arXiv:2307.16428v2 [math.AP] 22 Aug 2023

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR BEAM EQUATIONS WITH POTENTIAL IN DIMENSION THREE

MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

Abstract. This paper is devoted to studying time decay estimates of the solution for Beam equation (higher order type wave equation) with a potential u_{tt} + ( Δ^2 + V ) u = 0, u(0, x) = f(x), u_t(0, x) = g(x) in dimension three, where V is a real-valued and decaying potential on R^3 . Assume that zero is a regular point of H := Δ^2 + V , we first prove the following optimal time decay estimates of the solution operators ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H) ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t| −^3_2 and ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H) ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 12} . Moreover, if zero is a resonance of H, then time decay of the solution operators above also are considered. It is noticed that the first kind resonance does not effect the decay rates for the propagator operators cos(t √ H) and^{sin(t} √ H) √ H , but their decay will be dramatically changed for the second and third resonance types.

1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Introduction. In this paper we consider the following Beam equation (higher order type wave equation) with a real-valued decaying potential in dimension three: { u_{tt} + ( Δ^2 + V (x) ) u = 0, (t, x) ∈ R × R^3 , u(0, x) = f(x), u_t(0, x) = g(x). (1.1)

Let H := Δ^2 + V and |V (x)| ≲ ⟨x⟩^{−β} for some β > 0. Then H is self-adjoint on L^2, and the solution to equation (1.1) is given by the formula u(t, x) = cos(t √ H)f(x) + sin(t √ H) √ H g(x). (1.2)

The expressions above depend on the branch chosen for √ H, so are well defined even if H is not positive. We will study the decay estimates of the propagator operators cos(t √ H) and

sin(t √ H) √ H . In the free case, i.e. V = 0 and √ H = −Δ, if the initial data (f, g) ∈ L^1(R^3 ) × L^1(R^3 ), then the solution operators of the equation (1.1) satisfy the following optimal time decay estimates: ‖ ‖ cos(tΔ)f ‖ ‖_{L∞(R3 )} ≲ |t|^{− 3}2 ‖f‖_{L1(R3 )}, (1.3)

Date: August 27, 2023.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 58J50, 42B15, 35P15, 42B20, 47F05.

Key words and phrases. Higher order wave equations (Beam); Asymptotic expansions; Decay estimates; Fourth order Schrödinger operator. 1

2 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

and ‖ ‖ ‖ sin(tΔ) Δ g ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(R3 )} ≲ |t|^{− 12} ‖g‖_L1_{(R}3_), (1.4)

see Theorem 1.3 below, also see Theorem 7 in [8].

When V ≠ 0, the decay estimates of solution operators of the equation (1.1) are affected by the spectrum of H, which in turn depends on the conditions of potential V . It was wellknown that the spectrum of H has negative eigenvalues {λ_1 ≤ λ_2 ≤ · · · < 0} and continuous spectrum [0, ∞) provided that the potential V possesses certain decaying rate, see e.g. [1, 44]. If H has no positive eigenvalues embedded in the continuous spectrum, then (0, ∞) is the pure absolutely continuous spectrum. In this case, assume that λ_j(j ≥ 1) be the negative eigenvalues of the spectrum of H (the counting multiplicity of λ_j) and Hϕ_j = λ_jϕ_j(j ≥ 1) for ϕ_j ∈ L^2(R^3 ), denotes by P_{ac}(H) the projection onto the absolutely continuous spectrum space of H. Then the solutions to the equation (1.1) can be written as u(t, x) := u_d(t, x) + u_c(t, x), where u_d(t, x) = ∑ j cosh(t √ −λ_j )(f, ϕ_j)ϕ_j(x) + sinh(t √ −λ_j ) √ −λ_j (g, ϕ_j)ϕ_j(x), (1.5)

u_c(t, x) = cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H)f(x) + sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H)g(x). (1.6) Obviously, the negative eigenvalues of the spectrum of H cause exponential growth of u_d defined in (1.5) as t becomes large. Hence, we need to project away from the part of eigenvalues, and focus on decay estimates for the continuous part u_c(t, x). In particular, we notice that the absence of positive eigenvalue of H has been an indispensable assumption for dispersive estimates, see Subsection 1.3 below for more comments on the positive eigenvalues of H.

In this paper, we are devoted to establishing the time decay bounds of the solution (1.6) with decaying assumptions on the potential V in dimension three. In order to establish the dispersive bounds of the solution operators, we first need to deduce the asymptotic expansions of the resolvent R_V (λ^4) for λ near zero in the presence of resonances or eigenvalue, then using the Stone’s formula, Littlewood-Paley method and oscillatory integral theory to establish the desired time decay bounds.

1.2. Main results. We use the notation a± := a ± ϵ for some small but fixed ϵ > 0. For a, b ∈ R^+ , a ≲ b means that there exists some constant c > 0 such that a ≤ cb.

We first state one of the main results for the case that zero is a regular point of H ( i.e. H has neither zero eigenvalue nor zero resonance).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β}(x ∈ R^3 ) with β > 7. Assume that H = Δ^2 + V (x) has no positive embedded eigenvalues. Let P_{ac}(H) denotes the projection onto the absolutely continuous spectrum space of H. If zero is a regular point of H, then ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H) ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t| −^3_2 , (1.7)

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 3 ‖ ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (1.8) Remark 1.2. Some comments on Theorem 1.1 are given as follows:

(i) Clearly, when V = 0, in view of (1.3) and (1.4) (also see Proposition 2.2 below), hence the estimates (1.7) and (1.8) are actually optimal when zero is a regular point.

(ii) By the spectrum theorem of self-adjoint operator, it immediately follows that ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H)f ‖ L^2 + ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) t √ H P_{ac}(H)f ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ ‖f‖_L2 . Hence using (1.7), (1.8) and Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem, we obtain that for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and^1_p +^1_{p′} = 1, ‖ ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H)f ‖ ‖_{Lp′} + ‖ ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) t √ H P_{ac}(H)f ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp′} ≲ |t|^{−3( 12 − 1p )}‖f‖Lp . (1.9) (iii) Recently, Goldberg and Green [22] have showed that the following wave operators

W_± = W_±(H, Δ^2) := s − lim_{t→±∞} e^{itH} e^{−itΔ2} (1.10)

are bounded on L^p(R^3 ) for 1 < p < ∞ if zero is regular point of H = Δ^2 + V with |V (x)| ≲ ⟨x⟩^{−12−}. Note that W_± satisfy the following intertwining identity:

f(H)P_{ac}(H) = W_±f(Δ^2)W^∗_±, (1.11)

where f is any Borel measurable function on R. By the L^p-boundedness of W_± and W^∗_±, one can reduce the L^p-L^{p′} estimates of f(H)P_{ac}(H) to the same estimates of f(Δ^2) by ‖f(H)P_{ac}(H)‖_Lp_{→L}p′ ≤ ‖W_±‖_Lp′_{→L}p′ ‖f(Δ^2)‖_Lp_{→L}p′ ‖W^∗_±‖_Lp_{→L}p . (1.12) Hence we obtain the same L^p-L^{p′} estimates (1.9) for any 1 < p ≤ 2. However, due to the absence of the L^1 and L^∞ boundednesses of wave operators W_± above in [22], also see [43] for the counterexamples of the endpoint cases. Therefore the time decay estimates in Theorem 1.1 can not be obtained by wave operator methods.

It is known that the time decay rate may decrease for many different types of dispersive estimates if zero resonance or eigenvalue arises, see for example [31, 16] for three-dimensional and [12] for two-dimensional Schrödinger operators. For fourth order Schrödinger operators, for example, see [15] in three dimension, [25] in dimension four and [38] in dimension two. For the classical wave equation with potential (1.18), it was shown that the first kind of zero resonance does not destroy the time decay rate, but the second kind of zero resonance decrease the decay rate, see e.g. [24] in dimension two and [14] in dimension four.

Now we will present the decay estimates in the presence of zero resonance or eigenvalue. At first, we give the definitions of zero resonances. Let ⟨x⟩ = (1 + |x|^2)^{1/2}, we define the classical weighted space L^2_{−σ}(R^3 ) = { f | ⟨x⟩^{−σ}f(x) ∈ L^2(R^3 ) } for σ ∈ R.

We say that zero is the first kind resonance of H if there exists some nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2_{−σ}(R^3 ) for some σ >^3_2 but no any nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2_{−σ} (R^3 ) for any σ >^1_2 such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense; zero is the second kind resonance of H if there exists some nonzero

4 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

ϕ ∈ L^2_{−σ}(R^3 ) for some σ >^1_2 but no any nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 ) such that Hϕ = 0; zero is the third kind resonance of H (i.e. eigenvalue) if there exists some nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 ) such that Hϕ = 0. We remark that such resonance solutions of Hϕ = 0 also can be characterized in the form of L^p spaces, see Theorem 5.3 below.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β}(x ∈ R^3 ) with some β > 0. Assume that H = Δ^2 + V (x) has no positive embedded eigenvalues. Let P_{ac}(H) denote the projection onto the absolutely continuous spectrum space of H. Then the following statements hold:

(i) If zero is the first kind resonance of H and β > 11, then ‖ ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H) ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 3}2 , (1.13) ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H) ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (1.14) (ii) If zero is the second kind resonance of H and β > 19, or the third kind resonance of the H and β > 23, then ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H) ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t| −^1_2 . (1.15)

Moreover, there exist two finite rank operators F_t and G_t satisfying ‖F_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} and ‖G_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{12} , such that ‖ ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H) − F_t ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 3}2 , (1.16) ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H) − G_t ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (1.17) Remark 1.4. Some remarks on Theorem 1.3 are given as follows:

(i) As shown in Theorem 1.3 above, if zero is the first kind resonance, then the decay estimates of solution operators cos(t √ H) and^{sin(t} √ H) √ H are identical with regular case, excerpt for requiring faster decaying rate of potentials V .

(ii) The second and third kind resonance destroy the time decay rates of solution operators.

In particular, the L^1-L^∞ estimates of solution operator^{sin(t} √ H) √ H becomes much worse and even leads to a positive growth O(|t|^12 ) as time t goes to infinite if zero is the second or third resonance.

(iii) In addition, we note that the time decay rates of solution operators cos(t √ H) and

sin(t √ H) √ H are optimal in high energy case when zero is a resonance of H, see Theorem 4.1 below.

1.3. Further remarks and backgrounds. Here we make further comments on spectral assumptions, and record some known results on the second order wave equation with realvalued decaying potential.

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 5

1.3.1. Absence of embedded positive eigenvalues. It was well-known by Kato’s theorem in [33] that Schrödinger operator −Δ + V has no positive eigenvalues if a bounded potential V (x) = o(|x|^{−1}) as |x| goes to infinite, also see [46, 17, 29, 37] for more related results and references. However, such a criterion does not work again for fourth-order Schrödinger operator H = Δ^2 + V . Indeed, for any dimension n ≥ 1, one can easily construct some V ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n ) so that H has some embedding positive eigenvalues, see Section 7.1 in [18]. These results clearly indicate that the absence of positive eigenvalues for the fourth-order Schrödinger operator would be more subtle and unstable than second order cases with a bounded potential perturbation V .

It should be noticed that Feng et al. in [18] have proved that H = Δ^2 + V does not contain positive eigenvalues assuming that potential V is bounded and satisfies the repulsive condition (i.e. (x · ∇)V ≤ 0). Moreover, we also remark that for a general self-adjoint operator H on L^2(R^n), even if H has a simple embedded eigenvalue, Costin and Soffer [9] have proved that H +ϵW can kick off the eigenvalue located in a small interval under generic small perturbation of potential.

1.3.2. The decay estimates of the fourth order Schrödinger operators. Recently, there exist several works devoting to the time decay estimates of e^{−itH} generated by the fourth order Schrödinger operator H = Δ^2 + V with a decaying potential V . Feng et al. [19] first proved that Kato-Jensen decay estimate of e^{−itH} is bounded by (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. Somewhat later, Erdogăn et al. [15] for n = 3 and Green et al. [25] for n = 4, 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 et al. [47] 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 just at the cost of faster decay rate of potential. In [38] the authors studied the L^1 − L^∞ estimates of e^{−itH} in dimension two.

Furthermore, we also remark that there exist some interesting works [22, 13] on the L^p bounds of wave operators for n = 3 and n > 2m in the regular case. Also see [42] for the L^p-boundedness of wave operators of fourth order Schrödinger operators in dimension one.

1.3.3. Background on wave equation with potential. Below we make some comments about classical wave equation with potential:

u_{tt} + (−Δ + V )u = 0, u(0, x) = f(x), u_t(0, x) = g(x), x ∈ R^n . (1.18)

In the free case, when V = 0, it is well known that the W^{k+1,1} − L^∞ estimate of solution operator cos(t √ H) is t^{− 1}2 , and the W^{k,1} − L^∞ estimate of solution operator^{sin(t} √ H) √ H is t^{− 1}2 , for k >^1_2 in dimension two, see e.g. [39, 2, 3]. In general, one must use Hardy or Besov spaces or BMO to obtain the sharp k =^{n−1}_2 smoothness bound in even dimensions. One can attain the bound for Sobolev spaces in dimension three where one can use the divergence theorem, see [49]. Beals et al. [3] first studied the W^{k,1} − L^∞ dispersive estimates of solution operators to equation (1.18) in dimension n ≥ 3. There is not much work on the W^{k,1} → L^∞ dispersive estimates or ‘regularized’ L^1 → L^∞ type estimates for n = 2, where negative

6 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

powers of −Δ + V are employed. Moulin [40] studied the high frequency estimates of this type.

In dimension two, Kopylova [41] studied local estimates based on polynomially weighted (−Δ + V )^s spaces when zero energy is regular; one obtains the decay rate of t^{−1}(log t)^{−2} for large t. Dispersive bounds of solution operators for the wave equation in dimension three have been studied, see e.g. [36, 4]. For Strichartz estimates for wave equation, particularly in dimensions n ≥ 3, see e.g. [27, 5, 6, 26, 11, 2].

