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Abstract. This article is a study of the mapping from a potential g(x) on R3
to the backscattering amplitude associated with the Hamiltonian — A4 + g(x).
The backscattering amplitude is the restriction of the scattering amplitude
a(0, w, k), (0, w,k)eS? x S x R,, to a(f, —0,k). We show that in suitable
(complex) Banach spaces the map from q(x) to a(x/|x|, — x/|x|,|x|) is usually
a local diffeomorphism. Hence in contrast to the overdetermined problem of
recovering q from the full scattering amplitude the inverse backscattering
problem is well posed.

This article is a study of the mapping from a potential on R? to its quantum
mechanical scattering amplitude. The scattering amplitude associated with a
potential g(x) can be described as follows. One assumes that for each k>0 and
each weS?,

(—A+q—k»)Hu=0

has a unique solution of the form exp (ikw- x) + v(x, w, k) such that v = lim v,, where
el0
v, is the square-integrable solution of

— Av, + qv, — (k + ig)*v, = — e***q. (L1)

Much work has been devoted to showing that, under general hypotheses on
g, v(x, w, k) exists and is unique (see Agmon [1], and the references given there).
When geCg (R?) and hence Av + k?ve CP(R?), it is an elementary consequence of
(L.1) that

ik|x~y|
v(x) = —ZIE Y] (A+k*)v(y)dy, and hence
ik|x|
o(x) = ( jnklxl>(a(x/|x|,w, k) +0(x| ™)) (12)

as [x|— oo. The function a(f,w,k) on S? x S? x R, is known as the scattering
amplitude. If we replace functions in (I.2) by their Fourier transforms, we have
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. _ap €¥%( k)
v(x,w,k)=1imQ2n) 3 [ 122"
(ool =tm@n™ | 1ep et 7 &
*2g(E w, k)
= 2 -3 € g\, w,
@n) RI [E1Z = (k + i0)?
where g is the Fourier transform of — (A + k?)v. Evaluating (I.3) in spherical

coordinates and using stationary phase in the angular integration to derive
asymptotics as | x| — oo, we find that

a(0, w, k) = g(k0, w, k). (L4)

Given qeCg(R3), taking the Fourier transform of (I.1) and the limit &]0,
one arrives at

g, (r3)

—3 ¢ 4 —ngn, w,k)
Aokt G0 L e 0
In this article we will take (I.4) and (I.5) as the definition of the scattering amplitude,
ie., when the integral equation (I.5) has a unique solution g for (w,k)eS? xR,
the scattering amplitude is defined by (L.4).

Since we are dealing with a singular integral equation involving the Fourier
transform of the potential g, we will assume ¢ belongs to one of the weighted
Holder spaces H, y with 0 <o <1 and N > 1. Spaces of this type have been used
in scattering theory by L. D. Faddeev in [3] and K. O. Friedrichs in [5]. The norm
in Hyy is | fllen = I1(1 +1E2)V2S |5, where

I le= sup (1LF DI+ 14171 f (€ + A) = f(DD

eer®

and H, y is defined as the closure of CZ(R?) in this norm. We do not assume that
qis real-valued, though our main interest is in potentials with small imaginary parts.

As our title implies we are interested in the inverse problem of determining the
potential given the scattering amplitude. This problem is quite overdetermined
and there has been considerable work devoted to characterizing which scat-
tering amplitudes actually arise for given classes of potentials, beginning with
L. D. Faddeev [4] and more recently Newton [ 11], Beals—Coifman [2], Nachman—
Ablowitz [9], Melin [7] and Novikov-Khenkin [6]. We are concerned here with
the inverse backscattering problem, ie. determining q from a(w, —w,k). In
dimensions n > 1 the only work that we know of is the numerical study of Bayliss,
Lin and Morawetz [8] using wave equation methods, and the formal solution of
the three-dimensional problem for small potentials by Prosser [13].

For technical reasons we will replace (L.5) by

h(&, ¢, k) + (2m) 3ﬁf3m

where now (¢, {, k) ranges over R® x R® x R, , i.e. k = 0 is now included. Thus (1.4)
becomes

dn = —4(& — ka). (L5)

dn=—4(&—=9), (L6)

a(b, w, k) = h(k6, ko, k). (L.7)
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Let H} y denote the (real) subspace of H, y consisting of Fourier transforms of
real-valued potentials, i.e. the set of jeH, y such that §(&) =4(— &). The back-
scattering map is well behaved on H, y and we have the following result which is
proven in Corollary 3.5 and Remark 4 after Theorem 3.1 in the text:

Theorem A. The backscattering map

§:q—h(E, =&, 1ED)

is a continuously Frechet differentiable function from an open, dense set O in H, y
into H, y. Moreover, O nH}, y is dense in H y.

Since continuously differentiable functions on complex Banach spaces are
analytic, S is analytic. The set @ is the set of ¢ such that I + A(4, k) is injective on
H, y for k=20, where

A L AE—n)f )
A(G, k =Qn)~3 [ 2TV

The proof that h(S, —&,|£]) belongs to precisely the same space H, y as §(¢) for
4e0, i.e. the proof of Theorem A, is quite technical and takes up about half of this
paper.

Next we prove that the Frechet derivative of S is a Fredholm operator of index
zero for §e O (Theorem 4.3) and that O N H), yis contained in a connected component
0, of O (Proposition 5.3). This leads to the following theorem (Theorem 5.4):

Theorem B. The Frechlet derivative of S at § is an isomorphism of H, y for § in an
open, dense subset O, of O,. Moreover, O, NH}, y is an open, dense subset of H} y.
The implicit function theorem then implies:

Corollary C. S is a local analytic homeomorphism in a neighbourhood of each 4e0,.

This is the main result of this paper. Corollary C implies that (locally) recovering
¢ from backscattering data is a well-posed problem, since small changes in
¢, — &1 will lead to small changes in 4(¢) in H, y norm. Note also that the
results in Theorem B and Corollary C do not depend on the number of negative
eigenvalues of — A + ¢. This follows from the fact that @, is a subset of the connected
set 0.

Even the backscattering problem is overdetermined when we restrict the domain
of our mapping to real-valued potentials. Therefore in the final section we consider
a restricted backscattering problem for the case of real-valued potentials. Let S,
denote the mapping

§ M8 =& 1ED +h(— &, & 1E1)
7
2

Note that # ~18, is the real part of & ~!S. This map is well-behaved on H n: S,
is real-analytic with a Frechet derivative which is Fredholm and index zero for
qeH), yn 0, (Theorem 6.1). However, we only know that its Frechet derivative is
an isomorphism on an open dense set @, of the component ¢ of H,yn0
containing the zero potential (Theorem 6.2). The component ¢; does contain all
g such that geCy(R?*) and — A + g has no bound states with energies E <0 or
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half-bound states at E =0 (Proposition 6.3). We plan to study other approaches
to the formulation of the restricted backscattering problem in the future.

Section 1. Preliminaries
We will use the weight function A(€) = (1 +|¢|?)*/? and the Lipschitz norms

If(€+ A)—f(é)l)
Pl ’

where 0 <« <1 and the supremum is taken over {£eR3, 4eR3:0 <|A| < 1}. The
Banach space of all functions f on R3 with || f||, < co will be denoted by C*(R?).
We also use || f||, to denote the supremum of |f(¢)| over R3. The principal
Banach spaces in this paper are H, 5,0 <a < 1,N > 1, the closures of C(R?) in
the norms

|lf||a=Sup<If(é’)l+

1f o = 1 AYS 1.

While H, y does not contain all functions f on R? with || f ||, y < 00, one does have
the following.

Lemma 1.1. H, y contains all functions f on R? such that || f |, x < 00 for some
o >0 and N'>N.

Proof. Let j, be the standard mollifier and choose peCZ (R?) with ¢(&) =1 for
€] < 1. Then for R=1

11 = @(/R)f oy < CRY M| fllon
and for fixed R, setting g(&) = @(&/R) f(&),

lg—Jje*gllan

A)—g(&+ 4)—
§C<sup|g(§+n)—g(é)|+sup|g(§+’7+ )—9(E+4) g(é+n)+g(<':)|>,

|4

where the suprema are taken over {,#, A:|n| <e¢,|A| <1}. Thus

o' —a

. . &
lg—Jje*gllan= C(B“ gl + If‘up (IA—I“ lg(-+4)—g() I!a'-a>)-

|1
Hence, since [A|7*|g(- + 4) —g() o - =3l gllw,
lg—Jje*gllan < Ce” *llgll,. W

_ We will also deal with functions defined on R3 x R® x R, . For functions on
R, we define
k+4)— f(k
11,= s 101+ L =T,
where the supremum is taken over {keR,,0<A<1}. Note that, since we take
the supremum in k and 4, f|,< oo does imply feC*[0, o). For 0 <a <1, we
define a C*norm on functions on R® x R® x R, by
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/1l =sup (LG LR e+ NG Rl + 1) ) (1.1)

with the supremum taken over (£, ¢, k)eR® x R* xR .
Translations of functions will often be denoted by subscripts, i.e. f,(£) = f(& — ().
In particular we will often use A,(¢) for A(¢ — ().

Section 2. Estimates of the Operator 4(4, k)
We define for §eH, y and feCg (R?),

—3 ¢ A€ —n)f(n)dn
A@q = (2n)-3 [ e mjman
(@R 1O =00 [ {5 T
Theorem 2.1. The operator A(§, k) satisfies the following estimate for {LeR> and k = 0,
C
N A —N A0 < A
A7 A(g, k) A /\fllazz(m1 ey Hg Nl S o=
where O0<a<1, N>1, 0<e¢<a, 0<d<min{l,N—1}, and y<min{l—9,
N —1—6}. The constant C is independent of k,(, 4 and f.
Theorem 2.1 is the principal estimate in this article. To prove it we need to
know the asymptotic behavior of integrals of the weight functions.

Lemma 2.2. Define for k>0, N >0 and (&,{)eRS,

[t 1
j ( )

ofe1 T 1E =k PYVE( + ko — Y72 42

Ik, &,0) =
Then
I(k,&,0) < Cymax {(1 + k)~ 2log (1 + k),(1 + k)~"}.
Proof of Lemma 2.2.
I0=Cy J TUH+IE—kol)™2+ 1+ ko — ()™ ]do

w|=1
S2Cysup | (1+]¢&—kol*) M do.
¢ |

o[=1

Introducing spherical coordinates with the z-axis in direction ¢,

[ a+e —kwlz)_"”zdw=2nf(l + |12 = 2|¢Elkcos 0 + k2) N2 sin 6dO
0

lof=1

1

=2n | (1+]&1> —2|¢lkt + k*)"M2dr.
“1

Letting u = |&|? — 2| &|kt + k?, we have

[ (41 —koP) 2 do =" ""1" @+ w2
lof=1 I€1k o= 02
(1€]+ k)2 +1 N
. ln<m> if N=2

=m— 2 2.1)
m((l+(k—I5I)2)‘2‘”’/2*(1+(k+|él)2)“"’“/2) if N#2.
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If ||¢] — k| > 3k, we have
[ (1418~ ko) M2do < 4n(1 + 4k3) V2

lo|=1
and, if | || — k| < 1k, formula (2.1) shows

— if N>2
N-2
k? .
| (1+[§—kw|2)'”/2dw§2—f In<1+25 ) if N=2
lof=1 k 4
2 25k2\@ Nz
= if N<2.
2 —N(l M ) s
Thus we have the desired estimate (note that for 0 < k <1 the estimate is trivial).
|
An immediate corollary of Lemma 2.2 is the following.
Lemma 2.3. For 0 <d <min {1,N — 1} let
1+€_ 2N/21+ 2\6/2
hen= | (L+1E = LR+ [nf?) i

Ll =k>1 (L 1E =WV (0 1? = K2)(1 + g — (P2
Then for N> 146 andy <min{N —1—0,1— 6} we have J(k,&,() < C, y 5(1 + k) 7.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. By applying Lemma 2.2 with || playing the role of k and
o =1n/|n|, we see
(L+1n1y2nl*din|
Vi <Kz 1 112 = K21+ g 22
where f=2if N>2,and f =N —¢, ¢>0, for N £ 2. Substituting kn’ =y, we have
1+ k2712 B2 1 12dln
J<ck 1+ If1|?2 In'I*dln']
Ll =1 >kt ln'|” —1]
For k> 1/2 we have

2.2)

s m/lz+§—/}
ek T T T
and, hence for §—J > 1, we have
JECKM 7R + Ink). (2.3)

For k < 1/2, we have immediately from (2.2)

d|y’
)nl

TSC (L4 nP)e-»2djyl. 24)
1

From (2.3) and (2.4) we conclude
JEC1+k)™?
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foranyy < f — 0 — 1 when § — 6 > 1, which is the desired result for N > 2. Choosing
¢ so that N—¢> 1+ 0, when N <2, completes the proof. W

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We begin by reducing the theorem to the case ¢ =0. For

this let A(u) denote the operator (A(u) f)(&) = f(E + w) — f(€). Then A(u) A(4, k) f =
A(A(u)4, k) f, and assuming Theorem 2.1 in the case ¢ =0, we have

C
|l ™* 1 A7 AW A@, A AN f |l - g:(1+k)ylul NAWG N a—ew IS Na—e-

For peR the mean value theorem implies
AW AP@)| = [l 1047,

where &' —¢| < |u|. Since [9,A(£)| <1, and hence A({')/A(¢) and A(E)/A(L) are
bounded for |&' — &| £ 1, we have for |u| £ 1,

|A(u) AE ()] < Clul AZT(E). (2.5)
As in the proof of Lemma 1.1, we have
Sup. ™1 A lla=en = 31141l n-
ul=
Moreover, it is also true (see Proposition 8, Sect. 4, Chap. V in Stein [14]) that
(S Nl +sup [l ~*1 AW fll) 2 1/Cll flla+«- Thus, using (2.5) we have,
IAT A@Q A’ ALN [ 1o = CUIAF A@G A ALY f -,
+ sup |1 T AT A A ) AP ALY f =)
M=
Thus we only need to consider Theorem 2.1 in the case & = 0.

