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Abstract. Dispersive time-decay estimates are proved for a one-parameter family of one-dimensional
Dirac Hamiltonians with dislocations; these are operators which interpolate between two phase-

shifted massive Dirac Hamiltonians at x = +∞ and x = −∞. This family of Hamiltonians arises

in the theory of topologically protected states of one-dimensional quantum materials. For certain
values of the phase-shift parameter, τ , the Dirac Hamiltonian has a threshold resonance at the

endpoint of its essential spectrum. Such resonances are known to influence the time-decay rate.

Our main result explicitly displays the transition in time-decay rate as τ varies between resonant
and non-resonant values. Our results appear to be the first dispersive time-decay estimates for

Dirac Hamiltonians which are not a relatively compact perturbation of a free Dirac operator.

1. Introduction

We study the time-dynamics for a family of Dirac Hamiltonians, {��D(τ)}τ∈S1 , which arise in
the theory of topologically protected states in one-dimensional asymptotically periodic quantum
systems with a dislocation defect (domain wall). The parameter τ ∈ S1 = R/2πZ specifies the size
of the dislocation. We now introduce the model and in Section 1.1.1 below, we discuss a context in
which this class of models plays a central role.

Consider the following initial-value problem, describing the evolution of complex vector ampli-
tude, α(t, x) : Rt × Rx → C2:

(1.1a) i∂tα =��D(τ)α , α(0, x) = α0(x) ∈ L2(R;C2) .

For each τ ∈ R/2πZ, the Dirac Hamiltonian,��D(τ), is given by:

��D(τ) ≡ iσ3∂x + σ11(−∞,0)(x) + σ⋆(τ)1[0,∞)(x) .(1.1b)

Here, σj denote standard Pauli matrices (see (1.8)),

σ⋆(τ) ≡
(

0 e−iτ

eiτ 0

)
,

and 1S(x) denote the indicator function of a set S ⊆ R. The curve τ ∈ S1 7→��D(τ) sweeps out a
periodic family of self-adjoint operators on L2(R;C2) with common domain H1(R;C2).

The goal of this paper is to provide a detailed understanding of the time-dynamics (1.1) as the
dislocation parameter τ varies; in particular the dispersive decay of solutions, as t→ ∞, for initial
data projected onto the continuous spectral part of ��D(τ).

Note that

��D(τ) =

{
��D+(τ) ≡ iσ3∂x + σ⋆(τ) for x > 0

��D−(τ) ≡ iσ3∂x + σ1 for x < 0.
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If τ = 0 (or τ = 2π),��D+(0) =��D−(0), and��D(0) is a constant coefficient (i.e., translation invariant)
massive Dirac Hamiltonian. In contrast, for all τ /∈ {0, 2π}, the operator ��D+(τ) is non-trivially
“phase-shifted” from��D−(τ). Such a defect is called a domain wall or a dislocation.

Since��D(0) =��D(2π) commutes with spatial translations, its spectrum consists entirely of essential
(continuous) spectrum, with a gap consisting of all energies in (−1,+1). For τ ̸= 0, 2π, however,

��D(τ) has a defect-mode: an eigenvalue in this spectral gap, spatially localized around x = 0. The
spectral properties of ��D(τ) are well-known (see [9, 10, 19]) and are summarized in the following
(also a consequence of Proposition 3.6 below):

Theorem 1.1. (1) For all τ ∈ [0, 2π], the essential spectrum of ��D(τ) is given by:

σess(��D(τ)) = (−∞,−1] ∪ [1,∞).

(2) For τ ∈ [0, 2π],

σ(��D(τ)) =

{
(−∞,−1] ∪ {ωτ} ∪ [1,∞), τ ∈ (0, 2π)

(−∞,−1] ∪ [1,∞), τ = 0, 2π
.

Here, ωτ is an eigenvalue of multiplicity one within the spectral gap (the gap within the
essential spectrum) and is given by the expression:

ωτ = cos(τ/2) .

with corresponding one-dimensional eigenspace spanned by

(1.2) ψτ (x) =
1

2

√
sin
(τ
2

)
e− sin( τ

2 )|x|
(

1
−ei τ

2

)
, ∥ψτ∥L2 = 1.

That ωτ traverses the spectral gap as τ varies from 0 to 2π has an underlying topological
explanation, which we discuss in Section 1.1.1.

For τ = 0, 2π, the Hamiltonian��D(τ) is a translation invariant (constant coefficient) differential
operator. Each component of α satisfies a Klein-Gordon equation: ∂2tU(x, t) = (∂2x − 1)U(x, t).
Hence, for τ = 0, 2π, all sufficiently smooth and spatially localized initial conditions disperse to
zero (spread and decay) as time advances under the evolution (1.1) [3].

In contrast, by Theorem 1.1, if τ ∈ (0, 2π), one expects dispersive time-decay only after projecting
onto the continuous spectral subspace of ��D(τ). We denote this projection by Pac(��D(τ)). By
Theorem 1.1

Pac(��D(τ)) = I − ⟨ψτ , ·⟩ ψτ .

Our main result is the following time-decay estimate, with a τ− dependent rate of decay.

Theorem 1.2. Let τ ∈ [0, 2π] and��D(τ) be as defined in (1.1b). For any ϵ > 0, there exists Cϵ > 0,
which is independent of τ , such that for all we have

(1.3) ∥⟨x⟩−2e−i�D(τ)tPac(��D(τ))⟨��D(τ)⟩−3/2−ϵ⟨x⟩−2∥L1→L∞ ≤ Cϵ
1

⟨t⟩1/2
1

1 + sin2(τ/2)t
.

From the bound (1.3) we note the non-uniformity of the time scale on which t−
3
2 occurs for τ or

2π− τ ≪ 1 (mod 2π); indeed the t−3/2 rate of decay only becomes visible on a time scale t≫ τ−2.
Furthermore, while there is discontinuity in the t → ∞ decay rate at τ = 0, for a fixed time (1.3)
shows that the decay rate is continuous with respect to τ even at τ = 0.

A dispersive decay bound which displays a similar transition was obtained for the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation with highly oscillatory potential in [11].



DIRAC DECAY ESTIMATES 3

Remark 1.3 (Smoothness, spatial localization and uniformity of (1.3) in τ). The decay bound
(1.3) can be written equivalently as

(1.4) ∥⟨x⟩−2e−i�D(τ)tPac(��D(τ))α0∥L∞(R) ≤ Cϵ
1

⟨t⟩1/2
1

1 + sin2(τ/2)t
∥⟨x⟩2⟨��D(τ)⟩3/2+ϵα0∥L1(R) .

This time-decay bound requires both smoothness and spatial localization of the initial condition.
The smoothness required on the right hand side of eq. (1.4) arises from high-energy considerations;
for the high-energy part of the data, the dynamics are comparable to those of the Klein-Gordon
equation, whose dispersion relation ω(k) =

√
1 + k2 has a dispersion rate, ω′′(k), which tends to

zero as k → ∞.1 Smoothing provides an effective truncation of the spectral support of the data α0,
leading to an effective lower bound on the dispersion rate.

Further, the localization in x arises from seeking a upper bound for the time-decay rate which holds
uniformly in τ ∈ [0, 2π], i.e., the constant Cϵ in (1.3) should be independent of τ . This boils down
to an analysis of the behavior of the resolvent of ��D(τ) for energies near the endpoints (thresholds)
of the essential spectrum, for which we require spatial weights which are at least quadratic in x. It
is an open problem whether the spatial weights can be reduced to ⟨x⟩−1.

Remark 1.4 (Threshold resonance phenomena). While our initial consideration of��D(τ) was mo-
tivated by its role in applications to periodic structures with dislocations (see Section 1.1 below),
Theorem 1.2 also turns out to be a useful and simple paradigm for illustrating dispersive wave phe-
nomena: The transition in decay rate in the estimate (1.3) reflects the appearance of a threshold
resonance just as the eigenvalue ωτ , when τ ≡ 0 (mod2π), reaches the endpoint of the essential
spectrum. The threshold resonance phenomenon, associated with the emergence of point spectrum
from (or disappearance into) the continuous spectrum, is well-known to impact the rate of local
energy decay in wave equations. This is best known in the context of the Schrödinger operator with
a spatially localized potential; see, for example, [25, 29, 30, 37]. The effect of threshold resonances
for one-dimensional massive Dirac equations with a spatially localized potential is discussed in [17].
Our family of Dirac operators is, to the best our knowledge, the only example of Dirac operators
where the transition in decay rate, due to a threshold resonance, is explicitly displayed. Such a
transition in decay rates has displayed as well for a class of Schrödinger Hamiltonians with rapidly
oscillatory potentials in [11].

Remark 1.5 (Relation to previous time-decay results for Dirac Hamiltonians). Time-decay esti-
mates for massive Dirac operators for classes of potentials, which decay to zero as x → ±∞, were
obtained by Erdogan and Green one space dimension in [17]. For results in two and three space
dimensions, see e.g., [7, 13, 14, 16, 15, 18, 31]. Pelinovsky and Stefanov derived estimates for the
linearized evolution about standing waves of a one-dimensional semilinear Dirac equation in [34].

In this remark, we make two contrasts of the results and methods of this article with those in [17].
First, the operators we study,��D(τ), are not spatially localized perturbations of a constant coefficient
operator. Second, our strategy of proof is different in several ways (e.g., in developing the scattering
theory of ��D(τ)), see Section 2.

The following theorem states alternative variations of time-decay upper bounds, which hold for
various relaxations of the assumptions on spatial localization of the initial conditions.

Theorem 1.6. (1) For any τ ∈ [0, 2π] and ε > 0, there exists a constant, Cε(τ) > 0, such that

(1.5) ∥e−i�D(τ)tPac(��D(τ))⟨��D(τ)⟩−3/2−ε∥L1→L∞ ≤ Cε(τ)
1

⟨t⟩1/2 .

1For the Klein-Gordon equation k is simply the Fourier variable.
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(2) Let K ⊂ (0, 2π) be a compact set and fix ε > 0. Then there exists a constant C1(K) > 0
such that for any τ ∈ K and t > 0 we have

(1.6) ∥⟨x⟩−1e−i�D(τ)tPac(��D(τ))⟨��D(τ)⟩−3/2−ε⟨x⟩−1∥L1→L∞ ≤ C1(K)
1

⟨t⟩3/2 ,

and C1(Kn) → ∞ for every sequence of compact sets such that Kn → (0, 2π).

Remark 1.7 (Generalizations of Theorems 1.2 and 1.6). It is natural to consider extending The-
orems 1.2 and 1.6 to the case where ��D(τ) in (1.1b) is replaced by an operator which continuously
interpolates between the asymptotic operators��D− and��D+. In this general setting we expect��D(τ) to
have, for each fixed τ , a finite number of eigenvalues in the spectral gap and also possible threshold
resonance energies at the edge of the essential spectrum. Analogous decay estimates to those pre-
sented in Theorems 1.2 and 1.6 would hold with (a) Pac(��D(τ)) defined as the projection orthogonal
to all bound states corresponding to the energies in the spectral gap and (b) decay rates adjusted to

transition from the faster ⟨t⟩− 3
2 rate, for typical values of τ , to the slower ⟨t⟩− 1

2 rate arising from
those values of τ for which a threshold resonance occurs. See the further discussion in Section 1.2
below.

Remark 1.8. In the resonant case τ = 0, 2π, which is in fact the standard massive Dirac equation,
a t−3/2 decay rate holds true for a variation of (1.6). Essentially, if one subtracts a finite-rank
operator from the evolution equation, one can counteract the effect of resonance and obtain a non-
resonant type order of decay. For details, see [17, Theorem 1.2].