Dispersive estimates for the wave equation (1.18) with loss of derivatives in dimension three see for example [2, 3, 11, 26]. Some progress was made in other dimensions, see e.g. [35] in dimension two in weighted L^2 sense, and [28] for dimensions 4 ≤ n ≤ 7. These results all require the assumption that zero is regular. In [14] the authors established a low energy L^1 − L^∞ dispersive bounds for solutions to the wave equation with potential in four spatial dimensions, and the loss of derivatives on the initial data in the dispersive estimates for the wave equation is a high energy phenomenon. Green [24] studied the L^1 − L^∞ dispersive estimates of solution operator of wave equation with potential in dimension two, and time decay rate of solution operators were improved in weighted space if zero is a regular point of the spectrum of H.

1.4. The outline of the proof. Here we briefly explain some ideas of the proofs of the theorems above. For simplicity, we only consider the regular case.

In order to derive the decay estimates in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3, we will use the following Stone’s formulas

cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H)f(x) = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 λ^3 cos(tλ^2)[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]f(x)dλ, (1.19)

sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H)g(x) = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 λ sin(tλ^2)[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]g(x)dλ, (1.20)

where R^±_V (λ^4) = (H − λ^4 ∓ i0)^{−1} are the boundary values of the perturbed resolvents. We need to study the expansions of the resolvent operators R^±_V (λ^4) as λ is near zero by using perturbations of the following free resolvent R_0(z) (see e.g. [19]):

R_0(z) := ( (−Δ)^2 − z )_{−1} = 1 2z^12 ( R(−Δ; z^{12} ) − R(−Δ; −z^{12} ) ) , z ∈ C \ [0, ∞). (1.21) Here the resolvent R(−Δ; z^12 ) := (−Δ − z^12 )^{−1} with ℑz^12 > 0. For λ ∈ R^+ , we define the limiting resolvent operators by

R^±_0 (λ) := R^±_0 (λ ± i0) = lim_{ϵ→0} ( Δ^2 − (λ ± iϵ) )_{−1} , (1.22)

R^±_V (λ) := R^±_V (λ ± i0) = lim_{ϵ→0} ( H − (λ ± iϵ) )_{−1} . (1.23)

By using the equality (1.21) for R_0(z) with z = w^4 for w in the first quadrant of the complex plane, and taking limits as w → λ and w → iλ, we have

R^±_0 (λ^4) = 1 2λ^2 ( R^±(−Δ; λ^2) − R(−Δ; −λ^2) ) , λ > 0. (1.24)

It is well-known that by the limiting absorption principle (see e.g. [1]), R^±(−Δ; λ^2) are welldefined as the bounded operators of B(L^2_s, L^2_{−s}) for any s > 1/2, therefore R^±_0 (λ^4) are also

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 7

well-defined between the weighted spaces. This property is extended to R^±_V (λ^4) for λ > 0 for certain decay bounded potentials, see [19].

Note that the kernel of the free resolvent of Laplacian in dimension three (see e.g. [23]):

R^±(−Δ; λ^2)(x, y) = e^{±iλ|x−y|} 4π|x − y| , x, y ∈ R^3 , (1.25)

so by the identity (1.24) we have

R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = 1 2λ^2 ( e±iλ|x−y| 4π|x − y| − e^{−λ|x−y|} 4π|x − y| ) . (1.26)

Notice that

cos(t √ H) = e^{it√H} + e^{−it√H} 2 , sin(t √ H) √ H = e^{it√H} − e^{−it√H} 2i √ H . (1.27)

In order to estimate (1.19) and (1.20), it suffices to estimate H^α2 e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H) for α = −1, 0 by using H^{α2} e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ. (1.28)

Next, we decompose the integral (1.28) into the low energy {0 ≤ λ ≪ 1} and the high energy {λ ≫ 1} two parts.

For the high energy part, we will use the following 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). (1.29)

Hence we will need to study the contribution of every term in (1.29) to the integral (1.28).

For the low energy part, we need to establish the expansions of the resolvent operators R^±_V (λ^4) for λ near zero. Set U(x) = sign ( V (x) ) and v(x) = |V (x)|^{1/2}. Let M^±(λ) = U + vR^±_0 (λ^4)v. Then we have 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).

Now we need to establish the expansions for (M^±(λ))^{−1}. In the regular case, for example, the expansions of (M^±(λ))^{−1} is of the following form( see Theorem 3.1 below ) ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = QA^0_{,1}Q + Γ_1(λ), λ << 1.

where A^0_{,1}, Q ∈ B(L^2, L^2) satisfying Qv = 0, ‖Γ_1(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 = O(λ^2). Thus, we need to study the following integral for low energy ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v(QA^0_{,1}Q)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. (1.30) In the integral (1.30), in order to make use of cancellations Qv = 0, we will use Lemma 3.9, which is also frequently used to study the low energy dispersive estimates for resonance cases. Moreover, we also make use of Lemma 2.1 to estimate the oscillatory integral (1.30).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish the dispersive bounds in the free case. In Section 3, we first recall the resolvent expansions when λ is near zero, then by Stone’s formula, Littlewood-Paley method and oscillatory integral we establish the low energy decay bounds of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. In Section 4, we prove Theorem

8 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

1.1 and Theorem 1.3 in high energy. Finally, for the convenience of reader, we give the asymptotic expansion of (M^±(λ))^{−1} as λ is near zero as an appendix.

2. The decay estimates for the free case

In this section, we are devoted to establishing the decay bounds of the free case by Littlewood-Paley method and oscillatory integral theory.

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}. (2.1)

To estimate the integrals in (1.19) and (1.20) when V = 0, by (1.27) it is enough to establish the L^1 − L^∞ bounds of (−Δ)^α2 e^{itΔ} for α = −1, 0. By using Stone’s formula (1.28) and (2.1), one has

(−Δ)^{α2} e^{itΔ}f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}[R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4)]fdλ = 2 πi ∞∑ N=−∞ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)[R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4)]fdλ.

(2.2)

Therefore, in order to obtain the L^1 −L^∞ decay estimate of (−Δ)^α2 e^{itΔ}, it suffices to estimate the following integral kernel for each N: ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ.

At first, we give a lemma which plays an important role in estimating our integrals mentioned in this paper. Since its proof is similar to Lemma 3.3 in [38], we omit the details.

Lemma 2.1. Let A be some subset of Z. Suppose that Φ(s, z) is a function on R ×R^m which is smooth in the first variable s, and satisfies for any (s, z) ∈ [1/4, 1] × R^m , |∂^k_s Φ(2^N s, z)| ≲ 1, k = 0, 1, N ∈ A ⊂ Z. Suppose that φ_0(s) be a smoothing function of R defined in (2.1), Ψ(z) is a nonnegative function on R^m . Let N_0 =

[_1 3 log_2^{Ψ(z)}_{|t|} ] , for each z ∈ R^m , l ∈ R and t ≠ 0, we have | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N sΨ(z)}s^lφ_0(s)Φ(2^N s, z)ds | | ≲ { (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{− 1}2 , if |N − N_0| ≤ 2, (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{−1}, if |N − N_0| > 2.

Throughout this paper, Θ_{N0,N} (t) always denotes the following function:

Θ_{N0,N} (t) := { (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{− 3}2 , if |N − N_0| ≤ 2, (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{−2}, if |N − N_0| > 2.

(2.3)

where N_0 =

[_1 3 log_2^{Ψ(z)}_{|t|} ] and Ψ(z) is a non-negative real value function on R^m .

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 9

Proposition 2.2. Let Θ_{N0,N} (t) be the function defined in (2.3) with Ψ(z) = |x − y| and z = (x, y) ∈ R^6 . Then for each x ≠ y and −^3_2 < α ≤ 0, | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2_{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). (2.4)

Moreover, sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_−^{3+2α}_2 , (2.5)

which gives ‖ (−Δ)^{α2} e^{itΔ}f ‖ L^∞(R^3 ) ≲ |t| −^{3+2α}_2 ‖f‖ L^1(R^3 ). (2.6)

As a consequence, we immediately obtain that ‖ ‖ cos(tΔ)f ‖ ‖_{L∞(R3 )} ≲ |t|^{− 3}2 ‖f‖_{L1(R3 )}, (2.7) and ‖sin(tΔ) Δ g ‖ L^∞(R^3 ) ≲ |t| −^1_2 ‖g‖

L^1(R^3 ). (2.8)

Remark 2.3. When α = 0 in (2.6), it is well-known that e^{itΔ}f(x) = 1 (4πit)^32 ∫ R^3 e^{− i|x−y|24t} f(y)dy, f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^2. (2.9) As a consequence, we immediately obtain the decay estimate (2.7) from Young’s inequality and Gaussian integral (2.9) above.

Proof. For each N ∈ Z, we write K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y)dλ.

Let F^±(p) =^{e±ip−e−p}_p , p ≥ 0, by the identity (1.26), we have

R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = 1 8πλ F^±(λ|x − y|). (2.10) Let λ = 2^N s, then K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y) = 2^{(3+2α)N} 8π ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2+2α}φ_0(s)F^±(2^N s|x − y|)ds. Note that s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [1/4, 1], by using integration by parts, we have |K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y)| ≲ 2^{(3+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)F^±(2^N s|x − y|) ) ds | | ≲ 2^{(3+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{1+2α}φ_0(s) ) F^±(2^N s|x − y|)ds | | + | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)∂_s ( F^±(2^N s|x − y|) ) ds | | | )

:= 2^{(3+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| |E^±_{01,N} (t, x, y) | | + | |E^±_{02,N} (t, x, y) | | ) .

(2.11)

10 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

We first estimate E^±_{02,N} (t, x, y). Let r = |x − y|, since ∂_sF^±(2^N sr) = s^{−1}2^N sr(F^±)^′(2^N sr) := e^{±i2N sr}s^{−1}F^±_1 (2^N sr), where F^±_1 (p) = pe^{∓ip}(F^±)^′(p) = (±ip − 1) + (p + 1)e^{−p∓ip} p . Hence one has E^±_{02,N} (t, x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N s|x−y|}s^{2α}φ_0(s)F^±_1 (2^N s|x − y|)ds. Observe that for any x, y, |∂^k_s F^±_1 (2^N s|x − y|)| ≲ 1, k = 0, 1, by Lemma 2.1 with z = (x, y), Ψ(z) = |x − y| and Φ(2^N s, z) = F^±_1 (2^N s|x − y|), we obtain that E^±_{02,N} is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Similarly, we obtain the same bounds for E^±_{01,N} . Furthermore, by (2.11) we get that K^±_{0,N} is bounded by 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). Thus we obtain that the estimate (2.4) holds.

Finally, in order to obtain (2.5), it’s enough to show that for any x ≠ y and −^3_2 < α ≤ 0, +∞∑ N=−∞ |K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y)| ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} . (2.12) In fact, for t ≠ 0, there exists N^′_0 ∈ Z such that 2^{N ′0} ∼ |t|^{− 1}2 . If −^3_2 < α < 0, then we have for any x ≠ y, +∞∑ N=−∞ |K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y)| ≲ +∞∑ N=−∞ 2^{(3+2α)N} (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{− 32}

≲ N^′_0∑

N=−∞ 2^{(3+2α)N} + +∞∑ N=N^′_0+1

2^{(3+2α)N} (|t|2^{2N} )^{− 32} ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} .

(2.13)

If α = 0, then we have for any x ≠ y, +∞∑ N=−∞ |K^±_{0,N} (t, x, y)| ≲ ∑ |N−N_0|≤2 2^{3N} (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{− 32} + ∑ |N−N_0|>2 2^{3N} (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{−2}

≲ |t|^{− 32} + N^′_0∑

N=−∞ 2^{3N} + +∞∑ N=N^′_0+1

2^{3N} (|t|2^{2N} )^{−2} ≲ |t|^{− 32} .

(2.14)

Hence the estimate (2.12) is proved, which gives (2.5).

By (2.2) it immediately follows that for −^3_2 < α ≤ 0, ‖ ‖(−Δ)^α2 e^{itΔ}f ‖ ‖_{L∞(R3 )} ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α}2 ‖f ‖ ‖_{L1(R3 )}.

Furthermore, recall the identity (1.27), the desired estimates (2.7) and (2.8) are obtained. □

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 11

3. Low energy decay estimates

In this section, we are devote to establishing the low energy decay estimates of solution operators to high order wave equation (1.1). We first need study the asymptotic expansions of the perturbed resolvent R_V (λ^4) as λ near zero (see [15]), then by Stone’s formula, Littlewood- Paley method and oscillatory integral theory we obtain the decay bounds of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 for low energy.

3.1. Asymptotic expansions of resolvent near zero. In this subsection, we study the asymptotic expansions of the perturbed resolvent R_V (λ^4) in a neighborhood of zero threshold.

By using the free resolvent kernel R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) in (1.26), we have the following expression when λ|x − y| < 1: R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) = a^± λ I(x, y) + G_0(x, y) + a^±_1 λG_1(x, y) + a^±_3 λ^3G_3(x, y)

+ λ^4G_4(x, y) + N∑ k=5 a^±_k λ^kG_k(x, y) + O ( λ^{N+1}|x − y|^{N+2} ) , (3.1)

where

G_0(x, y) = − |x − y| 8π , G_1(x, y) = |x − y|^2, G_3(x, y) = |x − y|^4, G_4(x, y) = − |x − y|^5 4π · 6! , G_k(x, y) = |x − y|^{k+1}, k ≥ 5, (3.2)

and the coefficients

a^± = 1 ± i 8π , a^±_1 = 1 ∓ i 8π · 3!

, a^±_3 = 1 ± i 8π · 5!

, a^±_k =

(−1)^{k+1} + (±i)^{k+2} 8π · (k + 2)! (k ≥ 5). In fact, the expansion remains valid when λ|x − y| ≥ 1. In the sequel, we also denote by G_k operators with the integral kernels G_k(x, y) above. In particular, G_0 = (Δ^2)^{−1}.

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), (3.3) where M^±(λ) = U + vR^±_0 (λ^4)v. Hence, we need to obtain the expansions for (M^±(λ))^{−1}.

Let T = U + vG_0v, and P = ‖V ‖^{−1}_{L1} v⟨v, ·⟩ denotes the orthogonal projection onto the space spanned by v. By the expansions (3.1) of free resolvent R^±_0 (λ^4), we have the following expansions of M^±(λ).