To prove Theorem 2.1, we begin by defining h(&,n) = AY(1)4(£ — 1) f (). Then,
using (2.5) we conclude

TAC Ml + TRE ) e = ClLGllon LS 1

uniformly for (¢,#)eRS®.
Next we decompose (2n)° AY A(4, k) A ¥ A’f into three terms:

AT A(m) k&, '7)
Hnl<ki>1 AF AT () [n]> —

A7) [A"(n)h(i, n)  A(ko)h(E, ko) ] dn

ini=w<1 72 = K2 AT AT AY (keo) AY (ko)
. A7 () A’ (k) h(&, kao) dn
tn=r<1 (111 = (k +i0)*) A7 (k) A7 (ko)

= Il + 12 + 13,
where w =#/|y| in I, and I;. In I; we introduce polar coordinates and compute

- AY(Oh(E, kw) o (14 k2 |n|2d|n|
e AN ko) AY (ko) T -k im0 Im1E—(k+i07?
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Moreover
In]?
lim —
=0 [Inl—k Zalni>0 [7]* — (k + ig)? Il
k 2k
2a—§(1 (2]:“) ni> if k>a
- k 2% (2.6)
a+k——(ln(1+——>——ni> if kZa
2 a
Hence
k
, L 00) as koo
In| )2
din|=

2 _ TNV
lnl =kl = Lini >0 |1]* — (k +i0) 1+0(0) as k0.
Applying Lemma 2.2 and (2.5) we have |I;| < (1+ k)’ #~*sup|h(&,n)| and for

@n
lul <1, |ul "% A5 £ (1 + kY’ #*sup | h(, 1) ||, where as in the proof of Lemma

23 f=2for N>2 and f=N —¢¢ ; 0, for N <2. Taking ¢ small enough that
N —1—0—¢e>y,if N <2, this shows that I, satisfies the estimate of the theorem.
Hence we need only consider I, and I,.

The estimates of I, follow immediately from Lemma 2.3 and (2.5). We have
= C(1+k)~ ysglplh(i,n)l and for |yl <1, |ul ™AW, |SC(1 + k)~ ySup IAC, ).

which again is the estimate of the theorem.
The estimate of |I,| is also easy. Once again (2.5) implies for ||| —k| <1,

J
A&, n) A( lnl) <“| 1)
Inl Inl

Hence by Lemma 2.2

A@)
AN( )AN( ) p ”h(ia )”a

=Clinl =kl

(L+[n?)e=m2y?
tim k<1 (gl + k)| [n| —k|*~*

where f is as before. This gives

11 S CA+RP2* 1 Glln £ e

11

dIﬂl(Slép I1h(E,m) ||a>,

as desired.

It is the estimate of |A(u)I,| that presents some problems. For this we need
first to split the domain of integration in the integral into {| |#| — k| < 2|u|}, getting
Ji,and {2|p| <|In|— k| <1}, getting J,. To estimate A(u)J, = J (€ + p) — J (&),
we use [A(u)J | = | (E+ w)| +|J(&)]. Since the procedure used to estimate [/,],
shows that for |u| <1,

€+ wl+1@I=C | dinl =kl + kgl I S s

Ilnl—kl<2ipl
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and
[ lnl =kl dinl £ Cluls,
il —ki <2lu|
we have the estimate required for |A(w)J,].
To estimate A(u)J, we must use the special form of h(¢,7), ie. h(,n) =

AY()4(& —n) f(n). We have
AwJ, = (A AT (é))[/\é(n)h(é +un)  A(ko)h(C + g, kw)] i
AYAY, ) AV(kw)AY, (ko)

AL () [A”('i)

2l <tini-ki<1 (12 =K AL ()
) [A"(n) A ")_A"(kw)

T o<ii—<1 I — k2| A¥)? A (ko)
. AN©) A(ko)
2ul<tin—ki<1 1117 = k2 A (keo)

EKI +K2—K3+K4-

2 <ii—-ki<1 |n]*—k?

4(5+u—n)—A—g(U<—w))é(§+u—kw)}f(n)dn

4 — kw)]f (m)dn

(@€ + p—kw)— 4 —kaw))(f (n) — f (kw))dn

We can estimate | K| exactly as |I,| was estimated and, using Lemma 2.2 and
(2.5), one can easily verify that for |u| <1

Ko SClulf M+ 0P 1 qllan 1 f e | Ll = k|7 7.

Il =kl <1

Hence K, also satisfies the required estimate.
In estimating K, — K5 we need to make the cancellation between §(¢ + u — )
and §(£ —») as good as possible. For this we replace # in K, by 5 + u. This gives

AY(©) [A‘s(’? + 1)
I+ pl?> =k AY(n + )

Kz—K3=§(X+_X—) 4+ p—n—p)

A% (k®)
AV (k)
, A"(n+u) A(kd)

AT (4‘—'1)~A2v(k )q(§+u kw)](f(n+u) f(m)dn

AL (©)
olul<ii—kl<1 |7+ pl> — k2

G +p— kcb)]f(n + wdn +

1 1
A¥ -
+2Iﬂ|<||£| ~Kl<1 C(é)[lﬂ+u|2—kz Iﬂlz—kz:l
,[A"(Mu) A(kd)
.+.

A+ pdCtr—n—H= Ak yAC+n— kco)]f(n)dn

AL (©) [A‘S(n +u) Ay
AFm+p A¥()

] 4 —mnf(mdn

2ul<I i -kl <1 7| —k?

”(é)

(1+ k)2
2l <1 — <1 (171> —K?) )
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1 4€—kw) 4+ p— ki)
AY (ko) AV (ko)
ELI +L2+L3+L4+L5

]f (mydn

Here & =(n+ w)/ln+p| and y, is the characteristic function of {1:2|u|<
[ln+ul—k|<1and ||n|—k|>1or||n|—k|<2|ul} and y_ is the characteristic
function of {n:2|u|<||n|—k|l<1and ||n+u|—k|>1 or [|n+ pul—k|<2|ul}.

The first two terms in the expansion of K, — K5 are like terms we have already
considered. The integral L, can be estimated as J, was, and L, is another term
like K,. The remaining three terms require further explanation. Since

Ilm+ul+kl>3lInl £kl when [|n]—k|>2|ul,

we have

Il + Dln|>

|Ly|<C
= dw<ti-n<t (nl+k)?

Hnl=kl*=2dln|(1+ &’ qllan | 1o

_ R d
SCA+R 2 Gl f o j 'Lmz,—a
20ul <l nl-ki<1 | [n] — k|

SCA+RP P 14 llan L f lo-
By (2.5) we have
A+p) A | _
Am+p) AFm)|~

Thus, we can estimate L, by

A(n)
AT ()’

Clul

In]?
21ul<|ni-k<1 | |]* — k2|

S Clul(Hn gl 1+ DA+ R 1 g llo w I f llo-

Since « < 1, this is stronger than the estimate we need.
The term Ls must be decomposed again (but this is the last decomposition
we will use):

ILy = Clul+ 0Pl qlonl flo dln|

_ 216/2 AN Q(f_kw)_f?(f‘l'#—kd’):\:l
Ls=(+K97 A (é)[21u|<ll'r‘;l—kl<1|: A (ka) Al (kd)

,<fw)—f(kw)> it [mé—kw)_q(éw—km (ko)
In|? —k? 2 <iim-ki<1| AY (ko) AY(KB)  |In?—k?

N [4(5+#—kﬁ)_ti(€+u—kfb)] f(kaw) dn
aui<iim-r<1| AY(KP) AY (ko) |In]*—k?
=M, +M,+M,.
Here
_ ko +p

P =T+ i~

Bl gy =-
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The point of this decomposition is that the mean of the integrand in M, over
spheres |#| = c is independent of ||, and hence we can estimate the integral in |7|
accurately. On the other hand @& — f is so small that we can control M.

We claim that

k(@ — Bl = Clullinl —kl(nl+u) ™"+ ClulP(K+ )™ + (0l +1u)™") @7

for all #,k and u. One can arrive at this estimate in the following way. If k <2|pu|,
we have
12|p?

k(@ — )| <2k <4ju| < .
K@= I < 2k =41l < 70

Similarly, if |n| < 2|u|, we have

2{u®  6lullinl -k

+ .
nl+lul - nl+
When |5]>2|u| and k > 2|u|, we use Taylor series in u. Thus

n+u _n+u< 2un I/t|2>‘”2

|k(@— PB)l = 2k = 2|n| +2||n| — k| él

=

+

ln+ul Il iz " nl?
g (po)o (lu|2>
=04 — +0( == ), 2.8
nl Inl In|? @8)
and, since =@/, x>
_ b (oo lul?
B=w+ - +0<k2 . (2.9)
Thus
N k—|n|> <In|—k> (Iul2 Iul"’)
d—p= +(po)o +O0| 5 +735 ),
b “< k) O @ TP
and,

 2ulk—1n] L1 (nl—k
k(d — <7 T ClulP =+ — .
K& =A==+ Clul <k+ln|+ Tk )

Thus, since 2|p| <k and 2ju|<|n|, wee see that (2.7) holds. However, since
|k + 1)~ < [ulPUnl+1uD) ™1+ |plln] = ki(In] +1p) 7!, we actually have

il =kl +pl?

k(p—a)=C 2.10
KB =) s CEE (2.10)
From (2.8) we have for |5| > 2|u|
. 2
d)—w=i—(ﬂw)w+0<|#—|2>.
lnl - Inl 7]
Thus for || > 2|ul,
k(& — )| < k! 2.11)

Il +lul’
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and this estimate also holds (with C = 6) for || < 2|u|. Finally, from (2.9) we see
for k> 2|y,

2
ko—pl <21+ A< cpu, 2.12)

and again this estimate also holds (with C =4) for k < 2|u|. We will use (2.11) to
estimate M, (2.12) to estimate M, and (2.10) to estimate M. We have by
Lemma 2.2 and (2.11),

] e infdin
<C(1+ kP H|ul?
i+ e, (U e S S

SCA+R A ul N4l onll f

as desired.
The integral M, is given by

Inl?

M, =1+ k> Pk, pu, &, ——d
2= (e )z|m<|m e [nF—k? il
where
4 —kw) 4 +p—kp)
— AN _
P—A;(i)j'(Ag,(kw) AV0B) flkw)dw.
Lemma 2.2 and (2.12) show
IPISCA+ B2 ul* gyl f o (2.13)
We have
Inl? din =X din| 2Anl+k |
1> i 2k > 21 1117 — K2 2 1512k 2 11—k 1512k 20 2001 +K)
The second integral is bounded by 2, and
0, k>1,
_d|_11_|____ —Ink, 2ul<k<1
1> Inl~ki>21ul [N —K —In2jp|, k<2|yl

Since k Ink is bounded for k < 1, we conclude from (2.13),

IM2| < C+ R 1l qllan 1S Nlos

which suffices.
By Lemma 2.2 and (2.10) we have

IM3| < CQU+ R’ qllanll f 1o

In|? (Iul“l Inl—k|*+ ’mu)dlnl
20l <) nl-ki<1 | 17]* — k| (Inl + |pl)®

SCA+EP PGl on L f o pl® + 12 + 1| gl 1)
which suffices. W
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In addition to the estimate in Theorem 2.1 we also need control of Lipschitz
norms in the variable k. This is provided by the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let A(s),0 < s < 1 denote operator (A(s) f) (k)= f(k + s)— f(k). Then
one has the estimate

sup A7 ()
&

1
Lol k)(A(s)(Wm))d"‘

Atk P 1AT°()AZOAF O S E LR,

Sa
= (1 +k)
with C independent of k for o, N,0 and y in the set given in Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Here we will write

2@ {160 40— ) )

=A£’(§)Hnl_fkl>1f(n)<A(S)<| 7 >>d’7
+Af'(é)| I<1A(S)((f(ﬂ)—f(kCO))(I |21 kz))‘h’l

N 1
HCNN A(S)(f(kw)(—————mlz — T >)dn
=1, +1,+1;,

where f(n) = f(n,¢,{, k) and A(s) f(kew) = f((k + s)o, &, (k) — fke, &, k).
By Lemma 22 for some f>1+9, setting h=A"°(nAY(n)AY () f(n, & (. k),
we have

(ks +s*)(1 +|n|)~#*?