1.1. Motivation; topologically protected states and radiation damping for Floquet sys-
tems.

1.1.1. Topologically protected states in dislocated systems. Since the experimental observation of the
integer quantum Hall effect [4, 28], and its subsequent explanation using the topological phases of
matter [43], there has been a great deal of fundamental and applied interest in wave systems having
properties which are “topologically protected”, i.e., systems in which energy transport remains
unchanged under continuous localized deformations, due to a topological invariant; see, for example,
the reviews [24, 33, 47] and references therein.

The Dirac operators which this article studies, {��D(τ)}τ∈R/2πZ, play a central role in a class of
one-dimensional PDE models of physical media which exhibit topological properties. We briefly
describe these models, and refer to [9, 10, 19, 20] for details. For a photonic realization of such
systems, see [32]. Consider a Schrödinger operator, H(0), with a one-periodic potential, V (x).
Discrete translation-invariance of H(0) implies a band structure; its spectrum is characterized by
a sequence of eigenvalue dispersion curves: k ∈ [0, 2π] 7→ E(k) (Floquet-Bloch band functions).
A scenario of great is interest is when two such curves meet at a pair (kD, ED) and form a linear
crossing, a Dirac point [19]. In this case, ED is a two-fold degenerate eigenvalue of H(0). The
effective (or homogenized) Hamiltonian which describes a blowup of the band structure near such

linear crossings is H
(0)
eff = iσ3∂X , a massless Dirac Hamiltonian.

Next, we introduce a dislocation, a perturbing potential which is also asymptotically one-periodic
but, as x→ +∞ is phase-shifted by an amount τ/2π from its behavior as x→ −∞. The parameter
τ ∈ [0, 2π] measures the amount of dislocation. The corresponding Schrödinger operator, H(τ), has
a gap in its essential spectrum about energy ED (where two bands of spectra of H0 cross linearly).

Typically, H(τ) will have a finite number of eigenvalues, E
(τ)
j , which “flow” within the spectral gap
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as τ varies. Figure 1 displays several examples where eigenvalues traverse the gap as τ varies from
0 to 2π.

The spectral flow of the family of operators {H(τ)}τ∈S1 is an integer which measures the net
number of edge state curves which traverse the spectral gap. The spectral flow is a topological
invariant; it does not change under continuous deformations of the Hamiltonian under which the
gap remains open [44]. In [9], H(τ) is embedded in a continuously varying family of Hamiltonians
s ∈ (0, 1] 7→ H(τ,s), where H(τ,1) = H(τ). In the asymptotic regime, s ≪ 1, the operators H(τ,s)

encode a small and adiabatic dislocation. By a multiple-scales analysis [10, 20, 19], the study of
the spectral flow of {H(τ,s)}τ∈S1 can be reduced to that of Dirac operators of the form:

��D(mτ) ≡ iσ3∂X + σ11(−∞,0)(X) +

(
0 e−imτ

eimτ 0

)
1[0,∞)(X) .(1.7)

The integer m denotes the winding number about zero of a complex-valued “effective mass” pa-
rameter which emerges from the multiple scale analysis. By Theorem 1.1, the spectral flow of the
family {��D(mτ)}τ∈R/(2π/m) is equal to 1 and hence the spectral flow of the family {��D(mτ)}τ∈R/2π
is equal to m. We conclude that, provided that a gap remains open throughout the deformation,
the net number of eigenvalue curves of H(τ) which traverse the spectral gap is equal to m (see
Figure 1). Each operator family {��D(mτ)}τ∈S1 is a canonical operator (or normal form) to which
all operator families {H(τ)}τ∈S1 in the same topological class can be deformed; see right panel of
Figure 1.

Finally, Drouot proves in [9] that the spectral flow, m, can also be identified as the first Chern
number, C1(E), associated with a vector bundle over T2

k,τ , whose fibers are the k−pseudoperiodic

eigenspaces of the periodic Schrödinger operator at infinity H
(τ)
+ associated with all bands below

the energy ED, which lies in a gap. This equality of bulk and edge indices is a variant of the
bulk-edge correspondence principle.

1.1.2. Radiative decay and metastability of edge modes. In [23], motivated by modeling and exper-
iments in photonic waveguides [2, 27], parametric forcing perturbations of the dynamics i∂tα =

��D(π)α is studied (i.e., linear and weakly time-dependent perturbations of ��D(π)). In particular, it
is shown via an asymptotic expansion of solutions and detailed comparison with computer simula-
tions, that the zero energy eigenstate of ��D(π) is only meta-stable under sufficiently rapid forcing;
we demonstrate it decays exponentially in t for 0 < t ≲ β−2, for 0 < β ≪ 1, the amplitude of the
forcing.2

To establish a systematic multiple-scale expansion of the solution, we required a weak form of
the local energy decay estimate of Theorem 1.2. The approach we present here implies such an
estimate by a more direct and generalizable method than in [23]. The latter involved first relating
the problem to a Schrödinger evolution, by squaring the Dirac Hamiltonian, and then applying
results on the boundedness of wave operators associated with Schrödinger equation [45, 49].

1.2. Open questions and future directions.

(1) We believe that the time-decay estimates in Theorems 1.2 and 1.6 can be extended to
the case where ��D(τ) in (1.1b) is replaced by a Dirac operator with a domain wall, which
continuously interpolates between the asymptotic operators��D− and��D+ (as opposed to the
discontinuity present in the definition of ��D(τ), (1.1b)); see also the discussion in Remark
1.7. One approach to such a result would be to modify the present analysis by working with

2It is conjectured that for times t ≫ β−2, the decay is at an algebraic rate. See analogous results concerning the
Schrödinger equation in [39].
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τ 2π0

+1

−1 ωτ

spectral flow = 1

τ 2π0

+1

−1 ωτ

spectral flow = 2

τ 2π0

+1

−1 ωτ

spectral flow = 1

Figure 1. Spectral flow illustrated (see Section 1.1.1). All figures show energy
(spectrum) as a function of the dislocation parameter τ : continuous spectrum (red
stripes) and curves of point spectra (solid blue). Left: ��D(mτ) with m = 1, see
(1.7). Center: same, with m = 2. Right: a continuous deformation of the m = 1
case in which τ is replaced by a curve θ(τ), which does not close the gap. The
curve ωτ , the energy of the eigenfunction of ��D(θ(τ)), is non-monotonic and the
spectral flow is 1.

the distorted plane waves derivable from appropriate linear integral equations; in the present
work we used explicit expressions for distorted plane waves, obtainable because ��D(τ) has

piecewise constant coefficients. Alternatively, if �̃�D(τ) is a Dirac operator with continuously

varying coefficients, and such that �̃�D(τ) → ��D(τ) sufficiently rapidly as x → ±∞, then

�̃�D(τ) is a relatively compact perturbation of ��D(τ), and one can seek to derive time-decay

estimates for exp(−it�̃�D(τ))Pac(�̃�D(τ)) by a perturbation argument.
(2) A fully rigorous justification of the expansion constructed in [23], which describes the ra-

diation damping of the localized mode (see Section 1.1.2), is an interesting open problem.
We believe that such a proof would require time-decay estimates for the full Floquet (time-
periodic) Hamiltonian with a domain wall, where the time-dependent forcing is not spatially
localized. Such estimates present a challenging open analytical problem, and do not fol-
low from known results on decay estimates for time-periodic Hamiltonians, which impose
spatial localization conditions on the forcing [1, 21, 40].

(3) Section 1.1.1 outlines a context in which Dirac operators with domain wall / dislocation
defects arise and their role in determining topological properties. In physical systems, such
as in optics (e.g. [32]), nonlinear corrections to the underlying linear wave equations are
needed to model effects at high intensities. For the systems described in Section 1.1.1, the
corresponding effective Dirac equations have a nonlinearity, analogous to the Kerr (cubic)
nonlinearity of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. A natural agenda of analytical questions
for the semi-linear Dirac models with domain walls ranges from low energy scattering for
systems without a domain wall defect, nonlinear scattering and asymptotic stability theory
for nonlinear bound states which bifurcate from the linear spectrum of Dirac operators with
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domain walls, to radiation damping and metastability of states. This agenda connects nat-
urally with the extensive literature on these topics for nonlinear Schrödinger and nonlinear
Klein Gordon type equations; ; see, for example, [46, 38]. Concerning the subtle effects on
large time weakly nonlinear dynamics, which are caused by threshold resonances, see for
example [5, 36].

1.3. Notation, conventions, remarks.

(1) Pauli-type matrices:

(1.8) σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, σ⋆(τ) =

(
0 e−iτ

eiτ 0

)
.

(2) For an operator T : L2(R;C2) → L2(R;C2), which arises from an integral kernel, we denote
its kernel by T (x, y), i.e., for f ∈ L2(R;C2),

(Tf)(x) =

∫
R

T (x, y)f(y) dy .

(3) Let a, b, c > 0 be such that a ≤ b and a ≤ c. Then,

a ≤ 2

b−1 + c−1
,(1.9)

(4) ⟨x⟩ =
√
1 + x2

(5) λ(ω) =
√
1− ω2 for all ω ∈ (−1, 1), and as the unique analytic continuation of that root

for all ω ∈ U where U = C \ {(−∞,−1] ∪ [1,∞)} (see Lemma 3.1).
(6) The resolvent operator is defined by R(ω; τ) ≡ (��D(τ)−ω)−1 for every ω ∈ C, and for k ∈ R

we define

R±(k, τ) ≡ R(
√
1 + k2 ± i0, τ) .

1.4. Structure of the article. We first provide a rough outline of the proof in Section 2. We
then develop the spectral theory of the Dirac operators��D(τ): the resolvent kernel is constructed in
closed form in Section 3; In Section 4, we the limits of the resolvent kernel as the spectral parameter
approaches the essential spectrum; In Section 5, we solve the associated scattering problem and
relate it to the spectral measure. Finally, the main result (Theorem 1.2), as well as its variation
(Theorem 1.6), are proved in Section 6.

Acknowledgements. This research was supported in part by National Science Foundation grants
DMS-1908657 and DMS-1937254 (MIW), Simons Foundation Math + X Investigator Award #376319
(MIW, JK, AS), the Binational Science Foundation Research Grant #2022254 (MIW, AS), and the
AMS-Simons Travel Grant (AS). This research was initiated while JK was a postdoctoral fellow
and AS was an associate research Scientist, both in the Department of Applied Physics and Applied
Mathematics at Columbia University.
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2. Strategy and overview of the proof of Theorem 1.2

For any α0 ∈ L2(R,C)
⋂
L1(R,C) data, by the L2(R)− functional calculus and Stone’s formula

for the spectral measure associated with��D(τ) [22, 30, 42], we have that:

e−i�D(τ)tPac(��D(τ))⟨��D(τ)⟩−3/2−εα0

=
1

2πi

∫
σac(�D(τ))

e−iωt [R(ω + i0, τ)−R(ω − i0, τ)]α0⟨ω⟩−3/2−εdω ,(2.1)

where R(ω, τ) is the resolvent

R(ω, τ) = (��D(τ)− ω)−1 ,

and where σac = (−∞, 1] ∪ [1,∞) is the continuous spectrum of��D(τ).

Remark 2.1. Since the continuous spectrum is made up of the two disjoint intervals, the inte-
gral (2.1) breaks up into two disjoint integration domains. Throughout the proof, we treat only the
positive part of the spectrum; the arguments for the negative part follow analogously. In particular,
treating [1,∞) independently allows us to use the change of variables (2.3), which simplifies the
analysis considerably.

Alternatively, in Appendix B we establish the invariance of the equation ��D(τ)α = ωα under the
transformation

(ω, τ, α(x)) 7→ (−ω, −τ mod(2π), σ3Sα(−x)) .
Hence, proving decay-rates for data in Pac

(
��D(τ)1[1,∞)

)
for all τ ∈ [0, 2π) immediately leads to the

same estimates for data in Pac

(
��D(τ)1(−∞,−1]

)
.

