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Abstract

We study the theory of scattering for a Schrédinger equation in an external
time dependent magnetic field in the Coulomb gauge, in space dimension 3.
The magnetic vector potential is assumed to satisfy decay properties in time
that are typical of solutions of the free wave equation, and even in some
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an intermediate step in the theory of scattering for the Maxwell-Schrédinger
(MS) system. We prove in particular the existence of wave operators and
their asymptotic completeness in spaces of relatively low regularity. We also
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by energy methods, using as far as possible time derivatives instead of space
derivatives.
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1 Introduction

This paper is devoted to the theory of scattering and in particular to the con-
struction of the wave operators for a Schrodinger equation minimally coupled to an

external time dependent magnetic field in the Coulomb gauge, namely
10 = —(1/2)Asu (1.1)
in space dimension 3. Here u is a complex function defined in space time IR,
Ay =V =(V—iAd)? (1.2)

and the magnetic potential A is an IR vector valued function defined in IR**!
and satisfying the condition V - A = 0, which is the Coulomb gauge condition. The
magnetic potential will be assumed to be sufficiently smooth and to satisfy a number
of decay estimates in time that are satisfied by sufficiently regular solutions of the
free wave equation OA = 0, where O is the d’Alembertian operator. At some places
A will even be assumed to be a solution of that equation.

The present problem arises, actually is an intermediate step, in the theory
of scattering for the Maxwell-Schrodinger (MS) system. In the Coulomb gauge
V - A =0, that system takes the form

i0u = —(1/2)Aau+ Agu
AAy = —|ul? (1.3)

0A + V (0, Ap) = Im aV 4u = J(u, A) .

Using the second equation in (1.3) to eliminate Ay, one can recast that system into

the formally equivalent form
i0u = —(1/2)Aau+ g(u) u
(1.4)
O0A =P ImaVau=P J(u,A)
where g(u) is the Coulomb interaction term

g(u) = (dafz])™ = |uf?

and P = 1 — VA~V is the projector on divergence free vector fields.
The theory of scattering for the MS system (1.4) has been studied and in partic-

ular the construction of modified wave operators has been performed in [13] [16] in
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the case of small asymptotic states and solutions and in [7] for asymptotic states and
solutions of arbitrary size for the Schrodinger function, but only in the special case
of vanishing asymptotic magnetic field, namely in the case where the asymptotic
state for the magnetic potential is zero. More precisely the method used in [7] starts
with the replacement of the Maxwell equation by the associated integral equation

with infinite initial time, namely
A=Ag+ A = KA, + K(H)A, — / T AWK (- )P (u, A)(E) (1.5)
t

where
K(t) =w tsinwt , K(t) =coswt , w=(—A)Y%. (1.6)

The case treated in [7] is that where the asymptotic state (A4, A, ) for the magnetic
potential is zero. As an intermediate step towards the treatment of the general
case, it is useful to consider the complementary case where only the free part Ay is
kept in the equation (1.5). If in addition one omits the now well controlled Hartree
interaction g(u), one is led to study the theory of scattering for (1.1) where now
OA = 0. This is the purpose of the present paper.

The variables (u, A) are not convenient to study the asymptotic behaviour in time
and the theory of scattering for (1.1). The present paper will rely in an essential
way on the use of new variables defined as follows. The unitary group which solves

the free Schrodinger equation can be written as
U(t) = exp (i(t/2)A) = M(t) D(t) F' M(t) (1.7)
where M (t) is the operator of multiplication by the function
M(t) = exp (i2*/2t) (1.8)
F' is the Fourier transform and D(t) is the dilation operator defined by
D(t) = (it)™*? Dy(t) , (1.9)

(Do(t)f) () = f(x/t) . (1.10)
We replace the variables (u, A) by new variables (w, B) defined by

u(t) = M(t) D(t) w(l/t)
(1.11)
A(t) = =t~ Dy(t) B(1/t) .
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Actually the change of variables from u to w is simply the pseudoconformal inversion.
In terms of the new variables (w, B) the original equation, namely (1.1), is easily
seen to become

i0w = —(1/2)Apw — Bw (1.12)

where
B(t)=t"Y(z- B()) . (1.13)

The study of the asymptotic behaviour in time and of the theory of scattering for
(1.1) is then reduced to the study of (1.12) near t = 0 and will be performed by
studying that equation in the interval [0, 1].

In [7] we performed a different change of variables and used new variables called
(w, B) in [7] and which we now denote (w,, B,). They are defined by

{ u(t) = M(t) D(t) w.(t)
(1.14)
A(t) = t71 Dy(t) B.(t)
so that
w(t) =w.(1/t) , B(t)=—B.(1/t). (1.15)
In terms of the variables (wy, B,), (1.1) becomes
iw, = — (2) " Apw, — B, (1.16)
where
B,(t) =t (x- B,(t)) = =t (x - B(1/t)) . (1.17)

The study of the asymptotic behaviour in time and the theory of scattering for (1.1)
is then reduced to the same problem for (1.16). The change of variables from u to

w or w, can be rewritten in a slightly different way by introducing
u(t) =U(=t) u(t) , w(t)=U(-t)w(t). (1.18)

Then

Fi(t) = (1) = U(L/t)w.(t) . (1.19)

Scattering theory is the asymptotic study at infinity in time of an evolution, in the
present case that defined by (1.1) or (1.16), by comparison with a simpler reference
evolution. In the present case the latter is inspired by the free Schrodinger equation

and will be chosen to drive u or w, to a limit as ¢t — oo, or equivalently to drive



w to a limit as t — 0. The simplest evolution of this type is the free Schrodinger
evolution itself for u, which is equivalent to taking @ constant or equivalently w
constant. One is then led to study the convergence properties of @, w or possibly of
w, w, in a suitable function space X in the appropriate time limit.

The theory of scattering thereby obtained will in general depend significantly on
the choice of the space X. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces with Y C X. When
comparing the theories of scattering in X and Y, one may encounter the following
situations. On the one hand, one can in some cases use the theory of scattering in
Y together with uniform bounds on the evolution in X to construct the theory of
scattering in X. This possibility will be exploited in Section 4 below with X = L2
and Y = H?. On the other hand, when restricting the theory of scattering from X to
Y, one may eliminate some (insufficiently regular) solutions of the original equation,
thereby restricting the possible set of asymptotic behaviours. However since one is
then interested in convergence properties in a stronger sense, namely in the norm
of Y instead of that of X, it may also happen that the asymptotic behaviours that
were sufficiently accurate in X norm are no longer so in Y norm and have to be
replaced by more accurate ones. This last possibility will appear in Sections 6 and
7 below when going from X = H?2 to Y = H” for 3 < k < 4.

We now comment on the methods used in the present paper. In order to treat
the full nonlinear MS system (1.4) we need to use spaces of sufficiently regular
functions, more precisely in [7] we needed to take w or w, in H* for k > 5/2.
Furthermore we have to use methods that are sufficiently simple and robust to
accomodate the non linearities. This is the case of the energy methods used in [7]
and we shall confine our attention to such methods in this paper. The Schrédinger
equation with time dependent magnetic fields has been studied in the literature
by more sophisticated methods using the abstract theory of evolution equations or
semi classical approximations. We refer to [17] and references therein quoted. Those
methods do not seem to be readily extendable to the MS system, and we shall not
use them in this paper.

We now turn to an important feature of the MS system, namely the fact that it
couples two equations with different scaling properties. In fact one time derivative is
homogeneous to two space derivatives for the Schrodinger equation but only to one
space derivative for the wave equation. When treating the MS system with u € H?*
by using space derivatives, one needs to consider A*u and correspondingly 9% A for

multiindices o with |a| = 2k. If instead one uses time derivatives, one needs to



consider dFu and correspondingly 9F A which is homogeneous to 9%A with |a| = k
only. When considering time decay properties, this fact makes little difference in the
case of the variables (u, A) because for solutions of the free wave equation OA = 0,
one can ensure that & 0%A has the same time decay as A for any j and a by
considering sufficiently regular solutions. However the same phenomenon occurs
when studying the MS system in the transformed variables (w, B). In that case it
follows from (1.11) that derivatives /0% applied to B generate a factor t=7=1%l no
matter how regular A is, which is a disaster as regards the behaviour at ¢ — 0.
It is therefore important to apply as few derivatives as possible to B and for that
purpose it is advantageous to use time derivatives instead of space derivatives of w
in order to control the regularity in spaces H?*. In this paper we shall therefore use
time derivatives as much as possible in the treatment of (1.12). On the other hand,
since as mentioned above we need simple methods that can be extended to the full
MS system, we shall use only time (and also space) derivatives of integer order.

We now turn to a description of the contents of this paper and to a statement
of a representative sample of the results. After a preliminary section containing
notation and estimates of a general nature (Section 2), we begin with the study of
the Cauchy problem at finite times for a class of equations (see (3.1) (3.2) below)
that generalize slightly both (1.1) and (1.12) (Section 3). The main result is that
the Cauchy problem is well posed in L? (Proposition 3.1), in H? (Proposition 3.2),
in H3 (Proposition 3.3) and at the level of H* (Proposition 3.4) under assumptions
on A (or B) of a general nature. Let v denote the unknown function. Following the
remarks made above, the method is based on energy estimates of v, of d;v, of VOo,v
and of 9?v respectively, and the number of derivatives on A or B in the assumptions
is kept to a minimum, namely 0 or 1, 1, 2 and 2 respectively.

We next turn to the theory of scattering for (1.1) and (1.16) via the study of
(1.12) in [0,1], in the more particular case where A satisfies some of the natural
decay properties associated with the free wave equation. In Section 4, we exploit
Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 to prove the existence and the asymptotic completeness
of the wave operators for the equation (1.1) with u or rather u in L? and in FFH?,
as compared with the free Schrédinger evolution, or equivalently by (1.19), for the
equation (1.16) with w, in L? and in H?, as compared with the constant evolution.
The main result can be stated as follows (see Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 below for

more details).



Proposition 1.1. Let A satisfy
| PP ocAl, v || Pi(x-A)|, <Ot (1.20)

where P=t0, +x -V, for 0 < j+|a| < 1,2 <r < o0 and for all t € [1,00).
(1) Let X = L? or FH?. Then for any uy € X, there exists a unique solution u
of (1.1) such that u € C([1,00), X) and such that

| a(t) —us; X || =0 whent — oo . (1.21)

Conversely for any solution u of (1.1) such that u € C([1,00), X), there exists u, €
X such that (1.21) holds.

(2) Let X = L* or H®. Then for any wy € X, there exists a unique solution
wy € C([1,00), X) of (1.16) such that

|| we(t) —wi; X || =0 whent — oo . (1.22)

Conversely for any solution w, € C([1,00),X) of (1.16), there exists wy € X such
that (1.22) holds.

Note that the time decay that occurs in (1.20) is the optimal time decay that
can be obtained for the relevant norms of A if A is a solution of the wave equation
OA = 0 satisfying the Coulomb gauge condition V- A = 0. In that case, that decay
can be easily ensured by making appropriate assumptions on the Cauchy data for
A (see Section 2 below, especially Lemma 2.4).

If one makes stronger assumptions on the asymptotic state u, or w,, one ob-
tains stronger convergence properties than (1.21) (1.22) for the solutions u or ws,
constructed in Proposition 1.1 as t — oo. The following typical result is extracted
from a special case of Proposition 4.3 below, to which we refer for a slightly more

general result.

Proposition 1.2. Let A satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 1.1.

(1) Let uy € FH? and let u be the solution of (1.1) with u € C([1,00), FH?)
obtained in Proposition 1.1, part (1). Then the following estimate holds for all
t>1:

| a(t) —uy |2 < Ct71. (1.23)
Let in addition uy € FH?. Then the following estimates hold for allt > 1 :

la(t) —us o < C 792, (1.24)
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2 0 (@(t) —us) ll2 V|| 2® (@) —up) [lo < C 712 (1.25)

(2) Let wy € H? and let w, € C([1,00), H?) be the solution of (1.16) obtained in
Proposition 1.1, part (2). Then the following estimate holds for allt > 1 :

| we(t) —wy ||o < C 1. (1.26)
Let in addition w,. € H3. Then the following estimates hold for allt > 1 :
| w.(t) = U*(1/tywy || < C 792, (1.27)

1] 0 (wi(t) = U (1/Dw) 2 V| A (w(t) = U (1/t)ws) [l < C #7720 (1.28)

We next study the H* regularity of the L? wave operators for u constructed in
Section 4, as given in particular by Proposition 1.1 part (1) above with X = L?. As
mentioned above, time decay is not impaired by derivatives for sufficiently regular
solutions of the free wave equation. Making decay assumptions of that type on A at
a sufficient level of regularity, we prove in Section 5 that the L? wave operators for u
essentially preserve H* regularity for arbitrarily high k. The following typical result
is a special case of Proposition 5.2, to which we refer for a slightly more general

statement.

Proposition 1.3. Let j > 0 be an integer and let A satisfy
1oy oy Ally v | 0 95(x- A) |l <C 12 (1.29)

forallr, 2 <r < oo, for0 < l+|a|/2 < j and for allt > 1. Letu,, xu, € H¥NH;’ .
Then there exists a unique solution u € Ogrlngcj—l([l, 00), H*) of (1.1) satisfying the
estimates

1o A u(t) = U(tyus) |2 < C 77 (1.30)

for 0 <1 < j and for all t > 1. The solution is actually unique in C([1,00), L?)
under the condition (1.30) for j = 0.

(See Section 2 below for the definition of H’). At the level of regularity of H* for
u, however, we lose control of asymptotic completeness since the method does not
even allow to prove that generic solutions of (1.1) remain bounded in H* for k > 0
under assumptions on A of the same type (see Proposition 5.1 for a partial result in
that direction).



We next turn to the theory of scattering at the level of regularity of H* with k > 3
for w, or w, which is of primary interest for subsequent application to the MS system,
by studying again (1.12) at that level of regularity. Now however Propositions 3.3
and 3.4 do not apply with initial time ¢y = 0 because the relevant norms of B blow
up too fast ast — 0. As a consequence we cannot prove that the generic solutions of
(1.12) (resp. (1.16)) remain bounded as ¢t — 0 (resp. (t — o00)) and we lose control
of asymptotic completeness. Furthermore, in order to construct the wave operators,
which in that case amounts to solving the Cauchy problem for (1.12) with initial
time zero, we have to resort to the same indirect method that was used in [7]. We
give ourselves a presumed asymptotic behaviour of the solution w of (1.12) near zero
in the form of a function W with prescribed value at t = 0 and we look for w in the
form w = W + ¢ with ¢ tending to zero as t — 0. The evolution equation for ¢ is
obviously

i0ig = —(1/2)Apg — Bg— R(W) (1.31)

where

R(W) = i0,W + (1/2)AgW + BW . (1.32)

We take tg > 0, we apply Proposition 3.3 or 3.4 to define a solution ¢, of (1.31) in
(0, 1] with suitably small initial condition g, (ty) = qo at ty, and we take the limit of
qi, as to — 0. We carry out this program in two steps. In Section 6, we construct so-
lutions ¢ of (1.31) tending to zero at ¢ — 0 under general assumptions on W, taking
mainly the form of time decay estimates of R(W). This is done in H? in Proposition
6.1 and at the level of H* in Proposition 6.2. Actually in the latter case, although
02q tends to zero in L? as t — 0, ¢ itself tends to zero in H* only for some k with
3 < k < 4, depending on the decay assumptions on R(W), but in general not in H*.
In Section 7 we construct asymptotic functions W satisfying the assumptions re-
quired in Section 6, restricting our attention to the case where A is a solution of the
free wave equation. The simplest way to do that, in keeping with the fact that we
compare (1.1) with the free Schrédinger equation, consists in taking W (t) = U(t)w
where w; = Fu,, the Fourier transform of the Schrodinger asymptotic state u..
One then encounters a standard difficulty in that problem, namely the difference
of propagation properties of the wave equation and of the Schrodinger equation [5]
[16]. That difficulty can be circumvented by imposing a support condition on w,
saying in effect that w, vanishes in a neighborhood of the unit sphere, so that u,

generates a solution of the free Schrodinger equation which is asymptotically small



in a neighborhood of the light cone. In Section 7 we first produce an appropriate
W under such a support condition. In Proposition 7.1 we reduce the problem to
a joint condition on B and on the support of w, and in Proposition 7.2 we prove
that such a condition can be ensured under a suitable support condition on w, and
suitable decay assumptions at infinity in space on the asymptotic state (A+,A+)
of A (see (1.5)). Collecting the implications of Section 6 and of that first part of
Section 7 on the theory of scattering for (1.1) at the level of regularity of FH* for
@, we construct solutions of (1.1) with prescribed asymptotic state u, at that level
of regularity. The main result is stated in Section 8 as Proposition 8.1 to which we
refer for a full mathematical statement. Since that statement is too complicated to
be presented at the level of this introduction, we give here only a heuristic preview

thereof, stripped from most technicalities.