I.|<Csuph
Ll=Csiphl ) TP =P — Gt 97
(L+]|n])~8+e
< Csuplhl(k + 1)s -
- éfl I ) ||r1|-kj|>1/z lInl—k|?
(L+1n~F*e
12<imi-k<w2 ||l —k?
(1+nl)~P*?

din|

énggolhl(k+1)S[ dln|

d < Csup |hl(k+ D)s
Ll -kl >max(1/2,k2 |10 — k|? lﬂl]_ é.cpl It )

+
<(1 +h)7P = kT2l + (1 +k)"2] lf>0(1 +lnl)""+"d|nl)

| Inl~kl>1/2

< c( Ihl)s(l +k)ArotL
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The last term I is also easy to estimate,

I=A7Y (C)((A(S)g) sz [l +s)w)do + g | A)(f (kw))dw>,

2-'5‘(111(;%)—7:1') i k>1
g(k)=

1+k—§(1n(2k+ )—ni) if k<l.

where (see (2.6))

Since g has Lipschitz constant bounded on R,

a

5 < WSUCP IATAYOVAY OV S ELR) |,

The term I, here we decompose to

dn
L=AQ | U0 [0l

O, [ (- o)

N 3 1 1 >
+A§ (é) 2s<|ln{—k|<l(f(n) f(kw))<|?]|2—(k+3)2 |’7I2—k2 d?]

y _ _lﬂ_>
QI k) f((k+s>w))<|n|2* i )
=J,+J,+ I3+,

Here |J,| and |J,| can be estimated in the same way that |A(x)J,| was estimated
in the proof of Theorem 2.1 with s in place of |u|. Likewise |J5| can be estimated
as L, was estimated. Finally J, is like M, in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Carrying
out the integration in (7|, we have

Jo= (A? © sz (f (kew) — f((k + S)w))dw>P(k, s),

where
Inl*
g oz dll
2s<iinl~k<1 1N* = (k +5)? 1
SLAL _dinl 2nl ks
2 25<||'Il—kl<1|77|”'(k+s) 2S<”"|—k|<12(|nl+k+s)
As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, this suffices. W

P(k,s) =

dinl.
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Section 3. Existence and Regularity of h(&, {, k)
The function A(¢, ¢, k) on R? x R x R, is defined to be the solution of

—3 ¢ 4E€=mh(n,L k)

hE Kk +Q2r) 3 [ o2

R T )

We will assume that §eH, y for some « and N. We will not assume that § is the

Fourier transform of a real-valued function. In this situation one has the following
existence theorem, considering { and k as parameters.

Theorem 3.1. Given (¢,N), 0<a <1, N>1, for all {(eR? and k>0, (3.1) has a
unique solution h(&,(, k) such that A} ()h(-,{, k)eC*(R®), when § belongs to an open
set O in H,y. Moreover, the intersection of O with H’, y = {4eH, y:4(— &) = 4(¢)}
is dense in H y.

dn=—4(=10). G.1)

Remark 1. Note that H}, y is simply the subspace of H, y (considered as vector
space with real scalars) consisting of Fourier transforms of real-valued functions.
The set ¢ in this theorem is actually dense in H, y (see Remark 4 following the
proof), but it is the stated density of " H, y in H, y that is important for our
main results here.

Remark 2. One does not have existence for all real-valued geCZ(R?), as the
following family of examples shows. Let u(x) be any positive function in
C*(R?) such that u(x)=|x|"* for [x|>R, and define q = Au/ueCZ(R?). Then
—Au+qu=0. Since |D*u(x)| < C,(1+|x])"*7 1 for all a,|d(&)| < C,lE|7F for
|¢]>1 for all k. Moreover, since u=|x|"'+g,g supported in |x|<R,d(¢)=
—A4r|&|7? + ¢, and ¢ is entire. We have

In*a(n) + (2m) > [ 4t —&)a(&)ds =0. (3-2)

Assuming that (3.1) has a solution h(£,0,0)eH, y for { =0,k =0 and taking the
inner product with #(£) we conclude from (3.2) (note §(¢ — 1) = §4(n — &))

0= { a(&)q()dc.

However, by Plancherel’s theorem

@m)* [ 4O = [ ux)g()dx = [ Audx=—4r. o

R3
Throughout this section we will work with the modified operators and functions,
A@Q, 50 = AYAQGR) AN RE L) = AF(©(E LK),
g =A"4©) and g(&)=AY(©)4(E .

We will also frequently suppress some or all of the variables 4, &, ¢, k in A and h.
In this notation (3.1) becomes

h(E.k,0)+ [A@G L RC, LR = — 3(9) (33)

or, more compactly R
h+Ah= —g,.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. Theorem 2.1 implies that for §eH,y, 0 <o’ <o« and
0<6<min{l,N—1},

IAAS [, Cllf

Thus, since for o' <« and >0 {g:{lg{,<1} has compact closure in C*’=
{g: HA 39, < 0}, we see that 4 is a compact operator on C*(R?). Hence, since
g, is in C*(R3) by hypothesis, (3.3) is a Fredholm equation in C*[R?) for h. We
will prove the first part of Theorem 3.1 by showing that the set ¢ of ¢ such that
I+ A(4,¢, k) has trivial kernel in C*(R?®) for all ({,k)eR> x R is open. For §e@®
(3.3) has a unique solution % in C*R?). Since C({)™* < A¥A; ¥ < C({), one sees
that A; Vh is the unique solution to (3.1) with AYheC*(R3).

Theorem 2.1 implies that given §,eH,y the operator norm on C"(R3)
| A(4,¢, k)|, will be less than 1, for k> k, and ||§ — dolln=1. Thus I + A(4,¢,k)
is injective for k>k, and ||§—goll,n < 1. Since (C())™ ' <A NAN < C(Q), if
I+ A(4,0,k) is injective on C#(R3), then I + A(4, ¢, k) is injective on C*(R?) for all
{eR>. Applying Theorem 2.2, we have

|AGS) A1) A(4,0,K) f1 < Cs* [ AW w1 f

where A(s) and A(y) are the difference operators in k and &, respectively. Hence
arguing as in the initial reduction in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we see for o« = /2,

1 A(s)A(8, 0, k) f lag2 = C5™2 Gl 1 125 (3-4)

uniformly for k > 0. Thus, as an operator acting on C¥%(R3), A(4,0,k) is norm
continuous in (¢, k) with the topology of H, y x R,

Now suppose I + A(do,{, k) has no nullspace in C“(R3) for ((,k)eR3> xR, . If
f+ A4y, (k) f =0 for some feC¥?(R?), then Theorem 2.1, implies feC“‘(R3).
Hence I + A(4q, (, k) has no nullspace in C*?(R?) for ({,k)eR?® x R.. Thus by the
remarks in the preceding paragraph I + A(4,{, k) is injective on C**(R?) for k > k,
when ||§ — g, ||,y < 1 and injective on C**(R®) for 0 < k < ko when || — gy ll, v <
for some &> 0. Thus, the set of § for which I + A(4, {, k) is injective on C"‘(R3) is
open in H, y.

To verify the density assertion in Theorem 3.1 we consider real-valued
geC¥ (R?). The Fourier transforms of these g are easily seen to be dense in HY, .
If for k> 0, f + A(4,k)f = 0 has a nontrivial solution with A¥feC*[R?), we set for
£=0,

I (9L
P e =k +ig?

Note uaelf(R3) for >0, and, taking the inverse Fourier transform of
f+A@G,K) f =0, — Aug + quo = k*u, which implies qu,eCg (R?). We also have
(— A—(k +ie)*)u, + quy, = 0, which implies

-1 ei(k+ia)|x—y|

us(x) =

an W‘Z(Y)“o()’)dy,
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and hence

—1  exy
o (X) = le |q(y)uo(y)
R

Now standard arguments show uy,e*(R?) and hence uy,=0. Thus I + A(4, k) is
injective for k>0, and I + A(4,0, k) is invertible on C*(R?) for k > 0.

Suppose I + 4(g,0,0) has nontrivial nullspace for 4eS = {| ¢ — 4o loy <0}
H’, . Let m=dim Null {{ + 4(4,,0,0)} be minimal for §eS. Then dim Nuil {I +
A(4,0,0)} =m, for all 4 with |§ — 4, ||,y <, for some & >0. This follows from
the continuity of the projection

P@)= § (I +A(3,0,0)) 'dz (3.5

|z—1|=¢
in 4 on a neighborhood of 4, for ¢ sufficiently small. Moreover, for all feC*(R?),
(I +4(4,0,0)P@)f =0

for |4 — 4, ll,n<6". Let 4(t) =4, +t4,4deH; y. For t sufficiently small, one sees
by substituting the power series for (zI + A(q;,0,0) + tA(4,0,0))~* into (3.5) that
P(§(r)) is analytic in ¢t. Differentiating

(I + A(q(2),0,0 P(4(1)) f =0
with respect to ¢t at t =0, we have
I +4(d,,0,0)V =~ 40,07,

where V =d/dtP(§(¢))fl,~, and V=P(q1)f. As in Remark 2, taking the inner
product with V(£)|¢|72 AN =w(&)(¢] 2

G(E—nmw) w
0= | q(¢ "3 () (62)
R3 R® (nl 14
where h is the inverse Fourier transform of w()|¢|~2. Since we can choose f so
that w # 0 and q is arbitrary, this is a contradiction.

Finally we note that, since the Fourier transform R of the set R of real-valued
geCy (R®)is dense in HY, y, if I + A(4,0,0) has a nontrivial nullspace for all jeRn S
it must have a nontrivial nullspace for all §eS. This follows from the compactness
of A(4,0,0) for 4eH, v and its continuity in §. Thus the preceding contradiction
shows that given ¢, eR there is no & such that I + A(4, 0,0) has a nontrivial nullspace
for geRn {14 —d; |,y <9}. Thus we conclude I + A(4,¢,k) is injective for ¢ in a
dense subset of R. W

d¢dn=2n)° [ q(x)|hl*dx,
R3

Remark 3. The computations followirlg (3.5) are much more transparent in x-space.
In x-space the equation (I + 4(4,0))f =0, becomes

(I +4Eo)f =0,

where E, is the operator

1 g(y)
[Eog](x)= 5|x yldy
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Setting g = q(t) and f = f(t) and differentiating in ¢, we have
(I +qEo)f = —dEof.

Since q is real,
L Eo/U +qEq)gdx = [ (] +4Eof) (Eog)dx =0
for all g. Thus
0= RL G|Eof > dx.

We work in ¢-space in the proof of Theorem 3.1 and elsewhere because we have
no simple characterization of the inverse Fourier transform of H, y.

Remark 4. Though our interest here is primarily in potentials with small imaginary
parts, it is not at all difficult to extend the arguments used to prove Theorem 3.1
to show that the set of complex potentials g in CZ(R3) such that §e0 is large
enough that ® " H, y is a dense, open subset of H, y. A sketch of one way to do
this follows.

Given qeCZ(|x| < R),if feH, y and f + A(4,k) f =0, then feC¥(]x| < R) and
k<ky(l14l,.n) (by Theorem 2.1). Thus, taking s large enough that [|4l,x = Clqls
where | ||, is the norm on the Sobolev space H <{(|x] < R), to show the injectivity
of I + A(g,k) on H, y when k = 0 for a dense set of § in H, y, it will suffice to show
that for any R, I + qE, is injective on L*(|x| < R) for z >0 for a dense set of ¢ in
ﬁs(lxl < R), where

iz]x—yl|

Ef=p ]

47 jxi<r | X — Y|

S(»dy.

Given g, Cg (] x| < R), since q, E, is both compact and entire in z as an operator
on L*(|x| < R) and I + q,E, is injective for z»0, (I +qoE,)” ' is meromorphic
with only a finite number of poles kq,...,k, on k= 0. Using contour integrals to
define projections on the nullspaces of I — g, Ey, as in the proof of Theorem 3.1,
one can get ¢ > 0 and functions 4;(¢, z) analyticon D; = {|g — qo s <& |z — k;| <&},
j=1,...,M,such that,for | g — g0l <eand |z — k;| <¢, I + qE, fails to be injective
if and only if 1;(¢,2)=0

For each j an argument similar to the one given in the proof of Theorem 3.1
shows 4;(q, k;) # 0. Thus one can choose heCg’(| x| < R) such that for j=1,..., M,

d;(w,z) = Ai(qo + wh,z)

is an analytic function on {|w| < ¢,z —k;| <&’} such that (07d;/0w?)(0, k;) =0 for

p<N;and
oNd;
6wNJ(0 k;)#0

for some N;>0. By the Weierstrass preparation theorem, for each j

d;(w,2) = (WY + a,(2wW" " + - + ay (2))r(w, 2),
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where (0, k;) # 0. Thus the zero set of d; in {|w| <& <e,|z—k;| <& <&} n{realz}
is the union of a finite set of curves (w,(k), k) where either w, =0 or

wi(k) = a(k — k;)" + o((k — k;)"

with g, # 0 and r, rational. Thus we can choose w,— 0 such that d;(w,, k) # 0 for
lk—k;l<¢,j=1,...,M for all n. Since I + g, E, is injective for k # k; and w,—0,
we see that I + (g, + w,h)E, is injective for all k=0 forn>n,. W

Our estimates on the regularity and growth of h(¢,(, k) are primarily directed
toward showing that the backscattering amplitude h(f, —¢&,|&|) belongs to H,
when 4 is in the set O < H, y of Theorem 3.1. However, the expression we use for
the Frechet derivative of the backscattering map 4(£)— h(&, —&,|€]) involves
hE,(,1L]), and it is actually easier to treat &, {,k as independent variables. Thus
our estimate takes the following form.