Lemma 3.1. Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 0. Set ã^± = a^±‖V ‖_L1 and M^±(λ) = U + vR^±_0 (λ^4)v. Then the following identities of M^±(λ) hold on B(L^2, L^2) for λ > 0:

(i) If β > 7, then

M^±(λ) = ã^± λ P + T + Γ_1(λ); (3.4)

(ii) If β > 11, then

M^±(λ) = ã^± λ P + T + a^±_1 λvG_1v + Γ_3(λ); (3.5)

12 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

(iii) If β > 19, then

M^±(λ) = ã^± λ P + T + a^±_1 λvG_1v + a^±_3 λ^3vG_3v

+ λ^4vG_4v + a^±_5 λ^5vG_5v + a^±_6 λ^6vG_6v + Γ_7(λ);

(3.6)

(iv) If β > 23, then

M^±(λ) = ã^± λ P + T + a^±_1 λvG_1v + a^±_3 λ^3vG_3v

+ λ^4vG_4v + 8∑ k=5 a^±_k λ^kvG_kv + Γ_9(λ);

(3.7)

where Γ_k(λ)(k = 1, 3, 7, 9) be λ-dependent operators satisfying that ‖ ‖Γ_k(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} + λ ‖ ‖∂_λΓ_k(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} + λ^2 ‖ ‖∂^2_λΓ_k(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} ≲ λ^k, λ > 0. Now we introduce the type of resonances that may occur at the zero energy as follows:

Definition 3.2. Let Q = I − P and T = U + vG_0v.

(i) If QT Q is invertible on QL^2, then we say that zero is a regular point of H. In this case, we define D_0 = (QT Q)^{−1} as an operator on QL^2.

(ii) Assume that QT Q is not invertible on QL^2. Let S_1 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of QT Q. Then QT Q + S_1 is invertible on QL^2. In this case, we define D_0 = ( QT Q + S_1 )_{−1} as an operator on QL^2, which doesn’t conflict with the previous definition since S_1 = 0 when zero is a regular point. We say that zero is the first kind resonance of H if

T_1 := S_1T P T S_1 − ‖V ‖_L1 3 · (8π)^2

S_1vG_1vS_1 (3.8)

is invertible on S_1L^2. We define D_1 = T^{−1}_1 as an operator on S_1L^2. (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_1 = ( T_1 + S_2 )_{−1} as an operator on S_1L^2, which doesn’t conflict with previous definition since S_2 = 0 when zero is the first kind of resonance. We say that zero is the second kind resonance of H if

T_2 := S_2vG_3vS_2 + 10 3‖V ‖_L1 S_2(vG_1v)^2S_2 − 10 3‖V ‖_L1 S_2vG_1vT D_1T vG_1vS_2 (3.9)

is invertible on S_2L^2. We define D_2 = T^{−1}_2 as an operator on S_2L^2. (iv) Finally if T_2 is not invertible on S_2L^2, we say that zero is the third kind resonance of H. In this case, the operator T_3 := S_3vG_4vS_3 is always invertible on S_3L^2 (see Lemma 5.2 in Appendix) where S_3 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_2, let D_3 = T^{−1}_3 as an operator on S_3L^2. We define D_2 = (T_2 + S_3)^{−1} as an operator on S_2L^2.

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

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 13

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

• zero is the first kind resonance of H if and only if S_1L^2 ≠ {0} and S_2L^2 = {0}; • zero is the second kind resonance of H if and only if S_2L^2 ≠ {0} and S_3L^2 = {0}; • zero is an eigenvalue of H ( i.e. the third kind resonance ) if and only if S_3L^2 ≠ {0}.

Noting that Theorem 5.3 gives the characterizations of threshold spectral subspaces S_j L^2(j = 1, 2, 3) by the distributional solution of Hϕ = 0 in Appendix, hence we have the following statements:

• zero is the first kind resonance of H if there exists some nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2_{−σ}(R^3 ) for σ >^3_2 but no any nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2_{−σ}(R^3 ) with σ >^1_2 such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense;

• zero is the second kind resonance of H if there exists some nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2_{−σ} (R^3 ) for σ >^1_2 but no any nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2 such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense;

• zero is the third kind resonance (i.e. eigenvalue) of H if there exists some nonzero ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense;

• zero is a regular point of H if zero is neither a resonance nor an eigenvalue of H.

Furthermore, since vG_0v is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, and T = U +vG_0v is the compact perturbation of U (see e.g. [14, 25]). Hence S_1 is a finite-rank projection by the Fredholm alternative theorem. Notice that S_3 ≤ S_2 ≤ S_1, then all S_j (j = 1, 2, 3) are finite-rank operators. Moreover, by the definitions of S_j(j = 1, 2, 3), we have that S_iD_j = D_jS_i = S_i(i ≥ j) and S_iD_j = D_j S_i = D_j (i < j).

Definition 3.3. We say an operator T : L^2(R^3 ) → L^2(R^3 ) with kernel T (·, ·) is absolutely bounded if the operator with the kernel |T (·, ·)| is bounded from L^2(R^3 ) into itself.

We remark that Hilbert-Schmidt and finite-rank operators are absolutely bounded operators. Moreover, we have the following proposition, see Lemma 4.3 in [15].

Proposition 3.4. Let |V (x)| ≤ (1 + |x|)^{−7−}. Then QD_0Q is absolutely bounded.

In the following, we will give the specific characterizations of projection spaces S_j L^2(j = 1, 2, 3) by the orthogonality of these projection operators S_j(j = 1, 2, 3).

Lemma 3.5. Let S_j (j = 1, 2, 3) be the projection operators given by Definition 3.2. Then

(i) f ∈ S_1L^2 if and only if f ∈ ker(QT Q). Moreover, QT S_1 = S_1T Q = 0. (ii) f ∈ S_2L^2 if and only if f ∈ ker(T_1) = ker(S_1T P T S_1) ∩ ker(S_1vG_1vS_1) = {f ∈ S_1L^2 | |P T f = 0, ⟨x_iv, f⟩ = 0, j = 1, 2, 3}. In particular, T S_2 = S_2T = 0, QvG_1vS_2 = S_2vG_1vQ = 0.

(iii) f ∈ S_3L^2 if and only if

f ∈ ker(T_2) = {f ∈ S_2L^2 | ⟨x_ix_j v, f⟩ = 0, i, j = 1, 2, 3}. Remark 3.6. We remark that these spaces (S_1 − S_2)L^2, (S_2 − S_3)L^2 and S_3L^2 correspond to each zero resonance type, respectively.

14 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

Now we will give asymptotic expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} as follows:

Theorem 3.7. Let S_j(j=1,2,3) be the operators defined in Definition 3.2. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with some β > 0. Then we have the following expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} in L^2(R^3 ) when 0 < λ ≪ 1.

(i) If zero is a regular point of H and β > 7, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} =QA^0_{,1}Q + Γ_1(λ); (3.10) (ii) If zero is the first kind resonance of H and β > 11, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = S_1A^1_{−1,1}S_1 λ + ( S_1A^1_{0,1} + A^1_{0,2}S_1 + QA^1_{0,3}Q ) + Γ_1(λ); (3.11)

(iii) If zero is the second kind resonance of H and β > 19, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2 λ^3 + S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_1 + S_1A^2_{−2,2}S_2 λ^2 + S_2A^2_{−1,1} + A^2_{−1,2}S_2 λ + S_1A^2_{−1,3}S_1 λ + ( S_1A^2_{0,1} + A^2_{0,2}S_1 + QA^2_{0,3}Q ) + Γ_1(λ);

(3.12)

(iv) If zero is the third kind resonance of H and β > 23, then ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} = S_3D_3S_3 λ^4 + S_2A^3_{−3,1}S_2 λ^3 + S_2A^3_{−2,1}S_1 + S_1A^3_{−2,2}S_2 λ^2 + S_2A^3_{−1,1} + A^3_{−1,2}S_2 λ + S_1A^3_{−1,3}S_1 λ + ( S_1A^3_{0,1} + A^3_{0,2}S_1 + QA^3_{0,3}Q ) + Γ_1(λ);

(3.13)

where A^k_{i,j} are λ-independent absolutely bounded operators in L^2(R^3 ); Γ_1(λ) be a λ-dependent operator which may vary from line to line, and it satisfies ‖ Γ_1(λ) ‖ L^2→L^2 + λ ‖ ∂_λΓ_1(λ) ‖ L^2→L^2 + λ 2‖ ∂^2_λΓ_1(λ) ‖ L^2→L^2 ≲ λ. The asymptotic expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} in L^2(R^3 ) above can be seen in [15], also see [19] for the regular case. In Theorem 3.7 we use some different notations for our applications. For the convenience of readers, we give details of the proof as an appendix below.

3.2. Low energy decay estimates. In this subsection, we are devoted to establishing the low energy decay bounds for Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. By identities (1.27) it suffices to establish low energy dispersive bounds of H^α2 e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H) for α = −1, 0.

Below we use the smooth and even cut-off χ given by χ = 1 for |λ| < λ_0 ≪ 1 and χ = 0 for |λ| > 2λ_0, where λ_0 is some sufficiently small positive constant. In analyzing the high energy later, we utilize the complementary cut-off ~χ(λ) := 1 − χ(λ).

By using Stone’s formula, one has H^{α2} e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ + 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 ~χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ,

(3.14)

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 15

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

φ_0(2^{−N} λ) for 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 3.7 hold.

Hence in order to establish the low energy decay bounds for Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3, by using (3.14), it suffices to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.8. Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} (x ∈ R^3 ) with some β > 0. Then

(i) If zero is a regular point of H and β > 7, then for −^3_2 < α ≤ 0, ‖ ‖H^α2 e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)χ(H) ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α}2 . (3.15) (ii) If zero is the first kind resonance of H and β > 11, then for −^3_2 < α ≤ 0, ‖ H^{α2} e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)χ(H) ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t| −^{3+2α}_2 . (3.16)

(iii) If zero is the second kind resonance of H and β > 19, or the third kind resonance of H and β > 23, then for −^1_2 < α ≤ 0, ‖ ‖H^α2 e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)χ(H) ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 1+2α}2 . (3.17) Moreover, there are two time-dependent operators F_t and G_t satisfying ‖F_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} and ‖G_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{12} , such that ‖ ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H)χ(H) − F_t ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 3}2 , (3.18) ‖ ‖sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H)χ(H) − G_t ‖ ‖ L^1→L^∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.19)

Before proving Theorem 3.8, we first state the following lemma, which has a crucial role in making use of cancellations of projection operators Q, S_j (j = 1, · · · , 5) in the asymptotical expansions of resolvent R_V (λ^4) as λ near zero, and will be used frequently to obtain the low energy dispersive estimates for all cases.

Lemma 3.9. Assume that x, y ∈ R^3 and λ > 0. We define 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.

(i) If F (p) ∈ C^1(R). Then F (λ|x − y|) = F (λ|x|) − λ|y| ∫_1 0 F^′(λ|x − θy|) cos αdθ. (ii) If F (p) ∈ C^2(R) and F^′(0) = 0. Then F (λ|x − y|) =F (λ|x|) − λ ⟨ y, w(x) ⟩ F^′(λ|x|) + λ^2|y|^2

∫_1 0 (1 − θ) ( sin^2 α F^′(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| + cos^2 αF^{′′}(λ|x − θy|) ) dθ.

16 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

(iii) If F (p) ∈ C^3(R) and F^′(0) = F^{′′}(0) = 0. Then F (λ|x − y|) =F (λ|x|) − λ ⟨ y, w(x) ⟩ F^′(λ|x|) + λ^2 2 [( |y|^2 − ⟨ y, w(x) ⟩_2)F^′(λ|x|) λ|x| + ⟨ y, w(x) ⟩_2 F^{′′}(λ|x|) ] + λ^3|y|^3 2 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ)^2 [ 3 cos α sin^2 α (F ′(λ|x − θy|) λ^2|x − θy|^2 − F^{′′}(λ|x − θy|) λ|x − θy| ) − cos^3 αF^{(3)}(λ|x − θy|) ] dθ.

Proof. By the same argument with the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [38], we can obtain this lemma. Here we omit the details. □

3.2.1. Regular case. In order to establish the lower energy estimate (3.15), recall that Stone’s formula H^{α2} e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)χ(H)f = 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} χ(λ)λ^{3+2α}[R^+_V (λ^4) − R^−_V (λ^4)]fdλ = N^′∑

N=−∞ ∑ ± 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^{3+2α}R^±_V (λ^4)fdλ.

(3.20)

If zero is a regular point of H, using (3.3) and (3.10), we have

R^±_V (λ^4) = R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( QA^0_{,1}Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ_1(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4). (3.21)

Combining with Proposition 2.2, in order to obtain (3.15), it suffices to prove the following Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.11.

Proposition 3.10. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−7−}. Let Θ_{N0,N} (t) be a function defined in (2.3) and N < N^′. Then for each x, y and^3_2 < α ≤ 0, we have | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v(QA^0_{,1}Q)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2^{(3+2α)N} ΘN_0,N (t),

which gives that sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v(QA^0_{,1}Q)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} . (3.22)

As a consequence, we have ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)v(QA^0_{,1}Q)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] fdλ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} ‖ ‖f ‖ ‖_{L1} .

Proof. We write K^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vQA^1_{0,1}QvR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ.

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 17

Let F^±(p) =^{e±ip−e−p}_p , p ≥ 0. Then R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^1_{8πλ} F^±(λ|x − y|). Using the orthogonality Qv(x) = 0 and Lemma 3.9(i), one has

[R^±_0 (λ^4)vQA^1_{0,1}QvR^±_0 (λ^4)](x, y) = 1 64π^2λ^2 ∫ R^6

F^±(λ|x − u_2|)[vQA^1_{0,1}Qv](u_2, u_1)F^±(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 64π^2 ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 cos α_2 cos α_1(F^±)^′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)dθ_1dθ_2

× |u_1||u_2|[vQA^1_{0,1}Qv](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).

Furthermore, we have K^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = 1 64π^2 ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ( ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_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|[vQA^1_{0,1}Qv](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2 := 1 64π^2 ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) cos α_2 cos α_1dθ_1dθ_2

× |u_1||u_2|[vQA^1_{0,1}Qv](u_2, u_1)du_1du_2. (3.23)

Now we begin to estimate E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2). In fact, let s = 2^{−N} λ, then

E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)

= 2^{(4+2α)N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{3+2α}φ_0(s)(F^±)^′(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds.