Define

P (��D(τ)) ≡ Pac

(
��D(τ)1[1,∞)

)
,

to be the projection onto the positive part of the continuous spectrum. Then replacing Pac in (2.1)
with P yields

α(x, t) = e−i�D(τ)tP (��D(τ))⟨��D(τ)⟩−3/2−εα0

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

1

e−iωt [R(ω + i0, τ)−R(ω − i0, τ)]α0 ⟨ω⟩−3/2−ε dω .(2.2)

Next we make the change of variables

(2.3) ω ≡
√
1 + k2

and define

R±(k, τ) ≡ R(
√
1 + k2 ± i0, τ) = (��D(τ)−

√
1 + k2 ± i0)−1 .

Then,

α(x, t) =
1

2πi

∫ ∞

0

dk ⟨k⟩−3/2−ε k√
1 + k2

e−i
√
1+k2t [R+(k, τ)−R−(k, τ)]α0 ,(2.4)

This last representation of the dynamics is the main object of our analysis.
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Remark 2.2. When carefully substituting ω =
√
1 + k2 into (2.2), one really gets

⟨ω⟩ = ⟨
√
1 + k2⟩ = (1 + (

√
1 + k2)2)1/2 = (2 + k2)1/2 ,

in (2.4), instead of ⟨k⟩. However, we allow this small abuse of notations in (2.4) since the analysis
is unchanged by this difference.

The strategy for proving Theorem 1.2 from here on is as follows:

• In Section 3 we construct the resolvent kernel, R±(ω, τ)(x, y) for spectral parameter, ω, in
the complement of σ(��D(τ)), by the variation of parameters method for ODEs (Proposition
3.5).

• Results in Sections 3, 4, and 5 lead to explicit expression for the solution α(t, x) in (2.4) as
an oscillatory integral.

• The oscillatory integral is divided into a high-energy and low-energy components (see (6.4)).
• The high energy component is bounded from above uniformly in τ using a stationary phase
argument (Lemma 6.2).

• The low energy component is bounded from above in two steps: first a uniform t−1/2 bound
is proved (Proposition 6.6). Then a more careful analysis of the transmition coefficient leads
to a t−3/2 decay rate for non-resonant τ .

3. The resolvent operator R(ω; τ)

In this section we construct the resolvent, R(ω, τ) = (��D(τ) − ω)−1, by providing an explicit,
closed-form expression for its kernel. For any ω ∈ C, the resolvent operator is defined in such a way
that if R(ω; τ)f = β for β, f ∈ L2(R;C2), then

(3.1) (��D(τ)− ω)β = f .

Hence, the resolvent acting on f returns an L2 solution to the inhomogeneous ODE forced by f .
Our first goal is to solve this ODE for ω outside of the spectrum i.e., ω ∈ U where

(3.2) U ≡ C \ {(−∞,−1] ∪ [1,∞)} .
To solve the ODE (3.1) in L2(R;C2) (and hence to construct the resolvent kernel), we will use the
method of variation of parameters: in Section 3.1 we first solve the corresponding homogeneous
ODE (��D(τ) − ω)η = 0 to find asympstotically decaying solutions, known as the Jost solution and
are denoted by η±(x;ω, τ). Afterwards, in Section 3.2, we use the Jost solutions to construct the
kernel, see Proposition 3.5.

3.1. The homogeneous equation. We begin by considering general solutions of the homogeneous
ordinary differential equation

(��D(τ)− ω)β = 0.

This may be written as:

(3.3) ∂xβ(x) =M(x;ω, τ)β(x)

where

(3.4) M(x;ω, τ) ≡
{
M+(ω, τ) , x > 0 ,

M−(ω, τ) , x < 0 ,

and

(3.5) M+(ω, τ) ≡
(

−iω ie−iτ

−ieiτ iω

)
, M−(ω, τ) ≡

(
−iω i
−i iω

)
.
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We observe that

det (M±(ω, τ)) = ω2 − 1 and Tr (M±(ω, τ)) = 0 .

Hence, for a fixed ω the eigenvalues of M+ and M− are solutions, λ, of

λ2 = 1− ω2.(3.6)

The following lemma ensures that, on an appropriate domain, U , we may choose a solution of (3.6),
λ(ω), with strictly positive real part.

Lemma 3.1. There is a holomorphic function ω 7→ λ(ω), defined on the domain U (see (3.2)),
such that for all ω ∈ U

λ2(ω) = 1− ω2 and Re (λ(ω)) > 0.

Furthermore, λ(ω) = λ(ω) for all ω ∈ U .

Proof. We claim that the desired mapping is ω ∈ U 7→ λ(ω) =
√
1− ω2 ∈ C (we take the positive

square root) analytically continued from the interval −1 < ω < 1 to the domain U . We need only
check that Re (λ(ω)) is strictly positive on U . If not, then by continuity of λ(ω) on U there is some
ω0 ∈ U where Re (λ(ω0)) = 0. Then, λ(ω0) = iζ, for some ζ ∈ R. Squaring both sides of this
equation yields 1 − ω2

0 = −ζ2 or equivalently ω2
0 = 1 + ζ2 > 1, which contradicts that assumption

that ω0 ∈ U . □

For all ω ∈ U , the matrices M+(ω, τ) and M−(ω, τ) (see (3.5)) both have eigenvalues ±λ(ω).
The eigenpairs of M± are given by

M−(ω, τ)v
(+)
− = +λ(ω) v

(+)
− , v

(+)
− =

(
1

ω − iλ(ω)

)
,(3.7a)

M−(ω, τ)v
(−)
− = −λ(ω) v(−)

− , v
(−)
− =

(
1

ω + iλ(ω)

)
,(3.7b)

M+(ω, τ)v
(+)
+ = +λ(ω) v

(+)
+ , v

(+)
+ =

(
e−iτ

ω − iλ(ω)

)
,(3.7c)

M+(ω, τ)v
(−)
+ = −λ(ω) v(−)

+ , v
(−)
+ =

(
e−iτ

ω + iλ(ω)

)
.(3.7d)

Any solution of (3.3), ∂xβ = Mβ, can be constructed by piecing together the states e±λ(ω)xv
(±)
−

for x < 0 and e±λ(ω)xv
(±)
+ for x > 0 across the equation’s discontinuity at x = 0.

We seek a construction of the resolvent (��D(τ) − ω)−1 which for all ω ∈ U , is a bounded linear
operator on L2(R;C2). Our construction uses the method of variation of parameters [6], which
produces the resolvent kernel by appropriate modulation of two linearly independent solutions,
decaying at x→ ±∞, respectively. These are introduced in the following proposition.

Definition 3.2. For any τ ∈ [0, 2π] and ω ∈ U (see (3.2)), we define the solutions η±(x; k, τ), to
be the unique solutions of

(��D(τ)− ω)η±(x;ω, τ) = 0 , −∞ < x <∞,
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with the asymptotic behavior

lim
x→+∞

eλ(ω)xη+(x;ω, τ) = v
(−)
+ (ω, τ) ,(3.8a)

lim
x→−∞

e−λ(ω)xη−(x;ω, τ) = v
(+)
− (ω, τ) ,(3.8b)

where λ(ω) is given by Lemma 3.1. For ω ∈ U , η+(x;ω, τ) is exponentially decaying as x→ ∞ and
η−(x;ω, τ) is exponentially decaying as x→ −∞.

Remark 3.3. In Proposition 3.4 we display explicit expressions for the homogeneous solutions, η±,
of (��D(τ) − ω)η = 0 for a piecewise constant domain wall. For the case of general domain walls,
the existence of a unique solution satisfying (3.8a) (respectively (3.8b)) follows from a standard
equivalent formulation as a fixed point problem for a Volterra (integral) operator of the type that
arise in the construction of Jost solutions for Schrödinger operators [35].

The solutions η±(x;ω, τ), introduced in Definition 3.2, are displayed in the following proposition,
whose proof is presented in Appendix A.

Proposition 3.4. Assume ω ∈ U = C\{(−∞,−1]∪ [1,∞)} so that Re (λ(ω)) > 0, and τ ∈ [0, 2π].

(1) The solutions η±(x;ω, τ) have the explicit expressions:

η+(x;ω, τ) =

{
v
(−)
+ e−λ(ω)x x > 0

A v
(+)
− eλ(ω)x +B v

(−)
− e−λ(ω)x x < 0

(3.9a)

η−(x;ω, τ) =

{
C v

(+)
+ eλ(ω)x +D v

(−)
+ e−λ(ω)x x > 0

v
(+)
− eλ(ω)x x < 0

.(3.9b)

Here, the vectors v
(±)
± = v

(±)
± (ω, τ) are displayed in (3.7) and A,B,C,D, which depend on

ω and τ , are given by

A(ω, τ) =
(e−iτ − 1)(ω + iλ(ω))

2iλ(ω)
,(3.10a)

B(ω, τ) =
ω(1− e−iτ ) + iλ(ω)(1 + e−iτ )

2iλ(ω)
,(3.10b)

C(ω, τ) =
ω(eiτ − 1) + iλ(ω)(eiτ + 1)

2iλ(ω)
,(3.10c)

D(ω, τ) =
(1− eiτ )(ω − iλ(ω))

2iλ(ω)
.(3.10d)

(2) Moreover, we have the algebraic relations

η+(x;ω, τ) = S(τ)η−(−x;ω, τ) ,(3.11a)

η−(x;ω, τ) = S(τ)η+(−x;ω, τ) ,(3.11b)

where S(τ) is the 2× 2 matrix defined

S(τ) =

(
eiτ 0
0 1

)
.
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3.2. Constructing the resolvent kernel. In this section we give an explicit construction of the
resolvent kernel in terms of the solutions η± of Proposition 3.4. For a fixed τ , we omit the τ
dependence and write η±(x;ω, τ) = η±(x;ω) for brevity.

Proposition 3.5. The resolvent kernel of R(ω, τ) = (��D(τ)− ω)−1 is given by

R(ω, τ)(x, y) =
i

φ(ω, τ)

(
η+,1(x;ω) η−,1(x;ω)
η+,2(x;ω) η−,2(x;ω)

)(
1(−∞,x](y)η−,2(y;ω) 1(−∞,x](y)η−,1(y;ω)
1[x,∞)(y)η+,2(y;ω) 1[x,∞)(y)η+,1(y;ω)

)
,

where

φ(ω, τ) := iλ(ω)(e−iτ + 1)− ω(e−iτ − 1) ,(3.12)

λ(ω) is given by Lemma 3.1, and η±,j for j = 1, 2 are the j-th coordinates of the Jost solutions,
given which are given by Proposition 3.4.

Proof. To obtain the resolvent operator, we need to solve the inhomogeneous ODE for γ(x)

(��D(τ)− ω) γ(x) = f(x) ,

for general f ∈ L2(R;C2), which we do by the method of variations of parameters. This problem
can be rewritten as

(∂x −M(x, ω))γ(x) = −iσ3f(x) ,(3.13)

where M(x, ω) =M(x;ω, τ) is given by (3.4). Let X(x;ω) = X(x;ω, τ) be the fundamental matrix
(of the homogeneous problem) with columns given by η±(x;ω) = (η±,1, η±,2)

⊤,

X(x;ω) =
(
η+(x;ω) η−(x;ω)

)
.

A particular solution of the inhomogeneous system (3.13) can be found in the form

γ(x;ω) = X(x;ω)c(x;ω) ,(3.14)

where c(·;ω) : R → C2 is to be determined. Substitution into (3.13) yields

X(x;ω)c′(x;ω) = −iσ3f(x).(3.15)

To invert X(x;ω) in (3.15), note that since TrM(x;ω) ≡ 0 for all x ∈ R, we have by Liouville’s
formula

detX(x;ω) = e
∫ x
0

TrM(y;ω) dy detX(0;ω) = detX(0;ω)

= ω(e−iτ − 1)− iλ(ω)(e−iτ + 1).

We set, as in (3.12),

φ(ω, τ) ≡ iλ(ω)(e−iτ + 1)− ω(e−iτ − 1).