Theorem 3.2. Let O be the open subset of H, y in Theorem 3.1, i.e. let O be the set
of §eH, y such that I + A(4,{, k) in injective on C*(R®) for all ({,k)eR® x R . Then,
for §e0, h(&, (k) satisfies

I Ag"h fl, <oo.
Here || |, is the norm on functions on R® x R® x R, introduced in (1.1).

Proof. From Theorem 3.1 we know that (I + 4(4,(,k)) ™", and hence h exist for
4e@. However, here we want to show that sup || h(-,{, k)|, < co. For this we will
Lk

show that
sup ||(I + A~ 4(g,{, k) A%?) ™1, < co. (3.6)
Lk

Note that Theorem 2.1 implies that if f+ A %24A%*f =0 and feC**(R?),
then A”?feC*R3). Hence I+ A2 AA%? is injective on C¥3(R3) for §e0.
Moreover, A"%2AA%? is compact on C%?*(R3) by the argument used in the
proof of Theorem 3.1. Thus I+ A~%24(4,(,k)A%? is invertible on C%¥*(R?) for
(&, k)eR3 x R, for 4e0. Using Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 as in the proof of (3.4), one
has uniformly for ({,k)eR3 xR,

1A (A, 8k + ) — A(d,§, k) A7 [|oy2 < Cs™2. (3.7)
Moreover, simply by using (2.5) we can extend (3.7) to
IA™2(A@G, ¢+ wk +5) — AG, k) A2 ([, < C(s2 + |, (3.8)

where C is independent of { and k.

Since Theorem 2.1 implies that || A=%2 4(4, {, k) A% |, < 1/2 for k > k(q) for all
{eR3, we can use the Neumann series representation of (I + A~24(4,{, k) A%?)~ 1
to conclude that

I+ A2 4,0k AY) |, < C (3.9)
for {eR3, k 2 k(§). Since for any invertible operators I + B and I + B,
(I+B)"'~(I+Bo) ' =(I+B)"'(B—Bo)(I + B,)™",
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the estimate (3.8) implies
U+ A2 A R)AY2) ™ gy S 20T+ A2 A(Lo, ko) A7) 2
for |k — kol + | — {0l < &y. Thus, for any R < o,
I+ A2 A, LR AY) ™ |y < Cr (3.10)

for 0sk=k(@),|{I=R. _

To bound ||(I + A™%*4(4,{,k)A”*)™ |/, as |{| - oo, we will begin by showing
that .
I A=92(A(4,{, k) — A(G, k) A¥? ||, >0 (3.11)

as |{| - oo, uniformly in k and ¢ on bounded sets of 4.

Given @eCQ(R3) with ¢(£)=1 for || £ 1, one sees easily that the operator
norm of multiplication by (1 — ¢@(£/R))A~%?(&) on C*2(R?) tends to zero as R — co.
Since Theorem 2.1 implies || (4, {, k) A%[l, 2 < ClI 4,y for ((,k)eR® x R, we see,
letting @g(&) = @(¢/R),

” (1 - (pR)A_J/ZZ(q’ Ca k)AJ/Z ”a/2 -0
and ~
| A=%2 A(G,{, K) A2 (1 — @g) o2 =0

as R — oo uniformly in ({, k) on bounded sets of 4.
To obtain the estimate | A(4, k) A° ||, < C 4|,y We must repeat the derivation

of the bounds on |1, |, |1, | and |I,| without the weight factor A} (é)/AQ’ (n). We have

. (1+|n)?)"?
LI|EC dn,
TS Hf“()”qHO’NHM—’(k[M(1+|~f—71|2)N/2H”I|2—k2| n

and as in the proof of (2.2), this implies

R A+ -,
lllléC”f“o”q”o,N””I__jkl>1 P =k Inl*din|

with §>1+46. Hence |I,| S C| flloll4llo.n- For I, we have

(A +1nP)PA+[E—n*)~ 2
L|=C
| Zl__. “f”a/;)”qua/z’N|lﬂ|—§k|§1 (lnl+k)|lnl—k‘l—a/2

so that |I,| £ C|l f 421 4ll42,n- Likewise,
1= Cllfllollgllo,n-
Thus we conclude sup|[4(4,k)A’f1E| < C| flla2lldlls2.x- Then, since A(u)
(A(0.0)) = A(AG)E. ), we have
4@, 1) A%f laa < CUG Nl I f Nlag2s
uniformly in k as desired. Thus

11— @r) AT A(4, k) A2 |y, >0

dn

and
A —5/214(57’ k)Aélz(l — @R) “a/z -0
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as R — oo uniformly in k on bounded sets of 4.
Next we consider

PrAT2(A(4, L, k) — A(G, k) AV @
We view this as a modification of the operator A(g, ¢, k) in which the weight factor
(& n,0) = AY(E) A7 ¥ (n) has been replaced by
wr(&,71,8) = er(O)AT"(E)(1 — AT AL M)A () @r(m) (&, 1, ).

Since for any M, AY(n)A;"(¢)—1 uniformly on {|¢| < M,|n|< M} as |{|- oo,
given &, we have wg(¢,7, () < ew(é, 1, {) for || > C(R). Likewise, letting A(u) denote
the difference operator in ¢ or n,(1/|ul)AW(AY()A;N(&))—0 uniformly on
{I&l<M,|n| <M} as |{|> o0, and we have |AWawr(&n, ()| <elulw(n,{) for
[¢] > C(R). In the proof of Theorem 2.1 we only used

(&) S AFOA M)
and

lA(w)w(&, 7, O} £ Clul AT (O A ¥ ().
Thus for |{| > C(R)
lorA™"2(A(4, k) — A k) A2 @gllyz S €]l - (3.12)
Combining (3.12), with the previous estimates on terms with factors of (1 — ¢g)
yields (3.11).

From (3.11) we conclude that A~%2 A(g,k)A%? is a compact operator-valued
function on C*?(R*) which is norm continuous in (k,4). Thus to conclude
that |(I +A™%2A(4,(,k)A%*)" ||, is uniformly bounded for 0 <k <k(4) and
|{|> R, R sufficiently large, we only need to show that I+ A~%2A4(4,k)A%? is
injective on C**(R?) for 0 < k < k(4). Note that f + A~ A(4, k) A%*f = 0 implies
f+ AT 4(4,0,k)A%*f =0, where f = A"f. Hence, since €@, to complete the
proof of (3.6) we only need the following.

Lemma 3.3. Assume f+ A™%%A(4,k)A”*f =0, feC¥*(R3) and §deH,y. Then
AN*O2f is in C**(R®). Here 0 <6 <min {1,N — 1} as before.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We only need consider f(£) when |&| >k + 1. Then we have
£ (&)l =1ATY*(E)[ A4, kA2 £1(&)|
_ AT(O)QE —m) A () f (n)
In] <ie+ 1 In1? — (k + i0)?
[ =&+ )~ 1+ [E2) %) f(m)ldn

k+1<|y<o0

=1 +1,.

dn|+Clldllon

We have [I,| < C(1 + |&[>) N2 794 since || A¥§||, < oo, and the proof will proceed
by repeated application of the inequality

|fOIS T+ C(1+[E7) N2, (3.13)
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Assume that we have shown | f(£)| < C(1 + |£]?)~"? for some r = 0. Then
LSC [ (k= ER) V(L + )2 (1 +(E12) 4y,

k+1<|n| <o

We divide the region of integration into
k+1<pl<3l¢l and 3¢ <|nl< oo,
getting J,, and J,. We have

5. < JCA+EP) A +EP) 2 Inle], r=140/2,
P CA g2y NE o r>1+6/2.
Since
Cln|™2, N>2,
(1 +]lnlo =P 2do < 4 Clal *Inlnl, N=2,
* Cin|~%, 1<N<2,

(see proof Lemma 2.2), and 0 < <min {l, N — 1}, we have

LS (L+[EP)RmerPr,
where f is defined as in the proof of Lemma 2.3. Thus repeated use (3.13) gives

If(©) = C(L+|&)?)~ M2,

To show that
|AW) f(O)] = Clul*(1 + &) ~N27,
one merely notes that
AW —mI < Clpl* 4 llan +1E—n[*)~N2
and uses the preceding estimates with r =N +6/2. B
Continuation of the Proof of Theorem 3.2. Since from (3.3) one has
AT2] = - +A_"/ZZA‘5/2)"1A_"/2(7§,
(3.6) implies
ATl S CIA™ Gl S Clleles

where C is independent of ({,k)eR> x R, . Now, writing = — g, — AA%2 A~ %2},
and using Theorem 2.1, we have

sup IAC GRS Clala=Clld o (3.14)

Since h = AL h, sup I1R(-, ¢, k)|l is the first of the three norms in (1.1) whose sum is
Lk
| AYhl,. Note that, if we replace g, by an arbitrary element of C*(R?), (3.14) shows
sup |1 + A4, ¢, k)" |, <0, for 4e0. (3.14)
@)

Since Theorem 2.1 fails for & =0, we cannot obtain estimates on | k(- k) 12
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and | (¢, by applying difference operators to (3.3). Instead we use the
following procedure. Since § can be approximatedin || ||,y by §,,€C& (R?), we have

h+ Ay LR+ A, R = — §; (3.15)

with 114x s, N<£O,30 to be chosen small enough that the Neumann series for
(I + A(4;,{,k))~" converges. Then we set

G+ h+AQ, L=,
so that (3.15) becomes
G+ Ao, LI + Ay, LK) HG — ) =0. (3.16)

The extra regularity of 4., and the explicit representation of (I + A(4,,(, k)™ ! via
Neumann series will permit us to get regularity results for § by applying difference
operators to (3.16), and then pass to h via

h=+ A1, LR) ' (G —)- (3.17)
The Neumann series expansion of (I + A(4,k))™'f is given by

I+ A@R) S =f + 3 (=17 4%q. ).
where

4y —n2) -4, —1 —1,) f (1)
Q(lnjiz—(k+i0)2)

[ 4(&—n)

(/1= | diy -+,

Expanding A(s)4"f = [A"f (¢, k + s) — [A"f (¢, k) by Leibnitz’ formula, we have

n 1
A(s)A"f Z: Rf A(S)<m)Qp(é’r’p)Rp(rIp)dr’pa (3.18)

where for p > 1,

[ 4C€—n1)--4(np—1 —1p)

Qp(é’np): p—1
R3(-1) Dl ([,11,|2 —(k+ s +i0)?)

ang,...,dn,_,

and for p<n
A( - g n—1" 1l n
Rym)= | 1 prH) 401,y ")f(")dnp+1~--dn,,
g [T (ml?—(k+i0))

j=p+t1

with @, =4(¢ —n,) and R, = f(y,). Applying Theorem 2.2 with 6 =0 and then
Theorem 2.1 with 6 =0, we have

sup |AY(¢)s *A(s)A"f|=C Z 1AZQ, 1l AT R

O0<s<1

I, < COC)ANGINAY f 1l
(3.19)

p
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where C is the constant from Theorem 2.1. Combining (3.19) with the direct estimate
from Theorem 2.1,

1A OLA IO S CHIANG ST AL f s

we conclude that, given ge C*(R?), the Neumann series expansion of

AYI+ AQ k) A g =+ 4G, L) g

converges in C*(R?) to a function which is C* in k when || 4|,y < €.
Now, given geH,y, we choose §,eCy(R?) so that §, =4—4, satisfies

14:ll.n <&. Thus we have Eq. (3.16) for g=ﬁ+§(¢jl,§,k)l~1+q§. Our next
objective is to show that

Sup 1GC.C+vk+5) =G, LRl = C(v[* +57)

for [v|<1,0<s<1.
Since

U + Ao, & R + Ady, 5 k)1 = (I + Ady, G RN + A4, k)Y,
it follows from the uniform boundedness of (I + 4(4,¢,k))~ ! and Theorem 2.1
applied to A(4,,(, k) that
sup I+ Aldo &RV + A(d1,8,K) 1), < o0.

Thus (3.16) shows that sup ||§(-,{, k)|, < 0. Applying the difference operator in
k, A(s), to (3.16) we have
A®)G + A G k)T + Ay, 5, K) 7 Als)g
= —[AO)(Aw, LR + A1, 5 R) T I@ Gk +8) = G) =7(E, G k). (3.20)

Viewing (3.20) as a linear equation for A(s)§, we need to show that the
inhomogeneous term in this equation, r(¢), is bounded in C*[R?>) by a multiple
of s* uniformly in ({,k). To do this we will substitute the Neumann series for
(I + A(4,,¢, k)~ ' into (3.20) and consider 6§ r. The terms in the resulting expansion
for dfr are precisely those in (3.18) with §(¢ —n,) in each Q, replaced by
08(AF(8)q(E —ny)), all other ¢’s in Q, and R, replaced by 4,’s and f(n,) = A7 ™ (n)
(G, &k + §) — q;(n,)). Thus (3.19) implies

sup [02r(¢, (k. 5)| = Cs®. (3.21)
&Lk

Hence, using sup (]r(é)| + Y |8§r(€)|> to bound | (-, {, k, s)||,, we conclude
¢ 1g1=1

SCul? ”g(acak'i's)_g(’gak)”aé Cs*

for0<s<1.
To get the analogous result in { we let A(v)f = f({+ v)— f({) for functions
depending on {. The analogue of (3.20) is
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A0)G + Al & U + (01,5 0) 71 A0)G
= — [~A(V)(A(ém, G k)~(1 + A1, 6R))HIGE v, R — Grsy)
— Ao, LRI + A(Q1, LK) AW G) =11 + 7. (322
Since
Ao G + A(G1, 601 = AF A, U + A(dy, K) P ATY,
it follows directly from (2.5) and our bound on ||j(-,{, k)|, that
Sf,}’ 7 Gk L S Clyl.