Proposition 1.4 Let A be a solution of the free wave equation satisfying suitable
conditions of reqularity and of decay at infinity in space. Let u, € FH® and let
wy = Fu, (€ H) satisfy the support condition

Supp wy C{z: | [z| = 1] =0} (1.33)

for some n, 0 < n < 1. Then there ezists a unique solution u of (1.1) such that
u € C([1,00), FH*) N C*([1,0), FH?) N C*([1,0), L*) and such that © — u, tends
to zero as t — oo in suitable norms (related to the previous space) with power law

decay in time, with exponents depending on the assumptions made on A.

We next try to eliminate the support condition (1.33). This has been done in
[12] in the case of the Wave-Schrédinger system (see also [6]) and we try to apply the
same method in the present case. We are only partly successful, namely we succeed
in controlling the B - VIW and BW terms in R(W), but not the B*W term. The
results appear in Propositions 7.3 to 7.5 as regards the construction of the asymp-
totic W, but the situation is too intricate to be described here whereas the result
is hopefully not final and we refer to the discussion in Section 7 for details. Col-
lecting the implications of Section 6 and of that second part of Section 7, we finally
construct solutions of (1.1) at the level of regularity of FH* for @ with prescribed
asymptotic behaviour in time given by an asymptotic function @, constructed from
the asymptotic W mentioned above according to (8.7). The result is stated in Sec-

tion 8 as Proposition 8.2 to which we refer for a full mathematical statement. A
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heuristic overview of that proposition can be obtained from Proposition 1.4 above
by having the support condition (1.33) removed and by having wu, replaced by the
asymptotic function %, mentioned above in the final decay estimates. In addition,

the assumptions on A are slightly different and include some moment conditions.

2 Notation and preliminary estimates

In this section we introduce some notation and collect a number of estimates
which will be used freely throughout this paper. We denote by || - ||, the norm in
L = LT(IR?’), 1 < r < oco. For any nonnegative integer k and for 1 < r < oo, we
denote by H* the Sobolev spaces

= SulwHE = Y o, <o
a:0<|a| <k
where « is a multiindex. For 1 < r < oo, those spaces can be defined equivalently
(with equivalent norms) by

= {u| uHf || = |<w>" u ], < oo

T

where w = (—=A)Y? and < - >= (1 +]-|?)"/2. The latter definition extends im-
mediately to any k& € IR and we shall occasionally use such spaces. The subscript
r in H¥ will be omitted in the case r = 2. For any interval I and for any Banach
space X we denote by C(I, X) (resp. C,(I, X)) the space of strongly (resp. weakly)
continuous functions from 7 to X. For any positive integer k, we denote by C*(I, X)
the space of k times differentiable functions from I to X. For any r, 1 < r < oo,
we denote by L"(I, X) (resp. L], .(I, X)) the space of L" integrable (resp. locally L"
integrable) functions from I to X if r < co and the space of measurable essentially
bounded (resp. locally essentially bounded) functions from [ to X if r = co. For
I an open interval we denote by D’(I, X) the space of vector valued distributions
from I to X [9]. For any integer k, 0 < k < oo, for any r, 1 <r < oo, we denote by
HY(I,X) (vesp. Hf,.(I,X)) the space of functions from I to X whose derivatives
up to order k, taken in D'(Iy, X) with Iy the interior of I, are in L"(I, X) (resp.

r
loc

solution in I with values in X if the equation is satisfied in D'([y, X).

(1,X)). In the same vein we say that an evolution equation (like (1.1)) has a

We shall use extensively the following Sobolev inequalities, stated here in IR",

but to be used only for n = 3.
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Lemma 2.1. Let 1 <q,r<oo, 1 <p<ooand0<j<n. Ifp=o00, assume that
k—j>mn/r. Let o satisfy j/k <o <1 and

n/p—j=1—-o)n/qg+on/r—k). (2.1)

Then the following inequality holds :
lull, <Cllully™ |7 (2.2)

The proof follows from the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality [8] (from the
Young inequality if p = 00), from Paley-Littlewood theory and interpolation.

Occasionally a special case of (2.2) will be used with the ordinary derivative V
replaced by the covariant derivative V4, = V — iA, where A is a real vector-valued

function, namely
Tull, <Cllullg™ | Vau |7 (2.3)

which holds under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1 with j = 0, £ = 1. The proof of
(2.3) is an immediate consequence of (2.2) with j = 0, &k = 1 applied to |u| and of
the inequality |V|u|| < |V aul.

We shall also make use of the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 < a; <1, a; € IR", 1 <j <n and lety € IR" satisfy

y < Z a;y* . (2.4)
1<j<n
Then
y<C Y (a0 (2.5)
1<j<n
where
C =Max n'/0-%)
1<j<n
Proof.

{y ry< Y ajyaj} Clg%n {y:y <najy} =

1<j<n

{y:y < (nay)/0=)} € {y Yy < D) (naj)l/(l_aj)}

<U<
1=j<n 1<j<n
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which implies (2.5).

Lemma 2.3. Let a; satisfy 0 < o < a1 < 1,2 <75 <n. Let I be an interval, let
a; €C(I,IRT), 0< j <n andlety € C(I,IR") be absolutely continuous and satisfy
Oy < aoy + Y ay™ (2.6)

1<j<n

forallt € I. Letty € I, y(ty) = yo and define

t t
dt/ ao(t/) dt/ aj(t/)

Ap(t) = . A =1 -« ) , 1<j<n.
to to
Then the following inequality holds
1/(1—a1)
y(t) < exp (Ao(1)) {yé_al + > Aj(t)(l_a”/(l_“j)} (2.7)
1<j<n

foralltel.

Proof. We consider only the case t > ty. By exponentiating the term with ag in

(2.6) and by passing to the rescaled variable

y' = exp(—Ay)y
we can rewrite (2.6) and the initial condition at ¢y in the form

Oy < Y ajexp ((a —1)Ag) y'™

1<j<n

or equivalently

Y'(to) = vo
where .
Al(t) = (1 —aqy) /to dt" a;(t") exp ((aj — 1) Ao(t)) . (2.8)

On the other hand it is well known that y/(t) < z(t) where
Oz = Z (1-— ozj)_l (8,514;) 2%

1<j<n

(2.9)
Z(to) = Yo -
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From (2.9) we obtain
Oz > (1 — aj)_l (@A;) 2% 1<j5<n
so that
z> (A0 1< i<n . (2.10)

Inserting (2.10) into the differential equation in (2.9) yields

0,(:7) £ Y (1—a)(1—ay) 7t (aA7) A0

1<j<n
which implies by integration

)(1—a1)/(1—aj) ' (2'11>

A0 <y 4+ Y (A4

1<j<n

Now (2.7) follows from 3'(t) < z(¢) and from (2.11) by coming back to the original
variable y and by replacing the exponential inside the integral of (2.8) by 1.
O

We now collect some properties of the solutions of the wave equation OA = 0.

The general solution can be written as
A(t) = coswt Ay +w tsinwt A, . (2.12)

If A is vector valued and divergence free (V- A = 0) then also O(x-A) =0 and z- A

can be written as
x-A(t) = coswt (z- Ay) + w ™t sinwt (a: . A+) . (2.13)
We shall need the dilation generator
P=t0,+z-V. (2.14)
The operator P satisfies the following commutation relations

[P, exp(iwt)] =0 (2.15)
PDq(t) = Dy(t)to, (2.16)
Pw™ =w (P +)) (2.17)
Po* = 0%(P — |af) (2.18)
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for any integer j and for any multiindex a.
If OA = 0 then also OPA = 0 and PA can be written as

(PA)(t) = coswt (- VA,) +w " sinwt (142 V)Ay) . (2.19)
When changing variables from A to B according to (1.11) we obtain
x-A(t) = —t7'Do(t) B(1/t) (2.20)

and
((P+1)4) (t) = (=1)7" 7' Dy(t) ((t0:) B) (1/t) (2.21)
for any integer 7 > 0.
We finally collect some estimates of divergence free vector solutions of the wave

equation.

Lemma 2.4. Let 7 > 0 be an integer and let o be a multiindex. Assume that
(Ap, AL) satisfy the conditions

Ael? | ViAe L' (2.22)
wldel? |, VAel (2.23)

for
A= (z-VY'OA, , A=z -V)V(r Ay (2.24)
A=(z-V)y'0sA, , A= (z- V)0 (x-Ay) (2.25)

for 0 < j" < j. Then A satisfies the following estimates :
1P +1)7 a3 A@) |, v | (P+ 105 (- A®)) [l < bt (2.26)

for 0 < 45" <j, for2 <r < oo and for all t > 0.
Let B and B be defined by (1.11) and (1.13). Then B and B satisfy the following

estimates :

1of o2 B |l v |9 9y Bt) [l < bt-/-ler, (2.27)

Proof. The estimate (2.26) is standard for j = 0 [14]. For j # 0 it is a consequence
of the case j = 0 and of the commutation relations satisfied by P. The estimate
(2.27) follows from (2.26), (1.11), (2.20) and (2.21).

O
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3 The Cauchy problem at finite time

In this section we study the Cauchy problem for the equations (1.1) and (1.12)
and for related nonautonomous equations that will appear in Sections 5 and 6, for

finite initial time. We shall write those equations in the general form
0w =Kv+ f (3.1)

where
K=—(1/2)A4+V . (3.2)

The equations (1.1) and (1.12) are obtained by replacing (v, A,V f) by (u, A,0,0)
and by (w, B, — B, 0) respectively. We shall need a parabolically regularized version
of (3.1) of the form

i =Kyv+ f (3.3)

where
K,=—-(1/2)(1—-im)As+V (3.4)

for some 7 > 0. Furthermore we shall regularize A, V and f.

We shall use extensively the conservation law and/or estimates of the L? norm
which are formally associated with (3.1) and (3.3) and which actually hold for suf-
ficiently regular A, V and f. We state them in the following two Lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let I be an interval, let A € L} (I,L>®), VA € L,.(I,L>), V €
L (I,L>®) and f € L}, .(I,L?). Let v € (L. NCy,) (I, L?).
(1) Let n > 0 and let v satisfy (5.3) in I. Thenv € L} (I, H') and v satisfies

loc

the following inequality for all t1,to € I, t; < to :
2 2 "2 2
[o(t2) I3 = o)z + ?7/t dt || Vau(t) [I3

1

to
< dt 2 Tm < v, f>(t). (3.5)

t1
(2) Let v satisfy (3.1) in I. Then v € C(I,L?) and v satisfies the following
equality for all ty, to in I :

lo(e) 1B~ ot 5= [t 21m <o f> (). (36)
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There is a large number of results of the type of Lemma 3.1 in the literature.
The proof relies on commutator estimates of vector fields with standard mollifiers.

For instance for the proof of (3.6), one starts from the regularized identity
12}
loxota) 3 — [l oxuvlt) [l =2 Re/t dt < pxv,[px,A-V]v> (1)
1
t
+20m [ dt (< pxulpn A2+ Vv >+ <pxvpxf>) (1) (37)
t1

where ¢ is a standard mollifier in the space variables. The only delicate term in the
elimination of the mollifier is that containing the commutator [p*, A - V]. We refer
to [2] [3] for detailed proofs.

If v is more regular, similar results hold under weaker assumptions on A, V, f.

We state only one such result related to (3.1).

Lemma 3.2. Let I be an interval. Let A € L} (I, L3+ L>),V € L} (I, L3*+ L>)

loc

and f € L (I, HY). Let v € (L5, NCy)(I, H') satisfy (3.1) in I. Then v satisfies

loc loc

(5.6) for all ty,ty € I.

The proof of Lemma 3.2 is an elementary variant of that of Lemma 3.1. One
starts again from (3.7), where now the elimination of the mollifier is elementary

under the assumptions made on A, V and f.

Remark 3.1. The assumption v € (L%, NC,)(I, L?) in Lemma 3.1 is partly redun-
dant. On the one hand, if one is given a solution v € Lj2.(I, L?) of (3.1) or (3.3) in I,
that solution has a representative v’ € C(I, H=2). By a standard compactness argu-
ment v' € C, (I, L?) and therefore v’ satisfies the assumptions of the Lemma (see for
instance [9]). On the other hand, if v € C, (I, L?) then by the uniform boundedness

oo
loc

principle, v € L (I, L?). In practice, we shall use Lemma 3.1 mostly for n > 0 and
solutions v € C(I, L?) or for weaks limits of such solutions in L*(I, L?) which will

be extended to C, (I, L?) as explained above.

We now begin the study of the Cauchy problem for the equation (3.1). As
mentioned in the introduction, we shall study that problem successively at the level
of regularity of L?, H?, H?3 and H* using time derivatives as much as possible to
control the regularity.

We first state the result at the level of L2.
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Proposition 3.1. Let I be an interval, let A € L} (I, L*+L>), V € L}, (I, L*+L>)
and f € Li,.(I,L?). Let ty € I and vy € L*. Then
(1) There exists a solution v € (L2, N Cy) (I, L?) of (3.1) in I with v(tg) = v.

That solution satisfies
t
I o@ 13~ v I3 < [ at' 2 Tm <o, f > (#) (3.8)
to

forallt el.
(2) Let in addition A € L} (I,L>®), V € L} (I,L®) and VA € Li (I, L>).

Then the previous solution v is unique in (LS, N Cy)(I,L?), v € C(I,L*) and v
satisfies (3.6) for all t1,ty € 1.

Proof.