Solving (3.15) for c′(x;ω), we get

c′(x;ω) = −iX(x;ω)−1σ3f(x)

=
i

φ(ω, τ)

(
η−,2(x;ω) η−,1(x;ω)
−η+,2(x;ω) −η+,1(x;ω)

)(
f1(x)
f2(x)

)
(3.16)

When constructing c(x;ω) by integration of (3.16), we must choose limits of integration of each
component. Informed by the exponential decay of η± as x → ±∞, we find that in order to ensure
that γ(x;ω) = X(x;ω)c(x;ω) decays as x→ ±∞ we must take:
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c(x, ω) =
i

φ(ω, τ)

∫
R

(
1(−∞,x](y)η−,2(y;ω) 1(−∞,x](y)η−,1(y;ω)
1[x,∞)(y)η+,2(y;ω) 1[x,∞)(y)η+,1(y;ω)

)(
f1(y)
f2(y)

)
dy

With this choice we can write the resolvent in kernel form:

R(ω, τ)f(x) =

∫
R
R(ω, τ)(x, y)f(y)dy, .(3.17)

where

R(ω, τ)(x, y) =

i

φ(ω, τ)

(
η+,1(x;ω) η−,1(x;ω)
η+,2(x;ω) η−,2(x;ω)

)(
1(−∞,x](y)η−,2(y;ω) 1(−∞,x](y)η−,1(y;ω)
1[x,∞)(y)η+,2(y;ω) 1[x,∞)(y)η+,1(y;ω)

)
.

□

Our construction of R(ω, τ)(x, y) implies the following result, which encompasses Theorem 1.1:

Proposition 3.6. (1) Let ωτ be defined as

ωτ ≡ cos(τ/2) .

For ω ∈ C\{(−∞,−1]∪{ωτ}∪ [1,∞)} , the mapping f(x) 7→ R(ω, τ)f(x), given in (3.17),
defines a bounded operator on a dense subspace of L2(R;C2).

(2) The resolvent kernel, R(ω, τ)(x, y), has a pole at ω = ωτ .
(3) Correspondingly, ��D(τ) has an eigenvalue τ ∈ [0, 2π] 7→ ωτ = cos(τ/2), which traverses the

spectral gap (−1, 1).

Proof. The energy, ω, is a pole of the resolvent kernel if and only if the Wronskian detX(0;ω, τ) =
φ(ω, τ) vanishes. Thus, ω(e−iτ − 1)− iλ(ω)(e−iτ + 1) = 0, which has the unique solution

ωτ = cos(τ/2).(3.18)

The corresponding eigenstate can be deduced as follows. Consider the expression (3.9a) for the
function η+(x;ω, τ), satisfying��D(τ)η+ = ωη+. By (3.10b) and the expression (3.12) for φ(ω, τ)

B = − 1

2iλ(ω)
φ(ω, τ).

Since φ(ωτ , τ) = 0, then B = 0 and so we have that

η+(x;ωτ , τ) =

{
v
(−)
+ (ωτ , τ)× e−λ(ωτ )x x > 0

A(ωτ , τ) v
(+)
− (ωτ , τ)× eλ(ωτ )x x < 0

,

which decays exponentially as x → ±∞ since λ(ωτ ) > 0 (Lemma 3.1). Finally, define ψτ (x) to be
a constant multiple of η+(x;ωτ , τ) for which ∥ψτ∥L2(R) = 1. This yields the expression displayed
in (1.2). □
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4. Limits of the resolvent kernel as the energy approaches σess(��D(τ))

A representation of the time-evolution for the Hamiltonian, ��D(τ), is given in (2.4) based on
the functional calculus and Stone’s formula for the spectral measure of ��D(τ). To work with this
representation we need to evaluate the R+(k, τ)−R−(k, τ), where we recall the definition

R±(k, τ) := lim
ε→0+

R(
√

1 + k2 ± iε, τ) = lim
ε→0+

(��D(τ)− (
√
1 + k2 ± iε))−1,(4.1)

for k ∈ R (corresponding to the spectral parameter, ω, being in the essential spectrum of��D(τ)). In
this section we shall study the limits (4.1) by studying the resolvent kernel. Then, in Section 5 we
study the properties of the difference R+(k, τ)−R−(k, τ), which are summarized in Proposition 5.4.

In order to calculate the limits (4.1), we remark that by our choice of λ(ω) (Lemma 3.1) for
ω ∈ [1,∞) we have

lim
ε→0+

λ(ω ± iε) = ∓i
√
ω2 − 1.(4.2)

Let k ∈ R and define Jost solutions, ξ±(x; k, τ), which satisfy

(��D(τ)−
√
1 + k2)ξ±(x; k, τ) = 0 , −∞ < x <∞,

with asymptotic behavior

lim
x→+∞

e−ikxξ+(x; k, τ) =

(
e−iτ

√
1 + k2 + k

)
,

lim
x→−∞

e+ikxξ−(x; k, τ) =

(
1√

1 + k2 − k

)
.

The following result states that the Jost solutions arise as limits of the decaying solutions η±(x;ω, τ)
for ω approaching the essential spectrum.

Proposition 4.1. The Jost solutions ξ±(x; k, τ) are related to the decaying solutions η±(x;ω, τ)
through the following limits.

ξ+(x;±|k|, τ) = lim
ε→0+

η+(x;
√
1 + k2 ± iε, τ),

ξ−(x;±|k|, τ) = lim
ε→0+

η−(x;
√

1 + k2 ± iε, τ).

In order to prove the proposition, one uses the identity

lim
ε→0+

λ(
√
1 + k2 ± iε) = ∓i|k|,

which follows from (4.2) and the substitution ω =
√
1 + k2. Henceforth we assume that k ≥ 0. An

immediate consequence of this is that the limiting resolvents R±(k, τ) may be expressed in terms
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of the Jost solutions ξ±(x; k, τ)

R±(k, τ)(x, y) =


−i

φ(±k,τ)

(
ξ−,1(x;±k, τ)ξ+,2(y;±k, τ) ξ−,1(x;±k, τ)ξ+,1(y;±k, τ)
ξ−,2(x;±k, τ)ξ+,2(y;±k, τ) ξ−,2(x;±k, τ)ξ+,1(y;±k, τ)

)
x < y

−i
φ(±k,τ)

(
ξ+,1(x;±k, τ)ξ−,2(y;±k, τ) ξ+,1(x;±k, τ)ξ−,1(y;±k, τ)
ξ+,2(x;±k, τ)ξ−,2(y;±k, τ) ξ+,2(x;±k, τ)ξ−,1(y;±k, τ)

)
x > y

(4.3a)

=

{
−i

φ(±k,τ)ξ−(x;±k, τ)ξ+(y;±k, τ)⊤σ1 x < y
−i

φ(±k,τ)ξ+(x;±k, τ)ξ−(y;±k, τ)⊤σ1 x > y
(4.3b)

For explicitly formulae of the resolvent kernel, see Appendix C.

5. Scattering Theory

In this section we construct the scattering theory for ��D(τ) and find explicit formulas for the
transmission and reflection coefficients. For a fixed τ , These coefficients relate the Jost solutions
ξ±(x; k) to ξ±(x;−k), in the following way:

Lemma 5.1. Let k ∈ R \ {0} be such that φ(k, τ) ̸= 0 (see (3.12)). Then, there exist unique
coefficients T1(k, τ), R1(k, τ), T2(k, τ), and R2(k, τ) such that

ξ+(x;−k, τ) = T1(k, τ)ξ−(x; k, τ)−R1(k, τ)ξ+(x; k, τ) ,(5.1a)

ξ−(x;−k, τ) = T2(k, τ)ξ+(x; k, τ)−R2(k, τ)ξ−(x; k, τ).(5.1b)

We call the Tj’s and the Rj’s the transmission and reflection coefficients, respectively.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the coefficients T1, T2, R1, R2 follow immediately from two
facts

(1) ξ±(x;±k, τ) solve the same differential equation as ξ±(x;±k, τ).
(2) For k ̸= 0, the Jost solutions ξ+(x; k, τ) and ξ−(x; k, τ) are linearly independent.

The first is clear as the equation is preserved with k → −k. One may observe the second by a direct
calculation of the Wronskian at x = 0:

W [ξ+(x; k, τ), ξ−(x; k, τ)] = φ(k, τ)

= k(e−iτ + 1)−
√

1 + k2(e−iτ − 1) ̸= 0.

□

We can even go further and solve for the coefficients:

Proposition 5.2. For every k ∈ R \ {0} and τ ∈ (0, 2π),

T (k, τ) := T1(k, τ) = e−iτT2(k, τ) ,(5.2a)

R1(k, τ)

T1(k, τ)
=

−1

e−iτ

R2(−k, τ)
T2(−k, τ)

,(5.2b)

where

T (k, τ) =
2k

k(eiτ + 1) +
√
1 + k2(eiτ − 1)

=
2e−iτ

φ(k, τ)
.
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Proof. Applying Cramer’s rule to the definition of the transmition and reflection coefficients, and
having already computed the relevant Wronskians in the proof of Lemma 5.1, we have

T1(k, τ) =
W [ξ+(x;−k, τ), ξ+(x; k, τ)]
W [ξ−(x; k, τ), ξ+(x; k, τ)]

=
2e−iτk

φ(k, τ)
,

R1(k, τ) = −W [ξ−(x; k, τ), ξ+(x;−k, τ)]
W [ξ−(x; k, τ), ξ+(x; k, τ)]

=
W [ξ+(x;−k, τ), ξ−(x; k, τ)]

φ(k, τ)
,

T2(k, τ) =
W [ξ−(x;−k, τ), ξ−(x; k, τ)]
W [ξ+(x; k, τ), ξ−(x; k, τ)]

=
2k

φ(k, τ)
,

R2(k, τ) = −W [ξ+(x; k, τ), ξ−(x;−k, τ)]
W [ξ+(x; k, τ), ξ−(x; k, τ)]

=
W [ξ+(x; k, τ), ξ−(x;−k, τ)]

φ(k, τ)
.

This leads to the relations (5.2).
The explicit formula for the transmission coefficient is given by

T (k, τ) =
2k

k(eiτ + 1) +
√
1 + k2(eiτ − 1)

.

□

Moreover, the square magnitude and its derivatives are given by

|T (k, τ)|2 =
k2

k2 + sin2(τ/2)
,(5.3)

∂k|T (k, τ)|2 =
2k sin2(τ/2)

(k2 + sin2(τ/2))2
,(5.4)

∂2k|T (k, τ)|2 =
2 sin2(τ/2)(sin2(τ/2)− 3k2)

(k2 + sin2(τ/2))3
.(5.5)

From this we have the estimates

Proposition 5.3. We have the following bounds on ∂jk|T (k, τ)|2 for j = 0, 1, 2.

|T (k, τ)|2 ≤ min

(
1,

k2

k2 + sin2(τ/2)

)
,

∂k|T (k, τ)|2 ≤ min

(
1

k
,

2k

k2 + sin2(τ/2)
,
2

k3

)
,

∂2k|T (k, τ)|2 ≤ min

(
3

k2
,

8

k2 + sin2(τ/2)
,
7

k4

)
.

Proof. By direct computation and elementary bounds sin2(θ) ∈ [0, 1] and k2, k4 ≥ 0. □

We now state a proposition which gives several alternative ways to calculate the difference across
the continuous spectrum of the two operators defined by the limiting absorption principle above.