To estimate r, we again substitute the Neumann series for (I + A(4,,¢ k)™ !
and consider d%r,. The n' term in the resulting series for 04r, is

LELkY = | AT®
AVOQuE =180 = 1) a1 = )AL () AVO A0y (1)
" [T (1,2 — Gk + 10))

“dny - dn,.
We have

A7 M)AV (m,) = 40—~ ) — 4 — O
+ ALY )AL (1) — AT (1))d (0, — L= ).

If we think of { as the variable for which we expect functions to be C* and ¢ as a
parameter (note that A,(&) = A,(()), Theorem 2.1 and (2.5) imply

(L k) < CIVEC AN | ) ANG, 127 2 AY (VAT M(EIUAY (oo (€ — D) |-
Thus
sup |08r, (&, Lk, v)| S C|v|* (3.23)
(&,8,k)

and, using this to bound ||7,(-,{, k,v)|, as before, we conclude
S?:? 1GC.C+v, k) =g, LR = Clvl*

for v]| = 1. 5
Now we are ready to go back to s via the relation
h=(+ 4@, LR) g~ + A1, LR) T e =hy — .

That the C*norm in (£, 4, k), || 7, | »» 18 finite follows by substitution of the Neumann
series exactly as in the derivation of (3.21) and (3.23). That ||k, ||, < oo also follows
by substitution of the Neumann series but first we separate terms:

Ap)I + A) g =(A(p)I + A)"HG + I + A) " A(p)d, (3.24)

where p=s or v and § is § with p added to the appropriate variable. The first
term on the right of (3.24) is estimated by (3.19) with f =§ when p=s and is
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estimated trivially when p = v. The second term can be estimated directly by (3.14")
since [|A(p)g(, LK), =Clpl*. W

From the proof of Theorem 3.2 one can see that the mapping
¥:4—>h
is analytic from O to C*R> x R® x R,). To do this, given §,e0, we consider for
I4lly =1 and |z| £,

h(E Lk z) = — (I + Ado + 24, L, K)) ™ (do + 24
Writing
(I + A(do + 20, LK) ™o + 24, i
= +z(I + A(do, &, k) T A4, LK)~ U + A(do, & K) ™ Hdo + 24);,

Theorem 2.1 and (3.14) imply that for ¢ sufficiently small we can expand the first
factor on the right of (3.25) in a Neumann series which converges in C*(R?) for
all ({,k)eR? x R, . Thus for some J independent of (&, {, k) we have for || ¢,y <1
and |z| <9,

1y HeLkw

27 =y Wz

h(&, L k,2) =

>

and hence for all k=0,

o°h | FE Lk wd
SSELk0=1" (&G ks wydw

p+1
27 | yi'= 5 w

Since ¥(4, + z4) = (&, ¢ k, z), to conclude that (4, + z4) can be expanded for
|z| <& in a power series in z convergent in C*R3 x R® x R, ) uniformly on
l4ll..y <1, we only need to show that

IR, w)l,<C

for |w| = 6. However, this is just the statement that the estimate in Theorem 3.2
is locally uniform in 4. This uniformity is clear from the proof. Thus we have shown
that ¥ satisfies one of the definitions of analyticity (see Poschel-Trubowitz [12],
Appendix A, or Nachbin [11]) and have

Corollary 3.4. The mapping ¥:q—h considered as a function from O to C*(R® x
R3 x R, is analytic in 4.

Analyticity in the sense above is equivalent to the fact that ¥ has a continuous
Frechet derivative with respect to § (see references above), as one can easily verify.
In what follows we will often make use of the continuous differentiability of ¥. If
we restrict to the backscattering map on ¢

S:4—h(E — & 1E) = AZYORE - & 1¢)),

Theorem 3.2 implies | S(4) |,y < 0. Moreover, choosing §,e0nCg(R?) con-
verging to § in | ||y, it follows from the analyticity and hence continuity of ¥
that || ¥(4,) — ¥(@ll,—0. Thus [|S(d,) — S(@) .,y —0. Since [|S(g,)ll,n < oo for
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all N'> 1,0 <o’ < 1, it follows by Lemma 1.1 that S(4,)e H, y and hence S(§)eH,, y.
This gives:

Corollary 3.5. The backscattering map S:§—h(&, — &,|&|) is an analytic function
from O to H, .

Section 4. The Derivative of the Backscattering Map

Since by Corollary 3.4 ¥:4—h is a continuously Frechet differentiable function
on 0, we may compute its derivative. To do this we will differentiate Eq. (3.3)
with respect to §. Note that Theorem 2.1 implies 71((2)71((2) is the composition of a
bounded operator valued function linear in ¢ with a continuously differentiable
function, and is hence continuously differentiable. We have for ve H*", 40,

dh(v) + A(§)dh(v) = — 5, — A(v)h,
and hence
dh(v) = (I + A(@))” ' (— 5, — A()h). (4.1)

Lemma 4.1. The operator (I + A(4))™1,4€0, has the following form:

~ A& n, R)A;Y
[+ A0, 80017100 = @) + ny > A DT

Proof. Let f + Df denote the right-hand side of (4.2). Then we have from (3.3)
(I+A@)I+D)f=f+A@Q)f+Df+A@Df=f+A@)f+Df —Df —Aq)f = .

Thus I+ D is a right inverse for I+ A(4). Since I + A(4) is invertible, it follows
that [+ D=+ A(g))"". W

Substituting (4.2) into (4.1) we have

~ AN h , k d

h(n, $, k) A (E)v(E — n)dny

(P — (k + i0)?
e ¢ AVOME LR —n)h(n, & kydnde
@m0 L G =+ 0P = k% 107)

Changing variables so as to get integrals of v(y) in all integrals in (4.3) and
cancelling AY(¢) in all terms, one arrives at

hén+ Lk

-3 ¢ ME—n, L K)v(n)
) stln—«flz—(kﬂoyd
—6 h(&, L k)h(t - €9 k) U("I)d”]
-en J(.s‘ (1t1? — (k +i0)?)(Jt —n|* — (k + io)z))dt- (4.4)

dn. (4.2

SCU)

4.3)
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Since I + D is the left inverse of I + A(4), we have

— _ -3 h(é 1, k)@(’? - C)
0=4¢ =D+ e LR +0n [ 1R s
Sending £ - — {,{ > — € and n— — 5, we have
0= — _r 3
4qE—0+h—C — & k) +(2n) RL o7 — (k1 102 dn
Comparing (4.5) and (3.1) one sees that for §e0,
h(—{ — & k)= h(, k) (4.6)

for (£,(,k)eR® x R® x R,,. Hence, setting (¢, k) = (&, — &,|€]) in (4.4), sending
n—2n and using (4.6), we have

4.5)

g, = S |EN0) = ~ o) — 2073 | TER G DI

- (& t,1EDAE — 21, — &, [£))v(2n)dy
2~ 3 6
I3<nfs (1£1* = (1€ +10)*) (120 —¢|> — (1] + io)z))dt'

4.7)
From (4.7) one sees that the Frechet derivative of the backscattering map
S is given by
dS=(I+B+ FT,

h(&—2n, — &,1£1).f(n)

(Tf1E) = — f(20), [Bf 1) =2n"?3 I E— 20— (2| + 0

dn

and

W, | EDh(E =20, = & 1D ()dn ) i
(e =&+ 102120 — 1 ~ (€1 +107) )

Since S is an analytic function, dS is continuous on ¢ as a function with values
in #(H,y), the space of bounded linear operators from H, y to itself. Since we
need to know that B and F are individually continuous functions from @ to
Z(H,y), we prove the following.

[F1© =235 | (y

Lemma 4.2. B(g) is an analytic function from O to £(H, y).

Proof. As in the proof of Corollary 3.4, the analyticity will follow from the local
boundedness of the operator norm || |B(q) || |,~ on O.
From (3.17) we have the representation

(& —2n, = &1E) = [ + AW, 1ED)THAZEO)g(, — & 1€ — 4 + ) 1(E — 2n).

As in the proof of Theorem 3.2 we will substitute the Neumann series for
(I + A(G;,1¢£]) " in h and hence in B(4). This gives

[B@)f1()=2n"> io ((2 )3) 1,

n
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where

L(¢)=

R3(n+1)

SWd1(€—2n—1104d1011—12) - 4 (- 1 = 1) (AZE 1) g0 — & 1ED) — A0a+ )
(l€—2nlz—(lé|+i0)2)l'[(lmlz—(lél+i0)2)

i=1

Setting n, = & — 21, we have

1
L(Q)=¢

8 R3m+1)

f(é_zn())‘ix(ﬂo—'h)‘ﬁ(’h"’72)" 41— 1 =) AZY )9, — & | E]) — 4, + ©))

n

[T (ml* = (&1 +i0))

i=0
d?]od?’]"

These are precisely the terms which arose at the end of the proof of Theorem 3.2
with one factor of g, replaced by f,{ = —¢ and k=|&|. Hence, the argument
given there shows that

IAYB@) f 2= ClSf llaw (4.8)

for feH, y, where C is locally uniform in 4 on 0.
To prove analyticity we proceed as follows. Defining h(y, {, k, z) as in the proof

of Corollary 3.4, we have
¢—n
f<—2— hn, — & 1¢1,2)
B(go +29) f1(§) =2n""> .
LB+ T (0
and we know that AY.(n)h(n, — &,|¢],z) is an analytic function from |z| <6 to
C*(R?) for each £eR? and ¢ with |||, y < 1. Thus Theorem 2.1 implies that for
each £eR® and feH, y we can represent [B(d, + z4) f](¢) as a Cauchy integral
over |z| = /2 with ¢ independent of & and 4, when | 4|,y < 1. Now analyticity
follows from (4.8) just as in the proof of Corollary 3.4.
To see that the range of B(4) on H, y is contained in H, y, we approximate §
by 4,eCZ(R3) as in the proof of Corollary 3.5. M

dn,

The main result of this section_is that, for §e @, the operator dS(4) is Fredholm
of index zero on H, y. To prove this we will show that B> and F are compact on
H, y. To see that this is sufficient, note that for 0 <e =<1,

T '(1—-eB(I+¢B+F)T=1+K,,
(I+eB+F)T *(I—eB)=I1+K,,
where K, and K, are compact if B> and F are. Hence, (I + ¢B + F) T is Fredholm
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for 0<¢e<1, and for ¢ =0 it is a compact perturbation of an invertible operator,
and hence of index zero. Thus, to conclude that dS(4) is a Fredholm operator of
index zero on H, y for §e0, we only need the following:

Theorem 4.3. The operators B*(q) and F(4) are compact on H, y for 0.
To prove Theorem 4.3 we will first take advantage of the fact that operator
norm limits of compact operators are compact to replace B and F by the operators:

T, = g1(&n, 1) f (1)
HA éﬂé—%?-ﬂﬂ+mymn—np_qm+my)

dndt 4.9)
and

) 92Em, 0/ 1)
[TA10 = | (a0 (n — 2P (2 + 07)

respectively, where g;,i = 1,2, satisfies

dndt,

(i) g;€C®(R®) and all of its partial derivatives are bounded,
(i) g;(&n,t)=0 for |&|+ |n| + |t] < for some J >0, and
(i) ¢,(&,n,0)=0,1f |E—n|> M or |y —t| > M for some M < co.

Then the proof proceeds by analysis of the singularities of the kernels ¢, (&, ¢)
and t,(&,t) of T, and T,. For this we will use estimates modelled on the following
simple lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that g(&,y) is supported in |n — n(&)| <M and that | g|, < oo
Sfor some a€(0, 1). Assume that h(E) satisfies |h(€ + ) — h(E)| < Clu| for |u| = 1, EeR™
Let

g(&,n)
=[—22  __dp 4.10
O=Ly—ne—n0 419
Then
Islle <CM, lIglla 1Ry, (4.11)
for any o <.
Proof. Changing variables we have
_ ¢ 9&n+h(d)é,)
“O—£*jijﬁ__w~

Letting f(&,n)=g(&,n+ h(£)é;), we see f satisfies the same hypotheses g did.
Expanding (4.10) we have, letting n = (n,,%'),
B SN 5)09 '
o= § TEng, | fen-rEom,
1

Iml>1 11 (mi]<1

L feon,

Iml<1 11 —i0

ﬂ=]1+12+13.