Part (1). The proof proceeds by a parabolic regularization and a limiting procedure.
We consider separately the cases t > ty and t < tg and we begin with ¢t > t,. We
replace (3.1) by (3.3) with 0 < n < 1, where in addition we regularize A in space
and time and V' in space by the use of standard mollifiers parametrized by 7, so
that the regularized A and V belong to C*®(I, HY) and to L'(I, HY) respectively
for any N > 0. We recast the Cauchy problem for the regularized equation in the

form of the integral equation

o(t) = (6(0))(t) = Uy (t — to)vo — i [ dt' Uy (t — ') F,(¢) (3.9)

where
Uy, (t) = exp(i(t/2)(1 —in)A) , (3.10)
Fy=(1—in) (id-Vo+ (1/2)A%) + Vo + f . (3.11)

We first solve (3.9) locally in time by contraction in C([tg, o + T, L?) for some
T > 0. The semigroup U, satisfies the estimate

| Un(t) 85 B(L?) || < Calmt)™12 fort >0 (3.12)

so that
| Uyt =t) Fy(t') 2 < C{(n(t =) | AW loo + AW 1% + 1V [l
X o) llz 4+ 1LFE) 2 (3.13)
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The RHS of (3.13) is in L' in the variable ¢'. Tt then follows from (3.13) that (3.9)
can be solved by contraction in C([tg,to + T, L?) for T sufficiently small. By a
standard argument using the fact that the equation is linear, one can extend the
solution to Iy = I N{t:t>ty}. Let v, be that solution.

We next take the limit where 1 tends to zero. For that purpose we use the fact

that v, satisfies
t
[ o(®) 13 < Il vo I3 +/ dt' 2 Tm < vy, f > (t') (3.14)
to
for all t € I, by Lemma 3.1, part (1), so that

on(®) o < lloo ll + [ e £) e (315)

and v, is uniformly bounded with respect to n in L{S (14, L?). We take the limit
n — 0 by a compactness argument. We can extract a subsequence of v, which
converges to some v € L (I, L?) in the weaks sense in L>(J, L?) for all J CC I,.
One can see that v satisfies the equation (3.1). In particular v € C(I,, H?) and v
can therefore be taken in C, (I, L?) (see Remark 2.1). Furthermore v, converges to

v weakly in L? pointwise in t. This can be seen easily from the identity
t+0 i+0
vy(t) = 071 / dt' v, (t') — 67! / dt'(t + 0 — )9, v,(t)) (3.16)
t t

and from the previous convergence of v, to v. This allows to prove that v satisfies
the initial condition v(fy) = vy and to take the limit 7 — 0 in (3.14), thereby ob-
taining (3.8). This completes the proof for t > ¢y3. A similar proof applies to the

case t < 1.

Part (2). It follows from Lemma 3.1, part (2) that v satisfies (3.6) and that v €

C(I,L?). Uniqueness follows from (3.6) with f = 0 applied to the difference of two
solutions.

(]

We now turn to the study of the Cauchy problem for the equation (3.1) at the

level of regularity of H2. As mentioned previously, we shall control that regularity

through the use of the time derivative 0,v. That derivative satisfies the equation

obtained by taking the time derivative of (3.1), namely
'éat @U = K@tv + fl (317)

19



f1 = (&gK) v+ 8tf =1 (&gA) . VAU + (&gV) v+ 8tf . (318)

We state the result as Proposition 3.2 below. That proposition is a minor ex-
tension of Lemma 3.1 in [10] since we have in addition a linear potential V' and an
inhomogeneous term f. In [10] the authors use the covariant space derivatives, which

is equivalent to using the time derivative for V' = f = 0, but not for nonzero V" and f.

Proposition 3.2. Let I be an interval, let A € L(I, L5 + L>*)NC(I, L3 + L>),

loc
QA€ Ll (1L +L®), Ve C(I,I* + L), 8,V € L. (I,L* + L), f € C(I,L?)
and 0,f € L*(I,L?). Let ty € I and vo € H*. Then

(1) There exists a unique solution v € C(I, H*) N CY(I,L*) of (5.1) in I with
v(ty) = vo. That solution satisfies (3.6) for all ty,ts € I. That solution is actually
unique in (LS. N Cy,) (I, HY).

(2) Let in addition A € L} (I,L>), VA € L, .(I,L>®) and V € L} .(I,L*>).

Then the previous solution v is actually unique in (L5, N Cy)(I, L?) and v satisfies
to
| dww(ta) I3 — |l Ov(t) II3 :/t dt 2 Im < O, f1 > (1) (3.19)

for all ty,ty € I, where fi is defined by (3.18).

Remark 3.2. Assumptions of the type ;A € L}, (I, X) almost imply that A €
C(I,X). The latter condition serves simply to exclude that A contains a constant
term in time which does not belong to X. A similar remark will apply to more

complicated assumptions of the same type made in Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 below.

Proof. Part (1). The proof proceeds by a parabolic regularization and a limiting
procedure as in the case of Proposition 3.1. We consider first the case t > t;,. We
replace (3.1) by (3.3) with 0 < n < 1, where in addition we regularize A, V and f by
standard mollifiers in space parametrized by 7, in such a way that the regularization
decreases the relevant L™ norms. We shall not indicate the regularization in the
notation for A and V. As regards f, we shall in general not indicate it either,
except in cases of doubt where we shall use the notation f,. The regularized A,
V and f satisfy conditions obtained from the assumptions of the proposition by
replacing L™ + L™ by HY for A and V and L? by H" for f, for arbitrary N > 0.

We consider again the integral equation, namely (3.9). We shall need the time
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derivative of ¢(v). Integration by parts yields
(10pp(v)) (t) = U, (t —to) (Kyvo + f) (to) + /t: dt" U,(t — "), F, () (3.20)
while (3.11) yields
OF, = (1—in) (iA- Voo + (1/2)A%0w) + Vo + fiy (3.21)
where
fin = (O Ky)) v+ 0 f =i(1 —in) (QA) - Vav+ (OV)v+ 0 f . (3.22)

We first solve (3.9) locally in time by contraction in C([tg,to + T], H*)N
C'([to, to + T, L?) for some T > 0. For that purpose we estimate
1Tt =)V EpE) ll2 < {1 Al I Vol + (AT + 11V llso) 0 12
+ | £ 12 }@) (3.23)
Uyt = )AF(E) lla < Cln(t =) IV (B = ) 2 + 1 AF(E) 2
<Clt =) Alloo 1 A0 llz + (I VAl + A1 + 1V o) | Vo ll2
+ (A e | VA e + 1YV lloo) [0 [l JE)+ [ AFE) ] (3.24)

1 Uyt = )0F (1) [l < Ca(t — 1)) 2 || AE) oo || Or0(t') |12
+CL(ITAI + 11V o) 10w s + 110A oo | VoI5
+ (| Alloo [10A oo + 110V lloo) [ v ll2 JE)+ 11 9f () [l - (3.25)
The RHS of (3.23)-(3.25) are in L' of the variable ¢'. By the same argument as in
Proposition 3.1, one obtains a solution v, € C(I, H*)NC* (I, L?) with I, = IN{¢t:
t> o).
We next take the limit where 1 tends to zero and for that purpose we need

estimates of v, uniform in 7 in the relevant space. We remark that v, satisfies the
equation (compare (3.17) (3.18) with (3.22))

i@t 8tv?7 = Knat'lln + fl?? . (326)
Let yo =|| v, ||2 and y1 =|| vy, ||2 . By Lemma 3.1, part (1), d,v,, satisfies

to
yl(t2)2 — yl(t1)2 < dt 2 Im < 0tv,7, fln > (t) (327)

t1
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for all t1,t5 € I, t; < 1o, so that

Oy < |l fin ll2 - (3.28)

We have already estimated yo by (3.15) uniformly in 7. For brevity we continue
the estimates by omitting the index 7 in v,. Furthermore, we keep only the most
dangerous, namely the most singular parts of A and V by keeping only the LP
component in all the LP+ L spaces that occur in the assumptions of the proposition.
The more regular L*° components yield contributions that can be estimated similarly

and involve lower norms of v. From (3.22) we obtain

I fills < A+ 21 0A s (I Volls + 1Al 1o o)+ 10V ll2 [ v [l
+ [ 0f 2 - (3.29)

On the other hand from (3.3) we obtain by direct estimation

lAvfs <2{m+ Al [ Volls + ATl + [V Izl ol + I f 2} -

(3.30)
By Lemma 2.1, we estimate
[ Volls v ol <Cllvll) Av 5",
(3.31)
lolls <C vl Il Ay
Substituting (3.31) into (3.30) and using Lemma 2.2, we obtain
| Av il <C (w11 F 1l + miy) (3.32)
where
m=|[Als + [V . (3.33)

From (3.29) and Lemma 2.1, we obtain
| finlle <CLIBA s (| Avlls +(10A s [ Alls + 110V [|2) 95" I Ao [5™}

+ 10 [l = Mo ([] Av iz 40) + [ 9ef [l2 (3.34)
so that by (3.28) (3.32)

Oy < || finlle My + || fll290)+ || Ouf |l2 (3.35)
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where

M(z,y0) = C{I0A s (z+my) + (1 %Al | Alls + |0V [l2)
x (o' 2" +mPyo) | - (3.36)

It then follows from Lemma 2.3 that y; is estimated by

b / 1/4 b —1/4 /
n(®) <exp (€ [t || 9A@) Ia) {mt)* + [ av (10 23" (¢)
t
H{ [ (oAl (1F I+ m'go)+ 10V s (17 15 3" +m5)
0
1/444
+lafl)}} (3.37)

where g is an estimate of yy uniform in 7 as obtained previously from (3.15). Substi-
tuting (3.37) into (3.32) finally yields an a priori estimate of || Av ||o. The estimates

thereby obtained are uniform in 7. In fact

yito) = I (Kyvo + f)(to) |2

< Avofls 42 Alls [ Voo lls + (AN + 1V ll2) lvo o + 1 fll2 - (3:38)

The norms of A, V and f that occur in (3.32), (3.37) and (3.38) are controlled by
the assumptions of the Proposition, so that the norms of the regularized quantities
are bounded uniformly with respect to the regularization, since the regularisation is
taken such as to decrease those norms.

We can now take the limit » — 0. The solution v, is uniformly bounded in
I,

© (I, H) N HL,, .(I;,L?. By compactness we can extract a subsequence which

converges in the weaks sense to some v € LS (I, H*) N HL, (I.,L*). One can
see that v satisfies (3.1) and therefore can be chosen in C, (I, H*) N CL(I,, L?).
Furthermore v, converges pointwise to v weakly in H? and d,v, converges pointwise
to v weakly in L?. Together with the fact that (K,vo + f,)(to) converges to
(Kvg+ f)(to) strongly in L?] this allows to prove that v satisfies the initial conditions
v(tg) = vo and Qv (ty) = (Kvo+ f)(tp). By Lemma 3.2, the solution v satisfies (3.6)
and therefore is unique in (L2, NC,) (I, H).

We now turn to the strong continuity of d,v in L? and of v in H2. When n — 0,
y1(to) converges to its value for n = 0 so that in the limit 7 — 0 the RHS of (3.37)
is bounded by its value for n = 0. On the other hand y;(¢) is non increasing in that

limit under pointwise weak convergence of d;v, in L?. Therefore (3.37) also holds in
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the limit » — 0. Since d;v is weakly continuous in L? and since the RHS of (3.37)
tends to y;(tp) when t decreases to tg, O,v is strongly continuous from the right at
to.

This completes the proof for ¢ > ¢, except for strong continuity. A similar proof
yields the corresponding results for ¢t < ty. In particular it yields strong continuity
of Oy from the left at ¢y, which together with the previous result yields strong
continuity of dyv at ty. Strong continuity of dv for any ¢t € I now follows from
strong continuity at ty and from uniqueness by varying t, for a given solution v.

Finally strong continuity of v in H? follows from the strong continuity of d,v and

from (3.1) under the available continuity assumptions on A, V and f.

Part (2). Uniqueness is a rewriting of the uniqueness part of Proposition 3.1, part

(2). The equality (3.19) follows from Lemma 3.1, part (2) applied to d;v as a solution
of (3.17).

(]

We now turn to the study of the Cauchy problem for (3.1) at the level of regularity

of H3. In addition to the space derivatives of v and to the time derivative d,v which

satisfies (3.17) (3.18), we shall use the mixed space time derivative V 40,v. That

derivative satisfies an evolution equation obtained by applying V 4 to (3.17), namely

i&gVAatU = —(1/2)VAAA815’U —+ VVAatU + g (339)

where

g = (@A + VV) @U + VAfl
= (@A + VV) @U + Z(atA) : VA X VA'U + Z(VatA) . VA'U
+ (8tV) VAU + (V@tV) v+ VA&gf . (340)

The result can be stated as follows.

Proposition 3.3. Let I be an interval. Let A, V and f satisfy A € C(I,L° + L™),
OHA€ L) (I, L5+ L>®), VAeC(I,L"+L>), VA€ L (I,L" + L>) for somer,
s, with 1/r+1/s =1/2,2<r <3,V eC(,L°+ L>), 8,V € L,.(I,L5+ L),

VV € C(I,L? + L®), NV € LL (I,L* + L®), f € C(I,H"), 8,f € LL.(I,HY).
Let to € I and vy € H?. Then
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(1) There exists a unique solution v € C(I, H*) N CY (I, H") of (5.1) in I with
v(tg) = vo. That solution satisfies (3.6) and (3.19) for all t1,ty € 1. That solution
is actually unique in (LSS, N Cy) (I, HY).

(2) Let in addition A € L2 (I,L®) , VA € LL (I,L®) and V € L. (I, L%).

Then the previous solution v is actually unique in (LS, N Cy)(I, L?) and v satisfies
to

| Va0u(ta) I3 — || Vao(ty) |3 :/t dt 2 Im < V 40,v,9 > (t) (3.41)
1

for all ty,ts € I, where g is defined by (3.40).

Remark 3.3. We recall that assumptions on the time derivative of a function and
on that function are related as explained in Remark 2.2. On the other hand the as-
sumptions on (A, 0;A) follow from those on (VA, 0;VA) by Lemma 2.1 for r > 12/5,
s < 12. We have written both assumptions explicitly in order to avoid that restric-
tion. Similarly the assumptions on (V,9,V) follow from those on (VV,0,VV).

Proof. The proof proceeds by a parabolic regularization and a limiting procedure
as in the case of Proposition 3.2. We consider first the case t > t,. We replace (3.1)
by (3.3) with 0 < 7 < 1 and with A, V' and f regularized in space as in Proposition
3.2. We use again the integral equation for v, namely (3.9), and we solve that
equation locally in time by contraction in C([ty,to + T], H?) N C ([to,to + T), H')
for some 7" > 0. For that purpose we use again the estimates (3.23) (3.24) (3.25),
supplemented by an additional estimate for U, (t — t')V0,F, ('), namely

| Uyt = £)VOF(t) [|l2 < Cnt =) | A#) oo || VO(E) [I2
+C{(I VAo + 1A% + [V llo) | VO I3

+ 1 0A oo I A0 2 + (| Alloe | VA oo + [ VV [|o) || B0 [l2

+ (1 VOA oo + [ Alloo 10A oo + 110V loo) | Vo II2

+ (1 VOA oo + VOV floo) lvll2 JE)+ | VOLE) 2 - (342)

The RHS of (3.42) as well as those of (3.23)-(3.25) is in L' of the variable ¢. By
the same argument as in Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, one obtains a solution v, €
C(I.,H)NCYI,,H"), with I, =TN{t:t>ty}.