Proposition 5.4 (Jump in the resolvent kernel across the real axis). For any k ∈ R
R+(k, τ)(x, y)−R−(k, τ)(x, y)

=
|T (k, τ)|2
2ie−iτk

(
ξ+(x; k, τ)ξ+(y;−k, τ)⊤σ1 + e−iτξ−(x; k, τ)ξ−(y;−k, τ)⊤σ1

)



DIRAC DECAY ESTIMATES 17

Proof. We start with x > y. Using (5.1) along with the properties of the transmission and reflection
coefficients we find

R+(k, τ)(x, y)−R−(k, τ)(x, y)

=
−i

φ(k, τ)
ξ+(x; k, τ)ξ−(y; k, τ)

⊤σ1 −
−i

φ(−k, τ)ξ+(x;−k, τ)ξ−(y;−k, τ)
⊤σ1

=
−iT (k, τ)
2e−iτk

ξ+(x; k, τ)
(
eiτT (−k, τ)ξ+(x;−k, τ))−R2(−k, τ)ξ−(x;−k, τ)

)⊤
σ1

− iT (−k, τ)
2e−iτk

(T (k, τ)ξ−(x; k, τ)−R1(k, τ)ξ+(x; k, τ)) ξ−(y,−k)⊤σ1

=
|T (k, τ)|2
2ie−iτk

(
ξ+(x; k, τ)ξ+(y;−k, τ)⊤σ1 + e−iτξ−(x; k, τ)ξ−(y;−k, τ)⊤σ1

)
The case where x < y is similar. □

Now that we have developed the requisite scattering theory we may prove the main theorem.

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2, the main theorem

We begin by remarking that it suffices to prove the following weaker bound which, in contrast
to (1.3) (equivalently (1.4)), is singular as t ↓ 0:

(6.1) ∥⟨x⟩−2e−i�D(τ)tPac(��D(τ))α0∥L∞(R) ≤ Cϵ
1

t1/2
1

1 + sin2(τ/2)t
∥⟨x⟩2⟨��D(τ)⟩3/2+ϵα0∥L1(R).

Indeed, from the expression for the resolvent kernel in Appendix C, we note that for all x and y, the
resolvent kernel satisfies: |kR±(k, τ)(x, y)| ≤ Cτ , for some constant Cτ . Therefore, directly from
the representation of α(t, x) as an oscillatory integral of the data α0 in (2.4), we have:

(6.2) ∥α(t, x)∥L∞(Rx) ≲ ∥α0(y)∥L1(Ry) for all t ∈ R.

We next derive an estimate reflecting (6.1) for t bounded away from zero and (6.2) for t near zero
by interpolation. Denote

a = ∥⟨x⟩−2e−i�D(τ)tPac(��D(τ))f∥L∞(R) , b ∼ ∥⟨x⟩2⟨��D(τ)⟩3/2+ϵf∥L1(R) ,

c ∼ 1

t1/2
1

1 + sin2(τ/2)t
∥⟨x⟩2⟨��D(τ)⟩3/2+ϵf∥L1(R) .

Then, using the bounds (6.1) and (6.2), we have that a ≤ b and a ≤ c. A bound which is non-
singular as t→ 0 now follows from the algebraic interpolation inequality (1.9). We therefore focus
on proving the decay-estimate (6.1).

We now embark on the proof. Our strategy is to decompose the representation of the evolution
operator, given in (2.4), into “high k” (or “high energy”) and “low k” (or “low energy”) integrals.
To do so, fix k0 > 0 and define a smooth cutoff function χ, defined on R, such that

(6.3) χ(k) =

{
1 if k < k0

0 if k > 2k0 .

Then, for every α0 ∈ L2(R;C2), we have from (2.4)) that

α(t, x) = e−i�D(τ)tP (��D(τ))⟨��D(τ)⟩−3/2−εα0 := αl(t, x) + αh(t, x) ,(6.4)
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where

αl(t, x) :=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tχ(k) [(R+(k, τ)−R−(k, τ))α0] (x) ⟨k⟩−3/2−ε k√

1 + k2
dk ,

(6.5)

αh(t, x) :=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t(1− χ(k)) [(R+(k, τ)−R−(k, τ))α0] (x) ⟨k⟩−3/2−ε k√

1 + k2
dk .

(6.6)

Note that α(t, x) in (6.4) is the solution of the time-dependent Dirac equation (1.1) with the
smoothed initial data P (��D(τ))⟨��D(τ)⟩−3/2−εα0. The functions αl(t, x) and αl(t, x) are, respectively,
the low k and high k components of α(t, x). We estimate these separately in the following sections.

6.1. High Energy Estimates. In this section we prove high-energy the following τ -independent
bounds on αh(t, x), defined in (6.4).

Theorem 6.1. There exist positive constants Ch,1 and Ch,2, such that for any τ ∈ [0, 2π) and t ≥ 0

∥⟨x⟩−1αh(t, x)∥L∞(Rx) ≤ Ch,1
1

|t|3/2 ∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry)(6.7)

∥αh(t, x)∥L∞(Rx) ≤ Ch,2
1

|t|1/2 ∥α0(y)∥L1(Ry)(6.8)

Proof. To bound αh, the high energy part of α, it is sufficient to bound the contributions from R+

and R− (see (4.1)) individually. Write

(6.9a) αh(t, x) = α
(+)
h (t, x)− α

(−)
h (t, x)

where

(6.9b) α
(±)
h (t, x) ≡ 1

2πi

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t(1− χ(k)) [R±(k, τ)α0] (x) ⟨k⟩−3/2−ε k√

1 + k2
dk.

We will estimate α
(+)
h explicitly; the estimates for α

(−)
h follow analogously. The operator

R+(k, τ), see (4.1), acting on functions β ∈ L2(R;C2), can be written via its kernel representation,
i.e.,

[R+(k, τ)β](x) =

∫
R

R+(k, τ)(x, y)β(y) dy ,

where the resolvent kernel R+(k, τ)(x, y), is displayed in (6.9). Substitution into (6.9) yields, via
the Fubini-Tonelli theorem, that for any x ∈ R

(6.10) α
(+)
h (t, x) =

∫
R
At(x, y)α0(y)dy,

where

At(x, y) ≡
1

2πi

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t(1− χ(k))R+(k, τ)(x, y) ⟨k⟩−3/2−ε k√

1 + k2
dk

Hence,

(6.11) ∥αh(t, x)∥L∞(Rx) ≤ sup
z,z′∈R

|At(z, z
′)| × ∥α0(y)∥L1(Ry) ,
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and (by inserting a 1 = ⟨y⟩−1⟨y⟩ terms into the integrand)

(6.12) ∥⟨x⟩−1αh(t, x)∥L∞(Rx) ≤ sup
z,z′∈R

(
⟨z⟩−1|At(z, z

′)|⟨z′⟩−1
)
× ∥⟨y⟩α0∥L1(Ry) .

Theorem 6.1 will follow if we can establish the following kernel bounds:

sup
x,y∈R

|At(x, y)| ≤ C|t|− 1
2(6.13)

sup
x,y∈R

⟨x⟩−1|At(x, y)|⟨y⟩−1 ≤ C ′|t|− 3
2(6.14)

We focus on the proof of bound (6.14) and its use in the proof of (6.7). The proof of (6.13) and its
application to the proof of (6.8) is simpler.
At(x, y) is defined as an integral with respect to k ∈ supp(1− χ) = [k0,∞). To bound At(x, y),

we express [k0,∞) as union of overlapping intervals of exponentially increasing size: [k0,∞) =⋃
j≥0[k02

j , k02
j+2], j ≥ 0, and use the corresponding smooth partition of unity

(6.15) 1(k0,∞)(x) =
∑
j≥0

χj(x), χj ∈ C∞
c

(
[k02

j , k02
j+2]

)
.

By the triangle inequality, for every x, y ∈ R

|At(x, y)| ≤
∞∑
j=0

Ij(x, y) ,(6.16)

where

Ij(x, y) =

∣∣∣∣ 1

2πi

∫ ∞

k0

e−it
√
1+k2R+(k, τ)(x, y)⟨k⟩−3/2−εχj(k)

k√
1 + k2

dk

∣∣∣∣ .(6.17)

The kernel, R+(k, τ)(x, y), is a 2×2 matrix whose elements are displayed in Appendix C. Based
on the precise expressions for these matrix elements, Ij can be written as a linear combination of
expressions of the following type:∣∣∣∣ 1

2πi

∫ ∞

k0

e−it
√
1+k2±ik(x±y)L(k)⟨k⟩−3/2−εχj(k)

k√
1 + k2

dk

∣∣∣∣ ,(6.18)

where L(k) is a rational function of k and
√
1 + k2, which can be read off the formulae in Appen-

dix C. To obtain upper bounds on (6.18) we make use of the following general result on oscillatory
integrals, whose proof we give in Appendix D:

Lemma 6.2. Let ψ(k) be a smooth function supported in [2j , 2j+2] ∪ [−2j+2,−2j ] for j ≥ 1, and
for j = 0 let ψ(k) be supported in a neighborhood of the origin. Then, there is a constant C > 0,
which is independent of ψ, such that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ R:∣∣∣∣∫

R
e−it

√
1+k2+ikrψ(k)dk

∣∣∣∣
≤ Cmin

(
∥ψ∥L1 , |t|− 1

2 2
3
2 j ∥∂kψ∥L1 , |t|− 3

2 2
3
2 j
∥∥∥(∂kk + ir∂k)

(√
1 + k2

k
ψ

)∥∥∥
L1

)
.

In order to bound (6.17) via (6.18), we apply Lemma 6.2, for each j ≥ 0 to

ψ = ψj(k) = χj(k)L(k)
k√

1 + k2
⟨k⟩−3/2−ε .(6.19)
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Substituting (6.19) into the third norm expression in the upper bound of Lemma 6.2, we have that
there is a constant, Cε, which is independent of k, such that∥∥∥ (∂kk ± i(x± y)∂k)

(√
1 + k2

k
ψj

)∥∥∥
L1

=
∥∥∥(∂kk ± i(x± y)∂k)

(
⟨k⟩−3/2−εL(k)χj

)∥∥∥
L1

≤ Cε

[
I1
j + I2

j + I3
j

]
,

where the Ij(x, y) are given by

I1
j ≡

∥∥∥⟨k⟩−3/2−ε
[
L′′(k)χj(k) + 2L′(k)χj(k)

′ + L(k)χ′′
j (k)± (x± y)

(
L′(k)χj(k) + L(k)χ′

j(k)
)]∥∥∥

L1
k

,

(6.20a)

I2
j ≡

∥∥∥k⟨k⟩−7/2−ε
[
2L′(k)χj(k) + 2L(k)χ′

j(k)± (x± y)L(k)χj(k)
]∥∥∥

L1
k

,

(6.20b)

I3
j ≡

∥∥∥(⟨k⟩−7/2+ε + k2⟨k⟩−11/2−ε
)
L(k)χj(k)

∥∥∥
L1

k

.

(6.20c)

Proposition 6.3. There is a constant C > 0 such that I1
j , I2

j , I3
j ≤ C2−( 3

2+ε)j⟨x⟩⟨y⟩.
Proposition 6.3 is proved in Appendix D using Van der Corput’s Lemma on oscillatory integrals.

We finally apply the last upper bound in Lemma 6.2 with ψ = ψj given by (6.19), to bound Ij
defined in (6.17). We obtain

Ij(x, y) ≲
(
|t|− 3

2 2
3
2 j
)
·
[
I1
j + I2

j + I3
j

]
≲
(
|t|− 3

2 2
3
2 j
)
·
(
2−( 3

2+ε)j⟨x⟩⟨y⟩
)
= 2−εj |t|− 3

2 ⟨x⟩⟨y⟩.
Therefore, by (6.17) we have for any x, y ∈ R

⟨x⟩−1|At(x, y)|⟨y⟩−1 ≤
∞∑
j=0

⟨x⟩−1Ij(x, y)⟨y⟩−1 ≲ |t|− 3
2 ,

since ε is strictly positive. This proves the kernel bound (6.14) and therewith the high energy
time-decay bound (6.7) of Theorem 6.1. As remarked above, the bound (6.8) follows by a closely
related, but simpler, argument, involving the second upper bound in Lemma 6.2. This completes
the proof of Theorem 6.1. □

6.2. Low Energy Estimates. Concerning αl(x, t), the low energy part of α(x, t), we have the
following time-decay estimate:

Theorem 6.4. Let αl(x, t) be defined as in (6.5). There is a constant C > 0 such that for τ ∈ [0, 2π]
we have the following weighted L1 → L∞ bound

∥⟨x⟩−2αl(x, t)∥L∞(Rx) ≤
C

|t|1/2
1

1 + sin2(τ/2)t
∥⟨y⟩2α0(y)∥L1(Ry).(6.21)

In contrast to the high-energy time-decay bound (Theorem 6.1), the low-energy bound (Theorem
6.4) depends on τ , and in particular for (threshold) resonant values of τ , the decay rate is only
≲ t−1/2.