Carrying out the integration in #, in I;,
Iy=mi [ f(&0.n)d.
R"”

Since || f(, 1) — £, 0,70 1 £ 31111 % || f ||, the o/-norm of I, is easily estimated,
and (4.11) follows directly from the representation of s(¢) as I, +1,+1;. W
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The problem of obtaining (4.11) for singular integrals with more general
denominators can be reduced to Lemma 4.4 by change of variables as long as the
gradient in # of the denominator is bounded away from zero near the surface
where the denominator vanishes. In what follows we will leave such reductions to
the reader and simply refer to Lemma 4.4.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Lemma 4.2 shows that B(g) is analytic in ¢, and hence, since
dS(g) is analytic, F(g) is also an analytic function of §. Thus, making a change of
arbitrarily small norm in B*(4) and F(4), we may assume 4e Cg (R3)n 0, and hence
by Theorem 3.2

[AY R, < o0 (4.12)

for all N'>1 and o' < 1.
The operators B%(4) and F(4) are given by

, o ¢ H(E—2n, ~ EIEDAl— 20— n,In) f@)drdn

(B0 =4n"" | e —2qP = (&1 + 0P (n —20F — (n] + 107)
and

(Fa -2t ~ LIEDhO =20~ LIS

(M12 —(lil +i0)?)(In — 2> — (|£] +i0)%)

By the argument used in the proof of Lemma 1.1, (4.12) implies that, given
oy,a <oy <1, we can choose h,(&,{)eC®(R®) such that h,(¢,{)=0 for |&+{|
sufficiently large, 0¢ h, is bounded for all # and

ANE+ Oy (€, — h(E, = L 1LD)

tends to zero in C*'(R®). Replacing the h’s in B? and F by h,’s with the appropriate
arguments, we get BZ and F,. We claim that || |[B? — B?|| |,y and | |F,— F| |,y g0
to zero as n— co. Expanding B? — B? = B,(B, — B) + (B, — B)B and making the
analogous expansion of F, — F, one sees by the estimates on |I,|,|I,| and |I;| in
the proof Theorem 2.1, that | |BZ — B?| |,y and ||F,—F||o~ g0 to zero. To
estimate A(u)(AY(B* — B?)) and A(u)(AM(F, — F)) we first change variables in #
and ¢ so that when ¢ appears in the denominator of an integrand it is in a factor
of the form (|»|* —(|¢| +i0)*) or (|t|> — (|| +i0)*). Then [A(u)(AY(B* — B) f1(£)
and [A(w)(AN(F — F,) f](¢) can be expanded into sums of terms where the difference
operator acts on (| f|> — (|£] +i0)*) ™1, B =# or t, which we estimate by Theorem 2.2;
terms where the operator acts on f(I(&,7,1)), ] a linear function, which we estimate
by Theorem 2.1 with f playing the role of ¢, and terms where the operator acts
on AN, h,h, or h—h,, which we again expand as I, + I, + I, and then estimate
{I;1,]1,] and |I;] as the proof of Theorem 2.1. It is estimating terms of the last
type that we use «; >« and this makes all estimates substantially easier. Thus,
making a change of arbitrarily small operator norm, we can replace B and F by
operators T and T, as in (4.9) with g, and g, satisfying (i) and (iii).

To see that we can make the integrands in B2 and F,, vanish for |£| + 5| +[t] < &,
so that g, and g, will satisfy (ii) in (4.9), we proceed as follows. Given any
@eCP(|x] < 1) and 6 >0, let
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h,(6& —2n,68) 0> (%) h,(n — 2t,m)* <§> f®
[R,f1(60) = | dt dn

ze (108 = 2n1% = (16&] +i0)*)(In — 2t|* — (1| + i0)?)

_ g2 [ (88 =26, 6)9*(mh, (51 — 251, 6m)¢*(2) f (31)
g (1€= 2112 — (1€ +10)*)(1n — 2t > — (In] + i0)*)

Thus, by Theorems 2.1 and 2.2,

leIR,f1G) oy < CO? || @(t) £ (01) -

Thus, since [[g(&)ll, =57 *[g(0&) |, for 6 <1, we see that || [@(E/S)R,] |, = Co.
Thus, making an arbitrarily small norm change in B2, we can assume that its
integrand vanishes for |£| + |y| + |t| < §, for some §, > 0. This argument applies
to F, as well. Thus we may replace B2 and F, by the operators T, and T, in (4.9)
with g, and g, satisfying (i), (ii) and (iii).

We will now study T. The analysis of T, is very similar and somewhat easier,
and we will sketch it at the end of the proof.

In terms of # the integral defining T is singular on the sphere (if £ # 0)

Y ={n:1&=2n|=1¢]}

and the plane (if ¢ #0)

[1={n:1t1> =n-t=0}.
We will see that the kernel ¢, (&, 1) of T, is most singular at points (&, t) for which
Y and [] are tangent. This happens when

R 14 2 PP
{n.n—zi 5 m}ﬂ{w t—|t|* =0} +# ¢,
ie. when &-t4|&||t]—2|t)>=0. With these facts in mind we will break up
the integration in # by summing over a partition of unity generated by p, =
p(1&—2n|—1&]) and p, = p(|t| —(n-0)|t| "), where peCF (R) satisfies p(s) =1 for
Is| <&, and p(s)=0 for |s| > 2¢,. Since g, =0 for [£]| + ||+ |t] <, choosing &,
sufficiently small, we can assume that |£| > 6/4 on the support of p,p,g;.
We will also need cutoffs in ¢ near the most singular set,

—(&- -1_ — (& -1
ﬁ1=ﬁ<2ltl (SDIL |€l> and ﬁz=ﬁ<2|t| (-9)lt] +l€|>,

4 <]

where e Cg (R) satisfies f(s) = 1 for |s| < &, and f(s) = O for |s| > 2¢,. The constants
¢, and ¢, are chosen small enough that on the support of p;p,f;9,,i=1,2, the
component of & — 2y orthogonal to ¢ has length less than 1/2|¢|. Note that on

support p; p,B:g1,1& —2n| <|&| + 2¢4,

Loe—om)

i > |§] —26,/¢| —4¢;, and  [{]>06/4.

Now we replace g, in the definition of T; by (1 —p;)g, to define S,, by
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(I —=p2)p19, to define S5, bYSP1P2(1 — B1— B2)g, to define S; and by p,p,p:9,
to define Sy,;. Thus T, f= ) S, f.
i=1
Letting s, (&, t) denote the kernel of S, we have

hi(€,n,1t) dn,

)= (s

where hy =(1—py)g,(1& —2n|* — |&)? )_1. Applying Lemma 4.4, we conclude
[t] ;50| is bounded in ¢ for all &' < 1. Since we also have s,(&,t)=0 for
|t — €| > 2M, we conclude

IAYTLS, flle <= Cy Il AYS -

Thus S, is a compact operator on H, y.
Letting s,(&, t) denote the kernel of S,, we have

o
20= Lo (el + op

where hy, =(1 —p,)p,9,(—4n-t +4]t|*)*. Hence, changing variables

(a5
T e

Since |t|h, (&, (1 + £)/2,t) is bounded, vanishes for |£ — | > 2M, and has Lipschitz
constant in (,#) uniformly bounded in ¢, it follows that |¢| || s, (-, )], is uniformly
bounded in t for some o > . To verify this one can write

+¢

hz<é == )qo( ) m(a” . )(1 ~ o)

$:(& 0= dn+ |
PUTT R P =i T e [P = (1€ + i0)?
where peCg (R?) satisfying ¢(n) = 1 for || < 1. Then |[|s, () [, can be estimated
using Theorem 2.2 and the early steps in the proof of Theorem 2.1 and ||s, ,(-, 1) |,
can be estimated directly by Lemma 4.4. Since s, (&,¢) = 0 for |€ — t| > 2M, it follows
that S, like S, is compact on H, y.
Letting s5(&,t) denote the kernel of S5, we have

dn=s,,+5;,,

1 hy(&n,1)
(60 4Rj3|5 2 — (1€ +i0)*)(n- t—ltlz+10)
where hy=p,p,(1 —f,—f,)g,. Since |&|> /4 on support h;, by taking ¢,
sufficiently small we can assume that |£ — 2| does not vanish on the support of
hs. Thus all partial derivatives of h; with respect to ¢ and n are bounded on R®.
We want to use the coordinates yu; = | — &/2| and u, = (y — £/2)-t/|t| on y-space
to study s3, since the singularities of the integrand are on level surfaces of yu, and
U,. To see that these coordinates are independent on support iy and estimate
derivatives with respect to u, and p,, it is convenient to introduce cylindrical
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coordinates (p, ,z) with origin £/2 and axis in the direction of t. Then we have
p=1/ui—us and z=p,.
The factor p, p,(1 — f; — B,) in hy insures that

_ e ([et e
—|u2|—|<m &2 > (2“' L=t |||>
& 1
<2m I —7>>82l6|—3e

on support hs. Thus, choosing ¢, sufficiently small once ¢, has been fixed, we have
— Uzl 2 &5(¢]
on support h;. Setting

g, §+zl f + pcos 0é,(t) + psin 0é,(z),t )

(@ +p?)'2 + ¢

where (t/|t|,é,(t),é,(t)) is an orthonormal frame, we see that [£|m, is bounded
together with its derivatives in p,z and £ We have

de,

m3(p’29 670_ t‘; (

S 1) = | ms pdpdz
} 4|t| RxR 2 5
* (2% + 22 —(|€] +i0)) z+2—|~|—|t|+ i0

and, since 0(uy,1,)/0(p, z) = p/uy,
1 du,d
(5 )= 4| | J‘ Uymsdpiy l?t )
Rk (2u1—(|6|+10))<u2 2|t|—ltl+i0>
PR

2e, 0,

we have u?— pu?>e;|¢|u, > e5(2u, —2¢,)u, on support my. Thus all partial
derivatives of p with respect to u, and u, are bounded on support my, and u, m,
and its derivatives in x and ¢ are bounded. Thus, applying Lemma 4.4 twice, one
sees that |¢]|/s;(+ )|, is bounded on R?® for o/ <1, and, since s;(&,t)=0 for
|& —t|>2M, it follows that S; is compact on H, y.

The kernels s, and s5 of S, and S5 require a more detailed analysis. We have
fori=4,5,

Si(é» t) =

Since m5 is supported in

{l2#1—|€ll<281}ﬂ{

i hi(&,m, 1)
S TE= P =&+ 1070 — 267 — (il + 0)7) "
where h; = p,p,B;g:. Thus, as for hy,h; has bounded derivatives with respect to

(¢,m) of all orders. Moreover, writing ¢ in spherical coordinates, one sees that
h;,i=4,5, as bounded derivatives of all orders as a function on R® x R®> x R, x §2.
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We let u, be the t-component of 2y — &, ie. u; =((2n — &)t)|t| ™%, and u, be the
projection of 2n — & on the plane orthogonal to ¢, i.e.

(2n—9&)t N

Up=2n—¢(— T

By our choices of & and ¢,,|u,| <1/2|¢| on support h;, and, since h; =0 if
|€ —n|>M or |t —n|> M, we also have |u,| <2M on support h;.
We set p,(&,1) = 2[t[ — (&-t)[t| ", expand s,(¢, t) as

hi —hil = men

1
. =_ du,d
$GO=3 L =1+ 0D G =)
l hi rltl =pu1(é,1) d
3 L TR S UE 0PI G ) = =0y
=81+ Si25

where dm is Lebesgue measure on t-n=0. We consider s;; as a function
of the form (4.10) with

___1 hi(é’ 1, t) — hi rm =u1(é1)
I A+ 1w G D — )
Although g is not supported in a bounded set, it has bounded support in y, and
the expansion used in Lemma 4.4 shows that (4.11) holds for s = [t|s; ;. Thus, since
8;.1(& t)=0for [£ —t|>2M,s; , is the kernel of a compact integral operator on H,, .
We evaluate s; , by computing the integral in u, by residues (there is a simple

pole in Im g, >0 at u, =\/(|£| +i0)? — | u,|?). This gives

5260 = | ezt duz,
¥ =T (21t =~ P =Tl - 0

where

i
ki =‘2‘hi P =2101 - £y
On the support of hs,2[t|—(£-1)|t| ™' < — || +2¢,|&],|£| > /4 and |p,| <min {[€]/2,
2M}. Thus the integrand defining s5 , is smooth in ¢ with bounded support in y,.
Since one has |t[[0%s5 5 (¢, t)| bounded for all § and ss ,(&,1) =0 for (€ — ¢ > 2M,
the integral operator corresponding to ss , is compact.