We next take the limit where n tends to zero, and for that purpose we need

estimates of v, uniform in 7 in the relevant space. We shall need the evolution

25



equation for V 40,v,, namely
iatVAat'Un = —(1/2)(1 — in)VAAAatUn + VVAat'Un + 9n (343)
where (see (3.40))

9y = (@A + VV) 0,521,7 + Z(]. — 177) ((@A) . VA ® VAUn + (V@tA) : VAUW)
+ (@V) VAUn + (V@tV) Uy + VAatf . (344)

Let yo =| v, |2, v1 =|| Owvy, ||2 and y =|| Vv, ||2 . By a minor variation of
Lemma 3.1, part (1), V 40,v, satisfies
t

y(t2)? —y(t)2 < [ dt 2 Tm < Vadyvy, gy > (1) (3.45)

t1

for all t1,%5 € Iy, t <ty s0 that
Oy <l gnll2 - (3.46)

We have already estimated yo by (3.15), y1 by (3.37) and || Av, ||z by (3.32) uni-
formly in 7. We now estimate y and at the same time || AVv, [|» (which is not
part of the norm of the space of resolution). As in the proof of Proposition 3.2, we
omit the index 7 in v, and we keep only the most dangerous parts of A and V' by
dropping the L components allowed by the assumptions on A, V. From (3.44)
(3.46) we obtain

ay < (1 9A s + YV [ls) [ 0w s +0+m)> (11 BA s || Vv Il

+ | VOA e | Vav s )+ VOV ol v llee + 110V s | Vavlls + || Vadif Il2 -
(3.47)

We then estimate

IVl < I VP L 2 Al Vel + TAR Tl + VAL Tl

(3.48)
I Vavlls <[ Volls + [[Alls vl (3.49)
I Vavlls < I Volls + Al vl (3.50)
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where 1/ry =1/2—2/s,1/ro =1/2—3/s,1/r3 =1/3—1/s,so that r; <r; <6 < s.
We next estimate by (2.3) and Lemma 2.1

| 0w lls < C || Vadh [l = Cy (3.51)
V20l < C I VAU I3 || Av 370 (3.52)
| Vo lls < C | VAw 77 ) Av [l (3.53)

where 0 < § = 6(r) = 3/2 — 3/r < 1/2. Furthermore

VAV, < [[VAs [l +2 1 Al I V20 Il +2 ] VAL [ Vol
+2 | VAL TA L vl + ANV Iy (3.54)

so that by (3.52) (3.53) and Lemma 2.2

IVAvlly < C{I VAl + ([ AV + || VA2) || A |
+ 2| VAL 1Al vl + ITAIZ N Vol } - (3.55)

On the other hand, by a direct estimate of (3.3), we obtain

| VA [|l2 < 2{y+ ClAl i+ VV Iz llvle + [V sl Vulls
+ 1V} (3.56)

where we have used (3.51).

We substitute (3.56) into (3.55), we substitute the result into (3.52) (3.53), we
substitute the result into (3.48) (3.49), and we substitute the result and (3.50) (3.51)
into (3.47). Using the fact that the remaining norms of v in (3.48)-(3.50) and in
(3.55) (3.56) are controlled by || v; H* || and using (3.32), we finally obtain an

estimate of the form
aty S N(y> Y1, yO) (357)

where N depends in addition on A, V and f through the norms associated with the
assumptions of the proposition, /N is homogeneous of degree 1 in y, o, y1 and f,
and N as a function of y is the sum of a finite number of powers between 0 and 1.
The estimate (3.57) plays the same role in the proof of this proposition as (3.35)
in the proof of Proposition 3.2. Using the fact that y, and y; have already been
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estimated uniformly in 7 in the proof of Proposition 3.2 and applying Lemma 2.3,

we obtain an estimate of the form

y(t) < P (y(to), 1) (3.58)

where P(z,t) is uniform in 7, increasing in z and continuous and increasing in ¢ for
t >ty with P(z,%y) = z. The estimate (3.58) plays the same role in the proof of
this proposition as (3.37) in the proof of Proposition 3.2. Now y(t) is estimated

uniformly in 5 for vy € H?. This follows from the estimate

ylto) = | Va(Kyvo + f)(to) ll2 < C{ || VAvg [l + [ A lls | V200 Il

+ VAL Voo lls + TATE T Voo lley + 11V lle | Voo lls

+( Al VAL + 1TVV ) v lle + AL vo Il

+ LAY NV lls Hvolle + IV 0 + TAI S} (3.59)

The estimates (3.58) (3.59) provide an estimate of y uniform in 7. Together with
the estimates of J;v in L? and of v in H? that follow from (3.32) (3.37) and with
(3.55) (3.56), they provide an a priori estimate of v in L{S.(I, H¥)NHL, (I, H"),
uniformly in 7.

We can now take the limit » — 0. The end of the proof is the same as in Propo-

sition 3.2 and will be omitted.

Part (2) is proved in the same way as Part (2) of Proposition 3.2.
g
We now turn to the study of the Cauchy problem for (3.1) at the level of regularity
of H* We shall control the regularity of v at that level through the use of the
second time derivative 9?v. That derivative satisfies an evolution equation obtained

by applying 9?7 to (3.1), namely

i0; Ofv = KO2v + fo (3.60)

where
fo=2(0K) 0w+ f3 (3.61)
fs=(07K) v+ 02f =i (FA) - Vav+ ((BA)? + V) v + O2f (3.62)

and 0, K can be read from (3.18).
In the present case however there arises a difficulty with the initial condition. We

shall perform the same regularization as in the proof of Proposition 3.2, replacing
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(3.1) by (3.3) and in addition regularizing A, V and f in space. We shall again
use the integral equation associated with (3.3), namely (3.9), and we shall need the
second time derivative of ¢(v). By integration by parts, that derivative is seen to be
(0F0(v)) (1) = ~U(t — to) (B (Ko + fy) +1 (0:,) vo + i0u ) (to)
i ttdt’ U, (t — £)32F, (1) (3.63)
0

For smooth regularized A and V', the domain of Kf, is H*, thereby suggesting to
take vy € H*. However we shall make only weak assumptions on the space regularity
of A and V, namely assumptions of the L" type, but no assumptions on the space
derivatives. Under such assumptions, whereas the domain of K for n = 0 is easily
seen to remain H?2, the domain of K? can be very complicated and completely
different from H*. As a consequence, for fixed vy € H*, K2vy may very well blow up
in the limit  — 0. This has two consequences. First the initial condition vy should
be chosen in a way adapted to K, namely such that K(Kuvy + f) € L? for t = t,
and 7 = 0. Such a vy will in general not be in H*. Second we need to regularize
the initial vy to some wvg, for n > 0. This is most simply done by imposing the
condition that K, (K,vo, + f,) be independent of 7. Actually for technical reasons
it is convenient to replace K, in that condition by (p + K,) for some sufficiently
large positive p, such that —p belongs to the resolvent set of K, and that (p + K))
be invertible for all . Thus we choose vy and we regularize it in such a way that at
t =1y

(p+ K, von+ (p+ K) fr=(p+ K) v+ (p+ K)f =2¢€ L*, (3.64)
namely such that the LHS of (3.64) be independent of n and be a fixed z € L?. In
other words vy should be chosen as

vo=—(p+K)'f+(p+ K) 2z (3.65)

namely vy should be a given vector of D(K) modulo D(K?), and vy should be
regularized to
vog = = (p+K,) " fy+ (p+ ) 72 (3.66)

As in Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, we shall need that all the initial conditions for the
relevant norms converge when 1 — 0 namely that (¢(v))to = vo, and i(0,¢(v))(to) =
(Kyvon + fr)(to) converge in H* and that

- (8t2¢(v)> (tO) = (Kn(KnUOn + fn) +1 (atKn) Von + iatfn) (tO) (3-67)
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converge in L? as 7 — 0. This will require some information on the operator K,

and in particular the convergence of K, to K in the strong resolvent sense [11].

Lemma 3.3. Let I be an interval, let A € C(I,L° + L>®)NCYI,L[* + L), V €
CHI,L*+ L*>). Let 0 <n < 1. Let K be defined by (3.2) and let K,, be defined by
(8.4) with A and V' regularized as in the proof of Proposition 3.2. Then, for fized
t=tyel

(1) There exists p > 0 independent of n such that p+ K and p+ K,, have bounded
inverses from L* to H?, with (p+ K,,)~" uniformly bounded in n as an operator from
L? to H?.

(2) Whenn — 0, (p+K,)™" converges strongly to (p+K)™* and (9,K,)(p+K,) ™"
converges strongly to (0,K)(p + K)™* in L?.

Proof. Part (1) follows by standard arguments from the fact that the A and V
dependent parts in K, are a Kato small perturbation of the Laplacian uniformly
with respect to 7 € [0,1]. In fact let A = Ag + A, with Ag € L° and A, € L™,
and similarly V' = V5 + V. Then by Lemma 2.1

|iA-Vo+ (A2/2) [l < || As lls | Vo lls + || Ag [12 1] v [la

+ 0 Aso lloo | V0l + 1 A 1% 110 12

<Ol 4slls ol 1T AvIE + (11 A6 13 + 1| Aso lloo) v 15 | Av [157%)
+ [ Aso (12 110 2

<pllAvls +C{(p P +p ) I Aslls + (e +1) [ A |2} v 2 (3.68)

for all © > 0, and similarly
1 Volls <pll Aol +(Cu® 1 Valls + [ Vao lloo) v 2 - (3.69)
The uniformity in 7 follows from the fact that the regularization does not increase

the norms of A and V' that appear in (3.68) (3.69).

Part (2). We first remark that K, — K and 0,K, — 0,K converge strongly to zero
from H? to L? when n — 0. For K, — K and for the Ag and V5 components,
this follows from the estimates (3.68) (3.69) applied to the differences and from the
fact that the regularization tends strongly to the identity in L” for 1 < r < oc.

For the L*™ components, the result follows from the pointwise almost everywhere
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convergence of the regularized quantities to the unregularized ones and from the
dominated convergence theorem. For 0,K, — 0,K the same argument applies with
the only difference that now 0;A is decomposed as (0;A)s + (0;A)s and that the
contribution of (0;A); is estimated by

1 @A) -Vavla < [[@A)lls (IVUlle + | Aslle |0 llo + [ Ass lloo | ¥ ll6)
< CI@Asls (A0 ll2 + [ As llo 1o 15 || Av |3
+ 1 Aso lloo 10 115 11 Aw 15 ) . (3.70)

We now turn to the proof of strong resolvent convergence. Let v € L. Then
((p+ K) ™ = (p+ K)o =(p+ K,) " (5, = K) (p+ K) " (3.71)

which tends to zero strongly in L? by the previous convergence of K, — K since
(p+ K) v is a fixed vector in H? and (p + K,))~* is uniformly bounded in 1 as an

operator in L2. Finally

[@K,) (p+ K,) ™ = (K (p+ K) Yo = (0, — OK) (p+ K)o
— (0, (p+ F,) (K — K) (p+ K)o (3.72)

The first term in the RHS converges to zero strongly in L? by the previous strong
convergence of 9K, to 6K as an operator from H? to L?. The second term con-
verges to zero by the previous convergence of K, to K and from the fact that
(0.K,)(p+ K,)" is uniformly bounded in 7 as an operator in L?.

O
Remark 3.4. If it were not for the fact that the regularization does not converge
to the identity strongly in L*°, and in particular if A, V' and 9;A, 0;V did not have
L components, we would obtain norm convergence instead of strong convergence
in Part (2) of the Lemma.

We can now state the result for the Cauchy problem for (3.1) at the level of
regularity of H*.

Proposition 3.4. Let I be an interval. Let A, V and f satisfy A € C(I, L5+ L*>°)N
CYI, L3+ L), ;A e L} (I,L*+L>®), ?A e L, (I,L[2+L>),V e CHI,[*+L>),

loc loc

0PV e L (I, L+ L>), f e CY(I,L*), 02f € L}, .(I,L*). Letty € I and let vy € H?
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be such that vo + (p+ K(to)) ' f(to) € D(K (ty)?) for some p > 0 sufficiently large.
Then

(1) There exists a unique solution v € C*(I, H*) N C*(I, L?) of (3.1) in I with
v(ty) = vo. That solution satisfies (3.6) and (3.19), namely

. . to .
I dlo(t2) I3 — [l &lv(t) [I5 = /t1 dt 2 Im < dfv, f; > () (3.73)

for 7 = 0,1 and for all t;,ty € I, where fo = f and f1 is defined by (3.18). That
solution is actually unique in (LS, NC,)(I, H'). Furthermore iKOv = K(Kv+ f) €
C(I,L?).

(2) Let in addition A € L} (I,L>), V € L},.(I,L>) and VA € L}, .(I,L>).

loc loc loc

Then the previous solution v is actually unique in (L= N C,)(I, L*) and v satisfies
(8.73) for j = 2 and for all ty,ts € I, where fy is defined by (3.61) (3.62).

Remark 3.5. If A, V and f are sufficiently regular in the space variable, the con-
dition K(Kv + f) € C(I, L?) is equivalent to the condition v € C(I, H?).

Proof. The proof proceeds by a parabolic regularization and a limiting procedure
as in the case of Proposition 3.2. We consider first the case t > t;. We replace
(3.1) by (3.3) with 0 < n < 1 and with A, V and f regularized as in Proposition
3.2. We use again the integral equation for v, namely (3.9), now however with the
initial data vy regularized to vy, according to (3.66) with z defined by (3.65), or
equivalently by (3.64), and we solve that equation locally in time by contraction in
C([to, to + T, H*) NC ([to, to + T, H) N C*([to, to + T}, L*) for some T > 0. For that
purpose we use again the estimates (3.23) (3.24) (3.25) and (3.42), supplemented by
an additional estimate for U, (t — )02 F,(¢'), namely

| Uyt = )ZE,(E) [l < Cln(t =) | A(¥) [|oo || B0t |2

+C{ 1 0A [loo | VOw [l + [ 7Aoo | Vo |1

F(AE + 1V o) 1020 2 + (I Alloo | 0A [loo + 11 8V lloo) I| 00 II2
+ (1A oo | Alloe + QAN + 13V lloo) lvll2 J+ 1102F 12 - (3.74)

The RHS of (3.74) as well as those of (3.23)-(3.25), (3.42) is in L of the variable t'.
On the other hand, the choice (3.66) of the regularized (¢(v))(to) yields (see (3.67))

(¢(v))(to) = vo, € D(K,) = H* , (3.75)

32



(109 (v)) (to) = (KnUOn + fn) = —puoy + (p+ Kn)_l z e D(Kn) = H? ) (3.76)

— (820(v)) (to) = K,y (Kyvoy + f,) + i (8K, vy + 10, f,
= —pKyvo, + K, (p+ K,) ' 2+ (8:K,) vo, +i0:f, € L* . (3.77)

Using those properties and the previous estimates, one obtains a solution v, €
C(I.,H*)NCY (I, H)YNC* (I, L?) of (3.1) with I, = I'N{t:t >ty} by the same
argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Furthermore it follows from (3.3), more
precisely from (3.26), that Adv, € C(I4, L?) so that v, € C* (I, H?).