The proof of Theorem 6.4 proceeds in the following way:

(1) Proposition 6.6 establishes a t−1/2 upper bound for all τ values.
(2) Proposition 6.7 establishes a t−3/2 upper bound for all τ ̸= 0, 2π.
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(3) Finally, we use these upper bounds together with the interpolation inequality (1.9) to get
the upper bound in Theorem 6.4.

To capture the subtleties involving k near zero (equivalently - energies near the band edge), we
must carefully account for cancellations in R+(k, τ) − R−(k, τ). The key is the jump formula of
Proposition 5.4, which we use to reexpress the low energy representation formula (6.5):

αl(t, x) =
1

2πi

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tχ(k) ⟨k⟩−3/2−ε k√

1 + k2
[(R+(k, τ)−R−(k, τ))α0] (x) dk

By Proposition 5.4, we have

(6.22) [(R+(k, τ)−R−(k, τ))α0] (x) =
|T (k, τ)|2
2ie−iτk

∫
R

f(x, y; k, τ)α0(y) dy ,

where

(6.23) f(x, y; k, τ) =
(
ξ+(x; k, τ)ξ+(y;−k, τ)⊤σ1 + e−iτξ−(x; k, τ)ξ−(y;−k, τ)⊤σ1

)
.

Substitution of (6.22) into the definition of αl(t, x) (and cancelling factors of k), we obtain

αl(t, x) =
1

−4πe−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tχ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2√
1 + k2

F (x; k, τ)dk,(6.24)

where

F (x; k, τ) = ⟨k⟩−3/2−ε

∫
R
f(x, y; k, τ) α0(y)dy .(6.25)

We derive the desired low energy bound in two steps: first, in Proposition 6.6, we prove a |t|− 1
2

decay-estimate for αl(t, x) which holds uniformly in τ . Second, in Proposition 6.7, we prove a

τ -dependent |t|− 3
2 decay-estimate, as in Theorem 1.2.

Remark 6.5. In order to prove the aforementioned bounds, we must split the integral representation
of αl(x, t) further into two subdomains: k values in a neighborhood of zero, and k values which are
small but bounded away from zero. This is necessary as there are no uniform in τ bounds near
k = 0 for ∂k|T (k, τ)|2; see (5.4). Therefore, one cannot apply a stationary phase argument for
small values of k. For those values of k, a cruder estimate is used, and therefore this interval is
chosen to be vanishingly small as t→ ∞.

Proposition 6.6 (τ -independent estimate). Let αl(t, x) be defined as in (6.5) or equivalently (6.24).
There exists a constant Cl > 0 such that for every τ ∈ [0, 2π] and every t > 0

∥⟨x⟩−1αl(x, t)∥L∞(Rx) ≤
Cl

|t|1/2 ∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry)(6.26)

Proof. It is useful to decompose αl(x, t) further into its spectral contributions from: 0 ≤ k ≲ |t|− 1
2

and |t|− 1
2 ≲ k <∞ as follows

αl(x, t) =
1

−4πe−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tχ(k)χ(k

√
t)
|T (k, τ)|2√

1 + k2
F (x; k, τ)dk

+
1

−4πe−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tχ(k)(1− χ(k

√
t))

|T (k, τ)|2√
1 + k2

F (x; k, τ)dk

:= α
(1)
l (x, t) + α

(2)
l (x, t).

(6.27)
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To bound the first term, we note that since |T (k, τ)| ≤ 1 (Lemma 5.3), and since the integral is
over an interval of length ∼ t−1/2, we get

|α(1)
l (x, t)| ≤ 1

4π

∫ 2k0/
√
t

0

|T (k, τ)|2√
1 + k2

|F (x; k, τ)|dk ≤ k0

2π
√
t
sup
k

|F (x; k, τ)|.(6.28)

To bound the second term, we rewrite

|α(2)
l (x, t)| =

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

4πe−iτ

∫ ∞

0

√
1 + k2

ik
∂k

(
e−i

√
1+k2t

)
χ(k)(1− χ(k

√
t))

|T (k, τ)|2√
1 + k2

F (x; k, τ)dk

∣∣∣∣∣ .
Since the support of χ(k)(1 − χ(k

√
t)) is bounded away from k = 0 and k = +∞, integration by

parts and the triangle inequality yields

|α(2)
l (x, t)| =

∣∣∣∣ 1

4πt

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t∂k

[
χ(k)(1− χ(k

√
t))

|T (k, τ)|2
k

F (x; k, τ)

]
dk

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

4πt

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣e−i
√
1+k2t∂k

[
χ(k)(1− χ(k

√
t))

|T (k, τ)|2
k

F (x; k, τ)

]∣∣∣∣ dk ,
≤ 1

4πt

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣∣∣∣∂k
(
|T (k, τ)|2F (x; k, τ)

)
k

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∂k (χ(k)(1− χ(k

√
t))

k

)
|T (k, τ)|2F (x; k, τ)

∣∣∣∣ dk
: = (I) + (II).(6.29)

For (II) we estimate as follows, since the transmission coefficient satisfies |T (k, τ)| ≤ 1,

(II) =
1

4πt

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣∣∣∂k (χ(k)(1− χ(k
√
t))

k

)
|T (k, τ)|2F (x; k, τ)

∣∣∣∣ dk
=

1

4πt
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)|
∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣∣∣∂k (χ(k)(1− χ(k
√
t))

k

)∣∣∣∣ dk
=

1

4πt
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)|
∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣∣∣(χ′(k)(1− χ(k
√
t)) +

√
tχ(k)χ′(k

√
t)

k
− χ(k)(1− χ(k

√
t))

k2

)∣∣∣∣ dk
≤ 1

4πt
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)|
∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

|χ′(k)|
k

+

∣∣√tχ′(k
√
t)
∣∣

k
+

1

k2
dk .

(6.30)

To bound (6.30), we use that χ′(k) = 0 for k ∈ [0, k0) and k ∈ (2k0,∞) to get∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

|χ′(k)|
k

dk ≤ sup |χ′|
∫ 2k0

k0

1

k
dk = sup |χ′| · ln(2) ,

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣√tχ′(k
√
t)
∣∣

k
dk =

√
t

∫ 2k0

√
t

k0

|χ′(z)|
z

dz ≤ sup |χ′| · ln(2)
√
t∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

1

k2
dk = (

√
t− 1/2)k−1

0 ≤
√
tk−1

0

Substituting these bounds into (6.30), we obtain

(6.31) (II) ≤ C ′(1 + k−1
0 )√

t
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)| .
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We now bound the expression (I) in (6.29). By applying the upper bounds on the transmission
coefficient from Proposition 5.3, we get

(I) ≤ 1

4πt

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

|∂kF (x; k, τ)|
|T (k, τ)|2

k
+ |∂k|T (k, τ)|2|

|F (x; k, τ)|
k

dk

≤ 1

4πt
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|∂kF (x; k, τ)|
∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

1

k
dk +

1

4πt
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)|
∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

1

k2
dk

≤ 1

4πt
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|∂kF (x; k, τ)|(1 + ln(t)) +
1

4πt
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)|(1 +
√
t)

≤ C ′′
√
t

(
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|∂kF (x; k, τ)|+ sup
k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)|
)

(6.32)

By the upper bound on |α(1)
l (x, t)|, (6.28), and the upper bound on |α(2)

l (x, t)| ≤ (I) + (II), there is
a constant C > 0 (independent of αl, t, and τ), such that

|αl(x, t)| ≤
C√
t

(
sup

k∈[0,2k0]

|F (x; k, τ)|+ sup
k∈[0,2k0]

|∂kF (x; k, τ)|
)
.

Hence, to complete the proof of Proposition 6.6, we need to bound F and ∂kF in terms of the L1

norm of α0. These bounds are displayed in Proposition E.1 of Appendix E. □

Next we prove a more subtle τ -dependent decay estimate, which requires stronger localization of
α0. We shall make crucial use of the small |k| behavior of the transmission coefficient (see (5.3)):

(6.33) |T (k, τ)|2 =
k2

k2 + sin2(τ/2)
.

Proposition 6.7 (τ -dependent estimate). Let αl(x, t) denote low-energy part of α(x, t); see (6.5)
or equivalently (6.24). There is a τ -independent constant D > 0 such that for t > 0 and τ ∈ (0, 2π)
(no threshold resonance) we have:

∥⟨x⟩−2αl(x, t)∥L∞(Rx) ≤
D

sin2(τ/2) |t| 32
∥⟨y⟩2α0(y)∥L1(Ry) ,

Proof. Assume τ ∈ (0, 2π). We study the low-energy solution αl(t, x) as displayed in (6.24). Using
integration by parts we have

αl(t, x) =
1

−4πe−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tχ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2√
1 + k2

F (x; k, τ)dk

=
1

−4πe−iτ

∫ ∞

0

√
1 + k2

−ikt ∂k

(
e−i

√
1+k2t

)
χ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2√
1 + k2

F (x; k, τ)dk

=
1

4πite−iτ

∫ ∞

0

∂k

(
e−i

√
1+k2t

)
χ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2
k

F (x; k, τ)dk

= − 1

4πite−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t∂k

(
χ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2
k

F (x; k, τ)

)
dk

+ e−i
√
1+k2tχ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2
k

F (x; k, τ)

∣∣∣∣k=∞

k=0
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Now note that the the boundary terms vanish; At k = ∞, this is due to the vanishing of χ(k) as
k → +∞. At k = 0, the boundary term vanishes since |T (k, τ)|2 = O(k2) as |k| → 0 for 0 < τ < 2π,
by (6.33). Since the boundary terms vanish, it follows that

αl(t, x) =
1

−4πite−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tG(x; k, τ)dk ,(6.34)

where

G(x; k, τ) ≡ ∂k

[
χ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2
k

F (x; k, τ)

]
.(6.35)

Remark 6.8. Here we see why Proposition 6.7 holds only for τ ∈ (0, 2π): for the boundary terms to
vanish at k = 0, we need that T (0, τ) = 0. This is not true when τ = 0, 2π, since the transmission
coefficient there is always 1.

The new representation of αl given in (6.34) can be decomposed, in analogy with (6.27), into k
near zero (k < t−1/2k0) and k bounded away from zero (k ∈ (t−1/2k0, 2k0)). For every τ ∈ (0, 2π),

αl(t, x) =
1

−4πite−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2tχ(

√
tk)G(x; k, τ)dk

+
1

−4πite−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t(1− χ(

√
tk))G(x; k, τ)dk

= α
(i)
l (x, t) + α

(ii)
l (x, t) .

(6.36)

We estimate each term in (6.36). First,

|α(i)
l (t, x)| ≤ 1

4πt

∫ 2k0/
√
t

0

|G(x; k, τ)|dk ≤ k0
2πt3/2

sup
k

|G(x; k, τ)| .(6.37)

To estimate α
(ii)
l we first use integration by parts,

α
(ii)
l (t, x) =

1

−4πite−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t(1− χ(

√
tk))G(x; k, τ)dk

=
1

−4πite−iτ

∫ ∞

0

√
1 + k2

−ikt ∂k

(
e−i

√
1+k2t

)
(1− χ(

√
tk))G(x; k, τ)dk

=
1

4πt2e−iτ

∫ ∞

0

e−i
√
1+k2t∂k

(√
1 + k2

k
(1− χ(

√
tk))G(x; k, τ)

)
dk .