Notice that s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], by using integration by parts we have |E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ≲ 2^{(4+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{2+2α}φ_0(s) ) (F^±)^′(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds | | | + | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2+2α}φ_0(s)∂_s ( (F^±)^′(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|) ) ds | | )

:= 2^{(4+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} ( |E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| + |E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ) . (3.24)

We first compute the second term E^{0,±}_{2,N} . We have

|E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ≲ (| | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s) · 2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|(F^±)^{(2)}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds | | | + | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s) · 2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|(F^±)^′(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^{(2)}(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds | | | :=|E^{0,±}_{21,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| + |E^{0,±}_{22,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)|.

18 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

For the first term E^{0,±}_{21,N} . Let

F^±_1 (p) = e^{∓ip}(F^±)^′(p) = (±ip − 1) + (p + 1)e^{−p∓ip} p^2 ,

F^±_2 (p) = pe^{∓ip}(F^±)^{(2)}(p) =

(2 ∓ 2ip − p^2) − (2 + 2p + p^2)e^{−p∓ip} p^2 . Then

2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|(F^±)^{(2)}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)(F^±)^′(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|) = e^{±i2N s|x−θ2u2|}e^{±i2N s|y−θ1u1|}F^±_2 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|). Hence, we have

E^{0,±}_{21,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N s(|x−θ2u2|+|y−θ1u1|)}s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)F^±_2 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)ds. It is easy to check that | |∂_{ks} (F_{±2} (2_N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F_{±1} (2_N s|y − θ_1u_1|)) | | ≲ 1, k = 0, 1. By Lemma 2.1 with z = (x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) and Ψ(z) = |x − θ_2u_2| + |y − θ_1u_1|,and Φ(2^N s; z) = F^±_2 (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|), we obtain that E^{0,±}_{21,N} is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). Similarly, we obtain that E^{0,±}_{22,N} is controlled by the same bound. Hence we get that E^{0,±}_{2,N} is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Similarly, we obtain that E^{0,±}_{1,N} is controlled by the same bound. By (3.24) we have |E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ≲ 2^{(4+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). (3.25) Since |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−7−}, by using (3.23), (3.25) and Hölder’s inequality, one has |K^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ 2^{(4+2α)N} ( ‖u_1v(u_1)‖_L2 ‖QA^0_{,1}Q‖_L2_{→L}2 ‖u_2v(u_2)‖_L2 ) Θ_{N0,N} (t) ≲ 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Finally, by the same argument with the proof of (2.12), we immediately get the desired conclusions. □ Proposition 3.11. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−7−}. Let Θ_{N0,N} (t) be a function defined in (2.3) and N < N^′. Then for each x, y and −^3_2 < α ≤ 0, | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ_1(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ 2_{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). (3.26)

Moreover, sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ_1(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_−^{3+2α}_2 . (3.27)

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 19

Proof. To get (3.26), it’s equivalent to show that K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) ⟨ [vΓ_1(λ)v] ( R^±_0 (λ^4)(∗, y) ) (·), (R^±_0 )^∗(λ^4)(x, ·) ⟩ dλ is bounded by 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Let F^±(p) =^{e±ip−e−p}_p (p ≥ 0), then R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^1_{8πλ} F^±(λ|x − y|). Hence one has ⟨ [vΓ_1(λ)v] ( R^±_0 (λ^4)(∗, y) ) (·), R^∓_0 (λ^4)(x, ·) ⟩

= 1 64π^2λ^2 ⟨ [vΓ_1(λ)v] ( F^±(λ| ∗ −y|) ) (·), F^∓(λ|x − ·|) ⟩ := 1 64π^2λ^2 E^{0,±}_2 (λ; x, y). Let λ = 2^N s, then K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y) = 2^{(2+2α)N}

64π^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)E^{0,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y)ds.

Notice that s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], by using integration by parts we have |K^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ 2^{(2+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{2α}φ_0(s) ) E^{0,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y)ds | | | + | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2α}φ_0(s)∂_s ( E^{0,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y) ) ds | | )

:= 2^{(2+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} ( |E^{0,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| + |E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ) . (3.28)

We first estimate E^{0,±}_{2,N} . Since ∂_s ( E^{0,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y) ) = ⟨ [v∂_sΓ_1(2^N s)v] ( F^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), F^∓(2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩ + ⟨ [vΓ_1(2^N s)v] ( ∂_sF^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), F^∓(2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩ + ⟨ [vΓ_1(2^N s)v] ( F^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), ∂_sF^∓(2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩ :=E^{0,±}_{21} (2^N s; x, y) + E^{0,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y) + E^{0,±}_{23} (2^N s; x, y).

Then E^{0,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2α}φ_0(s) ( E^{0,±}_{21} + E^{0,±}_{22} + E^{0,±}_{23} ) (2^N s; x, y) ) ds :=E^{0,±}_{21,N} (t; x, y) + E^{0,±}_{22,N} (t; x, y) + E^{0,±}_{23,N} (t; x, y). For the first term E^{0,±}_{21,N} . Since

λ‖∂_λΓ_1(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 + λ^2‖∂^2_λΓ_1(λ)‖_L2_{→L}2 ≲ λ,

then ‖ ∂^k_s ( ∂_sΓ_1(2^N s) )‖ L^2→L^2 ≲ 2 N , k = 0, 1. Similarly, | |∂^k_s (E^{0,±}_{21} (2^N s; x, y))| ≲ 2^N , k = 0, 1. By integration by parts, we obtain that E^{0,±}_{21,N} (t; x, y) is bounded by 2^N (1 + |t|2^{2N} )^{−1}.

20 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

We turn to compute E^{0,±}_{22,N} . Let F^∓_0 (p) =^{1−e−pe±ip}_p , then F^∓(p) = e^{∓ip}F^∓_0 (p). Since ∂_sF^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) = 2^N | ∗ −y|(F^±)^′(2^N s| ∗ −y|) := e^{±i2N s|∗−y|}s^{−1}F^±_1 (2^N s| ∗ −y|), where

F^±_1 (p) = pe^{∓ip}(F^±)^′(p) = (±ip − 1) + (p + 1)e^{−p}e^{∓ip} p , thus we have, E^{0,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y) =e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}s^{−1} ⟨ [vΓ_1(2^N s)v] ( e^{±i2N s(|∗−y|−|y|)}F^±_1 (2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), e^{∓i2N s(|x−·|−|x|)}F^∓_0 (2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩ := e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}s^{−1} ~E^{0,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y). Hence, we have E^{0,±}_{22,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}s^{−1+2α}φ_0(s) ~E^{0,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y)ds. Note that | |∂^k_s (e^{±i2N s(|∗−y|−|y|)}F^±_1 (2^N s| ∗ −y|)) | | ≲ 2^{kN} ⟨∗⟩, k = 0, 1, | |∂^k_s (e^{∓i2N s(|x−·|−|x|)}F^∓_0 (2^N s|x − ·|)) | | ≲ 2^{kN} ⟨·⟩, k = 0, 1. Since |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−7−}, by Hölder’s inequality we have | |∂^k_s ~E^{0,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y) | | ≲^1 ∑ k=0 ‖ ‖v(·)⟨·⟩^{1−k} ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ‖ ‖∂^k_s Γ_1(2^N s) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} ≲ 2^N .

By Lemma 2.1 again with z = (x, y), Ψ(z) = |x| + |y| and Φ(2^N s; z) = ~E^{0,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y), we obtain that E^{0,±}_{22,N} is bounded by 2^N (1+|t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). Similar to get that E^{0,±}_{23,N} is controlled by the same bound. Hence we obtain that E^{0,±}_{2,N} is bounded by 2^N (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Similarly, we obtain that E^{0,±}_{1,N} is controlled by the same bounds. By (3.28), we immediately obtain that K^{0,±}_{2,N} is bounded by 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). Hence we obtain that (3.26) holds.

Finally, by the same argument with the proof of (2.12), we immediately get the desired conclusions. □

3.2.2. The first kind of resonance. If zero is the first kind of resonance of H, then by using (3.3) and (3.11) one has

R^±_V (λ^4) =R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−1}S_1A^1_{−1,1}S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v × ( S_1A^1_{0,1} + A^1_{0,2}S_1 + QA^1_{0,3}Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ_1(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4).

(3.29)

In order to obtain the estimates (3.16), comparing with the analysis of regular case, it is enough to estimate to prove the following proposition.

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 21

Proposition 3.12. Assume that |V (x|) ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−11−}. Then for any −^3_2 < α ≤ 0, sup x,y∈R^3 | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^{−1} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vS_1A^1_{−1,1}S_1vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} , sup x,y∈R^3 | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)vS_1A^1_{0,1}vR^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} . Proof. Here we use the orthogonality S_1v = 0, by the same argument with the proof of Proposition 3.10, we obtain the desired conclusions. □

3.2.3. The second kind of resonance. If zero is the second kind of resonance of H, then using (3.3) and (3.12) one has

R^±_V (λ^4) = R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−2}S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_1

+ λ^{−2}S_1A^2_{−2,2}S_2 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−1}S_2A^2_{−1,1} + λ^{−1}A^2_{−1,2}S_2 + λ^{−1}S_1A^2_{−1,3}S_1 )

× vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( S_1A^2_{0,1} + A^2_{0,2}S_1 + QA^2_{0,3}Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ_1(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4).

In order to prove Theorem 3.8(iii), combining with the proof of regular case and the first kind resonance, it is enough to estimate integrals with the following three terms:

Ω_{2,1}(λ) :=R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4),

Ω_{2,2}(λ) :=R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−2}S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4),

Ω_{2,3}(λ) :=R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−1}S_2A^2_{−1,1} ) vR^±_0 (λ^4).

(3.30)

Since (F^±)^′(0) ≠ 0 where R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^1_{8πλ} F^±(λ|x − y|), so it doesn’t satisfy the condition of Lemma 3.9(ii), hence we can’t make full use of the orthogonality of S_2 (i.e. S_2x_iv = 0, i = 1, 2, 3). In order to using orthogonality S_2x_j v = 0 to improve the time decay of solution operator cos(t √ H) and^{sin(t} √ H) √ H , we will subtract a specific operator to satisfy the conditions of Lemma 3.9(ii). Then we can make full use of the orthogonality of S_2.

Recall that G_0 = |x − y| 8π , let ~F^±(p) =^{e±ip−e−p}_p + p, p ∈ R, then R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) − G_0 = 1 8πλ ~F^±(λ|x − y|), (3.31) ~F ±(p) ∈ C2(R) and ( ~F ±)′(0) = 0. Hence ~F ±(p) satisfies the condition of Lemma 3.9(ii). We

now begin to estimates the terms Ω_{2,i}(λ)(i = 1, 2, 3) in (3.30).

Firstly, we deal with the first term Ω_{2,1}(λ) in (3.30). We have

Ω_{2,1}(λ) = ( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) v(λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)v ( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) + ( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) v(λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)

× vG_0 + G_0v(λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)v ( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) + G_0v(λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)vG_0

:=Γ^2_{−3,1}(λ) + Γ^2_{−3,2}(λ) + Γ^2_{−3,3}(λ) + Γ^2_{−3,4}(λ). (3.32)

22 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

Proposition 3.13. Assume |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−19−}. Let Γ^2_{−3,j}(λ)(j = 1, 2, 3, 4) be operators defined in (3.32). Then sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^2_{−3,1}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_−^{3+2α}_2 , −3 2 < α ≤ 0, (3.33) sup x,y∈R^3 | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^2_{−3,j} (λ)(x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 2+2α2} , −1 < α ≤ 0, j = 2, 3, (3.34) sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^2_{−3,4}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|^{− 1+2α2} , − 1 2 < α ≤ 0. (3.35)

Proof. We first estimate the first term Γ^2_{−3,1}(λ). For each N, we write ~K^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) v(λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)v ( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 )] (x, y)dλ. Notice that R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) − G_0 := 1 8πλ ~F^±(λ|x − y|), by Lemma 3.9(ii) and the orthogonality S_2x_j v(x) = S_2v(x) = 0(j = 1, 2, 3), then [( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) v(λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)v ( R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0 )] (x, y) = 1 64π^2λ^5 ∫ R^6

~F^±(λ|x − u_2|)v(u_2)(S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)(u_2, u_1)v(u_1) ~F^±(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 64π^2λ ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ_1)(1 − θ_2) (( ~F ±)′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| sin^2 α_2 + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|)

× cos^2 α_2 )(( ~F ±)′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) λ|y − θ_1u_1| sin^2 α_1 + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) cos^2 α_1 ) dθ_1dθ_2 × |u_1|^2|u_2|^2v(u_2)v(u_1)(S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)(u_2, u_1)du_1du_2.

Furthermore, we have ~K^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = 1 64π^2 ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 [ ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{2+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) (( ~F ±)′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| sin^2 α_2

+ ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^2 α_2 )(( ~F ±)′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) λ|y − θ_1u_1| sin^2 α_1 + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(λ|y − θ_1u_1|)

× cos^2 α_1 ) dλ ] (1 − θ_1)(1 − θ_2)|u_1|^2|u_2|^2v(u_2)v(u_1)(S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)(u_2, u_1)dθ_1dθ_2du_1du_2. Let ~E^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{2+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) (( ~F ±)′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| sin^2 α_2 + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^2 α_2 )

× (( ~F ±)′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) λ|y − θ_1u_1| sin^2 α_1 + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) cos^2 α_1 ) dλ,

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 23

then we have | | ~K^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) | | ≲ ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 | | ~E^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) | ||u_1|^2|u_2|^2|v(u_2)v(u_1)|

× |(S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)(u_2, u_1)|dθ_1dθ_2du_1du_2.

