_1 ≠ 0 by ⟨ S_2(|x|^2v), L_1(|x|^2v) ⟩ ≠ 0. Similarly, L_2 = tr(L_2) := c_2 and L_3 = tr(L_3) := c_3. Thus, we have

d_1 = ( g^+_0 (λ)^2L_1 + g^+_0 (λ)L_2 + L_3 )_{−1}

=g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}(S_2 − S_3) ( L_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}L_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}L_3 )_{−1} (S_2 − S_3)

=g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}(S_2 − S_3) ( c_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}c_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}c_3 )_{−1} (S_2 − S_3)

:=g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}h^+(λ)(S_2 − S_3),

where h^+(λ) = ( c_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}c_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}c_3 )_{−1} and h^+(λ) = O_1(1). □

Now we start to compute the inverse of A^+_1 (λ) as follows:

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 18. If zero is the second kind of resonance of the spectrum of H, then for 0 < |λ| ≪ 1, ( A^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} =D_4 + h^+(λ) ~S(λ),

where D_4 = T^{−1}_3 and ~S(λ) = ~S = ( b_{11} b_{12} b_{21} b_{22} ) , which h(λ) is defined in Lemma 4.7, and b_{ij} = b_{ij}(λ) are absolutely bounded operators for enough small λ as follows:

b_{11} =g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}(S_2 − S_3),

b_{12} = − ( S_2 − S_3 )( g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}vG_{−1}vT_0 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v) ) D_4,

b_{21} = − D_4 ( g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}T_0vG_{−1}v + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v) )( S_2 − S_3 ) , b_{22} =D_4 ( T_0vG_{−1}v + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v) )( S_2 − S_3 ) × ( vG_{−1}vT_0 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}(T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v) ) D_4.

(4.30)

Moreover, ‖ ~S(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 = O_1(1) for small enough λ.

In addition, if zero is not the first kind of resonance, the same formula holds for ( A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1} with D_4 = (T_3 + S_4)^{−1}.

Proof. We only prove the case of S_4 ≠ 0 since the case of S_4 = 0 is identical. In this case, T_3 + S_4 is invertible on S_3L^2. Observe that vG_{−1}vS_3 = 0, we have

A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 = ( (S_2 − S_3) + S_3 )( g^+_0 (λ)^2vG_{−1}vP vG_{−1}v + g^+_0 (λ) ( vG_{−1}vT_0 + T_0vG_{−1}v ) + T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v )( (S_2 − S_3) + S_3 ) . By block format we write A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 as follows:

A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 = ( a_{11} a_{12} a_{21} a_{22} ) , (4.31)

where a_{ij} = a_{ij}(λ) are bounded operators for small enough λ as follows:

a_{11} =(S_2 − S_3) ( g^+_0 (λ)^2vG_{−1}vP vG_{−1}v

+ g^+_0 (λ) ( vG_{−1}vT_0 + T_0vG_{−1}v ) + T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v ) (S_2 − S_3),

a_{12} =(S_2 − S_3) ( g^+_0 (λ)vG_{−1}vT_0 + T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v ) S_3,

a_{21} =S_3 ( g^+_0 (λ)T_0vG_{−1}v + T^2_0 − c_+a_+vG_1v ) (S_2 − S_3),

a_{22} =S_3T^2_0 S_3 − c_+a_+S_3vG_1vS_3 + S_4 = T_3 + S_4.

By Lemma 4.2, then A^+(λ) + S_4 has a bounded inverse if and only if

d_1 := (a_{11} − a_{12}a^{−1}_{22} a_{21})^{−1}

exist and is bounded. Let D_4 = (T_3 + S_4)^{−1} : S_3L^2 → S_3L^2. Note that rank(S_2 − S_3) = 1, and S_3D_4 = D_4S_3 = D_4. By Lemma 4.7, the inverse operator

d_1 := g^+_0 (λ)^{−2} ( L_1 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}L_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}L_3 )_{−1} exists on (S_2 − S_3)L^2 for enough small λ > 0, and

d_1 = g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}h^+(λ)(S_2 − S_3).

Using Lemma 4.2 again, A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 is invertible and ( A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1} =D_4 + h^+(λ) ~S(λ), where ~S(λ) = ~S = ( b_{11} b_{12} b_{21} b_{22} ) , where b_{i,j}(λ) are bounded operators defined in (4.30).

It is easy to check that ‖ ~S(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 = O_1(1) for small enough λ. □

(III) The second kind of resonance. If zero is the second kind of resonance, then T_3 is invertible on S_3L^2, let D_4 = T^{−1}_3 . Since ( ~ M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} = ( A^+_1 (λ) )_{−1}( I + W^+_2 (λ) ( A^+_1 (λ) )_{−1})−1 . Note that D_4B^1 = B^1 D_4 = 0, D_4B^1_2 D_4 = 0, by Lemma 4.8 and (4.24), we have ( ~ M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} =h^+(λ)S_2Γ^2_{0,1}S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^5λ^2S_2Γ^2_{,1}S_2 + λ^2S_2Γ^2_{,2}S_2

+ g^+_0 (λ)^{10}λ^4S_2Γ^2_{4,1}S_2 + λ^4S_2Γ^2_{4,2}S_2 + O_1(λ^4 ln λ).

By (4.24) one has ( M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} = g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}h^+(λ)

λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^4S_2Γ^2_{0,1}S_2 + S_2Γ^2_{0,2}S_2

+ g^+_0 (λ)^9λ^2S_2Γ^2_{,1}S_2 + λ^2S_2Γ^2_{,1}S_2 + O_1 ( λ^2(ln λ)^{−1} ) . According to Lemma 4.1 and (4.22), ( ~ M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} = h^+(λ)

λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,1}S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^5S_2Γ^2_{0,1}S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)S_2Γ^2_{0,2}S_2 + g^+_0 (λ)^{10}λ^2S_2Γ^2_{,1}S_2

+ g^+_0 (λ)λ^2S_2Γ^2_{,1}S_2 + O_1 ( λ^2 ) . By the same argument with the proof of the first kind of resonance, we immediately get ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = h^±(λ) λ^2

S_2Γ^2_{−2,0}S_2 + g^±_0 (λ)^5 ( S_2Γ^2_{0,1} + Γ^2_{0,2}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{0,3}Q + QΓ^2_{0,4}S_1 )

+ g^±_0 (λ)^{10}λ^2 ( S_2Γ^2_{,1} + Γ^2_{,2}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{,3}Q + QΓ^2_{,4}S_1 )

+ g^±_0 (λ)λ^2 ( S_2Γ^2_{,5} + Γ^2_{,6}S_2 + S_1Γ^2_{,7}Q + QΓ^2_{,8}S_1 ) + O_1(λ^2).