We next take the limit where 1 tends to zero and for that purpose we need
estimates of v, uniform in 7 in the relevant spaces. We remark that v, satisfies the
equation (compare with (3.60)-(3.62))

i0, Ofv, = K, v, + fay (3.78)
where
fon = 2(0,KK;) Opvy, + f (3.79)
fag = (OPK,) v, + 02,
= i(1—in) (67 A) - Vavy + (1 = in) (0A)* + V) vy + 0 £, (3.80)

and 0,K,, can be read from (3.22).
Let y; =|| &/v, ||2, 7 =0,1,2. By Lemma 3.1, part (1), d?v, satisfies

to
yg(t2)2 — yg(t1)2 < dt 2 Im < 831)77, fgn > (t) (381)

t1

for all ¢1,%5 € It <ty s0 that

Oy2 < || fan ll2 - (3.82)

We have already estimated yo by (3.15) and y; in the proof of Proposition 3.2. Now

however the initial values of yo and y; are

Yo(to) =l von lz 5 w1(to) = || (Kyvo, + f) (to) |2

by (3.75) (3.76). It follows from (3.15) and from Lemma 3.3 that y(to) and y; (o)
are uniformly bounded in 7, so that the estimates of yy and y; are also uniform in

n. (See especially (3.35) (3.37)). We next estimate y,, omitting again the index 7 in
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v, for brevity and keeping only the most dangerous parts of A and V' by dropping
again the L> components allowed by the assumptions on A and V. From (3.79)
(3.80), by exactly the same estimates as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 (see (3.29)
(3.34)), we obtain

| fon | < 2Mo (| A [l ,51) + | fay |2 (3.83)

where M is defined in (3.34). On the other hand from (3.26) and again by exactly
the same estimates as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 (see (3.30) (3.32)) we obtain

| Adw [l < C (2 + |l fin Il + msn) (3.84)

with the same constant C' as in (3.32). From (3.82)-(3.84) we then obtain

Oryz < || fan lla < 2M (y2 + || fin ll2 5 90) + [ fan [l2 (3.85)

where M is defined by (3.36). The L? norm of fi, is already estimated by (3.34)

and it remains only to estimate fs,. We obtain

< 13Als (Vo lls + 1Al v llo)
+ (l2AlE + 10V ) vl + 1102F |12
< My + | fll2wo)+ 1 32F Il (3.86)

I fan 2

by Lemma 2.1 and (3.32), where

Mi(z,90) = C{ | 7 A lls (= +m*y)
+(1 Al 1Al + 10AZ + 1102V Il2) (s '2¥* +mPyo) } .(3.87)

Note in particular that the assumptions on the time derivatives of A, V and f made
in the proposition are taylored to ensure that the estimate (3.86) is integrable in time
uniformly with respect to the regularization under the already available estimates
on Yo, y1. From (3.85) (3.86), from the previous estimates of yo and y; and from

Lemma 2.1, it follows that gy, satisfies an estimate of the form

y2(t) < Py (y2(to), 1) (3.88)

where Py(z,t) is uniform in 7, increasing in z, continuous and increasing in t for
t > to, and satisfies P(z,ty) = z. Actually that estimate is obtained from (3.37) by
replacing vo, y1, f, O:f by vi, Y2, fin, fan and using the available estimates for y,
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fin and fs,. Substituting (3.88) into (3.84) then yields an estimate of || Adw ||z

Furthermore the initial value of y,, namely

y2(t0) = H (Kn (Kn Von + fn) +1 (atKn) Von + iatfn) (t0> ||2 (3-89)

is uniformly bounded in 7 by (3.66) (3.77) and Lemma 3.3. Therefore the estimates
(3.88) of y and (3.84) of || A ||2 are also uniform in 7, so that v is estimated in
H;o (I+7 H2) N Hgo

We can now take the limit n — 0. For that purpose, we need the strong conver-

loc 1oe(I+, L?) uniformly in 7.

gence of the initial conditions as 7 — 0, more precisely the convergence of (¢(v)) (%)
and (0;¢(v))(to) in H? and the convergence of (92¢(v))(ty) in L?. Those convergences
follow from (3.75)-(3.77), from (3.66) and from Lemma 3.3. With that information
available, the end of the proof is the same as that of Proposition 3.2 and will be

omitted.

Part (2) is proved in the same way as Part (2) of Proposition 3.2.
g

4 Scattering theory at the level of L? and H? for w

In this section we begin the study of scattering theory for (1.1) with a potential
A satisfying conditions of the type (2.26), or equivalently for (1.16) with a potential
B satisfying conditions of the type (2.27). Here we study that theory for (1.1) in
the spaces L? and FH?, or equivalently for (1.16) in the spaces L? and H?. This
will be done by studying (1.12) in L? and H? and will rely on Propositions 3.1 and
3.2.

The main result of this section has been stated as Proposition 1.1 in the intro-

duction and is repeated here as the following proposition.
Proposition 4.1. Let A satisfy

| PPOCA ||, Vv || Pi(z-A) |, < C 142 (1.20) = (4.1)

where P=t0; +x -V, for 0 < j+|a| < 1,2 <r < o0 and for all t € [1,00).
(1) Let X = L? or FH?. Then for any uy € X, there exists a unique solution u
of (1.1) such that u € C([1,00),X) and such that

| a(t) —uy; X || =0 whent — oo . (1.21) = (4.2)
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Conversely for any solution u of (1.1) such that u € C([1,00), X), there exists u, €
X such that (4.2) holds.

(2) Let X = L* or H?. Then for any wy € X, there exists a unique solution
w, € C([1,00),X) of (1.16) such that

| we(t) —wy; X || =0 whent — oo . (1.22) = (4.3)

Conversely for any solution w, € C([1,00),X) of (1.16), there exists wy € X such
that (4.3) holds.

Proof. By (1.19), Parts (1) and (2) are equivalent, with w; = Fu,. We concentrate
on Part (2). By (1.11) (2.20) (2.21), the assumption (4.1) on A can be rewritten in

terms of B as
|9 2B |l < C el 0B, < 0t

For X = H? Part (2) is then obtained as an immediate consequence of Propo-
sition 3.2, part (1) applied with (v, A, V, f) replaced by (w, B, —B,0) with w(t) =

w,(1/t). In fact, from the previous assumption on B,
I B(t)lls <C /%, | :B(t) s <C 22 || 9,B(t) [l < Ot/

so that the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, part (1) are satisfied.
For X = L2, the situation is slightly more delicate. For the same choice of
(v, A, V, f), the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, part (1) are satisfied in I = [0, 1],

but the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, part (2) are satisfied only in (0, 1] because
| VB ||lo <Ct7

is not integrable at ¢t = 0. We shall therefore combine Proposition 3.1 in (0, 1] with
an approximation argument using Proposition 3.2, part (1). Let first ¢y € [0, 1] and
wo € L*. We approximate wy by a sequence {wg;} in H? converging strongly to wg
in L?. By Proposition 3.2, part (1), each wg; generates a solution w; € C([0, 1], H?)
of (1.12) with w;(ty) = wp;. Furthermore L? norm conservation holds for those

solutions so that
| w;(t) —wi(t) lla = || wo; — wor [|2 for all t € [0,1] .

Therefore w; converges in norm in L*([0, 1], L?) to a solution w € C([0, 1], L?),

with constant L? norm. Using that result with ¢; = 0 and wy, = Wy yields the
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existence part of the first statement of Part (2). We next prove uniqueness. Let
wy,wy € C([0,1], L?) be two solutions of (1.12) in [0, 1] with w(0) = wy(0) = wy.

By Proposition 3.1 applied in (0, 1], w; — w; satisfies L? norm conservation, namely
| wi(t) —wa(t) |2 =C forte(0,1].

Since w; and wy have the same strong L? limit as t — 0, the last constant is zero
and therefore w; = ws.

We finally prove the second statement of Part (2).

Let w € C((0,1], L?) be a solution of (1.12). By Proposition 3.1 applied in (0, 1],
w is uniquely determined in C((0, 1], L?) (actually in (C, N L{2)((0,1], L?)) by its
value wy = w(ty) for some ty > 0. By the previous H? approximation method, we
can construct a solution w’ € C([0, 1]; L?) of (1.12) with w’(y) = wy. By uniqueness,
w = w in (0,1] and therefore w has a strong limit in L? as ¢t — 0. This proves the
second statement of Part (2).

(]

In the language of scattering theory, Proposition 4.1 essentially expresses the
existence of the wave operators and their asymptotic completeness for the equation
(1.1) in L? and in FH?, as compared with the free Schrodinger evolution, and for
the equation (1.16) in L? and in H?, as compared with the constant evolution.

In Proposition 4.1, we have obtained the existence and asymptotic completeness
of the wave operators by using Propositions 3.1 and 3.2. If one is only interested in
the existence of the wave operators in L2, one can avoid using Proposition 3.2 and
use only Proposition 3.1. As a consequence no assumption is needed on the time

derivative of B or equivalently on PA.

Proposition 4.2. Let A satisfy
lo5A L V [z-Al, <C 7 (4.4)

for 0 <|a| <1,2<r <oo and for allt € [1,00). Then
(1) For any u, € L?, there exists a unique solution v € C([1,00), L?) of (1.1)
such that
| a(t) —uy |2 =0 when t — 00 . (4.5)

(2) For any wy € L?, there exists a unique solution w, € C([1,00), L?) of (1.16)
such that
| wi(t) —wy |2 =0 when t — oo . (4.6)
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Proof. Again Parts (1) and (2) are equivalent by (1.19) with wy = Fuy and can
be rephrased in an obvious way in terms of w and of (1.12). The assumption (4.4)

on A can be rewritten in terms of B as
| o8B |, < C Y | B, <C V"

Under that assumption Proposition 3.1 holds in (0,1]. Let w, € H?. Let to > 0.
By Proposition 3.1, there exists a (unique) solution wy, € C((0,1], L?) of (1.12)
such that wy, () = wy. Furthermore for ty > t; > 0, wy, — wy, satisfies L? norm

conservation in (0, 1], while w;, — w5 satisfies the equation
i0; (wy, — W7) = (—(1/2)Ap — B) (wy, — 03) — R(WF) (4.7)
where R(-) is defined by (1.32), so that
R@y) = ((1/2)Ap + B) w7 . (4.8)

Therefore, for all ¢t € (0, 1]

to
| wee (8) = wey () fl2 = || weo(t1) — @ [|2 < /tl dt || R(wy) [|2

Now

| R@@s) | < | dws flz + B lls | Ve s + (I BIZ + 1 Bll) Il wy oo < C
(4.9)

so that
|| we, () — we, () |l2 < Clty — to for all t € (0,1] . (4.10)

It follows from (4.10) that wy, converges in norm in L*>((0, 1], L?) to a limit w €
C((0,1], L?) which is also a solution of (1.12) when ¢y — 0. Furthermore by taking
the limit ¢t; — 0 in (4.10), we obtain

| we, (8) —w(t) [[o < Cty  forallte(0,1] (4.11)
and in particular
| w(to) =% [l2 < C o (4.12)
so that w can be extended to C([0, 1], L?) with w(0) = wy.

This proves the existence part in the proposition in the special case where w, €
H?. The proof for general w, € L? follows therefrom by the same approximation

argument as in Proposition 4.1.
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The proof of the uniqueness part is the same as in Proposition 4.1 since it does
not use Proposition 3.2.
a
In the framework of Proposition 4.1, if we assume additional regularity proper-
ties of w, and u,, we obtain stronger convergence properties than (4.2) (4.3), in
the form of time decay as powers of . We have stated typical results of this type,
expressed in terms of u and of w,, as Proposition 1.2 in the introduction. That
proposition follows as a special case (namely with m = 1) of the following proposi-

tion, where the corresponding results are stated in terms of w.

Proposition 4.3. Let A satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 4.1. Let w, € H?
and let w € C([0,1], H?) be the solution of (1.12) with w(0) = wy obtained by
Proposition 3.2. Then the following estimates hold :

(1)
[w() —wy |2 <Ct. (4.13)

(2) Let in addition wy € H*™™ for m > 0. Then
C tWm/3 - form < 1/2
| w®) —U@)ws ||lo < C B2 form=1/2 (4.14)
C 32 form >1/2.
(3) Let wy € H®. Then
1 0. (w(t) = U@®yws) [l V|| Alw(t) - Utyws) [l < C /2. (4.15)

Proof of Proposition 1.2. Part (2) of that proposition follows from the special
case m = 1 of Proposition 4.3 and from (1.15). Part (1) follows from Part (2) and
from (1.19).

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Part (1). In the same way as in the proof of Proposition
4.2, we estimate
10 [| w(t) = [l2] < || R(wy) [l <C (4.16)

from which (4.13) follows by integration.
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Part (2). We estimate similarly
10 || w(t) = Ut [l2] <[ RU@WT) (|2 (4.17)
where R(-) is defined by (1.32). We compute
R(U(tywy) = —iB - VU(tywy — (B*/2 - B) U(t)wy (4.18)
and we estimate
C || B llajsm) || w™ 2wy |2 < C t0+™/3 for m < 1/2

| B-VU@T ll2 <3 C Il B lojams) | wis HY2 | < C 10792 form =1/2

C || Blls || we; H¥*™ || < C /2 for m > 1/2 ,
(4.19)

| (B2 BU@aT o < C (1B + 1| Bll) |l wy H | <C 62 (4.20)
by (4.1) and Lemma 2.1. The result follows from (4.17) (4.19) (4.20) by integration

on time.

Part (3). We use the estimates in the proof of Proposition 3.2 applied with (v, A,V f)
replaced by (w — U(t)ws, B, —B, —R(U(t)wz)). In addition to the estimate

I RU @) [l < C 12 (4.21)
which follows from (4.19) (4.20), we need the estimate
[ 0:RU@wY) ll2 < | 0B Iz | VUBWT [l + || B lloo | VAW |2
+ | BB = 0B |l | UOTT oo + (I Bl + 1| Bllo) | Ay Iy
<Cllwy H | tV2<Ct71/? (4.22)

by (4.1) and Lemma 2.1.
From (4.21) it follows immediately by integration that

|w—U®)ws ||, < C 32 . (4.23)

From the estimate (3.37), it follows by substituting (4.21)-(4.23) that

10, (w = Utyws) [l < C ¢'2 (4.24)

which yields the estimate of the first term in (4.15). Substituting (4.24) (4.21) (4.23)
into (3.32) yields the estimate of the second term in (4.15).
0
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5 HX regularity of the wave operators for u

In this section we study the theory of scattering for (1.1) in spaces H* for k > 0
for sufficiently smooth A satisfying conditions of the type (2.26). We have already
obtained L? wave operators satisfying asymptotic completeness in L? for (1.1) in
Proposition 4.1, part (1), and the problem is that of additional regularity for those
wave operators. We restrict our attention to the case where k is an even integer. For
brevity in all this section we shall take for granted the existence of solutions of (1.1)
at the required level of regularity and we shall concentrate on the derivation of higher
norm estimates. The existence results follow from Propositions 3.1-3.4 for £ < 4
and can be proved in the same way for higher k. We first derive bounds for higher

norms of generic solutions of (1.1). Those bounds are unfortunately not uniform in ¢.

Proposition 5.1. Let j > 1 be an integer and let A satisfy the estimates
| OlA || <C 1 for0<1<j. (5.1)

Let uw € C7([1,00), L*) NC7Y([1, 00), H?) be a solution of (1.1). Then u satisfies the
estimates

ltulls v 18] Aulls <C(1+tnt)? . (5.2)

Let in addition A satisfy the estimates
0L 0% Allee <C 71 for0<|al/2+1<j—1 (5.3)

and let u € 0<Fl‘|< CI7Y([1,00), H*). Then u satisfies the estimates
<I<j

&7 'Alu ||, <C(L+n )Y for0<1<7. (5.4)

Proof. The proof proceeds by induction on j and possibly [, starting from (1.1).
Since for the proof of Proposition 5.2 below, we shall need a similar induction for a
slightly more general equation, we shall replace (1.1) by the more general inhomo-
geneous equation

i0u = —(1/2)Au+ f . (5.5)

For the needs of the present proof we shall take f = 0 at the end. Taking the j-th

time derivative of (5.5), we obtain

0] 'u = ~(1/2)Andfu+ 3 i CH{OT TN (014) - Va)} Bfu+ 0] f

0<i<y
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= —(1/2)A0u+ S i (8]7'A) - Vadhu

0<i<y

+ Y or L (ATTA) @A) dub + 0] f (5.6)

0<m<j—I

where we have used the relation (see (3.18))
—(1/2) (0, A4) =i (0,A) - V4 . (5.7)
We now define
y=0ully for0<I1<j, z=1A0 " uly for1<1<j,2=0.