(3.36)

Let s = 2^{−N} λ, r_1 = 2^N |y − θ_1u_1| and r_2 = 2^N |x − θ_2u_2|, then

~E^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)

=2^{(3+2α)N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2+2α}φ_0(s) (( ~F ±)′(2N s|x − θ_2u_2|) 2^N s|x − θ_2u_2| sin^2 α_2 + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|)

× cos^2 α_2 )(( ~F ±)′(2N s|y − θ_1u_1|) 2^N s|y − θ_1u_1| sin^2 α_1 + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|) cos^2 α_1 ) ds =2^{(3+2α)N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2+2α}φ_0(s) 2∏ j=1 (( ~F ±)′(r_j s) r_js sin^2 α_j + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(r_js) cos^2 α_j ) ds. By integration by parts, we obtain that | ~E^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ≲ 2^{(3+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)

)^2∏ j=1 (( ~F ±)′(r_j s) r_js sin^2 α_j + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(r_js) cos^2 α_j ) ds | |

+ | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)∂_s 2∏ j=1 (( ~F ±)′(r_j s) r_js sin^2 α_j + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(r_js) cos^2 α_j ) ds | | | )

:= 2^{(3+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} ( |E^{2,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| + |E^{2,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)| ) . (3.37)

We first estimate the term E^{2,±}_{2,N} . Let ∂_s 2∏ j=1 (( ~F ±)′(r_j s) r_js sin^2 α_j + ( ~F^±)^{(2)}(r_js) cos^2 α_j ) := e^{±ir1s}e^{±ir2s}s^{−1} ~F^±_{α1,α2} (r_1s, r_2s), then | |E^{2,±}_{2,N} | | ≲ | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N s(|x−θ2u2|+|y−θ1u1|)}s^{2α}φ_0(s) × ~F^±_{α1,α2} (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|, 2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|) | | |. Note that | |∂^k_s ~F^±_{α1,α2} (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|, 2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|) ≲ 1, k = 0, 1,

by Lemma 2.1 with z = (x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2), Ψ(z) = |x − θ_2u_2| + |y − θ_1u_1|, and

Φ(2^N s, z) = ~F^±_{α1,α2} (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|, 2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|),

we obtain that E^{2,±}_{2,N} is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). Similarly, we get that E^{2,±}_{1,N} is controlled by the same bound. Hence ~E^{2,±}_{1,N} is bounded by by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). By (3.37) and Hölder’s inequality we obtain that ~K^{2,±}_{1,N} is bounded by 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). By the same summing way with the proof of (2.12), we immediately obtain (3.33).

24 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

For the term Γ^2_{−3,2}(λ). We use the orthogonality S_2x_iv = 0, i = 1, 2, 3 for the left hand of Γ^2_{−3,2}(λ) and S_2v = 0 for the right hand of Γ^2_{−3,2}(λ), by the same argument with the proof of the term Γ^2_{−3,1}(λ), we immediately obtain the desired conclusion. Similarly, we also get the desired integral estimate for the term Γ^2_{−3,3}(λ).

For the term Γ^2_{−3,4}(λ). We use the orthogonality S_2v = 0, by the same argument with the proof of Proposition 3.10, we immediately obtain (3.35). □

Notice that the integral estimates (3.34) and (3.35) doesn’t hold for α = −1, we can not reduce the solution operator^{sin(t} √ H) √ H into the form H^{− 1}2 e^{−it√H} , which is worse in computing

the integral. In order to obtain the decay estimate of solution operator^{sin(t} √ H) √ H , we need directly estimate the following integral, K_{t,i}(x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λΓ^2_{−3,i}(λ)(x, y)dλ, i = 2, 3, 4. (3.38)

Proposition 3.14. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−19−}. Let K_{t,i}(x, y)(i = 2, 3, 4) be the integrals defined in (3.38). Then sup x,y∈R^3 | |K_{t,i}(x, y) | | ≲ 1, i = 2, 3, and sup x,y∈R^3 | |K_{t,4}(x, y) | | ≲ |t|^12 . (3.39)

Proof. We only estimate the bound of K_{t,4}(x, y), similar to get the bounds of K_{t,i}(x, y), i = 2, 3. Since Γ^2_{−3,4}(λ) = G_0v(λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)vG_0 and G_0 = −^{|x−y|}_{8π} , then K_{t,4}(x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λ^{−2}[G_0vS_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2vG_0](x, y)dλ = 1 64π^2 ( ∫ ∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λ^{−2}dλ ) ∫ R^6

|x − u_1|v(u_1)(S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)(u_1, u_2) × v(u_2)|y − u_2|du_1du_2. Notice that ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λ^{−2}dλ = √ |t| ∫_∞ 0 χ (√u t )sin u u 1 2 √ u du, hence | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λ^{−2}dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{12} . For the kernel [G_0vS_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2vG_0](x, y), by the orthogonality S_2v = 0 and by Hölder’s inequality, we obtain that | |[G_0vS_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2vG_0](x, y) | | = 1 64π^2 | | | ∫ R^6

(|x − u_1| − |x|)v(u_1)(S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2)(u_1, u_2)v(u_2) × (|y − u_2| − |y|)du_1du_2 | | | ≲ ‖ ‖|u_1|v(u_1)‖_{L2} ‖ ‖S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2‖_{L2→L2} ‖ ‖|u_2|v(u_2) ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ 1. Hence, sup x,y∈R^3 | |K_{t,4}(x, y) | | ≲ |t|^12 , which gives ‖K_{t,4}‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{12} . The proof of this proposition is completed. □

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 25

Secondly, we estimate the second term Ω_{2,2}(λ) in (3.30). We have

Ω_{2,2}(λ) =(R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0)v(λ^{−2}S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_1)vR^±_0 (λ^4) + G_0v(λ^{−2}S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_1)vR^±_0 (λ^4) :=Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ) + Γ^2_{−2,2}(λ).

(3.40)

Proposition 3.15. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−19−}. Let Γ^2_{−2,j} (λ)(j = 1, 2) be operators defined in (3.40). Then sup x,y∈R^3 | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^2_{−2,1}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} , − 3 2 < α ≤ 0, (3.41)

sup x,y∈R^3 | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^2_{−2,2}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 2+2α2} , −1 < α ≤ 0. (3.42) Proof. By Lemma 3.9(i)(ii), using the same method with the proofs of Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.13, we obtain (3.41). By using Lemma 3.9(i), by the same argument with the proof of Proposition 3.10, we obtain (3.42). □

Finally, we deal with the term Ω_{2,3}(λ) in (3.30). We have

Ω_{2,3}(λ) =(R^±_0 (λ^4) − G_0)v(λ^{−1}S_2A^2_{−1,1})vR^±_0 (λ^4) + G_0v(λ^{−1}S_2A^2_{−1,1})vR^±_0 (λ^4) :=Γ^2_{−1,1}(λ) + Γ^2_{−1,2}(λ).

(3.43)

Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.15, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.16. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−19−}. Let Γ^2_{−1,j} (λ)(j = 1, 2) be operators defined in (3.43). Then sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^2_{−1,1}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_−^{3+2α}_2 , −3 2 < α ≤ 0, (3.44)

sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^2_{−1,2}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_−^{2+2α}_2 , −1 < α ≤ 0. (3.45)

Notice that the integral estimates (3.42) and (3.45) doesn’t hold for α = −1. Hence in order to obtain the decay estimate of solution operator^{sin(t} √ H) √ H , we need compute the following integral, K_{t,5}(x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λΓ^2_{−2,2}(λ)(x, y)dλ, (3.46)

K_{t,6}(x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λΓ^2_{−1,2}(λ)(x, y)dλ. (3.47)

Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.14, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.17. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−19−}. Let K_{t,5}(x, y) and K_{t,6}(x, y) be integrals defined in (3.46) and (3.47), respectively. Then sup x,y∈R^3 | K_{t,i}(x, y) | ≲ 1, i = 5, 6. (3.48)

26 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

The proof of Theorem 3.8 in the second kind resonance case. Combining with Proposition 3.13-Proposition 3.17 and the proof of the first kind resonance, we immediately obtain for −^1_2 ≤ α ≤ 0, ‖ ‖H^α2 e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)χ(H) ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 1+2α}2 . Let F_t be an operator with the integral kernel F_t(x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ [ Γ^2_{−3,2}(λ) + Γ^2_{−3,3}(λ) + Γ^2_{−3,4}(λ) + Γ^2_{−2,2}(λ) + Γ^2_{−1,2}(λ) ] (x, y)dλ, where Γ^2_{−3,i}(λ)(i = 2, 3, 4), Γ^2_{−2,2}(λ) and Γ^2_{−1,2}(λ) are operators defined in (3.32), (3.40) and (3.43). Combining with the integral estimates (3.34), (3.35), (3.42) and (3.45), we have

‖F_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . (3.49)

Moreover, by using Proposition 3.13-Proposition 3.17 again, we have ‖ ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H)χ(H) − F_t ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 3}2 . Let G_t be an operator with the integral kernel G_t(x, y) := 6∑ i=1 K_{t,i}(x, y), where K_{t,i}(x, y)(i = 1, · · · , 6) are integrals defined in (3.38), (3.46) and (3.47). By using Proposition 3.14 and Proposition 3.17 again, we obtain that

‖G_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{12} . (3.50)

Combining with Proposition 3.13-Proposition 3.17 again, we immediately obtain ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H)χ(H) − G_t ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 12} . Thus the proof of Theorem 3.8 is completed in the second kind resonance case. □

3.2.4. The third kind of resonance. If zero is the third kind of resonance of H, then using (3.3) and (3.13) one has

R^±_V (λ^4) =R^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−3}S_2A^3_{−3,1}S_2 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4)

− R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−2}S_2A^3_{−2,1}S_1 + λ^{−2}S_1A^3_{−2,2}S_2 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−1}S_2A^3_{−1,1}

+ λ^{−1}A^3_{−1,2}S_2 + λ^{−1}S_1A^3_{−1,3}S_1 ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)v ( S_1A^3_{0,1} + A^3_{0,2}S_1

+ QA^3_{0,3}Q ) vR^±_0 (λ^4) − R^±_0 (λ^4)vΓ_1(λ)vR^±_0 (λ^4). (3.51)

In order to get the estimates in Theorem 3.8(iii) in the second kind resonnace, we need to analyse what influence the term λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 has on Stone’s formula (3.14). By a simple calculation, we obtain that

R^+_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^−_0 (λ^4) = ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) + R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) .

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 27

Proposition 3.18. Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−23−}. Then for any x, y ∈ R^3 and −1 < α ≤ 0, | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 2+2α2} , | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^−_0 (λ^4)v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) )] (x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 2+2α2} .

Proof. We only estimate the first integral, similar to get the second integral estimate. Let K^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) × [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. (3.52)

Let R̄_0(p) =^{eip−e−ip}_p and F^±(p) =^{e±ip−e−p}_p . Then R^±_0 (λ^4) =^1_{8πλ} F^±(λ|x − y|), and

R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) = 1 8πλ R̄_0(λ|x − y|). Note that R̄_0 ∈ C^5(R) and (R̄_0)^′(p) = 0, but (R̄_0)^{(2)}(p) = −^{2i}_3 ≠ 0. Let

F̄ (p) = R̄_0(p) + 2i 3 p^2, F̄ (p) = e^{ip} − e^{−ip} p + ip^2 3 . Hence, we have F̄ ∈ C^5(R) and (F̄ )^{(k)}(p) = 0, k = 1, 2. By the orthogonality S_3v = S_3x_iv =

S_3x_ix_j v = 0(i, j = 1, 2, 3), one has [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = 1 64π^2λ^6 ∫ R^6

R̄_0(λ|x − u_2|)v(u_2)(S_3D_3S_3)(u_2, u_1)v(u_1)F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 64π^2λ^6 ∫ R^6 (¯ R_0(λ|x − u_2|) + 2i 3 λ^2|x − u_2|^2 ) v(u_2)(S_3D_3S_3)(u_2, u_1)v(u_1) × F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2 = 1 64π^2λ^6 ∫ R^6

F̄ (λ|x − u_2|)v(u_2)(S_3D_3S_3)(u_2, u_1)v(u_1)F^+(λ|y − u_1|)du_1du_2.

By Lemma 3.9(iii), one has [( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v ( λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3 ) vR^+_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y) = − 1 128π^2λ^2 ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 (1 − θ_2)^2 [(F̄ ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ^2|x − θ_2u_2|^2 − F̄ (2)(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| ) 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2

− F̄^{(3)}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^3 α_2 ] (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) cos α_1dθ_1θ_2

× |u_2|^3v(u_2)v(u_1)|u_1|(S_3D_3S_3)(u_2, u_1)du_1du_2.

28 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

Furthermore, we have K^{3,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y) = − 1 128π^2 ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 [ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{1+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [(F̄ ′(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ^2|x − θ_2u_2|^2 − F̄ (2)(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) λ|x − θ_2u_2| )

× 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2 − F̄^{(3)}(λ|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^3 α_2 ] (F^+)^′(λ|y − θ_1u_1|) cos α_1dλ ] (1 − θ_2)^2dθ_1θ_2

× |u_2|^3|u_1|v(u_2)v(u_1)(S_3D_3S_3)(u_2, u_1)du_1du_2

:= − 1 128π^2 ∫ R^6

∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 E^{3,+}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)(1 − θ_2)^2dθ_1θ_2|u_2|^3|u_1|v(u_2)v(u_1)

× (S_3D_3S_3)(u_2, u_1)du_1du_2. (3.53) Let s = 2^{−N} λ, then

E^{3,+}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2)

=2^{(2+2α)N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s) [(F̄ ′(2N s|x − θ_2u_2|) (2^N s)^2|x − θ_2u_2|^2 − F̄ (2)(2N s|x − θ_2u_2|) 2^N s|x − θ_2u_2| )

× 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2 − F̄^{(3)}(2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|) cos^3 α_2 ] (F^+)^′(2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|) cos α_1ds.