Thus the expansions of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} of the second kind resonance is completed. □

If zero is not the second kind of resonance. Then T_3 is not invertible on S_3L^2. Let S_4 is the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_3. Then T_3 + S_4 is invertible on S_3L^2. Let D_4 = (T_3 + S_4)^{−1}. Noting that the identity, ( ~ M^+_3 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1} = ( A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1}( I + W^+_2 (λ) ( A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1})−1 , by using Lemma 4.8 and (4.24), we have by Neumann series ( ~ M^+_3 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1} =D_4 + ~S − g^+_0 (λ)^5λ^2B^2_1 − g^+_0 (λ)^4λ^2B^2 − g^+_0 (λ)^3λ^2B^2_3 − g^+_0 (λ)^2λ^2B^2_4

− g^+_0 (λ)λ^2B^2_5 (λ) − ~g^+_2 (λ)λ^2B^2_6 − λ^2B^2_7 − g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}λ^2B^2_9 − g^+_0 (λ)^{−2}λ^2B^2_{11}

+ O_1(λ^{4−ϵ}),

(4.32)

where B^2_j = −a_+ ( D_4 + h^+(λ) ~S ) S_2B^1_j S_2 ( D_4 + h^+(λ) ~S ) , 1 ≤ j ≤ 11.

According to Lemma 4.1, ~M^+_3 (λ) has bounded inverse if and only if

M^+_4 (λ) := S_4 − S_4 ( ~ M^+_3 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1} S_4 (4.33) has bounded inverse on S_4L^2. Since

S_4 ~S = ~SS_4 = 0, S_4 ( A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1} = ( A^+_1 (λ) + S_4 )_{−1} S_4 = S_4,

thus S_4B_j = B_jS_4 = 0(j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7), S_4 ~B_j = ~B_jS_4 = 0(j = 1, 2, 3, 7). Moreover, S_4B^2_j S_4 = 0(j = 1, · · · , 5, 8, 10, 11),

S_4B^2_6 S_4 = −a_+S_4vG_2vS_4, S_4B^2_7 S_4 = −a_+S_4vG_3vS_4, S_4B^2_9 S_4 = c^2_+a_+ ( S_4vG_1vQSQvG_1vS_4 + S_4vG_1vQSD_2SQvG_1vS_4 ) . Hence, by (4.32) and (4.33) one has

M^+_4 (λ) = − a_+~g^+_2 (λ)λ^2 ( S_4vG_2vS_4 + ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}S_4vG_3vS_4 − c^2_+~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}g^+_0 (λ)^{−1} × ( S_4vG_1vQSQvG_1vS_4 + S_4vG_1vQSD_2SQvG_1vS_4 ) + O(λ^{2−ϵ}) ) := − a_+~g^+_2 (λ)λ^2 ~M^+_4 (λ).

Let T_4 = S_4vG_2vS_4. Then ~M^+_4 (λ) =T_4 + W^+_3 (λ), (4.34)

where W^+_3 (λ) =~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}S_4vG_3vS_4 − ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}c^2_+ ( S_4vG_1vQSQvG_1vS_4 + S_4vG_1vQSD_2SQvG_1vS_4 ) + O(λ^{2−ϵ}). (IV) The third kind of resonance. If zero is the third kind of resonance of H. Then T_4 is invertible on S_4L^2, and set D_5 = T^{−1}_4 . Since ( ~ M^+_4 (λ) )_{−1} = D_5 ( I + W^+_3 (λ)D_5 )_{−1} , ( M^+_4 (λ) )_{−1} = − ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1} a_+λ^2 ( ~ M^+_4 (λ) )_{−1} , by Neumann series one has ( M^+_4 (λ) )_{−1} = −~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}D_5 a_+λ^2 + ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−2}D_5vG_3vD_5

a_+λ^2

+ O_1(λ^{−2}(ln λ)^{−3}).

Using Lemma 4.1 and (4.32), we have (~ M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} = ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}D_5

λ^4 − ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−2}g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}D_5vG_3vD_5 λ^4

+ O_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−4} ) . Using (4.24) one has ( M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} = ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}D_5

λ^4 − ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−2}g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}D_5vG_3vD_5 λ^4

+ O_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−4} ) . By the same arguments as in the proof of the second kind of resonance, we immediately obtain that ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} = ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1} λ^4

D_5 −

~g^+_2 (λ)^{−2} λ^4

D_5vG_3vD_5 + O_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−3} )

:= ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1} λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,1}S_4 +

~g^+_2 (λ)^{−2} λ^4

S_4Γ^3_{−4,2}S_4 + O_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−3} ) . Thus the expansions of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} of the third kind resonance is completed. □

Before computing the expansions of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} of the fourth kind resonance, we first give a lemma as follows.

Lemma 4.9. ker(S_5vG_3vS_5) = {0}, thus the operator T_5 = S_5vG_3vS_5 is invertible on S_5L^2.

Proof. If f ∈ ker(S_5vG_3vS_5), then S_5vG_3vS_5f = 0 for f ∈ S_5L^2, and 0 = ⟨S_5vG_3vS_5f, f⟩ = ⟨G_3vf, vf⟩. Since

R^+_0 (μ^4) = b_+ λ^2

I + g^+_0 (λ)G_{−1} + G_0 + c_+λ^2G_1 + ~g^+_2 (λ)G_2 + λ^4G_3 + O(λ^{6−ϵ}|x − y|^{8−ϵ}), so, G_3 =

R^+_0 (λ^4) −^{b+}_{λ2} I − g^+_0 (λ)G_{−1} − G_0 − c_+λ^2G_1 − ~g^+_2 (λ)G_2 + O(λ^{6−ϵ}|x − y|^{8−ϵ}) λ^4 . Noting that for f ∈ S_5L^2, ⟨G_2vf, vf⟩ = ⟨G_1vf, vf⟩ = ⟨G_{−1}vf, vf⟩ = 0, ⟨Ivf, vf⟩ = ⟨v(x)Iv(y)f(y), f(y)⟩ = ⟨P f, f⟩ = 0, we get that 0 =⟨S_5vG_3vS_5f, f⟩ = ⟨G_3vf, vf⟩ = lim_{λ→0}

⟨R+_0 (λ4) −^b+_{λ2} I − g+_0 (λ)G_{−1} − G_0 − c_+λ2G_1 − ~g+_2 (λ)G_2 + O(λ6−ϵ|x − y|8−ϵ) λ^4 vf, vf ⟩

= lim_{λ→0} 1 λ^4 ⟨( R^+_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) vf, vf ⟩ . Notice that G_0 = (Δ^2)^{−1}, by using the Fourier transform one has

0 = lim_{λ→0} 1 λ^4 ⟨( 1 ξ^4 − λ^4 − 1 ξ^4 ) ^vf(ξ), ^vf (ξ) ⟩

= lim_{λ→0} ⟨ ^vf(ξ) (ξ^4 − λ^4)ξ^4 , ^vf(ξ) ⟩ = ⟨ ^vf(ξ) ξ^8 , ^vf(ξ) ⟩

= ∫ R^2 |^vf(ξ)|^2 ξ^8 dξ = ⟨G_0vf, G_0vf⟩, where we use the monotone convergence theorem as λ → 0 by choosing λ ∈ C such that λ^4 < 0. Thus, vf = 0 since ^vf = 0. Noting that f ∈ S_5L^2, hence f = −UvG_0vf = 0. □

(V) The fourth kind of resonance. If zero is not the fourth kind of resonance, then T_4 is not invertible on S_4L^2. Let S_5 is the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_4, then T_4 + S_5 is invertible on S_4L^2, and set D_5 = (T_4 + S_5)^{−1}. Noting that the identity ( ~ M^+_4 (λ) + S_5 )_{−1} = D_5 ( I + W^+_3 (λ)D_5 )_{−1} , by (4.34) and Neumann series, we have ( ~ M^+_4 (λ) + S_5 )_{−1} =D_5 − ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}D_5vG_3vD_5 + ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}g^+_0 (λ)^{−1}c^2_+ ( D_5vG_1vQSQvG_1vD_5 + D_5vG_1vQSD_2SQvG_1vD_5 ) + O((ln λ)^{−3}).