In the same way as in Section 3 and by using (5.1), we estimate

Ol < C 70> (I Vadtulle +¢w) + 1107 |2 - (5.8)
0<i<j
Now
| Vadhu |2 < (mze)? < (1/2) (g + 241) - (5.9)

We substitute (5.9) into (5.8), using the middle bound of (5.9) for [ = j — 1 and the
last bound of (5.9) for [ < 7 — 1. We obtain

O] < C 7 {(yj—lzj)1/2 + > (w +Zz)} + 1 9f2 - (5.10)

0<i<y

On the other hand by a similar estimate, we obtain

<2+ 0 S (I Vadtu e +7w) + 20 87 (5.11)

0<l<j-1
so that by (5.9) again
5 <25 +Ct Y (wta)+ 20107 f |- (5.12)

0<I<j

We now prove the estimate (5.2) by induction on j through the use of (5.10) (5.12)
with f = 0. The starting point is yo = C' by L? norm conservation. We next assume
that

ylel§C(1+£nt)2l for0<i<j.

Substituting that assumption into (5.10) (5.12) yields

O] < C {1+ en ty ™! 22 4+ (1 + tn )20} (5.13)
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2 < 2y; + C 71 (1 + ent)*0=Y (5.14)

so that
Oys| < CHH{(L+enty ™ P+ (1 tn )00} (5.15)

Integrating over time by Lemma 2.3 yields the first estimate of (5.2), from which
the second estimate follows by (5.14) and (5.1).
We now turn to the proof of (5.4). For that purpose we define

A= ol A, for 0 <1<
so that z;] = y; is already estimated by (5.2). Now for 1 <[ < j,

o= oA (200, + 24V + A%)u+2f) ||2
<27'4+C Y > {lorocaA e o0V |,
0<m<j—1 |a+B|=2(1-1)

+ | 002 (A%) ||oo | D00 2 b+ 2| OTIAF |

1/2 .
gzz§—1+0t—1{(z;z§:11)/ + > z,;n}+ 201 7'Af |l (5.16)

m<k<j—1

by (5.3) and
. 12 1

3751

We now prove the result by induction on j and for each j by induction on [
starting from 29 = yo = C. Thus we assume that zJ* < C(1 + ¢n t)? for 0 <m <
k<j—1andfor k =j, 0<m <1[—1. The estimate (5.4) follows immediately

from (5.16) with f = 0 and from that assumption.
(]
Although we are unable to prove the H* boundedness of general H* solutions
of (1.1), we can nevertheless construct densely defined H* wave operators for that
equation, namely construct solutions that are H* bounded and that are asymptotic
in the H* sense to prescribed model asymptotics of the type u, = U(t)u, with
asymptotic state u, in a dense subspace of H*. The method of construction is that
sketched in the introduction, adapted to the fact that we are now working directly
with ¢ — oo. One looks for u in the form u = u, + v. The evolution equation for v

becomes obviously

10w = —(1/2)A v — R(uy) (5.18)
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where

R(u,) = (i0:+ (1/2)A4) u,
= —iA-Vu, — (1/2)A%u, . (5.19)

One takes a large finite ¢y, one constructs a solution vy, of (5.18) with suitably small
initial data vy = vy, (to) at tg, and one takes the limit of vy, as ty — 0o. The key of
the proof consists in estimating v, for ¢ < ¢, uniformly in ¢y at the required level
of regularity. The estimates thereby obtained remain true in the limit and provide
asymptotic estimates for the solution u at that level. The method will be presented
in detail in Section 6 below in the more interesting case of the equation (1.12) for w
at the level of regularity of H? and H*. Here we only provide the basic step thereof,
namely we derive the estimates on v. For simplicity we derive them directly on the
limiting v, assuming that it tends to zero at infinity in the relevant norms. As a

preliminary step, we need decay estimates on é(ua)

Lemma 5.1. Let j > 0 be an integer, let o be a multiindex and let A satisfy the
estimates
1o, 0] All. v || 0 9w A) ||, <C 72 (5.20)

forallr, 2 <r < oo, for 0 <1 < 35,0 < B < «aand forallt > 1. Let uy,
zuy € HZM for some 7, 1 <7< 2.

Then R = R(U(t)uy) satisfies the estimate
|0 02 R|lp < C 220 (5.21)

where 1/r +1/7 =1, for all t > 1.

Proof. Using the generator of Galilei transformations
J=J({t)=x+itV =U(t)zU(-t) (5.22)

we rewrite R as

R = —t7'A-(J—2)u, — (1/2) A%,
= —t A U)ouy +t o AU uy — (1/2)A2U(uy . (5.23)
Using the basic estimate of the Schrodinger group

LU@F Il < @rlth ™ || £ |Is (5.24)
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where 2 <r < o0, 1/r+1/f =1 and 6(r) = 3/2 — 3/r, we estimate

|0 oy Rl <70 30 S e 190 of Al || &7 08P (auy) |Is

0<i<y BLa
+ (0 0l A) [l + (10} 08 A% |lL) || AT o Py |

where 1/s=1/2—1/r,
.. <O t—5/2+1/r

by (5.20).
a
We can now derive asymptotic estimates of higher norms for the solutions of

(1.1) with prescribed asymptotic behaviour U(t)u, for sufficiently regular u. .

Proposition 5.2. Let j > 0 be an integer and let A satisfy
0L o2 All, v |0 0%z A)|, <C T (1.29) = (5.25)

forallr, 2 <r < oo, for0 < l+|a|/2 < j and for allt > 1. Letu,, zu, € H¥NHY
for somer, 1 <7 < 2. Then there exists a unique solution u € o<@< .Cj_l([l, o), H*)
<I<j

of (1.1) satisfying the estimates
19" Al(u(t) = Ult)uy) ||, < C 320 (5.26)
where 1/r+1/7 =1, for 0 <1 < j and for allt > 1. The solution is actually unique

in C([1,00), L?) under the condition (5.26) for j = 0.

Proof. As mentioned above, we concentrate on the derivation of the estimates. We
first prove (5.26) for { = 0, 1. For that purpose we estimate v = u — U(t)u by the
same method as in the proof of Proposition 5.1, starting from (5.18) instead of (5.5),

namely with (u, f) replaced by (v, —R). Defining
y =[Ol for0<I<j,z=||Aa0 0|y for 1<1<j, =0,
and using the fact that
IOR |, <Ct™ for0<1<j (5.27)

with A =3/2 — 1/r, we obtain (see (5.10) (5.12))

0<i<y

|8tyj\ S C t_l {(yj_lzj)l/z + Z (yl + Zl)} + C t_l_)\ (528)
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2 <2y +Ct Y () +C . (5.29)

0<i<j
We now prove the estimate (5.26) for [ = 0 by induction on j. The starting point
yo < Ot is obtained by integrating (5.28) with j = 0. We next assume that

yVa<Ct™ for0<l<j. (5.30)

Substituting (5.30) into (5.28) (5.29) yields

Opyj] < C 712 2 0 gt (5.31)

zp <2y +Ct'H (5.32)

from which the result follows by integration over time by the use of Lemma 2.3.
We next prove (5.26) for general [, 0 < < j. In the same way as in the proof of

Proposition 5.1, we define
2= N AW ||, for 0 <1<y

and by the same computation, we estimate (see (5.16))

d<otior (A4 1 Y gt (5.33)
m<k<j—1
from which the result follows as before by induction on [ and j.
O

6 Scattering theory at the level of H* with k > 3
for w

In this section, we begin the construction of the wave operators for u at the
level of regularity corresponding to w, or w in H* for k > 3 by studying the Cauchy
problem for w, namely for (1.12), with initial time zero, at that level of regularity.
We apply the indirect method sketched in the introduction in order to circumvent
the fact that Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 do not apply with initial time zero under the
assumptions made on B. More precisely, we give ourselves an asymptotic behaviour

for w at t = 0 in the form of a model W defined in (0, 1] and we look for w in the
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form w = W + ¢ with ¢ tending to zero as t — 0. The evolution equation for ¢
becomes (1.31) with R(-) defined by (1.32). That equation is of the form (3.1) with
(v, A, V, f) replaced by (¢, B, —B, —R(W)). In this section, we prove the existence
of w at the relevant level of regularity under general assumptions on W, the most
important of which are decay properties of R(W). In the next section, we shall
construct W satisfying those properties.

We first state the relevant result at the level of regularity of H?3.

Proposition 6.1. Let [ = (0, 1] and let B satisfy
16 0 Bl v |07 07 B, <bt/leltir (6.1)

for some constant b, for2 <r < oo, 0<j5<1,0<|al <1 and for allt € I. Let
Ao, A1 and X\ satisfy

{)\1<>\01/2

O<)\S)\1/\()\0—3/2)/\(()\0+)\1)/2—1)

(6.2)

and let >\,1 = >\1 A ()\0 - 1)
Let W € C(I,H¥) N CY(I, H') be such that R = R(W) € (CN HL)(I,H') and
that R satisfies the estimates

1OR |l <C M= forj=0,1, (6.3)
I VAR, <C 7 forj=0,1, (6.4)

forallt el.
Then there exists a unique solution w € C(I,H®) N CY(I,H) of (1.12) in I

satisfying the estimates
10/ (w—=W) |, <Cth  forj=0,1, (6.5)

A=Wz Vv | Ap(w=W) [ <Ct (6.6)
IVOo(w=W)ll2 vV || VAp(w =W)[l2 V | VA =W) [l <Ct*  (6.7)

for allt € I. The solution is actually unique in (L>°NC,)(I, L*) under the condition
(6.5) for j = 0.
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Remark 6.1. The condition (6.2) is satisfied in particular by the linear scale
0 < A=A —1=)\g—2 which will occur in a natural way for the available W. (See
Section 7 below). In that case ] = A;.

Proof. By (6.1) (6.3) (6.4), the assumptions of Proposition 3.3 are satisfied in
I = (0,1] (but not in [0, 1]) for the equation (1.31), namely for (3.1) with (v, A,V f)
replaced by (¢, B, —B,—R). Let 0 < to < 1 and let q,, € C(I, H*) N C'(I, H') be
the solution of (1.31) with ¢, (¢y) = 0 obtained from Proposition 3.3. The proof will
consist in taking the limit ¢, — 0 of ¢,,. For that purpose we shall estimate ¢, in
H?3 and 0,q;, in H' uniformly in ¢, for ¢y <t < 1. Those estimates will rely on the
identities (3.6) (3.19) and (3.41) satisfied by ¢, in I. We now estimate g, omitting
the subscript ¢y for brevity. We define

yi=1dqlz, 7=01, y=|Vsdygl: - (6.8)
We first estimate yo. From (3.6), we obtain
1Oo| < || R |2 (6.9)
and therefore by integration and by (6.3) with j =0
Yo <Ct  fortg<t<1. (6.10)

We next estimate y;. From (3.19), in the same way as in Proposition 3.2, we obtain
(see (3.28))

Ocynl < || fo |2 (6.11)
where now (see (3.18))
fi=i(0B) Vg~ (B)q— R (6.12)
so that by (6.1)
O] <70 (1 Va2 + o)+ | OR |l2 - (6.13)
Now by direct estimate of (1.31)
IVeg s <l a1l Al <2y (y1 +byo + [| R|2) (6.14)
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so that for t > ¢,

IA

C 7 {0 y)"* + o+ (o | R [12)*} + || O |
<O (12 g2 oSz g ) (6.15)

|8ty1|

by (6.3) (6.10). Integrating (6.15) by Lemma 2.3 with y;(t9) = || R(to) ||2 satisfying
(6.3) yields

p <O 4 ) <Cth fortg<t <1 (6.16)
and in particular
p <Ot for tg VSTV <<t (6.17)

Furthermore it follows from (6.14) (6.10) (6.16) (6.3) that

| Apq |2 < C 4, (6.18)
| Vg |2 < C tRot)/2 (6.19)
IAq s < | Apglls +2b[| Vaglla + 0 [ qlla <C Y. (6.20)

We shall also need an estimate of || Vg ® Vgq ||2. Now

I VE®Vsqll; =—> <qVpApVgiq>,

J
VB]'ABVB]' — A2B - iGj[VBlVBj — iVBlGj[VBj

where

Gy =1[Vg;,Vg] =V;B —V,B; (6.21)

so that

IVe@Vaqll; <l Apqlls + 1Gllse a2 (I Apgll2 + | Ve ® Viq|l2)

and therefore
I Ve®Vpqle <[ Apqllz + || Gllx | qll2 < C ¢ (6.22)

by (6.10) (6.18).
We now turn to the estimate of y defined by (6.8). From (3.41), in the same way
as in the proof of Proposition 3.3, we obtain (see (3.46))

Oyl < [l g ll2 (6.23)
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where now (see (3.40))

g = (3B=VB)oq+i(0B) V@ Vpq+i(VoB)- Vg
~(2:B) Vg — (VOiB) q — VsoiR (6.24)

so that

0 < (I10B lloo + VB ll) 91 + || 0B [l | Vs © Vg |

+(I VOB o + 1108 1) | Vaall: + [ VOB e %o+ [ V5OR |1
<bt Lo+ | Vs@Vsqla + (67" +1) | Vagll +t 'y}

+ || VOR ||z + b O:R |2

< C(t—pﬁ\’1 +t—2+(>\o+>\’1)/2+t—2+>\0 +t_1+)‘+t_1+)‘1) <C 1A (6.25)

by (6.3) (6.4) (6.10) (6.16) (6.19) (6.22) and (6.2). Integrating (6.25) with initial
condition

y(to) = || VeR(t) |2 < C t

yields
y<Cth fortg<t<l. (6.26)

It follows therefrom and from (1.31) (6.4) (6.19) that
| VeApg |2 <2 (y + [ VeBg |2 + || VBR ||2) <Cr. (6.27)
Furthermore by similar elementary estimates and by (6.2)
I VA2 v 125V 2 V [ VAq [ <C . (6.28)

We can now take the limit ¢, — 0. We come back to the original notation ¢, for
that part of the argument. The solution ¢, and its time derivative are estimated in
H? and H' respectively by (6.10) (6.20) (6.28) and by (6.16) (6.26) uniformly in ¢,
fortg <t <1. Let 0 < t; <ty < 1. Then the L? norm of the difference Qt, — Qi 1
conserved so that for all ¢ € [tg, 1]

g (8) = @i (t) Nl = [l gs, (t0) [l2 < C " (6.29)

by (6.10). Therefore ¢;, converges in norm in L>([T, 1], L?) for all T' > 0 to some ¢ €
C(I,L?). By the previous uniform estimates and a standard compactness argument,
q€ L>(I,H*) N HL(I,H") and q satisfies the same estimates. Furthermore ¢ also
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satisfies (1.31) and therefore ¢ can be chosen in C,, (I, H*)NC., (I, H'). By Proposition
3.3, actually ¢ € C(I, H3)NCY(I, H'). Together with the estimates, this proves that
q € C([0,1], H*) N C'([0,1], H') with ¢(0) = 9;q(0) = 0. Returning to the variables
w proves the existence part of the proposition and the estimates (6.5)-(6.7), except
for the fact that the estimate (6.15) for y; used so far for ¢, < ¢ < 1 has t™ instead
of t*. However the final estimate (6.5) for j = 1 follows from (6.17) in the limit
to — 0.
The uniqueness statement in the proposition follows from that of Proposition 3.3
in I and from (6.5) for j = 0.
O

We now state the corresponding result at the level of regularity of H*.