Let r_1 = 2^N |y − θ_1u_1| and r_2 = 2^N |x − θ_2u_2|, by using integration by parts we have | |E^{3,+}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) | | ≲ 2^{(2+2α)}N 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{2α}φ_0(s) )((F̄^′(r_2s) (r_2s)^2 − F̄ (2)(r_2s)

r_2s ) 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2

− F̄^{(3)}(r_2s) cos^3 α_2 ) (F^+)^′(r_1s) cos α_1ds | | + | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2α}φ_0(s) × ∂_s [((F̄ ′(r_2s) (r_2s)^2 − F̄ (2)(r_2s)

r_2s ) 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2 − F̄^{(3)}(r_2s) cos^3 α_2 ) (F^+)^′(r_1s) cos α_1 ] ds | | | )

:= 2^{(2+2α)}N 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| |E^{3,+}_{1,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) | | + | |E^{3,+}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) | | ) . For | |E^{3,+}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) | |. Note that ∂_s [((F̄ ′(r_2s) (r_2s)^2 − F̄ (2)(r_2s)

r_2s ) 3 cos α_2 sin^2 α_2 − F̄^{(3)}(r_2s) cos^3 α_2 ) (F^+)^′(r_1s) cos α_1 ]

:= e^{ir1s}e^{ir2s}s^{−1}F̄_{α1,α2} (r_1s, r_2s), then we have | |E^{3,+}_{2,N} (t; x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) | | ≲ | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{i(r1+r2)s}s^{−1+2α}φ_0(s)F̄_{α1,α2} (r_1s, r_2s)ds | |. Since | |∂^k_s F̄_{α1,α2} (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|, 2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|)| ≲ 1, k = 0, 1, by Lemma 2.1 with z = (x, y, θ_1, θ_2, u_1, u_2) and Ψ(z) = r_1 + r_2 = |x − θ_2u_2| + |y − θ_1u_1|, Φ(2^N s, z) = F̄_{α1,α2} (2^N s|x − θ_2u_2|, 2^N s|y − θ_1u_1|),

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 29

we obtain that E^{3,+}_{2,N} is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). Similarly E^{3,+}_{1,N} is controlled by the same bound. Hence E^{3,+}_{1,N} is bounded by 2^{(2+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). By (3.53) and Hölder’s inequality we obtain that K^{3,±}_{1,N} is bounded by 2^{(2+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). □

In the proof of Proposition 3.18, for the projection operator S_3 on the right hand of the integral (3.52), we only use the orthogonality S_3v = 0. As a result, we don’t get a decay estimate as well as the regular case and the first kind of resonance case. Analogous to the way to deal with the second kind of resonance case, we aim to subtract some specific operator to get the same decay estimate rate as the regular case and the first kind of resonance case. Note that

R^+_0 (λ^4)v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)vR^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4)v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)vR^−_0 (λ^4) = ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)vR^+_0 (λ^4) + R^−_0 (λ^4)v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) = ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) + (R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4))v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)vG_0 + ( R^−_0 (λ^4) − G_0 ) v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) + G_0v(λ^{−4}S_3D_3S_3)v ( R^+_0 (λ^4) − R^−_0 (λ^4) ) := Γ^3_{−4,1}(λ) + Γ^3_{−4,2}(λ) + Γ^3_{−4,3}(λ) + Γ^3_{−4,4}(λ). (3.54)

Hence, in order to complete the proof of Theorem 3.8(iii) in the third kind resonance, combining with the analysis of the second kind of resonance case, it suffices to show the following proposition.

Proposition 3.19. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−23−}. Let Γ^3_{−3,j} (λ)(j = 1, · · · , 4) be operators defined in (3.54). Then sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^3_{−4,j}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_−^{3+2α}_2 , −3 2 < α ≤ 0, j = 1, 3, sup x,y∈R^3 | | | ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}Γ^3_{−4,j}(λ)(x, y)dλ | | | ≲ |t|^{− 2+2α2} , −1 < α ≤ 0, j = 2, 4. Proof. By the same argument with the proof of Proposition 3.13 and Proposition 3.18, we obtain that this proposition holds. Here we omit these details. □

In order to obtain that the estimate of solution operator^{sin(t} √ H) √ H in the third resonance, we need compute the following integrals, K_{t,7}(x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ) sin(tλ^2)λ [ Γ^3_{−4,2}(λ) + Γ^3_{−4,4}(λ) ] (x, y)dλ. (3.55) Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.14, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.20. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−23−}. Let K_{t,7}(x, y) be integral defined in (3.55). Then sup x,y∈R^3 | |K_{t,7}(x, y) | | ≲ 1. (3.56)

The proof of Theorem 3.8 in the third kind resonance case. Let ~F_t be an operator with the following integral kernel ~F_t(x, y) := F_t(x, y) + ∫_∞ 0 χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ [ Γ^3_{−3,2}(λ) + Γ^3_{−3,4}(λ) ] (x, y)dλ.

30 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

By using the estimate (3.49) and Proposition 3.19, we obtain that ‖ ~F_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 12} . Let ~G_t(x, y) =

∑_8

i=1 K_{t,i}(x, y). By using the estimate (3.50) and Proposition 3.20, we obtain that that ‖ ~G_t‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{12} . Combining with Proposition 3.18-Proposition 3.20 and the proof of the second kind resonance again, we immediately obtain that ‖ ‖ cos(t √ H)P_{ac}(H)χ(H) − ~F_t ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 3}2 , ‖ ‖ ‖ sin(t √ H) √ H P_{ac}(H)χ(H) − ~G_t ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1→L∞} ≲ |t|^{− 12} . Thus the proof of Theorem 3.8(iii) is completed. □

4. High energy dispersive estimates

In this subsection, we are devoted to establishing the decay bounds of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 for high energy. By the identities (1.27) it suffices to establish high energy dispersive bounds of H^α2 e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H) for α = −1, 0. Furthermore, it suffices to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let |V (x)| ≲ ⟨x⟩^{−4−}. Then ‖H^{α2} e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)~χ(H)‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} , α ≤ 0. (4.1) To complete the proof of Theorem 4.1 , we need to use the following Stone’s formula, H^{α2} e^{−it√H} P_{ac}(H)~χ(H)f = +∞∑ N=N^′+1 ∑ ± 2 πi ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} φ_0(2^{−N} λ)λ^{3+2α}R^±_V (λ^4)fdλ, (4.2)

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). (4.3)

Combining with Proposition 2.2, it is enough to prove the following Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.4.

Proposition 4.2. Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−3−}. Then for α ≤ 0, sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 ~χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|_−^{3+2α}_2 .

Proof. We write L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ) [ R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ. Then ∫_∞ 0 ~χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ = ∞∑ N=N^′+1 L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y).

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 31

Let F^±(p) =^{e±ip−e−p}_p , then R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^1_{8πλ} F^±(λ|x − y|). Set s = 2^{−N} λ, one has L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y) = ∫ R^3 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_0(2^{−N} λ)R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, u_1)V (u_1)R^±_0 (λ^4)(u_1, y)dλdu_1 = 2^{(2+2α)N}

64π^2 ∫ R^3 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)F^±(2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±(2^N s|y − u_1|)dsV (u_1)du_1 := 1 64π^2 ∫ R^3

E^±_{1,N} (t; x, y, u_1)V (u_1)du_1.

By using integration by parts, we have | |E^±_{1,N} (t; x, y, u_1) | | ≲ 2^{(2+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{2α}φ_0(s) ) F^±(2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±(2^N s|y − u_1|)ds | | | + | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2α}φ_0(s)∂_s ( F^±(2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±(2^N s|y − u_1|) ) ds | | )

:= 2^{(2+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} ( |E^±_{1,N} (t; x, y, u_1)| + |E^±_{2,N} (t; x, y, u_1)| ) . (4.4)

For E^±_{2,N} . Since ∂_s ( F^±(2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±(2^N s|y − u_1|) ) := s^{−1}e^{±i2N s(|x−u1|+|y−u1|)} × ( F^±_1 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_0 (2^N s|y − u_1|) + F^±_0 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − u_1|) ) , where

F^±_1 (p) = pe^{∓ip}(F^±)^′(p) = (±ip − 1) + (p + 1)e^{−p∓ip} p , F^±_0 (p) = 1 − e^{−p∓ip} p . Then we have |E^±_{2,N} (t; x, y, u_1)| ≲ | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N s(|x−u1|+|y−u1|)}s^{−1+2α}φ_0(s) ( F^±_1 (2^N s|x − u_1|)

× F^±_0 (2^N s|y − u_1|) + F^±_0 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − u_1|) ) ds | |. Since N > N^′_0, then |E^±_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N s(|x−u1|+|y−u1|)}s^{−1+2α}φ_0(s) ( F^±_1 (2^N s|x − u_1|)

× F^±_0 (2^N s|y − u_1|) + F^±_0 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − u_1|) ) ds | |. Noting that for k = 0, 1, | |∂^k_s (F^±_1 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_0 (2^N s|y − u_1|)) | | ≲ 1, | ∂^k_s ( F^±_0 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − u_1|) )| ≲ 1, then by Lemma 2.1 with z = (x, y, u_1), Ψ(z) = |x − u_1| + |y − u_1|, and

Φ(2^N s; z) = ( F^±_1 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_0 (2^N s|y − u_1|) + F^±_0 (2^N s|x − u_1|)F^±_1 (2^N s|y − u_1|) ) ,

32 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

we obtain that E^±_{2,N} is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). Similarly, E^±_{1,N} is controlled by the same bound. By (4.4), we obtain that E^±_{1,N} is bounded by 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). Hence we have

|L^±_{1,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t) ∫ R^3

|V (u_1)|du_1 ≲ 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Finally, taking the sum the same way we used in the proof of (2.12), we immediately obtain the desired conclusion. □

In order to deal with the term R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_V (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4), we need to give a lemma as follows, see [19].

Lemma 4.3. 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) ‖ ‖_{L2σ (Rd)→L2−σ (Rd)} = O(|λ|^{−3(k+1)}4 ), k = 0, 1, as λ → +∞. Proposition 4.4. Let |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−4−}. Then for α ≤ 0, sup x,y∈R^3 | | ∫_∞ 0 ~χ(λ)e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α} [ R^±_0 (λ^4)V R^±_V (λ^4)V R^±_0 (λ^4) ] (x, y)dλ | | ≲ |t|^{− 3+2α2} . (4.5)

Proof. In order to get (4.5), it’s equivalent to prove that the integral L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−itλ2} λ^{3+2α}φ_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^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t) for N > N^′.

In fact, let F^±(p) =^{e±ip−e−p}_p , then R^±_0 (λ^4)(x, y) =^1_{8πλ} F^±(λ|x − y|). Hence ⟨ V R^±_V (λ^4)V (R^±_0 (λ^4)(∗, y))(·), R^∓_0 (λ)(x, ·) ⟩ = 1 64π^2λ^2 ⟨ V R^±_V (λ^4)V ( F^±(λ| ∗ −y|) ) (·), F^∓(λ|x − ·|) ⟩ := 1 64π^2λ^2 E^{L,±}_2 (λ; x, y). Let s = 2^{−N} λ, then L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y) := 2^{(2+2α)N}

64π^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{1+2α}φ_0(s)E^{L,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y)ds. By using integration by parts, we have |L^±_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ 2^{(2+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} (| | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{2α}φ_0(s) ) ∂_sE^{L,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y)ds | | + | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2α}φ_0(s)∂_s ( E^{L,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y) ) ds | | | )

:= 2^{(2+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} ( |E^{L,±}_{1,N} (t; x, y)| + |E^{L,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ) . (4.6)

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 33

For E^{L,±}_{2,N} . Since ∂_s ( E^{L,±}_2 (2^N s; x, y) ) = ⟨ V ∂_s ( R_V (2^N s^4) ) V ( F^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), F^∓(2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩

+ ⟨ V R_V (2^N s^4)V ( ∂_sF^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), F^∓(2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩

+ ⟨ V R_V (2^N s^4)V ( F^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), ∂_sF^∓(2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩ :=E^{L,±}_{21} (2^N s; x, y) + E^{L,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y) + E^{L,±}_{23} (2^N s; x, y),

then we have E^{L,±}_{2,N} (t; x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} s^{2α}φ_0(s) ( E^{L,±}_{21} + E^{L,±}_{22} + E^{L,±}_{23} ) (2^N s; x, y)ds :=E^{±,L}_{21,N} (t; x, y) + E^{±,L}_{22,N} (t; x, y) + E^{±,L}_{23,N} (t; x, y). (4.7)

We first deal with the first term E^{±,L}_{21,N} (t; x, y). Let σ > k + 1 +^1_2 , then | |∂_λE^{L,±}_{21} (2^N s; x, y) | | ≲ 1∑ k=0 ‖ ‖V (·)⟨·⟩^σ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ‖ ‖∂^{k+1}_s R^±_V (2^{4N} s^4) ‖ ‖_{L2σ→L2−σ} ≲ 2^{−N} ≲ 1, k = 0, 1. Note that s ∈ suppφ_0 ⊂ [^1_4 , 1], by using integration by parts again, we obtain that | |E^{±,L}_{21,N} (t; x, y) | | ≲ 1 1 + |t|2^{2N} | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} ∂_s ( s^{−1+2α}φ_0(s)E^{L,±}_{21} (2^N s; x, y) ) ds | | | ≲ 1 1 + |t|2^{2N} . Next, we deal with the second term E^{±,L}_{22,N} . Let

F^∓(p) := e^{∓ip}F^∓_0 (p), F^∓_0 (p) = 1 − e^{−p}e^{±ip} p , then ∂_sF^±(2^N s| ∗ −y|) = 2^N | ∗ −y|(F^±)^′(2^N s| ∗ −y|) := e^{±i2N s|∗−y|}s^{−1}F^±_1 (2^N s| ∗ −y|), where

F^±_1 (p) = pe^{∓ip}(F^±)^′(p) = (±ip − 1) + (p + 1)e^{−p}e^{∓ip} p . Thus E^{L,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y) =e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}s^{−1} ⟨ V R_V (2^N s)V ( e^{±i2N s(|∗−y|−|y|)}F^±_1 (2^N s| ∗ −y|) ) (·), e^{∓i2N s(|x−·|−|x|)}F^∓_0 (2^N s|x − ·|) ⟩ := e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}s^{−1} ~E^{L,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y). Furthermore, E^{±,L}_{22,N} (t; x, y) = 2^{(2+2α)N} 1 + |t|2^{2N} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−it22N s2} e^{±i2N s(|x|+|y|)}s^{−1+2α}φ_0(s) ~E^{L,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y)ds. Note that | ∂^k_s ( e^{±i2N s(|∗−y|−|y|)}F^±_1 (2^N s| ∗ −y|) )| ≲ 2^{kN} ⟨∗⟩, k = 0, 1, | ∂^k_s ( e^{∓i2N s(|x−·|−|x|)}F^∓_0 (2^N s|x − ·|) )| ≲ 2^{kN} ⟨·⟩, k = 0, 1.

34 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

Since |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−4−}, then by Hölder’s inequality, we have | |∂_s ~E^{L,±}_{22} (2^N s; x, y) | | ≲ 1∑ k=0 2^{(1−k)N} ‖ ‖V (·)⟨·⟩^{σ+1−k} ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ‖ ‖∂^k_s R^±_V (2^{4N} s^4) ‖ ‖_{L2σ→L2−σ} ≲ 2^{−2N} ≲ 1.