According to Lemma 4.1, ~M^+_4 (λ) has bounded inverse if and only if

M^+_5 (λ) := S_5 − S_5 ( ~ M^+_4 (λ) + S_5 )_{−1} S_5 (4.35)

has bounded inverse on S_5L^2(R^2 ). Note that S_5vG_1vQ = QvG_1vS_5 = 0, by Neumann series one has

M_5(λ) = ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}S_5vG_3vS_5 + O ( (ln λ)^{−2} ) . By Lemma 4.9, T_5 = S_5vG_3vS_5 is invertible on S_5L^2. Let D_6 = T^{−1}_5 . Then we have ( M_5(λ) )_{−1} = ~g^+_2 (λ)D_6 + O ( (ln λ)^{−2} ) . By the same arguments as in the proof of the third kind of resonance, we immediately obtain that ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} = 1 λ^4

S_5D_6S_5 +

~g^+_2 (λ)^{−1}

λ^4 ( S_4Γ^4_{−4,1}S_4 ) + ~g^+_2 (λ)^{−2} λ^4

S_4Γ^4_{−4,2}S_4 + O_1 ( λ^{−4}(ln λ)^{−3} ) . Thus, the expansions of ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} of the fourth kind resonance is completed. □

5. Classification of threshold spectral subspaces

By Definition 2.4 we know that the four projection subspaces S_iL^2(i = 1, 2, 4, 5) define the four zero resonance types. In this section, we will identity these four subspace by the distributional solutions of Hϕ = 0 in the weighted spaces L^∞_s with some s ∈ R.

We define ln^+ t = ln t for t > 1 and ln^+ t = 0 for 0 < t ≤ 1; ln^− t = 0 for t > 1 and ln^− t = − ln t for 0 < t ≤ 1. Then ln t = ln^+ t − ln^− t.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 14. Then f ∈ S_1L^2(R^2 ) \ {0} if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞_{−1}(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense, and

ϕ = −G_0vf + c_3x_2 + c_2x_1 + c_1,

where c_1, c_2, c_3 are some constants as follows:

c_1 = ⟨f_2, T_0f⟩⟨x_2v, f_1⟩⟨x_1v, v⟩ ‖f_2‖^2_{L2(R2 )}‖f_1‖^2_{L2(R2 )}‖V ‖_L1_{(R}2_) − ⟨f_1, T_0f⟩⟨x_1v, v⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2(R2 )}‖V ‖_L1_{(R}2_) + ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1_{(R}2_) ,

c_2 = − ⟨f_2, T_0f⟩⟨x_2v, f_1⟩ ‖f_2‖^2_{L2(R2 )}‖f_1‖^2_{L2(R2 )} + ⟨f_1, T_0f⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2(R2 )}

, c_3 = ⟨f_2, T_0f⟩ ‖f_2‖^2_{L2(R2 )} .

Proof. Let f ∈ S_1L^2. Then one has S_0(U + vG_0v)f = 0. Hence we have

0 = S_0(U + vG_0v)f = (I − ~P )(U + vG_0v)f = Uf + vG_0vf − ~P T_0f,

where ~P is the projection onto the span{v, x_1v, x_2v} = (S_0L^2)^⊥. Let v, f_1 and f_2 are the orthogonal basis of (S_0L^2)^⊥ by the Schmidt orthogonalization, i.e. setting f_1 = x_1v − ⟨x_1v, v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 v, f_2 = x_2v −

⟨x_2v, f_1⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} f_1 − ⟨x_2v, v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 v. Then it follows that ~P T_0f =⟨f^2, T^0f⟩ ‖f_2‖^2_{L2} f_2 + ⟨f_1, T_0f⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} f_1 + ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 v =x_2v ⟨f_2, T_0f⟩ ‖f_2‖^2_{L2}

+ x_1v ( − ⟨f_2, T_0f⟩⟨x_2v, f_1⟩ ‖f_2‖^2_{L2} ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} + ⟨f_1, T_0f⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} )

+ v ( ⟨f_2, T_0f⟩⟨x_2v, f_1⟩⟨x_1v, v⟩ ‖f_2‖^2_{L2} ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} ‖V ‖_L1 − ⟨f_1, T_0f⟩⟨x_1v, v⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} ‖V ‖_L1 + ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 )

:=c_3x_2v + c_2x_1v + c_1v. Furthermore, we have Uf = −vG_0vf + ~P T_0f = −vG_0vf + c_3x_2v + c_2x_1v + c_1v.

Since U^2 = 1, then f = U^2f = Uv(−G_0vf + c_3x_2 + c_2x_1 + c_1) := Uvϕ.

Thus, vf = vUvϕ = V ϕ. To show that Hϕ = (Δ^2 + V )ϕ = 0, noting that Δ^2(c_3x_2 + c_2x_1 + c_1) = 0 and G_0 = ( Δ^2 )_{−1} , one has (Δ^2 + V )ϕ = −vf + V ϕ = 0.

Next, we show that ϕ ∈ L^∞_{−1} := {⟨x⟩^{−1}ϕ ∈ L^∞}. Since c_3x_2 + c_2x_1 + c_1 ∈ L^∞_{−1}, it suffices to show that G_0vf(x) = 1 8π ∫ R^2 |x − y|^2 ln |x − y|v(y)f(y)dy ∈ L^∞_{−1}. In fact, if f ∈ S_0L^2, by the orthogonality ⟨x_1v, f⟩ = ⟨x_2v, f⟩ = ⟨v, f⟩ = 0, then ∫ R^2 |x|^2 ln |x|v(y)f(y)dy = ∫ R^2 x · y ln |x|v(y)f(y)dy = 0, which leads to

G_0vf(x) = 1 8π ∫ R^2 |x|^2(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy − 1 4π ∫ R^2 x · y(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy + 1 8π ∫ R^2

|y|^2 ln |x − y|v(y)f(y)dy := I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

(5.1)

We now begin to estimate the first integral I_1. We have

I_1 = 1 8π ∫ |x|>2|y| |x|^2(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy + 1 8π ∫ |x|≤2|y| |x|^2(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy := I_{11} + I_{12}. (5.2)

For I_{11}. If |x| > 2|y|, then |x − y| < 2|x|, hence^{|x−y|−|x|}_{|x|} < 1. By Taylor’s formula we have ln |x − y| |x| = ln ( 1 + |x − y| − |x| |x| ) = O ( |y| |x| ) . (5.3)

By Hölder’s inequality and (5.3), one has

|I_{11}| = | | ∫ |x|>2|y| |x|^2(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy | |

≲|x| ∫ R^2 |yv(y)| · |f(y)|dy ≲ |x|‖yv(y)‖_L2 ‖f‖_L2 ≲ |x| ∈ L^∞_{−1}.

For I_{12}. We have ∫ |x|≤2|y| |x|^2(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy = ∫ |x|≤2|y| |x|^2 ( ln^+ |x − y| − ln^+ |x| ) · v(y)f(y)dy − ∫ |x|≤2|y| |x|^2 ( ln^− |x − y| − ln^− |x| ) · v(y)f(y)dy := J_1 + J_2.