To simplify the study of s, , we use polar coordinates in the plane #-t =0 and

2n
set my(1pal?, & 1) = | ky(lpalcos 8, |p,|sin, &, t)d0. It is important that m, is a
0

smooth function of |u,|> on R,-note that only homogeneous functions of
(cos 8,sin 0) of even degree survive the integration. Thus m,(s, &, ) is smooth in
(s,&) on R, x R? and its partial derivatives with respect to s and ¢ are bounded
on R, x R3 x R3. It also remains true that, if we write ¢ in spherical coordinates,
m, is smooth on R, x R3 xR, x S
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We now have

54,2(¢, 1) =lim L my(s, ¢, t)

WAL s (S = )

and integrating by parts gives

—8

ds

ma(0, é,t)1n<2|r| U —i0>

Il
|2l

2] .t
—ﬁ—' j %m(zm—%—,uaz—s ——iO)dsva +04,5.
0

Note that the integration in v, , is over 0 <s <(2M)* and |2[¢| — (& 1)/[t] — [€]] <
2¢,|&| on support m,. The kernel v, , is superposition of the kernels

e @SRl — 0l = /187 —a —i0)

|zl

S4_2(é, t) = -

for 0 < a <a,, where m(a, &, rw) is smooth on R, x R® x R, x §? with bounded
derivatives in ¢ and r and m =0 for |& —¢|>2M and for |¢|*> < max {4a,6*/16}.
The kernel vy 1 is wy(&, t) with m(0, &, t) = — m4(0, &, t). Thus to complete the proof
that T, is compact it will suffice to show for W, with kernel w,,

IAY YW f 1 < C AN Il (4.13)

for all « > 0 with C* uniform on 0 <a <a,.
We have

AN OW,f)=C . | . nQlt] = (E)lt) ™" = /1€1> —a—i0)|dt | AYS |l

and, since the integral is bounded uniformly for (a, £)e[0,a,] x R3, this gives

sup [ AN LW, f ()| < C ANS |- (4.14)

To estimate the Lipschitz norm of AV * (&) W, £ (&), we use ¢(s)e C* (R), satisfying
@(s)=1 for |s| < 1 and ¢(s) =0 for |s| > 2, to write

W.f(&)= L e(Ithwa(& 0 f@dt + [ (1 — o[t wa(& 1) fO)dt =1, + I,
R R3

In I, we will use spherical coordinates, t = rw. Since m(a, £, rw) is smooth in r
uniformly in (a, £, w), extending rm(a, £, rw) to be zero for r <0 gives a Lipschitz
function of r uniformly in w, which we denote by #i(a, £, 7, w). Thus

I =Sf2 do [ o(r)iin 2r — (€ 0) — /1€ — a —i0) f(r, w)dr,

where for r 2 0 f( £ r,w) = f(rw). Expanding I, as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, one
sees that for feC* o> 0,1, is differentiable in ¢ with
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2= [do o) T nr — )~/ —a—i0)f . o)dr
i £ R i
‘ d“’n‘(wi;,%((l flw)—.a),;,)qfr:if(; D s st
One has
Ji@OI=Clfllo
by the reasoning that gave (4.14) and
LI Cl f ]l

for any o’ > 0 by Lemma 4.4 applied to the integral over R. Since || is bounded
on support ¢(|t|)m, we have

AV HOLE ) =Cll f (4.15)

for any o > 0.
Since all functions are smooth in ¢ for |t]| = 1, the expansion used in the proof
of Lemma 4.4 can be used to show that I, is differentiable in & with

O _ ™ + 58P =07 )= o(DImf 0,

a¢; @ltl =&l = JIEP —a—i0)t|

and, since ¢ and t have comparable magnitudes on support (1 — @(|t|)m),
Lemma 4.4 shows

a1,
o¢;
for any of > 0. Combining (4.14)—(4.16) gives (4.13), and completes the proof that

T, is compact on H, y.
In terms of # the integrand defining T, is singular on the spheres (for & 7 0)

I, = {n:|n| = 1¢1}

sup AN ()| S ClAYS | (4.16)

and
IT, = {n:ln — 2t| = |¢]}.

At t =0 these spheres coincide but the most singular part of the kernel ¢,(&, t) of
T, is the set corresponding to tangency of I1, and I1,, ie.

el =1<].

As in the proof of the compactness of T, we introduce a partition of unity adapted
to these sets generated by

pr=p(nl—1&) and p,=p(In—2t|—|&]),

where p(s) =1 for |s| <&, and peCg(|s| < 2¢,). Again for ¢, sufficiently small one
has |¢|> /4 on the support of p,p,g,, and p,p,g, is smooth. The cutoffs
corresponding to the more singular parts are
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i _ (l=1el
ﬁl—ﬁ(léo and B, /3( - )

where fi(s) =1 for |s| < ¢, and BeCg (|s| < 2¢,). Note that for ¢, sufficiently small
f, and f, are smooth on support p; p,9,.

Next we define S,,..., S5 precisely as in the proof for T,. Thus the integrand
of S, vanishes on a neighborhood of IT;, the integrand of S, vanishes on a
neighborhood of IT,, and on the support of the integrand of S; we can introduce
coordinates for which IT, and IT, are level sets. These three terms are treated
exactly as before: in place of |¢| the weight factor in the denominator is | — 2¢t| + | .

For S, we introduce spherical coordinates in #,# =rw,|w|= 1,7 > 0. Then

In =2t — &> =r* —dro-t + 4] — | &)
=(r —2t-0 — /|E]* + 4(t-w)* — 4]t]?)
(r—2t-0+ /& + 4(t-w)* — 4]t]?),

and for ¢, sufficiently small |£|% — 8|t|> > 1/2|¢|? on support h,. Thus, the kernel
s4(&,t) of S, given by

k4 (éa r,, t)

S4(£’t)=sjzdw£(r—|£|—i0)(r—2t-a)—\/|£|2+4(t-w)2—4|t12—i0)dr’
where
ky= r°hy (r—2t'w+\/]é|2+4(t'a))2~4|t]2)'1
r+(¢|

is a smooth function on R® x R, x §% x R3,
Expanding in the usual manner, we have (with 4 = |&|? + 4(t- w)* — 4]1]?)

k4(éa r,w, t) - k4(éa |£|,(0, t) d?‘
(r—1€))(r —2t-0 — /A —i0)

s4(&,0)= | dw 10

S2

® ka(& &l o, 1)
d 4 d
te wg(r—|f|—i0)(r—2t‘cu——\/2—i0) '
=54,1(S,8) + 54,28, 0).

The main point here is that, since the integral in s, , is the limit as ¢ |0 of the same
integral with i0 replaced by ie, we can deform the integration on [0, c0) to a contour
in the upper half plane—for instance z = r(1 + i). Since |&[ > /4 and |& —t| <2M
on support kg, this shows s, , (&, t)eCg (R®). Since

k4(§> r,Q, t)—k4(é,|é[,(,0, t)
r—|¢l

is a smooth function supported on
{IE1> /4  n{IE =t <2M}n {[t] < 2&,| &} {Ir — €] < 2¢, },

it follows that s, (£, t) also has compact support, and it has enough regularity in
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¢ that the corresponding integral operator is compact on H, 5. Thus §, is compact.

For S5 we introduce the t-component of # u; =#-t/|t|, and set u, =n—(n-t/|t|)t.
Since |t —#| <M on support hs, we have |u,| <M on support hs. Moreover,
since we also have

HEI =111 <2&,[&l, Hnl =181 <2e;, [ln—2e)=|&]] <28

and |&]| > 6,/4 on support hs, it also follows that, choosing ¢, and ¢, sufficiently
small we can make |u,| < 1/2|&| on support hs. The kernel of S5 is given by

_ hS(éarh t)dn
ss(5:2) = RL (13 + (1] — €1 —i0)((pq — 21E1)* + 111 — |E]* — i0)
kS(é’ 1, t)d’?

:Rj3 (1 =/ 1EP = 1o = 10)(py — 21t + /1E7 = |2 * +i0)

where
hs

ks = .
(A IE = TPy — 21t = JTEP = )

Note that, since for ¢; and ¢, sufficiently small one has |y, —|t|| < 1/4|¢] and
|t| > 3/4|£| on support hs, ks is a smooth function satisfying (1 + ¢1)?|08, ,ks| < C
for all g.

Expanding s5(&,t), we have

5560 (ks(&m,0) = ks) s = vig2 = o
(lh VIEP =101y =21t + /1€ — |y P +10)
+j dit | ks Ty = vigi2 - uar2 d,
R (11 — /1P — 12 )? —i0)uy —2t] + /1EP — luz|* +i0)
=55,(S,1) +55,5(E, 1)

From the restrictions on the support of k5 one sees that s5 , is a smooth function
supported in | — t| < 2M, satisfying sup (1 + |£|)|94ss 1 (&, )| < oo, for all B. Thus
the integral operator corresponding to ss ; is compact on H, y.

Calculating the integral in y; in s5 , by residues, we have

, ks L= i =lual?
s5,2(&,t) = mi _f £ Bl ——dy,
R2/1€12 =) =t +i0

Multiplying numerator and denominator by . /|&|?> —|u,|* + |¢t|, which is smooth
on support ks, we have

lS (67 t’ #2)

dus,
a2 — [t +i0 2

S 2=T[ilif2|é|2—

2z
where Is = (/1€1> — |2 |* + [t])ks Tty = \/1€]* = |12 ]?. Note that ms = ni/2 [ 15d6
0
is a smooth function of (&,r% t) supported in {|t — &| <2M} n {r < M}, satisfying
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sup (1 +1£])|64, ,ms| < co. Thus

ms(é" t) dr = _}O ms(&,s,t) ds
—|t12+i0 o S—EP +t)2—i0

s52(&,t)= 2j IZE =
=m5(€,0,t)ln(lt|2—[5{2—i0)+I%(é,s,t)ln(s+|t|2—[élz—iO)ds
=ms(,0,0)In(|t] —[&] ~ 10)+j (f s, ) In((s +|¢|*)"/? — |&| — i0)ds

+ms(C,0, t)ln(ItI+I€I)+§ (C s, ) In((s +1¢1)12 + | ¢])ds

=0+ 0, + 03+ 0y,

The kernels v; and v, are supported in | € — | < 2M and they satisfy | A*(")v;(, 1) ||} <
C,teR3, i= 3,4, for s + 1. Thus the corresponding integral operators, V5 and V,,
are compact on H, .

The remaining terms in T, f, V, f and V, f, are super positions of the operators

[Vaf1(&) = | ms(& a0In((@+[t]*)"2 - [&] — i0) f(t)dt

for0<a M.
Since t and ¢ are bounded away from zero on the support of ms, the expansion
used in the proof of Lemma 4.4 again shows that V, f is differentiable and

ARy G0,
0 i % @+ 7= 1g—=i0 )™

Thus, since ¢ and ¢t have comparable magnitude on the support of ms, V, satisfies
the estimate (4.13), ie.

2 1n ((a+t)*)V*— ¢ i0)f(t)dt+j3m5(—

IAN 1 Vally £ Co I AN S o
for any o' > 0. Thus V, is compact on H, y. M
As we showed earlier, Theorem 4.3 has the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. The Frechet derivative of the backscattering map, dS(q), is a Fredholm
operator on H, y of index zero for 4e0.

Section 5. Local Invertibility of the Backscattering Map

In this section we present the consequences of the results of Sects. 3 and 4 for the
inverse backscattering problem. The extent of the connected component of @
containing the zero potential is of interest here. We can show that the intersection
of @ with H, y is contained in a connected component of @. The proof of that fact
requires the following pair of lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. For some o ,a <o <1, let 4(t) be a curve in H, y continuous in the
topology of H, y, such that q(t) is a real-valued function in C3 (R?) for all t. Assume
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that I + A(4(0),0) has a one-dimensional nullspace, and that I + A({(t), 0) is invertible
Jort #0. Then, given 6 > 0, there is a curve q, (t) in Cg (R*) continuous in the topology
of H, y, such that

(1) q() = q(t) for |t| > 6, and
(ii) I+ A(4,(t), k) is invertible for all t and k =0, i.e. §,(t)e0 for all t.

Proof. Let f(4,k) # 0 be an element of the range of the projection:
P@k)=5— [ (4@ k—ol) do. (5.1)

2mi lo+1|=c
Since o > «, for § in H, y, A(4,k) is continuous in (4, k) in operator norm on H, y
and compact on H, y by Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 (see 3.4). Thus it follows that for
c sufficiently small P has 1-dimensional range and is continuous in (4,k) on
{14 — 40|l y<c1,0=k=Zc,} for c; sufficiently small. Moreover, P(4,k) is
differentiable in ¢ and dP/dq is also continuous in (4, k).
We have . -

(I + A9, k) f (g, k) = M4, k) (4, k), (5.2)
where A(4, k)eC and A has the regularity of P. Evaluating (5.2) at (4, k) = (z4(0), 0),
differentiating with respect to z, evaluating at z=1, and taking the inner
product with [ £(4(0),0)1(&)1£] 72, we have (see Remark after Theorem 3.1)

0Mz4(0),0)

=—1.
52 z=1

We split H,, y into the direct sum of span ¢(0) and

To@ot0) 4o 4o _ 0},

= {"GH“N LLaC=nT e

where f, = f(4(0),0).

Let A(q', z, k) = MA@ +z§(0), k). We consider A as a function on H' x {|z—1| <4} X
{0 <k <9}. By the implicit function theorem there is an ¢>0 such that for
14" ll.xy < &0 =< k= ¢ the unique solution to A(§’,z,k)=01in |1 —z| <e¢ is given by
z=1z(¢,k) and z(4',k) is continuous in (§’,k). Note that A(¢,z,k)=0 means
Null (I + A(z4(0) + ¢', k)) # {0}.

Now suppose §(t;) = §; + 2;4(0), i = 1,2, with t; <0,¢,>0, || §i]|, y <& <eand
|z; — 1| < ¢'. By hypothesis this will hold for [t;| < J, ¢ sufficiently small. Also by
hypothesis z;eR and z(g;,0) # z;. Since q(¢) is real valued, ¢} and ¢ are real, and
hence z((1 — )4} + sd5,k) does not intersect the real-axis for (s, k)e[0, 1] x (0, ¢].
Thus we may choose z(t) with z(t;) =z, and z(t,) =z, with z(t) for te(t,,t,)
lying in the half-plane, {Imz>0} or {Imz<0}, which does not intersect
{z((1 = 9)q} + 545, k):(s,k)e[0,1] x [0,¢]}. Then we define

— 1
t, —t

A Al t—t Al A
ql(r)=<1 - )q s+ 2(04(0)
274

for te[ty,t,]. Finally, we note that we may construct 4, () so that
14,(0) = 4O)llo v =2+ [14(0) |- n)e
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for [¢,,t,]. Thus, taking ¢ sufficiently small, we will have I + A(4, (t), k) invertible
for k= ¢, telt,,t,]. For t¢[t,,t,] we set q,(t)=q(). W

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that I+ A(§,,0) has a kernel of dimension m >0, for some
do€HY, . Then for some &> 0, the set of § in Hy {4 —qoll.n <&} such that
I + A(4,0) has a kernel of dimension m is contained in a smooth surface of codimension
m in Hy, . For all § on this surface (I + A(4,0)) has a kernel of dimension = 1.
Proof. Let P(4)=1/2ni _f (A(4,0) — wl)"'dw, as in (5.1). Here P has an
o+l]=c

m-dimensional range for |c suﬂliciently small, and is differentiable for ||§ — §o llo.n < ¢,
for ¢, sufficiently small. Since A(g,0) leaves H}, y invariant when 4eH} y, as one
sees taking inverse Fourier transforms, P(4) inherits this property. By construction
I + A(9,0) has an m-dimensional null space if and only if (I + 4(4,0))P(q) = 0. Let
fis--., fn be a basis for range P(4,). Note that, since doeH}, y, we may choose
FeH r v Let

di(@)=@n~ | f 2(1?