By Lemma 2.1 with z = (x, y), Ψ(z) = |x| + |y| and Φ(2^N s; z) = ~E^{L,±}_{22,N} (2^N s; x, y), we get that E^{±,L}_{22,N} (t; x, y) is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). By the same argument we obtain that E^{±,L}_{23,N} (t; x, y) is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). By (4.7), we have |E^{±,L}_{2,N} (t; x, y)| ≲ 1 1 + |t|2^{2N} + (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t) ≲ (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Similarly, we obtain that E^{±,L}_{1,N} is bounded by (1 + |t|2^{2N} )Θ_{N0,N} (t). By (4.6), we obtain that L^±_{2,N} is bounded by 2^{(2+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t). Thus L^±_{2,N} is bounded by 2^{(3+2α)N} Θ_{N0,N} (t).

Finally, by the same summing way with the proof of (2.12), we immediately obtain the desired conclusion. □

5. Appendix

In this appendix, we first prove Theorem 3.7, then we give the characterization of zero resonance subspaces S_iL^2(R^3 )(i = 1, 2, 3) according to the distributional solutions to Hϕ = 0.

5.1. The resolvent expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} for λ near zero. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 3.7, i.e. computing the expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} for λ near zero case by case, see [15] and also [19] for regular case.

For convenience, we shall use notations A^k_{i,j} denote general λ-independent absolutely bounded operators on L^2, and O(λ^k) denote some λ-dependent operators Γ(λ) which satisfy that ‖ ‖Γ(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} + λ ‖ ‖∂_λΓ(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} + λ^2 ‖ ‖∂^2_λΓ(λ) ‖ ‖_{L2→L2} ≲ λ^k, λ > 0. We emphasize that these notations of operators A^k_{i,j} and O(λ^k) may vary from line to line.

Before computing the expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} as λ → 0, we first state the following lemma used frequently, see e.g. [32].

Lemma 5.1. 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 has a bounded inverse in SH, and in this case

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

Now we begin to compute the asymptotic expansions of ( M^±(λ) )_{−1} when λ near zero.

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 35

Let M^±(λ) = ã^± λ ~M^±(λ). By (3.7) one has ~M^±(λ) =P + λ ã^± T + a^±_1 ã^± λ^2vG_1v + a^±_3 ã^± λ^4vG_3v + 1 ã^± λ^5vG_4v + 8∑ k=5 a^±_k ã^± λ^{k+1}vG_kv + O(λ^{10}).

(5.1)

Thus, it suffices to compute the asymptotic expansions of (~ M^±(λ) )_{−1} when λ near zero. Let Q = I − P . Since vG_iv(i = 0, 1, · · · , 8) are bounded operators on L^2, then by using (5.1) and Neumann series expansion one has (~ M^±(λ) + Q )_{−1} = I − 9∑ k=1 λ^kB^±_k + O(λ^{10}), (5.2)

where B^±_k (1 ≤ k ≤ 9) are bounded operators in L^2 as follows:

B^±_1 = 1 ã^± T, B^±_2 = a^±_1 ã^± vG_1v − 1 (ã^±)^2

T^2, B^±_3 = − a^±_1 (ã^±)^2

(T vG_1v + vG_1vT ) + 1 (ã^±)^3

T^3,

B^±_4 = a^±_3 ã^± vG_3v − (a^±_1 )^2 (ã^±)^2

(vG_1v)^2 + a^±_1 (ã^±)^3

(T^2vG_1v + T vG_1vT + vG_1vT^2) − 1 (ã^±)^4

T^4,

B^±_5 = 1 ã^± vG_4v − a^±_3 (ã^±)^2

(T vG_3v + vG_3vT ) +

(a^±_1 )^2 (ã^±)^3 ( T (vG_1v)^2 + (vG_1v)^2T + vG_1vT vG_1v )

− a^±_1 (ã^±)^4 ( T^3vG_1v + vG_1vT^3 + T^2vG_1vT + T vG_1vT^2 ) + 1 (ã^±)^5

T^5.

For the convenience, we list the orthogonality relations of various operators and projections which are used frequently later. QD_0 = D_0Q = D_0, S_iD_j = D_jS_i = S_i, i > j, S_iD_j = D_j S_i = D_j , i ≤ j, D_iD_j = D_jD_i = D_i, i > j, (5.3)

S_2T P = P T S_2 = S_2T = T S_2 = QvG_1vS_2 = S_2vG_1vQ = 0, QT S_1 = S_1T Q = 0, vG_1vS_3 = S_3vG_1v = 0, S_2vG_3vS_3 = S_3vG_3vS_2 = 0,

(5.4)

B^±_1 S_2 = S_2B^±_1 = 0, QB^±_2 S_2 = S_2B^±_2 Q = B^±_2 S_3 = S_3B^±_2 = 0, S_2B^±_3 S_2 = B^±_3 S_3 = S_3B^±_3 = 0, S_2B^±_4 S_3 = S_3B^±_4 S_2 = 0.

(5.5)

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 3.7 case by case. Here we prove only the assertion for the case + sign, since the case − sign proceeds identically. By Lemma 5.1, we know that ~M +(λ) is invertible on L2 if and only if

M^+_1 (λ) := Q − Q(~M^+(λ) + Q)^{−1}Q = λ ã^+ QT Q + 9∑ i=2 λ^kQB^+_k Q + O(λ^{10}) (5.6)

is invertible on QL^2.

The proof of Theorem 3.7(i)-(iii).

36 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

(i) If zero is a regular point of the spectrum of H, then QT Q is invertible on QL^2. Let D_0 = (QT Q)^{−1} be an operator on QL^2. If |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−7−}, by using (5.6) one has

M^+_1 (λ) = λ ã^+

QT Q + O(λ^2) = λ ã^+ ( QT Q + O(λ) ) := λ ã^+

~M^+_1 (λ).

By Neumann series, one has (~ M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} = QA^0_{,1}Q + O(λ),

thus, ( M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} = λ^{−1}QA^0_{−1,1}Q + O(1).

By using Lemma 5.1, we have (~ M^+(λ) )_{−1} = (~ M^+(λ) + Q )_{−1} + (~ M^+(λ) + Q )_{−1} Q ( M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} Q (~ M^+(λ) + Q )_{−1} =λ^{−1}QA^0_{−1,1}Q + O(1).

Since ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} = λ ã^+ (~ M^+(λ) )_{−1} , one has ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} = QA^0_{,1}Q + O(λ).

(ii) If zero is the first kind resonance, then by (5.6) one has

M^+_1 (λ) = λ ã^+

QT Q + λ^2QB^+_2 Q + λ^3QB^+_3 Q + O(λ^4) = λ ã^+ ( QT Q + ~a^+λQB^+_2 Q + ~a^+λ^2QB^+_3 Q + O(λ^3) ) := λ ã^+

~M^+_1 (λ).

By the definition of the first kind of resonance, then QT Q is not invertible on QL^2. Let S_1 be the Riesz projection onto the kernel of QT Q. Then it is easy to check that QT Q + S_1 is invertible on QL^2. In this case, we define D_0 = (QT Q + S_1)^{−1} as a bounded operator on QL^2. By Neumann series, one has (~ M^+_1 (λ) + S_1 )_{−1} = D_0 − λB^0_1 − λ^2B^0_2 + O(λ^3), (5.7)

where B^0_1 = ã^+D_0B^+_2 D_0 and B^0_2 = ~a^+D_0B^+_3 D_0 − (ã^+)^2D_0(B^+_2 D_0)^2.

According to Lemma 5.1, ~M^+_1 (λ) has bounded inverse on QL^2 if and only if

M^+_2 (λ) :=S_1 − S_1 (~ M^+_1 (λ) + S_1 )_{−1} S_1 = λS_1B^0_1 S_1 + λ^2S_1B^0_2 S_1 + O(λ^3) (5.8)

has bounded inverse on S_1L^2. Note that S_1T^2S_1 = S_1T (P + Q)T S_1 = S_1T P T S_1, then

S_1B^0_1 S_1 = − 1 ã^+ ( S_1T P T S_1 − ‖V ‖_L1 3 · (8π)^2

S_1vG_1vS_1 ) := − 1 ã^+

T_1. (5.9)

Then

M^+_2 (λ) = − λ ã^+ ( T_1 − ã^+λS_1B^0_2 S_1 + O(λ^2) ) := − λ ã^+

~M^+_2 (λ). (5.10)

By the definition of the first kind resonance, then T_1 is invertible on S_1L^2. Let D_1 = T^{−1}_1 be an operator on S_1L^2, then S_1D_1 = D_1S_1 = D_1. By using Neumann series, one has (~ M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} = S_1A^1_{0,1}S_1 + λS_1A^1_{,1}S_1 + O(λ^2).

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 37

By (5.10), then we have ( M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} = λ^{−1}S_1A^1_{−1,1}S_1 + S_1A^1_{0,1}S_1 + O(λ).

By using Lemma 5.1, one has (~ M^+_1 (λ) )_{−1} = λ^{−1}S_1A^1_{−1,1}S_1 + QA^1_{0,1}Q + O(λ).

By the same argument with the proof of the regular case, we obtain that ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} = λ^{−1}S_1A^1_{−1,1}S_1 + ( S_1A^1_{0,1} + A^1_{0,2}S_1 + QA^1_{0,3}Q ) + O(λ). (iii) If there is a resonance of second kind at zero, then by (5.6) one has

M^+_1 (λ) = λ ã^+ QT Q + 7∑ k=2 λ^kQB^+_k Q + O(λ^8)

= λ ã^+ ( QT Q + 7∑ k=2 ~a^+λ^{k−1}QB^+_k Q + O(λ^7) ) := λ ã^+

~M^+_1 (λ).

By Neumann series, then (~ M^+_1 (λ) + S_1 )_{−1} = D_0 − 6∑ k=1 λ^kB^0_k + O(λ^7),

where B^0_k(k = 1, · · · , 6) are bounded operators in QL^2 as follows:

B^0_1 =ã^+D_0B^+_2 D_0, B^0_2 = ~a^+D_0B^+_3 D_0 − (ã^+)^2D_0(B^+_2 D_0)^2, B^0_3 =~a^+D_0B^+_4 D_0 − (~a^+)^2(D_0B^+_2 D_0B^+_3 D_0 + D_0B^+_3 D_0B^+_2 D_0) + (~a^+)^3D_0(B^+_2 D_0)^3, B^0_4 =~a^+D_0B^+_5 D_0 − (~a^+)^2 ( D_0B^+_2 D_0B^+_4 D_0 + D_0B^+_4 D_0B^+_2 D_0 + D_0(B^+_3 D_0)^2 ) + (~a^+)^3 ( D_0(B^+_2 D_0)^2B^+_3 D_0 + D_0B^+_2 D_0B^+_3 D_0B^+_2 D_0 + D_0B^+_3 D_0(B^+_2 D_0)^2 ) − (~a^+)^4D_0(B^+_2 D_0)^4.

Furthermore, we obtain the more detail expansion of M^+_2 (λ) as follows:

M^+_2 (λ) = − λ ã^+

T_1 + 6∑ k=2 λ^kS_1B^0_kS_1 + O(λ^7)

= − λ ã^+ ( T_1 − ã^+ 6∑ k=2 λ^{k−1}S_1B^0_kS_1 + O(λ^6) ) := − λ ã^+

~M^+_2 (λ).

By the definition of the second kind resonance of H, then T_1 is not invertible on on S_1L^2. Let S_2 is the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_1, then T_1 + S_2 is invertible on S_1L^2. In this case, let D_1 = (T_1 + S_2)^{−1} be an operator on S_1L^2. By Neumann series, one has (~ M^+_2 (λ) + S_2 )_{−1} = D_1 − 5∑ k=1 λ^kB^1_k + O(λ^6), (5.11)

where B^1_k(k = 1, · · · , 5) are bounded operators in S_1L^2 as follows:

B^1 = − ã^+D_1B^0_2 D_1, B^1_2 = −~a^+D_1B^0_3 D_1 − (ã^+)^2D_1(B^0_2 D_1)^2, B^1_3 = − ~a^+D_1B^0_4 D_1 − (~a^+)^2(D_1B^0_2 D_1B^0_3 D_1 + D_1B^0_3 D_1B^0_2 D_1) − (~a^+)^3D_1(B^0_2 D_1)^3.

38 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

According to Lemma 5.1, ~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 = 5∑ k=1 λ^kS_2B^1_k S_2 + O(λ^6) (5.12)

has bounded inverse on S_2L^2. Using the orthogonality (5.3)-(5.5), we obtain that S_2B^1 S_2 = 0 and S_2B^1_2 S_2 = − ã^+a^+_3 ( S_2vG_3vS_2 + 10 3‖V ‖_L1 S_2(vG_1v)^2S_2 − 10 3‖V ‖_L1 S_2vG_1vT D_1T vG_1vS_2 ) := −ã^+a^+_3 T_2.

(5.13)

Furthermore, one has

M^+_3 (λ) = − ã^+a^+_3 λ^2T_2 + 5∑ k=3 λ^kS_2B^1_k S_2 + O(λ^6)

= − ã^+a^+_3 λ^2 ( T_2 − 1 ã^+a^+_3 5∑ k=3 λ^{k−2}S_2B^1_k S_2 + O(λ^4) ) := −ã^+a^+_3 λ^2 ~M^+_3 (λ).

(5.14)

By the definition of the second kind resonance of the spectrum of H, then T_2 is invertible on S_2L^2. In this case, we define D_2 = T^{−1}_2 as an operator on S_2L^2, then S_2D_2 = D_2S_2 = D_2. Using Neumann series, one has (~ M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} =S_2A^2_{0,1}S_2 + λS_2A^2_{1,1}S_2 + λ^2S_2A^2_{,1}S_2 + λ^3S_2A^2_{3,1}S_2 + O(λ^4).

Moreover, ( M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} =λ^{−2}S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_2 + λ^{−1}S_2A^2_{−1,1}S_2 + S_2A^2_{0,1}S_2 + λS_2A^2_{1,1}S_2 + O(λ^2).

By using Lemma 5.1, one has (~ M^+_2 (λ) )_{−1} = λ^{−2}S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_2 + λ^{−1} ( S_2A^2_{−1,1}S_1 + S_1A^2_{−1,2}S_2 ) + S_1A^2_{0,1}S_1 + λS_1A^2_{1,1}S_1 + O(λ^2).