For the first term J_1. If |x| ≤ 2|y|, then |x − y| ≤ 3(1 + |y|) and |x| ≤ 2(1 + |y|). Since log^+(·) is a nondecreasing function, then one has | | ln^+ |x − y| − ln^+ |x| | | ≤ ln^+ |x − y| + ln^+ |x| ≲ 1 + log^+(1 + |y|) ≲ ⟨y⟩^{0+}, as |x| ≤ 2|y|. (5.4)

Thus by Hölder’s inequality and (5.4), one has |J_1| ≲ ∫ |x|≤2|y| |x|^2 ( ln^+ |x − y| + ln^+ |x| ) · |v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ ∫ |x|≤2|y| |x|^2⟨y⟩^{0+} · |v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ ∫ |x|≤2|y| ⟨y⟩^{2+}|v(y)f(y)|dy ≤ ‖v(·)⟨·⟩^{2+}‖_L2 ‖f‖_L2 < ∞. For the second term J_2. By using the definition of function ln^−(·), we have |x|^2 ln^− |x| ≲ 1. Then by Hölder’s inequality again, we have |J_2| ≤ ∫ |x|≤2|y|, |x−y|<1 |x|^2 ( − ln |x − y| ) · |v(y)f(y)|dy + ∫ |x|≤2|y| |x|^2 ln^− |x|| · |v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ ∫ |x−y|<1 |y|^2 1 |x − y|^{0+} · |v(y)f(y)|dy + |x|^2 ln^− |x| ∫ |x|≤2|y| |v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ ∫ |x−y|<1 1 |x − y|^{0+} · |y^2v(y)f(y)|dy + ∫ |x|≤2|y| |yv(y)f(y)|dy

≲ (∫ |x−y|<1 ( 1 |x − y|^{0+} )_2 dy )_{1/2} ‖y^2v(y)‖_L∞ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖yv(y)‖_L2 ‖f‖_L2 ≲‖y^2v(y)‖_L∞ ‖f‖_L2 + ‖yv(y)‖_L2 ‖f‖_L2 < ∞. Combining the estimates for J_1 and J_2 above, then |I_{12}| ≤ |J_1| + |J_2| < ∞. Hence combining with the estimates for I_{11} and I_{12} above, it follows that I_1 ∈ L^∞_{−1}.

By the same arguments with I_1, and notice that |x · y| ≤ |x||y|, we immediately obtain that I_2 ∈ L^∞_{−1}. Next, we turn to estimate the last integral I_3. By Hölder’s inequality again we have

|I_3| = | | ∫ R^2 ln |x − y| · |y|^2v(y)f(y)dy | | = | | ∫ |x−y|<1 ln |x − y| · |y|^2v(y)f(y)dy + ∫ |x−y|≥1 ln |x − y| · |y|^2v(y)f(y)dy | |

≲ ∫ |x−y|<1 |y|^2|v(y)f(y)| |x − y|^{0+} dy + ∫ |x−y|≥1 |x − y|^{0+} · |y|^2v(y)f(y)dy ≲ ∫ |x−y|<1 |y|^2|v(y)f(y)| |x − y|^{0+} dy + |x|^{0+} ∫ R^2 |y|^{2+}|v(y)f(y)|dy ≲1 + |x|^{0+} ∈ L^∞_{−1}.

Hence combining with all estimates for I_i(i = 1, 2, 3) above and (5.1), we obtain that G_0vf ∈ L^∞_{−1}. That is, we get ϕ ∈ L^∞_{−1}.

Conversely, let ϕ ∈ L^∞_{−1} satisfy Hϕ = 0 and f = Uvϕ. Then we will prove f ∈ S_2L^2 below. Firstly, we show that f ∈ S_0L^2, i.e. ⟨v, f⟩ = ⟨x_1v, f⟩ = ⟨x_2v, f⟩ = 0. Indeed, let η ∈ C^∞_0 (R^2 ) such that η(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1 and η(x) = 0 for |x| > 2. Notice that vf = V ϕ = −Δ^2ϕ, then we have for any δ > 0, | | ∫ R^2 v(y)f(y)η(δy)dy | | = | | ∫ R^2 ( Δ^2ϕ(y) ) η(δy)dy | | = | | ∫ R^2

ϕ(y) · Δ^2 ( η(δy) ) dy | | =δ^4 | | ∫ R^2 ⟨y⟩^{−1}ϕ(y) · ⟨y⟩(Δ^2η)(δy)dy | |

≤δ^4‖⟨y⟩^{−1}ϕ(y)‖_L∞ ∫ R^2 | ⟨y⟩(Δ^2η)(δy) | dy ≲δ^2‖⟨y⟩^{−1}ϕ(y)‖_L∞ ‖Δ^2η‖_L1 .

(5.5)

Taking the limit δ → 0 for (5.5), by the dominated convergence theorem we obtain that ⟨v, f⟩ = 0. Similarly, we also have ⟨x_1v, f⟩ = ⟨x_2v, f⟩ = 0. Hence we get f ∈ S_0L^2.

Next, we turn to prove ϕ = −G_0vf + c_3x_2 + c_2x_1 + c_1. In fact, because of f ∈ S_0L^2, by using the estimates of I_i(i = 1, 2, 3) in (5.1), we have G_0vf ∈ L^∞_{−1} and ϕ + G_0vf ∈ L^∞_{−1}. Noting that

Δ^2(ϕ + G_0vf) = Δ^2 ( ϕ + (Δ^2)^{−1}vf ) = Δ^2(ϕ + vf) = (Δ^2 + V )(ϕ) = 0, (5.6)

then it follows from (5.6) that Fourier transform of the function ϕ + G_0vf is supported at the origin, which is the sum of finite derivatives of Dirac distribution δ ( See e.g. [Gr14] ). This immediately implies that ϕ + G_0vf is a polynomial on R^2 . Since ϕ + G_0vf ∈ L^∞_{−1}, the degree of the polynomial ϕ + G_0vf is at most 1. Hence we may write that

ϕ = −G_0vf + ~c_3x_2 + ~c_2x_1 + ~c_1,

where ~c_i(i = 1, 2, 3) are some constants. Since T_0 = U + vG_0v and

0 = Hϕ = ( Δ^2 + V ) ϕ = − ( Δ^2 + V )( G_0vf ) + ( Δ^2 + V )( ~c_3x_2 + ~c_2x_1 + ~c_1 ) = − Uv ( U + vG_0v ) f + U ( ~c_3x_2v^2 + ~c_2x_1v^2 + ~c_1v^2 ) =U ( − vT_0f + ~c_3x_2v^2 + ~c_2x_1v^2 + ~c_1v^2 ) , we obtain

~c_1v^2 + ~c_2x_1v^2 + ~c_3x_2v^2 = vT_0f, (5.7)

which leads to ~c_1⟨v, v⟩ + ~c_2⟨v, x_1v⟩ + ~c_3⟨v, x_2v⟩ = ⟨v, T_0f⟩. (5.8) By (5.7), we also have

~c_1x_1v^2 + ~c_2x^2_1v^2 + ~c_3x_1x_2v^2 = x_1vT_0f, ~c_1x_2v^2 + ~c_2x_1x_2v^2 + ~c_3x^2v^2 = x_2vT_0f,

which imply that ~c_1⟨x_1v, v⟩ + ~c_2⟨x_1v, x_1v⟩ + ~c_3⟨x_1v, x_2v⟩ = ⟨x_1v, T_0f⟩, ~c_1⟨x_2v, v⟩ + ~c_2⟨x_2v, x_1v⟩ + ~c_3⟨x_2v, x_2v⟩ = ⟨x_2v, T_0f⟩. (5.9)

Let ~c = ( ~c_1, ~c_2, ~c_3 )_⊺ , b = ( ⟨v, T_0f⟩, ⟨x_1v, T_0f⟩, ⟨x_2v, T_0f⟩ )_⊺ , and A = ⟨v, v⟩ ⟨v, x_1v⟩ ⟨v, x_2v⟩ ⟨x_1v, v⟩ ⟨x_1v, x_1v⟩ ⟨x_1v, x_2v⟩ ⟨x_2v, v⟩ ⟨x_2v, x_1v⟩ ⟨x_2v, x_2v⟩ .