Proposition 6.2. Let [ = (0, 1] and let B satisfy (6.1) for2 <r < oo, 0 < j+|a] <
2 and for allt € I. Let \;, j =0,1,2 satisfy
)\0>2, 1<>\1§)\0—1/2
(6.30)
0< X< N —-1/2= (N —1/2) A (N —3/2)

and let >\,2 = >\2 N ()\1 - 1)
Let W € CMI, H*) N C?(I, L?) be such that R = R(W) € (C' N H2)(I, L?) and
that R satisfies the estimates

| R ||, <C N forj=0,1,2 (6.31)

forallt € I. Then
(1) There exists a unique solution w € C'(I, H*) N C*(I, L*) of (1.12) in I sat-
isfying the estimates (6.6) and

| (w—W)|, <CtY  forj=0,1,2, (6.32)

| 9 Ap(w—W) |y V || Agdi(w — W) |l2 V || Ady(w —W) [l <C Y2 (6.33)

for allt € I. The solution is actually unique in (L>°NC,)(I, L*) under the condition
(6.32) for j = 0.
(2) Assume in addition that B, B, R € C(I, H?) and that R satisfies the estimate

| AR ||, < C 7! (6.34)
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for some Ao satisfying
X< (Mo=3/2)A((Mo+M)/2—=1DAMA N +1) (6.35)
and for allt € I. Then w — W € C(I, H*) and w satisfies
| A% =) 2 <€ 27 (6.36)
for allt € 1. In particular w—W € C([0,1], H210)) for0 <0 < 1, 0(1+ X, = X;) <

.

Remark 6.2. Under the condition (6.30), the condition (6.35) is satisfied for
X2 = Ao. Furthermore, the conditions (6.30) (6.35) are satisfied in particular by
the linear scale 0 < dg = Ay = \; — 1 = \g — 2 (see Remark 6.1). In that case
Al = A and N, = X,

Proof. Part (1). It follows from (6.1) (6.31) that the assumptions of Proposition 3.4
are satisfied in I = (0, 1] (but not in [0, 1]) for the equation (1.31), namely for (3.1)
with (v, A,V, f) replaced by (¢, B, —B, —R). The proof proceeds again by taking
the limit ¢y — 0 of a solution ¢, of (1.31) with suitable data at ¢, for some t, € I.

We choose the initial data at ¢y in the same way as in Proposition 3.4, namely
—1
G (to) = qo = (tg' + b+ K(to))  R(to) (6.37)

where now K = —(1/2)Ap — B and b is the constant occurring in (6.1), so that
K + b is a positive operator. The choice (6.37) is the special case of (3.65) where
(vo, p, f, 2) = (qo, tg* + b, —R,0). With that choice

g (to) ll2 < to || R(to) 2 < C 15° (6.38)

i (Ouo) (to) = — (to" +b) a0 = — (tg" +0) (t" + b+ K(to))‘1 R(ty)  (6.39)

so that
| Oueo (t0) ll2 < (14 to) || R(to) [|l2 < C 3o (6.40)

and

—(8qs,) (to) = (Kidugs, +1 (B]) qu, — i0,R) (to)
= <(— (5" +b) K +i0K) (t;" +b+K) R— z'@tR> (to) . (6.41)
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We need to estimate the last quantity in L?. Since K + b is a positive operator, we
have
“bto <K (tg'+b+K) <1

so that
I (5t +0) K (g +b+ ) R e <650 0+ 0 10)* [ R - (642)
On the other hand, from (6.1) and from
oK =1i(0,B)-Vg—0,B (6.43)

we obtain
1 (0K) qo ll2 < t5'0( Veao ll2 + Nl a0 ll2) - (6.44)

Now

I Vigo I3 =2 < qo, (K + B)go > <2 < qo, (K +b)go >
-2
=2< R(t), (tg" +b+ K) (K +b)R(te) > <to | R(to) |} . (6.45)

Collecting (6.41)-(6.45) and using (6.31) (6.38) yields

| Baito) o < (t" (L +bt0)> + bt +b) | Rito) [l + || OuR(to) |l2
< o) <onT (6.46)

Let g, € C*(I, H*) N C?(I, L*) be the solution of (1.31) with initial data (6.37) at
to obtained from Proposition 3.4. In order to take the limit {; — 0, we need to
estimate ¢;, and 9,q;, in H* and 9}q;, in L* uniformly in ¢, for t, < ¢ < 1. We again

omit the subscript ty on ¢ and we define
;=11 lqlla - (6.47)
The estimates (6.38) (6.40) (6.46) yield

Yolte) S CH° , wyilte) SC (6.48)

ys(to) < C tg' " (6.49)

We have already estimated yg, y1 and || Aq ||z, || Agq ||2 , in the proof of Proposition
3.3 by using only (6.1) and (6.3) for j = 0,1. Here the initial condition at ty is

different, but because of (6.48) it makes no difference in the basic estimates (6.10)
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(6.16). It remains only to estimate yo and || Adyq ||2. From (3.73) with j = 2, we
obtain as in the proof of Proposition 3.4 (see (3.85))

|Oyal < I f2 [I2 (6.50)
where now (see (3.61) (3.62) and (6.43))
f2 = 2i(8;B)-V pdq—2 (0,B) dg+i (0} B)-Vq+((0,B)" — (97 B)) ¢—0; R (6.51)
so that by (6.1)

|0pya] <2671 (|| VO l2 + 1) + bt (|| Ve ll2 + 1+b)yo)+ || R -

(6.52)
On the other hand
I Vo I3 < y1 |l Apdig [l2 < (H 0iApq |2 +2bt7" || Vg ||2) : (6.53)
By a direct estimate of the time derivative of (1.31), we obtain
1885 2 <2(s2+b (1 +t7'%0) + | iR ||2) (6.54)
and therefore
I Vs I3 <201 (v2+b (¢ | Vg o + v+t "w) + R [l2) - (6.55)
Substituting (6.55) into (6.52) yields
1/2

_ _ 1/2 _
Oiyal < C't 1{ (192)"” + (y1 7 [| Vg Hz) +y+ (t " yo)
+ (@ [ OR 1)"+t | Vaqlls + T 'gof+ | /RIl: (6.56)

so that by (6.31) (6.10) (6.16) (6.19)

02| < C’{t‘lﬂﬁ/? M2 N B/ X2
+ t—2+(>\o+>\’1)/2+t—2+>\0 +t‘1+’\2}

< O (IR i 4 i) (6.57)

provided
Ay SN A((M+HAN)/2=1/2)A (M4 A))/2-1) (6.58)

which reduces to the last inequality in (6.30) by an elementary computation. Inte-

grating (6.57) by Lemma 2.3 with initial condition satisfying (6.49) yields

p <O+ fortg<t<1 (6.59)
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and therefore

Yo < C ™ for ty V t(()/\ll_l)//\Q =t <t<1. (6.60)

It then follows from (6.54) (6.10) (6.16) (6.31) (6.60) that
| 9 ABq o <C 2 forty<t<1 (6.61)
and from (6.53) (6.19) (6.61) that
| Apdq |2 < C t*2 forfg <t <1. (6.62)
Finally by (6.16) (6.62)
| A0 |l2 < || Apdig ll2 + 2b(n || Apdig [l2)"* + by < O (6.63)

for {p < t < 1. The estimates (6.10) (6.16) (6.20) (6.60) (6.63) provide uniform
estimates in ty of ¢, ;¢ in H' and of 9?q in L? for t; <t < 1. We can now take the
limit ¢y — 0. The argument is the same as in the proof of Proposition 6.1 and will
be omitted.

Part (2). The continuity of ¢ = w—W in H* follows from (1.31), from the continuity
of B B, R in H? and from Part (1). In order to prove the estimate (6.36), it is
sufficient to estimate A2g,, in L? uniformly in t, for o <t < 1. We omit again the
subscript tg. We know already from (6.63) that

| A(Kqg—R) ||l <C t* . (6.64)
We next estimate
| A2 2 <2 AKq 2 + 21| AB-Va) |2 + || A((B2=2B)q) |1
<2 AKq s +25 (] Aq 2 || A% [12)" +
+C (7 (I Vaall + lall)+t" 1 Aq ) - (6.65)
By Lemma 2.2 and (6.19) (6.20) (6.64), this implies
1A% o < C (|| AR ||y +£% 42 RoP2 L4104 < =1 (6.66)
under the assumption (6.34), provided
Ao <N +DA Mo+ M) /2=1) AN, (6.67)

a condition which reduces to (6.35). The estimate (6.66) holds for f, < ¢t < 1
uniformly in .
The last statement of Part (2) follows from (6.6) and (6.66) by interpolation.
g
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7 Choice of W and remainder estimates

In this section we continue the program started in Section 6 by constructing
model functions W satisfying the assumptions of Propositions 6.1 and 6.2. In all
this section we assume A to satisfy the free wave equation and therefore to be given
by (2.12) for suitable (A, A,). We recall that A and B are related by (1.11). We
first choose W in the form W = U(t)wy and we obtain sufficient conditions on
(wy, Ay, A,) to ensure the required assumptions. Those conditions will require a
support condition on w,. We begin by deriving sufficient conditions in terms of Y,

B and B, where y is the characteristic function of the support of w,.

Proposition 7.1. Let0 < A < 1 and letw, € H®. Let B satisfy (2.27) (equivalently
(6.1)) for2 <r < oo, 0 < j+ |a] <2 and in addition

I X8 93 B(t) [la Vv || x& 9gB(t) [ls < C 771 (7.1)
for 0 < j+|a| <2 and for allt € (0,1]. Then the following inequality holds
18] Y R(U(tywy) [l < C ¢ (7.2)

for 0 < j+|a| <2 and for allt € (0,1].

Proof. From (1.32) with W = U(t)w5, we obtain
R(W) = —iB-VW + (B- B*/2) W . (7.3)
It will be sufficient to prove an estimate of the type
10 95 BW [l < C 1377l (7.4)

for the relevant j, «, for w, in H* and under the assumptions made on B. The
final estimate (7.2) will then be obtained by applying that special case with (B, w,.)
replaced by (B, Vw, ), by (B, w,) and by (B?,w,), given the fact that the estimates
available for B imply the same estimates for B2 By a Taylor expansion of U(t) to

second order

BW = Bus +i(t/2) BAwT - (1/4)B [ Lt — U@ A, (T5)

we estimate
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| BW fla < [[XB |2 [l wy oo +t | XBll2 | Awy floo + | B [l | A%wy |2
(7.6)
which yields (7.4) for j = |a] = 0.

In the case j + |a| # 0, we obtain various terms which we estimate differently.
The terms with all derivatives on B are estimated exactly as in (7.5) (7.6), with
an extra power t 71l coming from the assumptions on B. The terms with one
derivative on W are estimated more simply by a Taylor expansion of U(t) to first

order so that
| BYW [[2 < [[XB |2 | Vg [loo + || Blloo | VAw, [l2 < C't

I BOW |2 < [ XB ll2 | Awy oo + t]] B lloo || A%wy |2 < C't

in the cases j =0, |a] =1 and j = 1, a = 0 respectively, which completes the proof
of (7.4) for j + |a] = 1. Similar estimates hold and take care of the terms with one
derivative on W if j + |o| = 2. Finally, the terms with two derivatives on W in the

case j + |a| = 2 are estimated simply by
| BO W [l < || B lloo || A05wy |, < C

thereby completing the proof of (7.4) in that case.
(]
We next complete the argument by giving sufficient conditions on w, and on
(A, A,) that ensure (7.1). The following proposition is a slight extension of Lemma
5.2, part (2) in [5].

Proposition 7.2. Let A > 0 and let wy satisfy the support condition
Supp wy C {z:||z| — 1] > n} (1.33) = (7.7)

for somen, 0 <n < 1. Let j > 0 be an integer, let a be a multiindex and let xg be
the characteristic function of the set {x : |z| > RY. Let (A4, A}) satisfy

I xr0; (x- V) Ayl V|| e85 (@ VY (@ Ay) o < C R (7.8)

I xr(a- VY As llos V[ xa(a- VY (@ AL flos <C RHE - (7.9)
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I xR0 (@ VY Ay ll2 V| xpOZ (- V) (2 Ay) [lo <C RAV2 0 (7.10)

for some o < v with || = |a| =1 if a # 0, for all 7, 0 < j' < j and for all R > Ry
for some Ry > 0. Then (7.1) holds for all t € (0,1].

Proof. In the special case j = 0 and as regards B, the result is that of Lemma 5.2,

part (2) of [5] to which we refer for the proof. That proof is a simple application

of the finite propagation speed for the wave equation. The case of general 7 > 0

follows therefrom and from (2.21) (2.19). Finally the result for B follows from that
for B and from (2.20) (2.13).

O

We next try to eliminate the support condition (7.7) on w,. For that purpose

we choose a more complicated W. We take W in the following form
W= (1—ih-V+h) W (7.11)

where h and h are defined by

Ah=-2B |, Ah=-2B (7.12)
and where W is a solution of the equation
(0, + (1/2)A = B*/2) Wy =0 . (7.13)

From (7.12) it follows that i and /& can be made to satisfy estimates similar to the
estimates (2.27) (or (6.1)) for B and B improved by a factor t2. This will be proved
in Proposition 7.4 below. Anticipating on that fact and on suitable estimates of W)
which will be proved in Proposition 7.5 below, we now show that R(W) satisfies the

estimates required in Propositions 6.1 and 6.2.

Proposition 7.3. Let I = (0,1]. Let B and h, h defined by (7.12) satisfy the
estimates (2.27) (or (6.1)) and

1ot axhlle v 0 02kl < C ¢2rimlelrtr (7.14)

for2 < r < o0, 0 < j+|af <3 and forallt € I. Let v > 3 and let Wy €
C(I,HY)YNCY(I, H*)NC3(I, H?) be a solution of (7.13) in I satisfying the estimates
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1 oWo lla Vv | Wos H? || v | V2Wo I, <O, (7.15)
1 FWolla V| AW, [la v || VAW, [ls < C 712, (7.16)
| OFAWG [la vV || VAW, [la v || AW [lp < C 722 (7.17)

forallt € 1. Then R(W) satisfies the estimates

| HRW) ||l <C 7 for0<j<2 (7.18)
| IVRW) ||, <C "7 forj=0,1 (7.19)
| AR(W) [ < C 1 (7.20)

with A =1/2 — 1/rg, for all t € I. In particular R(W') satisfies the estimates (6.3)
(6.4) and (6.31) (6.34) of Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 with \; = A+ 2 — j and hy = \.

Proof. Substituting (7.11) into the definition (1.32) of R(W) we obtain
R(W) = (1—ih-V +h) (i0, + (1/2)A — B%/2) Wy — ihB - (VB)W,
—~ih (=iB -V + B) VW + (1+ h) (=iB - V + B) Wy
—i (i04h + (1/2)Ah — iB - Vh + VhV) - VIV,
+ (i0ih+ (1/2)Ah—iB - Vh+Vh-V) W, . (7.21)
By (7.12) (7.13), R(W) reduces to
R(W) = (ih—iB - Vh—ihB- VB + hB) Wy
+(0h — B-Vh+Vh—i(hB+hB)) - VW, — (iVh + hB) - VW,
= NoWo + Ny VI + N, V2 . (7.22)

The contractions in (7.21) (7.22) have been left partly unspecified since they will
disappear in the estimates.