By the same argument with the proof of the first kind resonance, we obtain that ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} =λ^{−3}S_2A^2_{−3,1}S_2 + λ^{−2} ( S_2A^2_{−2,1}S_1 + S_1A^2_{−2,2}S_2 ) + λ^{−1} ( S_2A^2_{−1,1} + A^2_{−1,2}S_2

+ S_1A^2_{−1,3}S_1 ) + ( S_1A^2_{0,1} + A^2_{0,1}S_1 + QA^2_{0,3}Q ) + O(λ). □ Before proving Theorem 3.7(iv), we give a lemma as follows, see [15].

Lemma 5.2. If V (x) ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−23−}, then ker(S_3vG_4vS_3) = {0}. As a result, T_3 = S_3vG_4vS_3 is invertible on S_3L^2.

The proof of Theorem 3.7(iv) If there is a resonance of the third kind at zero, then by the same argument, we obtain the more detail expansion of M^+_3 (λ) as follows:

M^+_3 (λ) = − ã^+a^+_3 λ^2T_2 + 7∑ k=3 λ^kS_2B^1_kS_2 + O(λ^8)

= − ã^+a^+_3 λ^2 ( T_2 − 1 ã^+a^+_3 7∑ k=3 λ^{k−2}S_2B^1_k S_2 + O(λ^6) ) := −ã^+a^+_3 λ^2 ~M^+_3 (λ).

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 39

By the definition of the third kind resonance of the spectrum of H, T_2 is not invertible on on S_2L^2. Let S_3 is the Riesz projection onto the kernel of T_2, then T_2 + S_3 is invertible on S_2L^2. In this case, let D_2 = (T_2 + S_3)^{−1} be an operator on S_2L^2. By Neumann series, one has (~ M^+_3 (λ) + S_3 )_{−1} = D_2 − 5∑ k=1 λ^kB^2_k + O(λ^6), (5.15)

where B^2_k(k = 1, · · · , 5) are bounded operators in S_2L^2, and B^2_1 = −^1_{ã+a+3} D_2B^1_3 D_2.

According to Lemma 5.1, ~M^+_3 (λ) has bounded inverse on S_2L^2 if and only if

M^+_4 (λ) := S_3 − S_3 (~ M^+_3 (λ) + S_3 )_{−1} S_3 = 5∑ k=1 λ^kS_3B^2_k S_3 + O(λ^6) (5.16)

has bounded inverse on S_3L^2. Using orthogonality (5.3)-(5.5), we have

S_3B^2_1 S_3 = 1 a^+_3

S_3vG_4vS_3 := 1 a^+_3

T_3. (5.17)

Moreover, we have

M^+_4 (λ) = λ a^+_3

T_3 + 5∑ k=2 λ^kS_3B^2_k S_3 + O(λ^6)

= λ a^+_3 ( T_3 + a^+_3 5∑ k=2 λ^{k−1}S_3B^2_kS_3 + O(λ^5) ) := λ a^+_3

~M^+_4 (λ).

(5.18)

By Lemma 5.2, then T_3 is always invertible on S_3L^2, let D_3 = T^{−1}_3 be an operator on S_3L^2, then S_3D_3 = D_3S_3 = D_3. By Neumann series, one has (~ M^+_4 (λ) )_{−1} = S_3D_3S_3 + 4∑ k=1 λ^kS_3A^3_{k,1}S_3 + O(λ^5).

Moreover, we have ( M^+_4 (λ) )_{−1} = λ^{−1}S_3A^3_{−1,1}S_3 + S_3A^3_{0,1}S_3 + λS_3A^3_{1,1}S_3 + λ^2S_3A^3_{2,1}S_3 + λ^3S_3A^3_{,1}S_3 + O(λ^4).

By using Lemma 5.1, one has (~ M^+_3 (λ) )_{−1} = λ^{−1}S_3A^3_{−1,1}S_3 + S_2A^3_{0,1}S_2 + λS_2A^3_{1,1}S_2 + λ^2S_2A^3_{2,1}S_2 + λ^3S_2A^3_{,1}S_2 + O(λ^4)

By the same argument with the proof of the second kind resonance, we obtain that ( M^+(λ) )_{−1} =λ^{−4}S_3A^3_{−4,1}S_3 + λ^{−3}S_2A^3_{−3,1}S_2 + λ^{−2} ( S_2A^3_{−2,1}S_1 + S_1A^3_{−2,2}S_2 ) + λ^{−1} ( S_2A^3_{−1,1} + A^3_{−1,2}S_2 + S_1A^3_{−1,3}S_1 ) + ( S_1A^3_{0,1} + A^3_{0,1}S_1 + QA^3_{0,3}Q ) + O(λ). Here, it is easy check that A^3_{−4,1} = (S_3vG_4vS_3)^{−1} = D_3 which doesn’t depend on ±sign.

Thus, the proof of Theorem 3.7 is completed. □

40 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

5.2. The classification of threshold spectral subspaces. In this subsection, we give the characterizations of the zero resonance subspaces S_iL^2(R^3 )(i = 1, 2, 3) according to the distributional solutions to Hϕ = 0 in the weighted L^2 space. Such characterizations of resonances first be obtained in terms of the L^p spaces, see e.g. Erdoğan, Green, Toprak [15]. Since its proof is similar, we just list these results.

For s ∈ R, we define W_σ(R^3 ) := ⋂ s>σ L^2_{−s}(R^3 ), which is increasing in σ and satisfies L^2_{−σ}(R^3 ) ⊂ W_σ(R^3 ). In particular, f ∈ W 3_2 (R^3 ) and if f ∈ L^∞(R^3 ).

Theorem 5.3. Assume that |V (x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)^{−β} with β > 0.

(i) If β > 11, then f ∈ S_1L^2 \ {0} if and only if f = Uvϕ with 0 ≠ ϕ ∈ W 3_2 ( or ϕ ∈ L^∞ ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense, and ϕ = −G_0vf + c_0, where c_0 = ‖V ‖^{−1}_{L1} ⟨v, T f⟩. (ii) If β > 19, then f ∈ S_2L^2 \ {0} if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ W 1_2 ( or ϕ ∈ L^p ⋂ L^∞ for any p > 3 ) such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense, and ϕ = −G_0vf.

(iii) If β > 23, then f ∈ S_3L^2 \ {0} if and only if f = Uvϕ with ϕ ∈ L^2 ⋂ L^∞ such that Hϕ = 0 in the distributional sense, and ϕ = −G_0vf.

Acknowledgments: Avy Soffer is partially supported by NSF-DMS (No. 2205931) and the Simon’s Foundation (No. 395767). Xiaohua Yao are partially supported by NSFC (No.11771165, 12171182). We would like to thank Dr. Zijun Wan for her useful discussions.

References

[1] S. Agmon, Spectral properties of Schrödinger operators and scattering theory, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup.

Pisa Cl. Sci., (4)2 (1975), no. 2, 151-218.

[2] M. Beals, Optimal L^∞ deacy for solutions to the wave equation with a potential, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 19 (1994), no. 7-8, 1319-1369.

[3] M. Beals, W. Strauss, L^p estimates for the wave equation with a potential, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 18 (1993), no. 7-8, 1365-1397.

[4] M. Beceanu, M. Goldberg, Strichartz estimates and maximal operators for the wave eauation in R^3 , J.

Funct. Anal., 266 (2014), no. 3, 1476-1510.

[5] N. Burq, F. Planchon, J. Stalker, A. Tahvildar-Zadeh, Strichartz estimates for the wave and Schrödinger equations with the inverse-square potential, J. Funct. Anal., 203 (2003), no. 2, 519-549.

[6] N. Burq, F. Planchon, J. Stalker, A. Tahvildar-Zadeh, Strichartz estimates for the wave and Schrödinger equations with potentials of critical decay, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 53 (2004), no. 6, 1665-1680.

[7] F. Cardoso, C. Cuevas, G. Vodev, Disperaive estimates of solutions to the wave equation with a potential in dimensions two and three, Serdica Math. J., 31 (2005), no. 4, 263-278.

[8] W. Chen, C. Miao, X. Yao, Dispersive estimates with geometry of finite type, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 37 (2012), 479-510.

[9] O. Costin, A. Soffer, Resonance theory for Schrödinger operators, Comm. Math. Phys., 224 (2001), no. 1, 133-152, Dedicated to Joel L. Lebowitz.

[10] F. Cardoso, G. Vodev, Optimal dispersive estimates for the wave equation with C^{n−32} potentials in dimensions 4 ≤ n ≤ 7, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 37 (2012), no. 1, 88-124.

[11] P. D’Ancona, V. Pierfelice, On the wave equation with a large rough potential, J. Funct. Anal., 227 (2005), no. 1, 30-77.

[12] M. B. Erdoğan, 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.

[13] M. B. Erdoğan, W. R. Green, The L^p-continuity of wave operator for higher order Schrödinger operators, Advance in Math., 404 (2022), 108450.

DECAY ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER ORDER BEAM EQUATIONS 41

[14] M. B. Erdoǧan, M. Goldberg, W. R. Green, Dispersive estimates for four dimensional Schrödinger and wave equations with obstructions at zero energy, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 37 (2014), no. 1, 88-124.

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

[16] M. B. Erdoğan, 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., 39 (2014), no. 10, 1936-1964.

[17] R. Froese, I. Herbst, M. H. Ostenhof, On the absence of positive eigenvalues for one-body Schrödinger operators, J. Analyse Math., 41 (1982), 272-284.

[18] H. Feng, A. Soffer, Z. Wu, X. Yao, Decay estimates for higher-order elliptic operators, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 373 (2020), no. 4, 2805-2859.

[19] H. Feng, A. Soffer, X. Yao, Decay estimates and Strichartz estimates of fourth-order Schrödinger operator, J. Funct. Anal., 274 (2018), no. 2, 605–658.

[20] H. Feng, Z. Wu, X. Yao, Time asymptotic expansions of solution for fourth-order schrödinger equation with zero resonance or eigenvalue, https: //arxiv.org/abs/1812.00223 (2018).

[21] M. Goldberg, W. R. Green, Time integrable weighted dispersive estimates for the fourth order Schrödinger equation in three dimensions, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 54 (2022), no. 2, 428-448.

[22] M. Goldberg, 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.

[23] M. Goldberg, W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in dimensions one and three, Comm. Math. Phys., 251 (2004), no. 1, 157-178.

[24] W. R. Green, Time decay estimates for the wave equation with potential in dimension two, J. Differential Equations, 257 (2014), 868-919.

[25] W. R. Green, E. Topark On the fourth Schrödinger equation on four dimensions: Dispersive estimates and zero energy resonances, J. Differential. Equations, 267 (2019), 1899-1954.

[26] V. Georgiev, N. Visciglia, Decay estimates for wave equation with potential, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 28 (2003), no. 7-8, 1325-1369.

[27] J. Ginibre, G. Velo, Generalized Strichartz inequalities for the wave equation, J. Funct. Anal., 133 (1995), no. 3, 50-68.

[28] F. Cardosa, G. Vodev, Optimal dispersive estimates for the wave equation with potentials in dimensions 4 ≤ n ≤ 7, Comm. Part. Diff. Equations, 37 (2012), 88-124.

[29] A. D. Ionescu, D. Jerison, On the absence of positive eigenvalues of Schrödinger operators with rough potentials, Geom. Funct. Anal., 13 (2003), no. 5, 1029-1081.

[30] 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.

[31] A. Jensen, T. Kato, Spectral properties of Schrödinger operators and time-decay of the wave functions, Duke Math. J., 46(1979), no. 3, 583-611.

[32] A. Jensen, G. Nenciu, A unified approach to resolvent expansions at thresholds, Rev. Math. Phys., 13 (2001), no. 6, 717-754.

[33] T. Kato, Growth properties of solutions of the reduced wave equation with a variable coefficient, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math, 12 (1959), 403-425.

[34] J. Krieger, K. Nakanishi, W. Schlag, Threshold phenomenon for the quintic wave equation in three dimensions, Comm. Math. Phys., 327 (2014), 309-332.

[35] E. Kopylova, Dispersion estimates for the 2D wave equation, Russ. J. Math. Phys., 17 (2010), no. 2, 226-239.

[36] J. Krieger, W. Schlag, On the focusing critical semi-linear wave equation, Amer. J. Math., 129 (2007), no. 3, 843-913.

[37] H. Koch, D. Tataru, Carleman estimates and absence of embedded eigenvalues, Comm. Math. Phys., 267 (2006), no. 2, 419-449.

[38] P. Li, A. Soffer, X. Yao, Decay estimates for fourth-order Schrödinger operators in dimension two, J.

Funct. Anal., 284 (2023), no. 6.

[39] B. Marshall, W. Strauss, S. Wainger, L^p − L^q estimates for the Klein-Gordon equation, J. Math. Pures Appl., (9) 59 (1980), no. 4, 417-440.

42 MIAO CHEN, PING LI, AVY SOFFER AND XIAOHUA YAO^†

[40] S. Moulin, High frequency dispersive estimates in dimension two , Ann. Henri Poincaré, 10 (2009), no.

2, 415-428.

[41] M. Murata, Asymptotic expansions in time for solutions of Schrödinger-type equations , J. Funct. Anal., 49 (1982), no. 1, 10-56.

[42] H. Mizutani, Z. Wan, X. Yao, L^p-boundedness of wave operators for fourth order Schrödinger operators on the line, https: //arXiv:2201.04758v1[math.AP]13 Jan 2022.

[43] H. Mizutani, Z. Wan, X. Yao, Counterexamples and weak (1, 1) estimates of wave operators for fourthorder Schrödinger operators in diemnsion three. Preprint.

[44] M. Reed, B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics I: Functional Analysis, Acdemic Press, New York, NY, 1972.

[45] W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in dimension two, Comm. Math. Phys., 257 (2005), no. 1, 87-117.

[46] B. Simon, On positive eigenvalues of one-body Schrödinger operators, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 22 (1969), 531-538.

[47] A. Soffer, Z. Wu, X. Yao, Decay estimates for bi-Schrödinger operators in dimension one, Annales Henri Poincare, 23 (2022), no. 8, 2683-2744.

[48] 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.

[49] W. Strauss, Nonlinear Wave Equations, CBMS Reg. Conf. Ser. Math. Vol. 73, AMS, Providence, RI, 1989.

[50] G. Vodev, Dispersive estimates of solutions to the wave equation with a potential in dimensions n ≥ 4, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 31 (2006), no. 10-12, 1709-1733.

Miao Chen, Department of Mathematics, Central China Normal University, Wuhan, 430079, P.R. China

Email address: miaochen@mails.ccnu.edu.cn

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