Then the identities (5.8) and (5.9) can be written as A~c = b. Let k := (k_1, k_2, k_3) ∈ R^3 . Since v, x_1v, x_2v are linear independent, so for each k ≠ 0, we have k_1v + k_2x_1v + k_3x_2v ≠ 0 and 0 < ( k_1v + k_2x_1v + k_3x_2v, k_1v + k_2x_1v + k_3x_2v ) = kAk^⊺, hence kAk^⊺ is a positive definite quadratic form, and the metrix A is positive definite, which gives that det(A) > 0. Thus the linear equations A~c = b has an unique solution. Notice that

x_1v = f_1 + ⟨x_1v, v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 v, x_2v = f_2 + ⟨x_2v, f_1⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} f_1 + ⟨x_2v, v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 v, it is easy to check that the specific c = (c_1, c_2, c_2)^⊺ from Proposition 5.1 is a solution of the linear equations A~c = b. Hence, we must have ~c_i = c_i(i = 1, 2, 3).

Finally, by f = Uvϕ and Hϕ = 0 one has S_0T_0S_0f = S_0T_0(Uvϕ) = S_0(U + vG_0f)(Uvϕ) = S_0(vG_0vϕ + vϕ) = S_0vG_0 ( Δ^2 + V ) ϕ = S_0vG_0Hϕ = 0.

(5.10)

Thus we have concluded that f ∈ S_1L^2. □

Proposition 5.2. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 18. Then f ∈ S_2L^2(R^2 ) \ {0} if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense, and ϕ = −G_0vf + ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1_{(R}2_) . Proof. Since S_2 ≤ S_1, by Proposition 5.1, we know that f ∈ S_1L^2 if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞_{−1} such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense and

ϕ = −G_0vf + c_3x_2 + c_2x_1 + c_1.

Thus, we just need to further prove that c_1 =^{⟨v,T0 f⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} , c_2 = c_3 = 0, and ϕ ∈ L^∞. Indeed, by the proof of Proposition 5.1, we know that

f_1 = x_1v − ⟨x_1v, v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 v ∈ QL^2, f_2 = x_2v − ⟨x_2v, f_1⟩ ‖f_1‖^2_{L2} f_1 − ⟨x_2v, v⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 v ∈ QL^2. If f ∈ S_2L^2, then QT_0f = 0. Hence ⟨f_i, T_0f⟩ = ⟨Qf_i, T_0f⟩ = ⟨f_i, QT_0f⟩ = 0, i = 1, 2, which leads to c_1 =^{⟨v,T0f⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} , and c_2 = c_3 = 0.

Next, we show that ϕ ∈ L^∞. Since^{⟨v,T0 f⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} ∈ L^∞, it suffices to show that

G_0vf(x) = 1 8π ∫ R^2 |x − y|^2 ln |x − y|v(y)f(y)dy ∈ L^∞. If f ∈ S_2L^2 ⊂ S_1L^2, then using the orthogonality S_2v = 0, S_2(x_iv) = 0(i = 1, 2), one has ∫ R^2 |x|^2 ln |x|v(y)f(y)dy = ∫ R^2 x · y ln |x|v(y)f(y)dy = ∫ R^2 x · y |x|^2 v(y)f(y)dy = 0.

Furthermore, we have

G_0vf(x) = 1 16π ∫ R^2 |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy − 1 4π ∫ R^2 x · y(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy + 1 8π ∫ R^2

|y|^2 ln |x − y|v(y)f(y)dy := I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

(5.11)

For the first integral I_1. We have

I_1 = 1 16π ∫ |x|>4y |x|^2 [ ln ( |x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy + 1 16π ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy := I_{11} + I_{12}.

(5.12)

For I_{11}. Since |x| > 4|y|, then^{|x−y|2−|x|2}_{|x|2} < 1. By Taylor’s formula one has ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 = ln ( 1 + |x − y|^2 − |x|^2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 = |y|^2 |x|^2 + O ( |y|2+ |x|^{2+} ) . (5.13)

By (5.13) and Hölder’s inequality, one has |I_{11}| ≤ | | ∫ |x|>4|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy | | ≲ ‖y_2v(y)‖_{L2} ‖f‖_{L2} < ∞. For I_{12}. Note that the definition of the functions ln^+(·) and ln^−(·), by Hölder’s inequality one has

|I_{12}| = | | ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy | | ≲ | | ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 ( ln |x − y| − ln |x| ) v(y)f(y)dy | | + ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 |y|^2 |x|^2 |v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ | ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 ( ln^+ |x − y| − ln^+ |x| ) · |v(y)f(y)|dy | | | + | | ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 ( ln^− |x − y| − ln^− |x| ) · |v(y)f(y)|dy | | + ∫ R^2 y^2|v(y)f(y)|dy :=J_1 + J_2 + ∫ R^2 y^2|v(y)f(y)|dy. Hence by the same arguments as in the proof of the terms J_1 and J_2 of Proposition 5.1, we get that I_{12} ∈ L^∞. Combining with the estimates I_{11} and I_{12} above, we immediately get I_1 ∈ L^∞.

For I_2 and I_3, by using the same arguments with the proof of I_2 and I_3 in Proposition 5.1, we obtain that both I_2 and I_3 in (5.11) are in L^∞.

Combining all computations above, we obtain that G_0vf ∈ L^∞ and ϕ ∈ L^∞. On the other hand, let ϕ ∈ L^∞ satisfy Hϕ = 0 and f = Uvϕ. By the similar methods of (5.5) and (5.10), we have ⟨v, f⟩ = 0, ⟨x_iv, f⟩ = 0, i = 1, 2, S_0T_0S_0f = 0. Then we can obtain that f ∈ S_1L^2. By the estimates of I_i(i = 1, 2, 3) in (5.11), we have G_0vf ∈ L^∞ ⊂ L^∞_{−1}. By Proposition 5.1, then ϕ = −G_0vf +c_3x_2 +c_2x_1 +c_1. Thus c_3x_2 +c_2x_1 = ϕ+G_0vf −c_1 ∈ L^∞, hence we must have c_2 = c_3 = 0, which implies that ϕ = −G_0vf +^{⟨v,T0f⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} and T_0f ∈ span{v} which means QT_0f = 0. Hence f ∈ S_2L^2.