It follows that

|α(ii)
l (t, x)| ≤ 1

4πt2

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣∣∣∣∂k
(√

1 + k2

k
(1− χ(

√
tk))

)
G(x; k, τ)

∣∣∣∣∣ dk
+

1

4πt2

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣∣∣∣
(√

1 + k2

k
(1− χ(

√
tk))∂kG(x; k, τ)

)∣∣∣∣∣ dk
≤ Term1 +Term2 +Term3,



DIRAC DECAY ESTIMATES 25

where

Term1 ≡ 1

4πt2
sup
k

|G(x; k, τ)|
∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

∣∣∣∣∣
√
1 + k2

k

√
t|χ′(

√
tk))|

∣∣∣∣∣ dk ,
Term2 ≡ 1

4πt2
sup
k

|G(x; k, τ)|
∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

1

k2
√
1 + k2

dk , and

Term3 ≡ 1

4πt2

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

√
1 + k2

k
|∂kG(x; k, τ)| dk .

Recall that G(x; k, τ) is defined in (6.35) in terms of F (x; k, τ), which depends on the initial data,
α0; see (6.25).

We now provide upper bounds for each of the three terms above. These upper bounds rely on
Proposition E.1, which provides bounds on G and its derivatives. By changing variables (z : = k

√
t),

and using that χ′(z) is compactly supported and vanishes in a neighborhood of z = 0, we obtain
(with positive constants D1, D2, etc., all independent of k and τ):

Term1 ≤ D1

t3/2
⟨x⟩

sin2(τ/2)
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

√
1 + k2

k

∣∣∣χ′(
√
tk))

∣∣∣ dk
=

D1

t3/2
⟨x⟩

sin2(τ/2)
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

∫ 2k0

√
t

k0

√
1 + z2/t

z
|χ′(z))| dz

≤ D2

t3/2
⟨x⟩

sin2(τ/2)
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry) .

(6.38)

Similarly,

Term2 ≤ D3

t2
⟨x⟩

sin2(τ/2)
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

1

k2
√
1 + k2

dk

≤ D3

t2
⟨x⟩

sin2(τ/2)
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

1

k2
dk

≤ D4

t3/2
⟨x⟩

sin2(τ/2)
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry) .

(6.39)

Finally, using the change of variables k = (k0/
√
t)l,

Term3 ≤ D5

t2
⟨x⟩2 ∥⟨y⟩2α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

√
1 + k2

k

1

k(k2 + sin2(τ/2))
dk

=
D5

t2
⟨x⟩2 ∥⟨y⟩2α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

∫ 2k0

k0/
√
t

√
1 + k2

k

1

k(k2 + sin2(τ/2))
dk

=
D6

t1/2
⟨x⟩2 ∥⟨y⟩2α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

∫ 2
√
t

1

1

l2
1

(k20l
2 + sin2(τ/2)t)

dl

≤ D6

t1/2
⟨x⟩2 ∥⟨y⟩2α0(y)∥L1(Ry)

1

k20 + sin2(τ/2)t

∫ 2
√
t

1

1

l2
dl

≤ D6

sin2(τ/2) t3/2
⟨x⟩2 ∥⟨y⟩2α0(y)∥L1(Ry) .

(6.40)
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To conclude, we combine the upper bound (6.37) for α
(i)
l , and the three upper bounds which

(6.38), (6.39), and (6.40) together bound α
(ii)
l , to get by (6.36) and the triangle inequality

|αl(t, x)| ≤ D7

sin2(τ/2) t3/2
⟨x⟩2 ∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L2(Ry).

□

Finally, to complete the proof of Theorem 6.4, we interpolate via inequality (1.9), using the
bounds of Propositions 6.6 and 6.7. This yields

∥⟨x⟩−2αl(t, x)∥L∞(Rx) ≤
D

t1/2
1

1 + sin2(τ/2)t
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry) .

which implies the bound of Theorem 6.4.

6.3. Remarks on the proof of Theorem 1.6. By the interpolation argument at the beginning
of Section 6, it suffices to prove both results in Theorem 1.6 in a weaker version, where ⟨t⟩ replaced
by |t|. Moreover, these bounds are established with τ -independent constants for high energies in
Theorem 6.1. Thus, it only remains to prove the desired inequalities with τ -dependent coefficients
for the low energy part of the solution αl(x, t), displayed in (6.24).

The desired inequalities follow from an application of Lemma 6.2 similar to that in Theorem 6.1.
The middle bound provided by Lemma 6.2 provides the necessary inequality for (1.5) while the
third bound in Lemma 6.2 provides the inequality for (1.6).

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 3.4

Proof. The expressions (3.9a) for ξ+ and (3.9b) for ξ− are solutions with the desired asymptotic
behavior at infinity if and only if each of these expressions is continuous at x = 0. This imposes
linear inhomogeneous systems of algebraic equations for (A,B) and for (C,D). The solutions are
displayed (3.10b). This proves Part 1 of Proposition 3.4.

Next we turn our attention to the relations (3.11) between ξ+ and ξ−. Note that (3.11b) is
equivalent to (3.11a). Indeed, (3.11a) implies

S(τ)ξ+(x;ω, τ) = ξ−(−x, ω, τ).
Making the replacements x 7→ −x and ω → ω gives (3.11b). Reversing the steps recovers (3.11a)
from (3.11b).

The last item in Proposition 3.4 is the identity (3.11b), rewritten as:

S(τ)ξ+(−x;ω, τ) = ξ−(x;ω, τ).(A.1)

We will first show that the expressions on either side of the equality (A.1) satisfy the same differential
equation and asymptotic condition at +∞. Once we do that, uniqueness then implies the equality
of these expressions. First, to verify the equality of asymptotic behaviors at infinity, recall by (3.8b)
that

(A.2) e−λ(ω)xξ−(x;ω, τ) −→ v
(+)
− =

(
1

ω − iλ(ω)

)
as x→ −∞.

Concerning the left hand side of (A.1), note that by (3.8a)

S(τ)eλ(ω)(−x)ξ+(−x, ω, τ) →
(

1
ω + iλ(ω)

)
as x→ −∞.
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Hence,

S(τ)eλ(ω)(−x)ξ+(−x, ω, τ) →
(

1
ω̄ − iλ(ω̄)

)
as x→ −∞

or

e−λ(ω̄)xS(τ)ξ+(−x, ω, τ) →
(

1
ω̄ − iλ(ω̄)

)
as x→ −∞

or, replacing ω by ω̄, we obtain

(A.3) e−λ(ω)xS(τ)ξ+(−x, ω̄, τ) →
(

1
ω − iλ(ω)

)
as x→ −∞

Therefore, by (A.2) and (A.3), S(τ)ξ+(−x;ω, τ) and ξ−(x;ω, τ) satisfy the same asymptotic con-
dition as x→ −∞.

To complete the proof we now verify that both expressions in the equality (A.1), S(τ)ξ+(−x;ω, τ)
and ξ−(x;ω, τ), satisfy the same differential equation. We begin by first noting the following
identities:

(A.4) Sσ3 = σ3S, Sσ1 = σ⋆S, Sσ⋆ = σ1S,

where we have used the abbreviated notation S = S(τ), σ⋆ = σ⋆(τ), and ��D =��D(τ). Using (A.4)
we have

S��Dξ+(x;ω, τ) = [iσ3∂x + σ⋆1x<0 + σ11x>0]Sξ+(x;ω, τ) = ωSξ+(x;ω, τ)

Changing variables: x = −y gives

[−iσ3∂y + σ11y<0 + σ⋆1y>0]Sξ+(−y;ω, τ) = ω Sξ+(−y;ω, τ),

taking the complex conjugate gives

[iσ3∂y + σ11y<0 + σ⋆1y>0]Sξ+(−y;ω, τ) = ω Sξ+(−y;ω, τ)

and finally making the replacement ω → −ω gives

��DSξ+(−y;ω, τ) = [iσ3∂y + σ11y<0 + σ⋆1y>0]Sξ+(−y;ω, τ) = ω Sξ+(−y;ω, τ).

Since ξ−(x;ω, τ) satisfies the same equation and boundary condition at −∞, the proof of the
symmetry properties (3.11) is now complete. □

Appendix B. Spectral symmetry of the operator ��D(τ)

We will show that there is a symmetry of the eigenvalue equation

��D(τ)α = ωα .(B.1)

Let β(x) = σ3S(τ)α(−x). Then we claim that β satisfies

��D(2π − τ)α = −ωβ .
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To see this, replace x 7→ −x in the original equation, multiply by σ3S(τ), and use the anticommu-
tation relations satisfied by Pauli matrices to observe

ωσ3S(τ)α(−x) = σ3S(τ)(−iσ3∂x + σ11(−∞,0)(−x) + σ⋆(τ)1[0,∞)(−x))α(−x)(B.2)

= σ3S(τ)(−iσ3∂x + σ11(0,∞)(x) + σ⋆(τ)1(−∞,0](x))α(−x)(B.3)

= σ3(−iσ3∂x + σ⋆(2π − τ)1(0,∞)(x) + σ11(−∞,0](x))S(τ)α(−x)(B.4)

= (−iσ3∂x − σ⋆(2π − τ)1(0,∞)(x)− σ11(−∞,0](x))σ3S(τ)α(−x)(B.5)

= −��D(2π − τ)σ3S(τ)α(−x) .(B.6)

Making the definition β(x) = σ3S(τ)α(−x) and multiplying by minus 1, we obtain the desired
equation.

Appendix C. Limiting Resolvent matrix elements

For k ∈ R, the limiting resolvents R±(k, τ) are given by

R±(k, τ) =

{
−i

φ(±k,τ)ξ−(x;±k, τ)ξ+(y;±k, τ)⊤σ1 x < y
−i

φ(±k,τ)ξ+(x;±k, τ)ξ−(y;±k, τ)⊤σ1 x > y
(C.1)

Using the explicit formulas for the Jost solutions (3.9), we can write the Resolvent entries in closed
form. Let R(k, τ) be defined such that

R±(k, τ) = R(±k, τ).(C.2)

Then the entries of the kernel of R(k, τ) are, (where the τ -dependent coefficients are determined

by (3.10b) as Ã(k) = A(
√
1 + k2), and similarly for Ã, D̃, C̃):

(R(k, τ)(x, y))1,1 =



i
φ(k,τ)e

−iτ
[
D̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)eik(x+y) + C̃(

√
1 + k2 − k)eik(x−y)

]
x > y > 0

i
φ(k,τ)e

−iτ (
√
1 + k2 − k)eik(x−y) x > 0 > y

i
φ(k,τ)

[
B̃(

√
1 + k2 − k)eik(x−y) + Ã(

√
1 + k2 − k)e−ik(x+y)

]
0 > x > y

i
φ(k,τ)

[
D̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)e−iτeik(x+y) + C̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)e−iτe−ik(x−y)

]
y > x > 0

i
φ(k,τ) (

√
1 + k2 + k)e−ik(x−y) y > 0 > x

i
φ(k,τ)

[
B̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)e−ik(x−y) + Ã(

√
1 + k2 − k)e−ik(x+y)

]
0 > y > x

,

(C.3)

(R(k, τ)(x, y))1,2 =



i
φ(k,τ)e

−2iτ
[
D̃eik(x+y) + C̃eik(x−y)

]
x > y > 0

i
φ(k,τ)e

−iτeik(x−y) x > 0 > y
i

φ(k,τ) B̃e
ik(x−y) + Ãe−ik(x+y) 0 > x > y

i
φ(k,τ)e

−2iτ
[
D̃eik(x+y) + C̃e−ik(x−y)