= | [Eof1](™)L{I + qEo)g ] (x)dx

[(I + A(4,0))P(4) f;1(&)d¢

by Plancherel’s theorem, where g; is the inverse Fourier transform of P(§) f;, see
Remark 3 after Theorem 3.1. The set of § for which I + 4(g, 0) has an m-dimensional
nullspace intersected with || — 4, [|,x < ¢, is contained in

Y ={a:d@=0,i=1,...,m}
and d; is real-valued on Hj y. Taking Frechet derivatives at § = g,

di(Go)f = | (Eof1)(Eo fi)rdx,

R

since g;(do) = f;. Since — AE, f; + g0 Eo f; = 0, unique continuation implies no E, f;
can vanish on an open set. The linear independence of {f;}-, implies the linear
independence of {E,f;}7,. Thus we conclude {(Eof)(Eof)}i. is linearly
independent as well. Thus we may choose real-valued ¢;eC3'(R?),j=1,...,m such
that

1 i=i
I{B(Eofﬂ(Eofi)‘dex = {0 z#j

Now we restrict d,,...,d, to H,y and let H' be a closed complementary
subspace to span {¢;}7-, in H}, y. By the implicit function theorem the system of

equations
di<12’+ y sjqﬁj):O i=i,...,m,
=1

where JeH' and s = (s,,. .., s,)eR™ can be solved for s(¢') when ¢’ + ) s;¢; is near
ji=1

do. Now we are ready to prove,
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Proposition 5.3. The set O " H, y is contained in a connected component of 0.

Proof. Since O nHY, y is an open dense set in H), y by Theorem 3.1 and the density
of C¥ in H, 1mphes the density of Fourier transforms of real-valued Cg in H, y,
it will suffice to show that we can connect any pair of functions 4, and 4, in 0,
when ¢, and q, are real-valued functions in C¥(R?). Given two such functions, let
q(t) = tq, + (1 —t)q,,te[0, 1]. Since A(4(t), 0) is real-analytic as an operator-valued
function of t on H, y, and I + A(4(0),0) is injective, I + A(4(t),0) has a nontrivial
nullspace for at most a finite set S of ¢ in [0, 1].
Suppose that t,eS and

dim Null(I + A(4(t,), 0) = m

is maximal for te[0,1]. If m>1, we choose ¢, small enough that
dim Null (I + A4(4(t),0)) <m for 0 < |t —t,] < &,. Taking ¢, smaller if necessary, we
may assume || §(t) — §(to) Il ..y < €1, Where by Lemma 5.2 the set of g in || § — 4(to) [,y <

¢, such that dim Null (I + A(g,0)) = m is contained in the set of §' + Z s{q")¢; with

§'eH’, a closed complement of span {¢;}7-, in H}, y. Then, 4(t) = §'(t) + Z (D9;
Jj=
for |t —ty| < &y, where §'(¢) and r(¢) are affine linear in ¢. Since m > 1, the set m R™+1
Zse={(,5)ER™ 1efs —5(4'(t0))] < 3, |u—to] S &, 5 # 5(d'(w)}

is connected for all § and . For § sufficiently small

{@’ + Z 1918 —5(§(to)) <6 and [|§' — §'(t) [l < 81/2}
=

is contained in ||4 — 4(t,)|| <e,. Likewise for ¢ sufficiently small (¢,r(r))e). for

d,¢
[t —to| =¢. Hence, we can replace (¢,r(t)) by a piecewise linear function (a(t), #(t))
for [t — to] < esuch that 7(t, + &) = r(t, £ &), alt, + &) = t, + € and (a(t), A(1))€).. Now
9,8

we set
R j(t) for |t—ty|>¢
ql(t)z{q() "I. ol
4'(a(t)) + Z F()¢; for [t—t5|<e.

The function ¢, (t) is piecewise linear, and, since O N H}, y is dense in HY, y, we may
assume its corners are in 0.

Continuing in this way, we arrive at a piecewise linear function §y(t) with
corners in O such that dim Null (1 + A(§(t), 0)) <m for te[0, 1], 5(0) =4+, dn(1)=4,,
and gy(t)eCZ(R?) for te[0, 1]. Since the set of ¢ in [0, 1] such that dim Null (I +
A(qn(t),0)) > 0 is again finite, we can repeat the preceding argument until we have
a piecewise linear §,,(t) with corners in @ such that §,,(0) =4, (1) = 42, g (t)
is a real-valued function in Cg(R?) for te[0,1], and dim Null (I + A(§,,(t),0)) < 2
for te[0,1]. Since (I + A(4(t),0)) can have a nontrivial nullspace for only a finite
number of ¢ in [0,1], and I + A(4(¢), k) does not have a nullspace for k >0, we
complete the proof with a finite number of applications of Lemma 5.1. MW
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We are now ready to prove the main result of this work. Let @, be the connected
component of @ containing ® N H}, . Recall that O " HY, is dense in H}, y.

Theorem 5.4. The Frechet derivative of the backscattering map at § is an isomorphism
of H, y when § belongs to an open, dense subset O, of O,. Moreover, O, NH y is
dense in H}, y. By the implicit function theorem the backscattering map is an analytic
homeomorphism on a neighborhood in H, y of any 4e0,.

Proof. The zero potential belongs to ;. Moreover, the Frechet derivative of the
backscattering map at the zero potential is [Tf](£)= — f(2¢) which is an
isomorphism. Thus, letting @, be the subset of @, for which dS(g) is an isomorphism,
0, is nonempty. Since dS(4) is analytic in § and Fredholm, 0, is open. If 0, is not
dense in O, then, since @, is open and connected, the boundary of the interior
of 05N, must be nonempty. Choose §, in this set. Then any ball B,=
{114 — 4o ll..x < €} must contain points in the interior of ¢ "0, and in O,. Choose
esmall enough that B, = ¢, and pick 4, €0, n B, and §, e(interior 05~ O,)n B,. Let

4() =tg; + (1 —1)4, tel0,1].

Since dS(§) is analytic in § on @ and Fredholm of index 0,dS(4(¢)) can fail to be
an isomorphism for only a finite number of ¢ in [0, 1]. This contradicts 4, € interior
5 n0,, and hence 0, is dense in 0.

Now suppose that we have doeH; yn 0O, such that dS(4) has a nontrivial
kernel for geH, y with || — g, ||, v <9, for some § > 0. Introducing a finite rank
operator K such that dS(4,) + K is invertible and taking the determinant of
(dS(q) + K)~1(dS(4)) = I — (dS(g) + K)" 'K, we get a C-valued analytic function A(4)
on H, y such that for ||§ — §¢ |,y < ¢’ < 8,dS(g) has a nontrivial kernel if and only
if 4(4) =0. As the Fourier transform of a space of real-valued functions, Hj y is a
real subspace of H,y, ie. given feH,y, f=f,+if,, f; and f,eH, . It is a
standard result that an analytic function vanishing on an open subset of a real
subspace vanishes identically. One can see this by checking that complex Frechet
derivatives of all orders must vanish on such a subset—as in the proof of this
result for functions of one complex variable. Thus we conclude that dS(4) has a
nontrivial kernel for 4 in a neighborhood of §, is H, y. This contradicts the density
of O,in O,. W

Section 6. Real Potential and the Restricted Backscattering Map

When we restrict the backscattering map to H), yn @, we cannot expect its range
lie in H}, 5. Since HY, y is the Fourier transform of a space of real-valued functions,
one natural way to proceed is to take the projection of backscattering which is
the Fourier transform of taking the real part. Thus, we define the “restricted
backscattering map™:

Thus S, maps all of H, yn0 into H, y. When we restrict S, to Hj, yn0, it is a
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real-analytic function with Frechet derivative given by (see (4.7)),

u(2¢) + o(—2)
2

_3j~[6 2n, =&, |£])o(2n) 71(—6—217,5,151)5(211)]
1&=2n2 = (1€]+i0)° &+ 201> —(I¢] - i0)*

| I[ h(Z, 7, |EDh(x — 21, — &, [£)u(2n)
(Itl> = (€1 +10)*) (127 — 7[> — (1&] +i0)*)

N h(—¢&, 7€) h(z — 21, &, 1E1)0(2n) :ldndt
(It]> = (1€1 = 0*)(12n — ©I* — (1¢] — i0))* '

If we make use of the identity v(— &) = ©(¢) and change variables in the appropriate

integrals, this becomes

[dS(@)](v) = —v(20)

_ 'W[ h(€ —2n, =&, [£1) h(—&+2n,81€)
1€ =217 = (1€]+10)* ~ [&—2n]* —(1¢] —i0)?

-4 _Gj‘ jl: h(é9’r’lé|)h(‘r—2ns—é’|él)
(172 = (1€] +i0)*)(12n — 2> — (1€] + i0)%)

h(—& 7,1 EDA( + 20, &, 1E])
(It]* = (1€1 = 0P)(|7 + 211> — (1¢] — i0)*)

Thus dS,=(I + B+ B+ C+ C)T. The proof of Theorem 4.3 can be repeated
without change to show that B% B?, C and C are compact on H, y. The proof
applies to BB as well after one notes that changing +i0 to —i0 in one factor of
the denominator of T; (see (4.9)) does not invalidate the proof: it merely
interchanges the arguments for S, and S5. Thus we conclude:

[dS,(9)1(v) = —

R3R?

}v(2n)dn

R R®

+

:|v(211)dr/ dr.

Theorem 6.1. S, is a real-analytic mapping of H}, y "0 into H, 5 and its differential
is a Fredholm operator of index zero.

Analogue of Theorem 5.4 here is the following theorem. Its proof coincides
with the first paragraph of the proof of Theorem 5.4.

Theorem 6.2. Let (') denote the component of H,, y n O containing the zero potential.
Then the set 0, of e such that dS,(q) is an isomorphism of H, y is open and
dense in (',. Hence, the implicit function theorem implies that S, is a real analytic
homeomorphism on a neighborhood of each 4e (.

The set O] is certainly not dense in H), 5. However, one does have the following.

Proposition 6.3. The set O, contains all § such that I + A(4,0) injective, ge CZ (R?)
and — A+ q has no negative eigenvalues as an operator on L*(R?).

Proof. It will suffice to show there is a curve q(t) of real-valued functions in Cg (R?)

with g(0) = ¢ and ¢(t,) =0 such that I + 4(4(¢),0) is injective for te[0, ¢, ].
Let Eof =(4n)~" | |x—y|”'f(y)dy. If q is a real-valued function in C§ (R?)
R3
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and — A + g has no negative eigenvalues, we claim
[ (Bof)(f +4Eof)dx 20 (6.1)
R

for all feCg(R?). Let ¢ be a smooth function satisfying ¢(x) =1 for |x| < 1 and
o(x)=0 for |x|>2. Let @g(x)=@(x/R). Given feC(R3), let u=E,f and
ug = @gru. By assumption
[ tig(— Aug + qug)dx = 0.
RB
Since |u| =0(|x|™') and |Vu| = 0(|x|~2) for |x| large, one checks easily that
lim j g(— Aug + qug)dx = j u(— Au + qu)dx,
R— o R R
which implies (6.1).
If we now assume that I + A(4,0) is injective on H, y, it follows that I + gE,
is injective on CY(R?). Since (6.1) implies that
2

LEoq)f +aEof)dx| < [ (Eog)g +aEog)dx [ (Eaf)(S +qEof)dx

for all f,geC®(R3), if j (Eof)(f + qEq f)dx =0, then I(Eog)(f+quf)dx 0
for all ge C¥(R3). Hence f + gE, f = 0, which contradicts the injectivity of I + gE,,
if f#0. Thus

J| Eo NS +qEof)dx >0 62)

R

for all nonzero feCg (R?).
Let yeCg (R3) be a nonnegative function which is identically 1 on the support
of g. We define

(t)={q+tx’ te[0,t,]
(ti+1—=0)(g+tyy), telty,t; +1]

where ¢, is chosen large enough that q + ¢, y is nonnegative. Now
|| BN +a(OEo f)dx>0 6.3)
R

for all nonzero feC (R?). For te[0,t,](6.3) follows from (6.2) and for te[t,,t, + 1]

it follows from the strict positivity of f fEq fdx. If I + A(4(t),0) had a null vector

feH ~ for some te[0,¢; + 1], then one would have 6"feH - for all N and
B by Lemma 3.3. Thus f +q(t)E,f =0 and EofeC°°(R3) Hence feCg(R?)
contradicting (6.3). W
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