The proof of this proposition is completed. □

Proposition 5.3. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 18. Then f ∈ S_4L^2(R^2 ) \ {0} if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞_1 (R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense and ϕ = −G_0vf. Remark 5.4. By this proposition above, if f ∈ S_4L^2(R^2 ), then f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞_1 (R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense, and we have f = −UvG_0vf. Notice that UvG_0v is Hilbert- Schmidt operator, then S_4 is a finite rank operator by Fredholm alternative theorem.

Proof. Since S_4 ≤ S_3 ≤ S_2, by Proposition 5.2, we know that f ∈ S_2L^2 if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞ such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense and ϕ = −G_0vf + ⟨v, T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_L1 . Thus, we only need to prove that ⟨v, T_0f⟩ = 0 and ϕ ∈ L^∞_1 . Indeed, if f ∈ S_4L^2, by Lemma 2.7, then T_0f = P T_0f + QT_0f = 0, which gives ⟨v, T_0f⟩ = 0. Thus ϕ = −G_0vf.

Next we begin to prove ϕ = −G_0vf ∈ L^∞_1 . Indeed, if f ∈ S_4L^2, then ∫ R^2 x · y ln |x|v(y)f(y)dy = ∫ R^2 |x|^2 ln |x|v(y)f(y)dy = ∫ R^2 ln |x||y|^2v(y)f(y)dy = 0, which leads to

G_0vf(x) = 1 16π ∫ R^2 |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 − |y|^2 |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy − 1 4π ∫ R^2 x · y [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy + 1 8π ∫ R^2

|y|^2(ln |x − y| − ln |x|)v(y)f(y)dy := I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

(5.14)

Now we estimate the first integral I_1. We have

I_1 = 1 16π ∫ |x|>4|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 − |y|^2 |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy + 1 16π ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 − |y|^2 |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy := I_{11} + I_{12}.

(5.15)

For I_{11}. Since |x| > 4|y|, then by Taylor’s formula one has ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 − |y|^2 |x|^2 = O ( |y|3 |x|^3 ) . By Hölder’s inequality, one has |I_{11}| ≲ ∫ |x|>4|y| |x|^2 |y|^3 |x|^3 |v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ 1 |x| ⟨|y|^3|v(y), f⟩ ≲ 1 |x| . For I_{12}. By the same argument with the proof of I_{12} in (5.2), one has | | | | ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) v(y)f(y)dy | | | | ≲ 1 |x| . (5.16)

Hence by (5.16) and Hölder’s inequality again, one has |I_{12}| ≲ | | ∫ |x|≤4|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 − |y|^2 |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy | |

≲ 1 |x| + ∫ |x|≤4|y| |y|^2|v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ 1 |x| + ∫ |x|≤4|y| |y| |x| |y|^2|v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ 1 |x| . Hence, combining the estimates I_{11} and I_{12} above, we get that I_1 is bounded by |x|^{−1} which belongs to L^∞_1 . Similarly, we obtain that both I_2 and I_3 above are bounded by |x|^{−1}.

On the other hand, let ϕ ∈ L^∞_1 satisfy Hϕ = 0 and f = Uvϕ, by the similar methods of (5.5) and (5.10), we have ⟨v, f⟩ = 0, ⟨x_iv, f⟩ = 0, i = 1, 2, ⟨x_ix_j , f⟩ = 0, i, j = 1, 2, S_0T_0S_0f = 0. By the proof of Proposition 5.2, we get QT_0f = 0, which gives f ∈ S_2L^2. By the estimates of I_i(i = 1, 2, 3) in (5.14), we have G_0vf ∈ L^∞_1 . By Proposition 5.2, then ϕ = −G_0vf +^{⟨v,T0 f⟩}_{‖V ‖L1} . Thus ⟨v,T_0f⟩ ‖V ‖_{L1} = ϕ + G0vf ∈ L ∞ 1 , so we must have ⟨v, T_0f⟩ = 0, which implies that ϕ = −G_0vf and P T_0f = 0. Hence f ∈ S_4L^2.

The proof of this proposition is completed. □

Proposition 5.5. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 18. Then f ∈ S_5L^2(R^2 ) \ {0} if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞_2 (R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense, and ϕ = −G_0vf. Remark 5.6. Noting that L^∞_2 (R^2 ) ⊂ L^2(R^2 ), hence the fourth kind zero resonance is actually an eigenvalue of H. Conversely, let ϕ ∈ L^2(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0, then we can adapt the proof of Proposition 5.5 to show the eigenfunction ϕ ∈ L^∞_2 (R^2 ), which implies that zero eigenvalue is exactly the fourth kind resonance from Definition 2.4.

Proof. Since S_5 ≤ S_4, by Proposition 5.3, we know that f ∈ S_4L^2 if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^∞_2 such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense and ϕ = −G_0vf. Thus, we just need to prove that ϕ = −G_0vf ∈ L^∞_2 .

Now we begin to prove ϕ = −G_0vf ∈ L^∞_2 . Indeed, if f ∈ S_5L^2, then ⟨v, f⟩ = ⟨x_j v, f⟩ = ⟨x_ix_jv, f⟩ = ⟨x_ix_j x_kv, f⟩ = 0, i, j, k = 1, 2. Moreover, we obtain that

G_0vf(x) = 1 32π ∫ R^2 |x|^2 [ ln ( |x − y|4 |x|^4 ) + 4 x · y |x|^2 − 2 |y|^2 |x|^2 + 4 (x · y)^2 |x|^4 ] v(y)f(y)dy + 1 16π ∫ R^2 |y|^2 [ ln ( |x − y|2 |x|^2 ) + 2 x · y |x|^2 ] v(y)f(y)dy :=I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

(5.17)

For I_1. We have

I_1 = 1 32π ∫ |x|>16|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|4 |x|^4 ) + 4 x · y |x|^2 − 2 |y|^2 |x|^2 + 4 (x · y)^2 |x|^4 ] v(y)f(y)dy + 1 32π ∫ |x|≤16|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|4 |x|^4 ) + 4 x · y |x|^2 − 2 |y|^2 |x|^2 + 4 (x · y)^2 |x|^4 ] v(y)f(y)dy := I_{11} + I_{12}.

For I_{11}. Since |x − y|^4 = |x|^4 + |y|^4 − 4x · y|y|^2 − 4x · y|x|^2 + 2|x|^2|y|^2 + 4(x · y)^2, then for |x| > 16|y|, | | ||x − y|^4 − |x|^4 | | | = | | ||y|^4 − 4x · y|y|^2 − 4x · y|x|^2 + 2|x|^2|y|^2 + 4(x · y)^2 | | | < |x|^4. By Taylor’s formula we have ln ( |x − y|4 |x|^4 ) = ln ( 1 + |x − y|^4 − |x|^4 |x|^4 )

= − 4 x · y |x|^2 + 2 |y|^2 |x|^2 + 4 (x · y)^2 |x|^4 + O ( |y|4 |x|^4 ) . (5.18)

Thus, by Hölder inequality again, we obtain |I_1| ≲ | | ∫ |x|>16|y| |x|^2 [ ln (|x − y|4 |x|^4 ) + 4 x · y |x|^2 − 2 |y|^2 |x|^2 + 4 (x · y)^2 |x|^4 ] v(y)f(y)dy | | ≲ ∫ |x|>16|y| |x|^2 |y|^4 |x|^4 |v(y)f(y)|dy ≲ 1 |x|^2 . For I_{12}. By the same argument with the proof of I_{12} in (5.14), we obtain that I_{12} is bounded by |x|^{−2}. Combining with the estimates I_{11} and I_{12} above, we get that I_1 is bounded by |x|^{−2}.