]
y > x > 0

i
φ(k,τ)e

−iτe−ik(x−y) y > 0 > x

i
φ(k,τ)e

−2iτ
[
D̃eik(x+y) + C̃eik(x−y)

]
0 > y > x

,(C.4)
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(R(k, τ)(x, y))2,1 =



i
φ(k,τ)D̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)2eik(x+y) + C̃eik(x−y) x > y > 0

i
φ(k,τ)e

ik(x−y) x > 0 > y
i

φ(k,τ) B̃e
ik(x−y) + Ã(

√
1 + k2 − k)2e−ik(x+y) 0 > x > y

i
φ(k,τ)D̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)2eik(x+y) + C̃e−ik(x−y) y > x > 0

i
φ(k,τ)e

−ik(x−y) y > 0 > x
i

φ(k,τ) B̃e
−ik(x−y) + Ã(

√
1 + k2 − k)2e−ik(x+y) 0 > y > x

,(C.5)

(R(k, τ)(x, y))2,2 =



i
φ(k,τ)D̃e

−iτ (
√
1 + k2 + k)eik(x+y) + C̃e−iτ (

√
1 + k2 + k)eik(x−y) x > y > 0

i
φ(k,τ) (

√
1 + k2 + k)eik(x−y) x > 0 > y

i
φ(k,τ)

[
B̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)eik(x−y) + Ã(

√
1 + k2 − k)e−ik(x+y)

]
0 > x > y

i
φ(k,τ)e

−iτ
[
D̃(

√
1 + k2 + k)eik(x+y) + C̃(

√
1 + k2 − k)e−ik(x−y)

]
y > x > 0

i
φ(k,τ)e

−iτ (
√
1 + k2 − k)e−ik(x−y) y > 0 > x

i
φ(k,τ)

[
B̃(

√
1 + k2 − k)e−ik(x−y) + Ã(

√
1 + k2 − k)e−ik(x+y)

]
0 > y > x

,

(C.6)

where as in (3.12), substituting ω =
√
1 + k2 for real values of k, we get

φ(k, τ) := k(e−iτ + 1)−
√
1 + k2(e−iτ − 1) ,(C.7)

Appendix D. Proofs of Lemmas from Section 6.1

D.1. Proof of Lemma 6.2. The first term is a direct consequence of the triangle inequality∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
R

e−it
√
1+k2+ikrψj(k) dk

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫
R

∣∣∣e−it
√
1+k2+ikr

∣∣∣ · |ψj(k)| dk = ∥ψj∥L1 .

The next two upper bounds are the result of Van der Corput’s Lemma for oscillatory integrals:

Theorem D.1 (Van der Corput Lemma [41]). Let ϕ : R → R be a smooth and let ψ ∈ C∞
c (R). If

|∂2kϕ(k)| ≥ λ ≥ 0 for all k ∈ supp(ψ), then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(D.1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
R

eiϕ(k)ψ(k) dk

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cλ−
1
2 ∥∂kψ(k)∥L1(Rk)

.

By (D.1), we only need to compute the second derivative in k of the phase term, i.e.,∣∣∣∂kk [−t√1 + k2 + kr
]∣∣∣ = t

(1 + k2)
3
2

= t⟨k⟩−3 ≳ t2−3(j+2) ,

since ψj(k) is supported on [2j , 2j+2]. Hence, substituting this lower bound as λ in (D.1), we get
the second upper bound in Lemma 6.2.

To obtain the third upper bound in Lemma 6.2, we first extract more time-decay using integration
by parts, and then apply Van der Corput’s Lemma. Noting that the domain of integration is
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bounded away from k = 0, we have∫
R

e−it
√
1+k2+ikrψj(k) dk =

∫
R

∂k[e
−it

√
1+k2

]eikr
1

−it

√
1 + k2

k
ψj(k) dk

=

[
e−it

√
1+k2

eikr
1

−it

√
1 + k2

k
ψj(k)

]k=∞

k=−∞

+
1

it

∫
R

e−it
√
1+k2

∂k

[
eikr

√
1 + k2

k
ψj(k)

]
dk

=
1

it

∫
R

e−it
√
1+k2+ikr(ir + ∂k)

[√
1 + k2

k
ψj(k)

]
dk ,

where the boundary terms vanish since ψj is compactly supported. Now we can apply Van der
Corput Lemma (D.1) on the last integral, with the lower bound on the phase term as before, and
get the last upper bound in Lemma 6.2.

D.2. Proof of Proposition 6.3. We prove I1
j , I2

j , I3
j ≤ C2−( 3

2+ε)j⟨x⟩⟨y⟩, for some C > 0. Each
term L(k) is based on the explicit expressions for the resolvent kernel Appendix C. It requires the

definitions of A,B,C,D as they appear in (3.10) (as well as that of B̃, Ã, D̃, C̃) and of φ(k, τ)
as defined in (C.7). We find that L(k) is a rational function where both the numerator and the

denominator are quadratic in k and
√
1− k2, and we can write, for some nonzero a, b, c, d ∈ C:

L(k) =
(ak + b

√
1 + k2)(ck + d

√
1 + k2)

kφ(k, τ)
.

Note that, using the asymptotics of φ, B̃, Ã, D̃, C̃ as k → ∞, we have that

(D.2) |L(k)| ≲ const , |L′(k)|, |L′′(k)| ≲ k−3 , as k → ∞ .

We first bound I1
j from above since, as we shall see, it is the largest term (or, the slowest to

decay as k → ∞), and will yield the overall upper bound on Ij . Note that by the triangle inequality

I1
j ≲

∫
[k02j ,k02j+1]

⟨k⟩−3/2−ε (|x± y| · |L′(k)|+ |L′′(k)|) dk(D.3)

+

∫
[k02j ,k02j+1]

⟨k⟩−3/2−ε
[
(|x± y| · |L(k)|+ 2|L′(k)|) |χ′

j(k)|+ |L(k)χ′′
j (k)|

]
dk .(D.4)

Since ⟨k⟩− 3
2−ε is strictly decreasing, and using the upper bounds in (D.2), we have

|(D.3)| ≲ 2−( 3
2+ε)j

∫
[k02j ,k02j+1]

k−3 dk ⟨x⟩⟨y⟩ ,

which vanishes as j → ∞, and so (D.3) is uniformly bounded for all j ∈ N. To bound (D.4), we note
that the L′(k) vanishes similarly, and so we only have to consider the L(k)χ′

j(k) and L(k)χ
′′
j (k).

Since χj is a smooth identifier function, χ′
j and χ′′

j are compactly supported, localized around
the edges of supp(χj). Hence the value of the integral in (D.4) does not depend on the length of
suppχj . Since L(k) tends to a constant (see (D.2)), the integral of the terms |L(k)||χ′

k(k)| and
|L(k)|2|χ′′

j (x)| also tend to a constant as j → ∞. Therefore, (D.4) is uniformly bounded. Hence,

we obtained the desired bound for I1
j .
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The remaining two terms, I2
j and I3

j (see (6.20)), are bounded in a similar manner. In fact,

both terms decay even faster, esentially like k−5/2−ε, and so the overall decay of Ij ≲
∑

ℓ=1,2,3 Iℓ
j

is dominated, in high j values (high energy), by that of I1
j .

Appendix E. Bounds on F (x; k, τ) and G(x; k, τ)

Recall the definitions of F (x; k, τ) in (6.25) and G(x; k, τ) in (6.35)

F (x; k, τ) ≡
∫
R
f(x, y; k, τ)⟨k⟩−3/2−εα0(y)dy ,

f(x, y; k, τ) ≡
(
ξ+,1(x; k, τ)ξ+,2(y;−k, τ) ξ+,1(x; k, τ)ξ+,1(y;−k, τ)
ξ+,2(x; k, τ)ξ+,2(y;−k, τ) ξ+,2(x; k, τ)ξ+,1(y;−k, τ)

)
+

(
e−iτξ−,1(x; k, τ)ξ−,2(y;−k, τ) e−iτξ−,1(x; k, τ)ξ−,1(y;−k, τ)
e−iτξ−,2(x; k, τ)ξ−,2(y;−k, τ) e−iτξ−,2(x; k, τ)ξ−,1(y;−k, τ)

)
,

G(x; k, τ) ≡ ∂k

(
χ(k)

|T (k, τ)|2
k

F (x; k, τ)

)
.

Proposition E.1 (Bounds on ∂jkF (x; k, τ) and ∂jkG(x; k, τ)). There exist constants Aj, for j =
0, 1, 2 and Bl for l = 0, 1, which depend on k0, such that for every x ∈ R, k ∈ (0, 2k0] and τ ∈ (0, τ):

|∂jkF (x; k, τ)| ≤ Aj⟨x⟩j∥⟨y⟩jα0(y)∥L1(Ry)(E.1)

|∂lkG(x; k, τ)| ≤ Bl
⟨x⟩l+1

kl(k2 + sin2(τ/2))
∥⟨y⟩l+1α0(y)∥L1(Ry) .(E.2)

Proof. To bound F (x; k, τ) and its derivatives, we first bound the Jost solutions (see Proposition 4.1)
ξ±(x; k, τ) and their derivatives with respect to k. Every coordinate of f can be written as a sum
of product of Jost solutions. Thus, F (x; k, τ) can be written as a finite sum of the form

F (x; k, τ) =
∑
j

∫
R

ϕj,1(x; k, τ)ϕj,2(y; k, τ)⟨k⟩−3/2−εα(y) dy

where ϕj,ℓ(z, k, τ) is an expression of the form

(E.3)
(ak + b

√
1 + k2)(ck + d

√
1 + k2)

k
e±ikz , ,

for some real parameters a, b, c, d. Moreover, uniformly in z = x or y, we have |ϕ(z, k, τ)| ≲ ⟨k⟩ by
the explicit form of the resolvent kernel entries (see Appendix C), and it follows that

|F (x; k, τ)| ≤ A0⟨k⟩
1
2−ε

∫
R

|α0(y)| dy .

Since we have constrained k to vary in [0, 2k0], we have the desired upper bound for F (x; k, τ).
Turning now to k− derivatives of F (x; k, τ), we note that k 7→ F (x; k, τ) is smooth functions

of k and hence for each j, ∂jkF (x; k, τ) is uniformly bounded on for k ∈ [0, 2k0]. The bounds on

∂jkF (x; k, τ) involve the weights ⟨x⟩j and ⟨y⟩j , due to the appearance of factors of eikx and eiky in

ϕj,l(x; k, τ); see (E.3). Hence, ∂jkF (x; k, τ) gives rise, via ϕj,1(x; k, τ)ϕj,2(y; k, τ), to terms whose
behavior is bounded by ⟨x⟩j⟨y⟩j , leading to the asserted bounds for the derivatives of F .
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We now turn to the bounds on G(x; k, τ). Expanding the expression, we have

G(x; k, τ) =
kχ′(k)− χ(k)

k2
|T (k, τ)|2F (x; k, τ) + χ(k)

k
|T (k, τ)|2∂kF (x; k, τ)(E.4)

+
χ(k)

k
∂k|T (k, τ)|2F (x; k, τ).(E.5)

Applying the above bounds for F (x; k, τ) as well as those for T (k, τ) in Proposition 5.3, we obtain

|G(x; k, τ)|(E.6)

≲
1

k2
k2

k2 + sin2(τ/2)
∥α0∥L1(R) + ⟨x⟩∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry) +

1

k

2k

k2 + sin2(τ/2)
∥α0∥L1(R)(E.7)

≲
⟨x⟩

k2 + sin2(τ/2)
∥⟨y⟩α0(y)∥L1(Ry),(E.8)

with implied constants which are independent of k and τ . The argument for ∂kG(x; k, τ) follows
similarly using the product rule as well as the bounds on ∂2kF (x; k, τ) and ∂2k|T (k, τ)|2. This
completes the proof of Proposition E.1.

□
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