We first estimate
I ROW) (o<l Nolla 1 Wo llo + I N1 ll2 | VIV lloe + I N [ls | V2Wo Il

SO+ <t = My (7.23)

where A =1/s=1/2 —1/rq, by (2.27) (7.14) (7.15).
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We next estimate 9,R(W). The terms with 9, applied to B, B or to h, h are
estimated in a way similar to (7.23), thereby yielding a contribution Ct~*M,, so
that

| ORW) Iz < C 7 My + || No llow | W0 ll2 + || My lloo | 995 [ |

+ Vo floo | VW [l < C (67" Mg +£12) < C 12 = M, (7.24)

by (2.27) (7.14) (7.15) (7.16) and by using in particular the fact that || N; ||< Ct
for j=0,1,2.

We estimate similarly
IVRW) [l <C 7'My + || Nolloo | VW0 llz + [| N1 [lso [| VAW |l2

+ | Ny Jloo | VAW, |2 < C t* = M . (7.25)

We next estimate the second order derivatives of R(W). The terms with one
or two derivatives applied to B, B or to h, h are estimated in a way similar to
(7.24) (7.25), thereby yielding a contribution Ct~*M;, and only the terms with two
derivatives on W, need separate consideration. Estimating again the W, factors in
L?* and using again the fact that || V; || < Ct, we obtain

| ZRW) [lo2< C 7+ C (|| FWo [l + [ 7Y Wo [l + 1| FAW, |2)

<Oty o< oA (7.26)
| VRW) [o< C A4+ C (| VW s + 1| 5AW, [la + || VAW, ||2)
<Ot (7.27)
IAR(W) [lo< C#7A4 Ct (|| AWy [l + || VAW, [l + || AW |2)
<Ot (7.28)

which yields the required second order estimates.
O
We next derive the estimates (7.14). This will be done conveniently by using ho-
mogeneous Besov spaces [1] [15]. For that purpose we introduce a Paley-Littlewood

dyadic decomposition in the following standard way. Let Fip = ¢ € C(IR®) with
0<4¢ <1 () =1for[¢] <1andp(§) =0 for [§] = 2. Let @o(§) = v(&) — ¥(2€)
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and for any j € Z, $;(€) = ¢o(277€) so that @; is supported in {£ : 2771 < |¢] < 271}
and for any ¢ € IR\ {0},

Z@j(ﬁ) =

with at most two nonvanishing terms in the sum for each £. The homogeneous Besov

space B,{’,s is then defined for any p € IR and 1 <7, s < oo by
By, = {v:l|v; B, || = || 27y % v; [5(L}) || < oo} (7.29)

where F'p; = ¢; and * denotes the convolution in IR?.

We can now state the result as follows.

Proposition 7.4. Let I = (0,1], let j > 0 be an integer and let « be a multiindex.
(1) Assume that (A, A,) satisfies the conditions

AeBsnB), , AeBinDB] (7.30)

for
A=0%x-VYV'A, ,  A=0%=-V)Y(z-A)) (7.31)
A=0%x-VYV'A, |, A=0%-V)Y(z-A)) (7.32)

for 0 < j' < j. Then h, h satisfy the estimates (7.14) for 2 < r < co and for all
tel.
(2) Let A and A satisfy

SAe! | <a>tAell /dmA(m)zO (7.33)
<z>W Ael! /dz Az /dx zA(z) =0 (7.34)
for some 6 > 1/2. Then A, A satisfy (7.30).
Proof. From (1.11) and (7.12), it follows that
2w A = —2t7 w?DyB(1/t)

= —t7'Dg (t7°h) (1/1) (7.35)
and similarly
2wz A) = —t7'Do (t72h) (1/1) . (7.36)
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We are now in the same situation as in Lemma 2.4, where the estimates (2.27) for
B, B were obtained from the estimates (2.26) for A. In order to prove the estimates
(7.14) for h, h, it is sufficient to show that w=2A and w=?(zx - A) satisfy the same
estimates (2.26) as A and (z - A). Since z - A satisfies the wave equation as well as
A, it is sufficient to prove those estimates for A. Furthermore by (2.15)-(2.18), it is

sufficient to consider the case j =0, a = 0.
Part (1). From the basic estimate (see (3.13) in [4])

[l exp(iwt)p; * f |l < Ot~ 2@ gy f |
with 2 <r < oo, 1/r+1/F =1, we obtain

| xw™A < C {278 | gy« Ay |l
+27 0 || gy 5 Ay |7 }- (7.37)

Taking the [2 norm for r = 2 and the [! norm for r = oo yields

| oA B3, | <O (Il A Bo3 | + 1 Awi B33 1)

lw A BL <t (| AGBY || + | A Bt ll) -

By interpolation and by the standard embedding properties of Besov spaces, this
implies
|| w—2A ||7“ < C t—1+2/r

where the last constant depends on the relevant norms of (A, A,).

Part (2). Asin Part (1) it is sufficient to consider the case where (A, A) = (A, A,).
Using the Young inequality and the homogeneity relation

s llr = 257" 1| o |Is
we estimate the bracket in (7.37) by
279 | gy x Ay |lr 4+ 2790 | gy x Ay |5

< C{2 9w Ay o+ 2790 AL (7.38)

Therefore the high frequency part of the Besov norms, more precisely the summation
over j > 0, is controlled by the conditions w®A, € L', A, e L*.
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We now consider the low frequency part of the Besov norms. Using the vanishing

integral condition on A, we rewrite

(65 % AL (1) = [ dy (9i(z = y) = 3(2)) A4 (0)
so that
| @ Ay [l7 < SUP yl = || ei- —y) = ll7 |l ° Ay |y

= 27043/ Sup [y|” ol =) = o lls Il 2" A |l

= C 2O | |2’ Ay ||y (7.39)

by homogeneity and the fact that the last Sup is finite for 0 < 6 < 1. This implies
the summability over j < 0 of the contribution of A, to the bracket in (7.37) for
2 <r <ooand @ > 1/2. Similarly using the vanishing integral conditions on A,

we rewrite

(1% Ar) (@) = [ dy (o, = 9) = 05(a) + - Vi, () Ar )

so that

| ;% Ay [|r < Sup I~ | i —y) — @i +y - Ve e || 27T AL ||

— 9i(1+6+3/r)

Sup [y ol —9) = o - Vo e | Il AL s

—C 2j(1+9+3/r) || |I‘1+€A+ Hl (74())

by homogeneity and by the finiteness of the last Sup for 0 < 8 < 1. This implies

the summability over j < 0 of the contribution of A, to the bracket in (7.37) for
2<r<ooandf>1/2.

(]

We now turn to the study of the equation (7.13) and we prove that it admits so-

lutions W) satisfying the requirements of Proposition 7.3. We rewrite that equation

in a form similar to (3.1), namely
0w = —(1/2)Av + Vv (7.41)

with V = (1/2)B?
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Proposition 7.5. Let I = (0,1]. Let V € C(I,H*) N C*(I, H*> N L%°) N C3(I, L?)
satisfy the estimates

| &) 9V ||, < C tIlal+/r (7.42)
for0 < j+]a|<1landr = o0, for 0 < j+ |a| <3 and r = 2, and for a = 0,
j=1and 6/5 <r < 2. Let vy € HS. Then there exists a unique solution v €
C(I, HYYNCMI,H*)NC*(I, H*)NC3(I, L?) of (7.41) in I with v(1) = vy, satisfying

the following estimates

o) [l = [l or [l2
[ Ow 2 V [[Av, <C (7.43)
| 020 |ls V || Av |l V || VAV |, < C 72 (7.44)
187vllz v [107Av [l2 v [[9VAv s v || A% || < C 737 (7.45)
C for2<r<4
| Av ||, << Cint forr =4 (7.46)

C t7 124827 ford <r <6
for all t € I. The solution is actually unique in C(I, L?).

Proof. The existence can be proved by an extension of the method of Proposition
3.4 to the level of H® using the third derivative dPv, simplified by the fact that
here A = 0 and f = 0. For that purpose, one has to ensure in particular that

(03v)(1) € L2. Now by an easy computation

(=iofv) (1) = (K> + 31 (QV) K — i (VO,V) -V = (i/2) (AdV) = 7V ) vy (7.47)

where now K = —(1/2)A + V. Under the assumptions made on V', this belongs to
L? for vy € H®. In particular the condition V' € C(I, H*) implies that D(K?*) = H°.
The solution v comes out with additional regularity properties that are of no interest
here and have not been stated. We skip the details and we concentrate on the
derivation of the estimates (7.43)-(7.46).

In the same way as in the proof of Proposition 3.2, we first estimate

IAv ]y < 2(1 0w lls + |V oo v ]l2)
Ol ovlls < 10V Iallvlew< CUV 2|l || Av 3"
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< ClaV s (| vl + )"
< CtV2(| 0w | + €)Y

from which (7.43) follows by integration.

We next estimate as in the proof of Proposition 3.4

W otvle < 1FVIallvie +218V [ls || vl
< C (t—3/2 +t—1) < C 732

which implies the first inequality in (7.44) by integration. Furthermore

lodv s < 2{[1vll2 + [0V 2l vlle + IV Il Il O ]|}
< C(tP) <o

[ VAv |2 < 2{[| Vw2 + [[VV 2 v ]lee + |V [l || Vo |2}
< C(t‘1/4+t_1/2 + 1) <Ct12

which completes the proof of (7.44).

We next estimate in a similar way

vl < 1VI2lvle +310V 210w lse + 3110V lloo | Fv [l
< ORI <ot

which implies the first inequality in (7.45) by integration. Furthermore

| aw o < 2{ 1 Gfvllz + [V Izl vl + 2018V [l || 1 ]
IV e 18P0 ll2 } < O (324472 417 417 2) < C 172

lovavly < 2{[ Vol + [0VV 2 lvle + 10V e || Vo 2
+ IV o 0w 2 + |V lloo [ 8V |12 }
< Ot P ) <o

I A% [l < 2{ 1 A0 [l + AV o [[vllee + 2] VV [l | Vo II2
+ IV e Qv } S C 24432 417 41) < 0 92,
which completes the proof of (7.45).
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We finally prove (7.46). Since
[ Avflr <2(] 0w [lr + |V [l [[0[lr) < (] G0 llr + C) (7.48)
it suffices to estimate 0,v € L". We start from the integral relation
@U:U@—n@4ymA+vu»m—AﬂwUu—wawmwy (7.49)
We estimate for 2 <r <6
IU@E=1) (=(1/2)A+ V(@) v |, < C || Avs HY || + || V(Lo HY [| < C'. (7.50)

On the other hand from the basic estimate (5.24) of the Schrédinger evolution group
with 2 <r < oo, 1/r+1/f =1 and §(r) = 3/2 — 3/r, we obtain

I [ d vt - a1,

SC[iM@—ﬂY%H@vwnhnmﬂnw-%vaqmwnawwug

1
< C/ di'(t — 1) (71 ) (7.51)
t

/1 dt/(t _ t/)—5 t/—l/T — /2t/\1 + ! S C{t—1/2+2/7‘ + ! dt/ t/—3/2+2/7‘} . (752)

t t 2tA1 2tA1

Integrating (7.52) and collecting the result and (7.48) (7.50) (7.51) yields (7.46).

Remark 7.1. The assumptions on V' in Proposition 7.5 are unnecessarily restrictive.
Under the condition V' € C*(I, L* 4 L*>), 3V € L, .(I, L*+ L*>), one can prove the
existence of a unique solution v € C3(I, L?) N C*(I, H?) of (7.41) in I. Furthermore
the additional estimates (7.43)-(7.46) on v can be derived by using only a subset of
the assumptions made on V. On the other hand, the assumptions made on V' are
easily seen to follow from sufficient regularity assumptions on B and from estimates
of the type (2.27).

We now discuss briefly the situation that arises from Propositions 7.3-7.5 as
regards the construction of an asymptotic W satisfying the assumptions of Propo-
sitions 6.1 and 6.2. We have actually constructed a W satisfying the required as-
sumptions by (7.11) (7.12) and by taking for W} the solution v of (7.41) obtained in

Proposition 7.5. However that W cannot be parametrized by the asymptotic state
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uy of u, and is parametrized instead by v; = Wy(1). Now it follows from Proposition
3.2 that the Cauchy problem for (7.41) is well posed in [0,1] in H?. In particular
the previous W, has an H? limit wy € H? as t — 0, which can be identified with
Fu,, and W, can be reconstructed from that w7 by solving the H? Cauchy problem
with initial time zero. The weak point however is that we are unable to characterize
those w, € H? that arise from solutions of (7.41) with the regularity at the level of
H® which is required for the needs of Propositions 6.1 and 6.2.

8 Wave operators and asymptotics for u

In this section we collect the implications of Sections 6 and 7 on the theory of
scattering at the level of regularity of FH?® and FH* for (1.1). The main results
consist in obtaining solutions of (1.1) with given asymptotic behaviour at infinity
in time, which is essentially equivalent to the construction of the wave operators.
We consider separately the simple case of asymptotics provided by Propositions
7.1 and 7.2 and the more complicated case provided by Propositions 7.3-7.5. On
the other hand since in both cases we derive all the required estimates on R(W)
for Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 together, we also state the implications of those two
propositions together. In all this section A is assumed to be a solution of the free
wave equation.

We begin with the case of the simple asymptotics provided by W = U (t)wy.

Proposition 8.1. Let A be a solution of the free wave equation satisfying the
estimates (2.26) and the decay assumptions (7.8)-(7.10) for 0 < j + |a] < 2 and
for some A € (0,1). Let uy € FH® and let w, = Fu, satisfy the support condition
(7.7). Then there exists a unique solution u of (1.1) such that @ € C([1,00), FH*)N
C'([1,00), FH?) N C%*([1,00), L?) and satisfying the estimates

@ —uy s <C 727 (8.1)

[z (@ —uy) [l <O for0<5 <2 (8.2)
[ 270, (T —uy) |o <C+32 for0<j<1 (8.3)
| 2* (20, + (1/2)2%) (@ —uy) |2 < C (8.4)
|0 (20, + (1/2)2%) (i1 — uy) o < C 727 (8.5)
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for all t > 1. The solution is actually unique in C([1,00), L?) under the condition

(8.1).

Proof. The results follow immediately from Propositions 6.1, 6.2 and 7.1, 7.2
through the change of variables (1.19). The latter implies in particular that

U(—t)idw(t) = F((it?0; + (1/2)x?)u)(1/t) . (8.6)
The estimates (8.1)-(8.5) are a rewriting of (6.5)-(6.7) and of (6.32) (6.33) (6.36).
O

We now turn to the more complicated situation covered by Propositions 7.3-7.5.

Proposition 8.2. Let A be a solution of the free wave equation with A € C(IR*, H?)
satisfying the estimates (2.26) and the conditions (7.33) (7.34) for 0 < j+ |a| < 3.
Let 0 < X\ < 1/4. Let v; € HS, let Wy be the solution of (7.13) in (0, 1] with
Wo(1) = vy obtained from Proposition 7.5. Define W by (7.11) (7.12) and u, by

Fii, = W(1/t) . (8.7)

Then the same conclusions as in Proposition 8.1 hold with uy replaced by u, in all

the estimates.

Proof. The results follow immediately from Propositions 6.1, 6.2 and 7.3-7.5 by

the change of variables (1.19).
g
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