We also obtain that I_2 and I_3 above are bounded by |x|^{−2} by using similar method with the proof of Proposition 5.3. Hence G_0vf ∈ L^∞_2 .

On the other hand, let ϕ ∈ L^∞_2 satisfy Hϕ = 0 and f = Uvϕ, by the similar methods of (5.5) and (5.10), we have ⟨v, f⟩ = 0, ⟨x_iv, f⟩ = 0, i = 1, 2, ⟨x_ix_j, f⟩ = 0, i, j = 1, 2, ⟨x_ix_jx_k, f⟩ = 0, i, j, k = 0. By the proof of Proposition 5.3, we also have T_0f = 0, which gives f ∈ S_5L^2.

The proof of this proposition is completed. □

As the consequence of Definition 2.4 and Propositions 5.1–5.5, we immediately have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.7. Let H = Δ^2 + V on L^2(R^2 ) and |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} for some β > 0. Then we have following statements:

(i) If β > 10, then zero is the regular point of H if and only if there exists only zero solution ϕ(x) ∈ L^∞_{−1}(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense,

(ii) If β > 14, then zero is the first kind resonance of H if and if there exists some nonzero ϕ(x) ∈ L^∞_{−1}(R^2 ) but no nonzero ϕ ∈ L^∞(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0.

(iii) If β > 18, then zero is the second kind resonance of H if and only if there exists some nonzero ϕ(x) ∈ L^∞(R^2 ) but no nonzero ϕ ∈ L^∞_1 (R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0 .

(iv) If β > 18, then zero is the third kind resonance of H if and only if there exists some nonzero ϕ(x) ∈ L^∞_1 (R^2 ) but no nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0.

(v) If β > 18, then zero is the fourth kind resonance ( i.e. eigenvalue ) of H if and only if there exists some nonzero ϕ(x) ∈ L^2(R^2 ) such that Hϕ = 0.

Let ϕ ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) be a positive function which is equal to c ln |x| + d for |x| > 1, where c, d are some positive constants. Then we can easily check that Hϕ(x) = 0 when taking V (x) = −(Δ^2ϕ)/ϕ. It is obvious that V (x) ∈ C^∞_0 (R^2 ) and ϕ(x) ∈ L^∞_{−1}(R^2 ), hence by Theorem 5.7, it follows that the zero is a resonance point of H. On the other hand, as shown in Lemma 3.5 of [SWY21], zero cannot be an eigenvalue of H in one dimensional case assuming that V has fast enough decay ( e.g. |V (x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^{−β} for β > 25 ). However, it would be an interesting problem to find whether there exist some sufficient decay potentials V such that zero is an eigenvalue of H = Δ^2 + V in R^2 . Clearly, note that let ϕ = (1 + |x|^2)^{−s/2}, then ϕ ∈ L^2(R^2 ) for any s > 1 and (Δ^2 + V )ϕ = 0 as we take V (x) = − Δ^2ϕ ϕ ∼ |x|^{−4}, as |x| → ∞, which actually means that the our required decay rate of V in question above is bigger than 4 at least.

Acknowledgements: The authors would like to thank the anonymous referees for careful reading the manuscript and providing valuable suggestions, which substantially helped improving the quality of this paper. Avy Soffer is partially supported by the Simon’s Foundation (No. 395767). Ping Li and Xiaohua Yao are partially supported by NSFC ( No.11771165 and 12171182). We would like to thank Dr. Zhao Wu for his help and useful discussions. The authors also thank Professor William Green for his insightful comments that improves the presentation in the previous version.

References

[AS64] M. Abramowite, I. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions with Formulas, Graphs, and Mathematical Tables, National Bureau of Standards Applied Mathematics Series, vol. 55, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1964. For sale by Superintendent of Documents.

[Agm75] S. Agmon, Spectral properties of Schrödinger operators and scattering theory, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 2 (1975), no. 2, 151–218. MR 0397194 [BKS00] M. Ben-Artzi, H. Koch, and J. C. Saut, Dispersion estimates for fourth order Schrödinger equations, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 330 (2000), no. 2, 87–92. MR 1745182 [BS91] M. Sh. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak, Estimates for the number of negative eigenvalues of the Schrödinger operator and its generalizations, Estimates and asymptotics for discrete spectra of integral and differential equations (Leningrad, 1989–90), Adv. Soviet Math., vol. 7, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1991, pp. 1–55. MR 1306507 [CS01] O. Costin and A. Soffer, Resonance theory for Schrödinger operators, Comm. Math. Phys. 224 (2001), no. 1, 133–152, Dedicated to Joel L. Lebowitz. MR 1868995 [DDY14] Q. Deng, Y. Ding, and X. Yao, Gaussian bounds for higher-order elliptic differential operators with Kato type potentials, J. Funct. Anal. 266 (2014), no. 8, 5377–5397. MR 3177340 [DaFa06] P. D’Ancona, F. Fanelli, L^p-boundedness of the wave operator for the one dimensional Schrödinger operator. Comm. Math. Phys. 268 (2006), no. 2, 415–438.

[DH98b] E. B. Davies and A. M. Hinz, Kato class potentials for higher order elliptic operators, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 58 (1998), no. 3, 669–678. MR 1678156 [EGG14] M. B. Erdoğan, M. J. Goldberg and W. R. Green, Dispersive estimates for four dimensional Schrödinger and wave equations with obstructions at zero energy, Commm.PDE., 39:10 (2014),1036-1964.

[EG13a] M. B. Erdoğan and W. R. Green, A weighted dispersive estimate for Schrödinger operators in dimension two, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 319 (2013), no. 2, 791-811.

[EG13b] M. B. Erdoğan and W. R. Green, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in dimension two with obstructions at zero energy, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 365 (2013), no. 12, 6403–6440. MR 3105757 [EG21] M. B. Erdoğan and W. R. Green, The L^p-continuity of wave operator for higher order Schrödinger operators, Advance in Math, 404(2022), 108450.

[EGT19] M. B. Erdoğan, W. R. Green, and Ebru Toprak, On the fourth order schrödinger equation in three dimensions: dispersive estimates and zero energy resonance, J. Differential Equations, 217(2021), 152- 185.

[ES04] M. B. Erdoğan and W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in the presence of a resonance and/or an eigenvalue at zero energy in dimension three. I, Dyn. Partial Differ. Equ. 1 (2004), no. 4, 359–379. MR 2127577 [ES06] M. B. Erdoğan and W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in the presence of a resonance and/or an eigenvalue at zero energy in dimension three. II, J. Anal. Math. 99 (2006), 199– 248. MR 2279551 [FHHH82] R. Froese, I. Herbst, M. Hoffmann-Ostenhof, and T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof, On the absence of positive eigenvalues for one-body Schrödinger operators, J. Analyse Math. 41 (1982), 272–284. MR 687957 [FSWY20] H. Feng, A. Soffer, Z. Wu and X. Yao, Decay estimates for higher-order elliptic operators, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373 (2020), no. 4, 2805-2859. MR 3724151 [FSY18] H. Feng, A. Soffer, and X. Yao, Decay estimates and Strichartz estimates of fourth-order Schrödinger operator, J. Funct. Anal. 274 (2018), no. 2, 605–658. MR 3724151 [FWY18] H. Feng, Z. Wu, and X. Yao, Time asymptotic expansions of solution for fourth-order schrödinger equation with zero resonance or eigenvalue, https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.00223 (2018).

[GG15] M. Goldberg and W. R. Green, Dispersive estimates for higher dimensional Schrödinger operators with threshold eigenvalues I: The odd dimensional case, J. Funct. Anal. 269 (2015), no. 3, 633–682. MR 3350725 [GG17] M. Goldberg and W. R. Green, Dispersive estimates for higher dimensional Schrödinger operators with threshold eigenvalues II. The even dimensional case, J. Spectr. Theory 7 (2017), no. 1, 33–86. MR 3629407 [GG21a] M. Goldberg and W. R. Green, Time integrable weighted dispersive estimates for the fourth order Schrödinger equation in three dimensions,https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.06452.

[GG21b] M. Goldberg and W. R. Green, On the L^p boundedness of the wave operators for fourth order Schrödinger operator, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 374 (2021), no. 6, 4075–4092.

[Gr14] L. Grafakos, Classical Fourier Analysis, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 249, third edition, Springer, New York, 2014.

[GS04] M. Goldberg and W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in dimensions one and three, Comm. Math. Phys. 251 (2004), no. 1, 157–178. MR 2096737 [GT19] W. R. Green and E. Toprak, On the fourth order schrödinger equation in four dimensions: dispersive estimates and zero energy resonance, J. Differential Equations, 267(2019) 1899-1954.

[Hill20] T. Hill, Dispersive estimates of Schrödinger and Schrödinger-like equations in one dimension, Thesis (Ph.D.)–University of Cincinnati. 2020. MR 4187680 [Hö05] L. Hörmander, The analysis of linear partial differential operators. II, Classics in Mathematics, Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 2005, Differential operators with constant coefficients, Reprint of the 1983 original. MR 2108588 [HS15] I. Herbst and E. Skibsted, Decay of eigenfunctions of elliptic PDE’s, I, Adv. Math. 270 (2015), 138–180. MR 3286533 [HS17] I. Herbst and E. Skibsted, Decay of eigenfunctions of elliptic PDE’s, II, Adv. Math. 306 (2017), 177–199. MR 3581301 [IJ03] A. D. Ionescu and D. Jerison, On the absence of positive eigenvalues of Schrödinger operators with rough potentials, Geom. Funct. Anal. 13 (2003), no. 5, 1029–1081. MR 2024415 [Jen80] A. Jensen, Spectral properties of Schrödinger operators and time-decay of the wave functions results in L^2(R^m), m ≥ 5, Duke Math. J. 47 (1980), no. 1, 57–80. MR 563367 [JK79] A. Jensen and T. Kato, Spectral properties of Schrödinger operators and time-decay of the wave functions, Duke Math. J. 46 (1979), no. 3, 583–611. MR 544248 [JN01] A. Jensen and G. Nenciu, A unified approach to resolvent expansions at thresholds, Rev. Math. Phys. 13 (2001), no. 6, 717–754. MR 1841744 [JN04] , Erratum: “A unified approach to resolvent expansions at thresholds” [Rev. Math. Phys. 13 (2001), no. 6, 717–754; mr1841744], Rev. Math. Phys. 16 (2004), no. 5, 675–677. MR 2079122 [JSS91] J.-L. Journé, A. Soffer, and C. D. Sogge, Decay estimates for Schrödinger operators, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 44 (1991), no. 5, 573–604. MR 1105875 [Kat59] T. Kato, Growth properties of solutions of the reduced wave equation with a variable coefficient, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 12 (1959), 403–425. MR 0108633

[KT06] H. Koch and D. Tataru, Carleman estimates and absence of embedded eigenvalues, Comm. Math. Phys. 267 (2006), no. 2, 419–449. MR 2252331 [Kur78] S. T. Kuroda, An introduction to scattering theory, Lecture Notes Series, vol. 51, Aarhus Universitet, Matematisk Institut, Aarhus, 1978. MR 528757 [LWWY21] P. Li, Z. Wan, H. Wang and X. Yao, The improved decay estimates for the fourth-order Schrödinger operators in dimension three, Preprint.

[Mur82] M. Murata, Asymptotic expansions in time for solutions of Schrödinger-type equations, J. Funct. Anal. 49 (1982), no. 1, 10–56. MR 680855 [RS04] I. Rodnianski and W. Schlag, Time decay for solutions of Schrödinger equations with rough and timedependent potentials, Invent. Math. 155 (2004), no. 3, 451–513. MR 2038194 [Sch71] M. Schechter, Spectra of partial differential operators, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam- London; American Elsevier Publishing Co., Inc., New York, 1971, North-Holland Series in Applied Mathematics and Mechanics, Vol. 14. MR 0447834 [Sch05] W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in dimension two, Comm. Math. Phys. 257 (2005), no. 1, 87–117. MR 2163570 [Sch07] W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators: a survey, Mathematical aspects of nonlinear dispersive equations, Ann. of Math. Stud., vol. 163, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 2007, pp. 255– 285. MR 2333215 [Sch21] W. Schlag, On pointwise decay of waves, J. Math. Phys. 62 (2021), no. 6, Paper No. 061509, 27 pp. MR 4276283 [Sim69] B. Simon, On positive eigenvalues of one-body Schrödinger operators, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 22 (1969), 531–538. MR 0247300 [SWY21] A. Soffer, Z. Wu and X. Yao, Decay estimates for bi-Schrödinger operators in dimension one, https://arxiv.org/pdf/2106.15966. To appear in Annales Henri Poincaré.

[Ste93] E. M. Stein, Harmonic analysis: real-variable methods, orthogonality, and oscillatory integrals, Princeton Mathematical Series, vol. 43, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993, With the assistance of Timothy S. Murphy, Monographs in Harmonic Analysis, III. MR 1232192 [SYY18] A. Sikora, L. Yan, and X. Yao, Spectral multipliers, Bochner-Riesz means and uniform Sobolev inequalities for elliptic operators, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2018), no. 10, 3070–3121. MR 3805196 [Top17] E. Toprak, A weighted estimate for two dimensional Schrodinger, matrix schrodinger and wave equations with resonance of first kind at zero energy, J. Spectr. Theory 7 (2017), 1235-1284.

[Wed99] R. A. Weder, The W^{k,p}−continuity of the Schrödinger wave operatos on the line, Comm. Math. Phys. 208 (1999), no. 2, 507–520. MR 1729096 [Wed00] R. A. Weder, L^p − L^{p′} estimates for the Schrödinger equation on the line and inverse scattering for the non linear Schrödinger equation with a potential, J. Funct. Analysis 170(2000), 37–68.

[Yaj95] K. Yajima, The W^{k,p}-continuity of wave operators for Schrödinger operators, J. Math. Soc. Japan 47 (1995), no. 3, 551–581. MR 1331331

Ping Li, School of Informations and Mathematics , Yangtze University, Jingzhou 434000, China

Email address: liping@whu.edu.cn

Avy Soffer, Mathematics Department, Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ, 08903, USA

Email address: soffer@math.rutgers.edu

Xiaohua Yao, Department of Mathematics and Hubei Province Key Laboratory of Mathematical Physics, Central China Normal University, Wuhan, 430079, P.R. China

Email address: yaoxiaohua@ccnu.edu.cn