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Asymptotic stability of small solitons to 1D NLS with potential

Tetsu Mizumachi *

Abstract

We consider asymptotic stability of a small solitary wave to supercritical 1-dimensional
nonlinear Schrédinger equations

ity + gy = Vut [ulP"ru for (z,t) € R x R,

in the energy class. This problem was studied by Gustafson-Nakanishi-Tsai [I8] in the
3-dimensional case using the endpoint Strichartz estimate.

To prove asymptotic stability of solitary waves, we need to show that a dispersive part
v(t,x) of a solution belongs to L?(0, 00; X) for some space X. In the 1-dimensional case,
this property does not follow from the Strichartz estimate alone.

In this paper, we prove that a local smoothing estimate of Kato type holds globally in
time and combine the estimate with the Strichartz estimate to show ||(1+22)~3/4
o0, which implies the asymptotic stability of a solitary wave.

UHL;OL? <

1 Introduction
In this paper, we consider asymptotic stability of solitary wave solutions to

iU + Ugy = Vu+ f(u) for (z,t) e R xR,
u(z,0) = up(z) for x € R,

where V(z) is a real potential, f(u) = a|u[P~'u with o = £1.
Let

2
1w - [ (|um|2 V(@) + —“|u|p+1) az,

pt1
N(u):/R\uFdx.

Then a solution to (1) satisfies
H(u(t)) = H(uo), N(u(t)) = N(uo) (2)

during the time interval of existence. Stability of solitary waves to NLS was first studied
by Cazenave and Lions [9], Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss [16] and Weinstein [45] (see also Rose-
Weinstein [34], Oh [30] and Shatah-Strauss [38]). In the case of integrable equations such
as cubic NLS and KdV, the inverse scattering theory tells us that if the initial data decays
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rapidly as z — £o0, a solution decomposes into a sum of solitary waves and a radiation part
as t — oo (see [37]). Soffer and Weinstein [41] [42] considered NLS with potential

iug + Au=Vu= [ulP"ru  for z € R" and t > 0, (3)

wheren > 2and 1 < p < (n+2)/(n—2). They proved that if —A+V has exactly one negative
eigenvalue and initial data is well localized and close to a nonlinear bound state, a solution
tends to a sum of a nonlinear bound state nearby and a radiation part which disperses to 0 as
t — oo. This result was extended by Yau and Tsai [46, [47, 48] and Soffer-Weinstein [43] to the
case where —A + V have two bound states. In the 1-dimensional case, Buslaev and Perelman
[0, [7] and Buslaev and Sulem [8] studied the asymptotic stability of (Il with V' = 0. Using the
Jost functions, they built a local energy decay estimate of solutions to the linearized equation
and prove asymptotic stability of solitary waves for super critical nonlinearities (see also [17]).
Their results are extended to the higher dimensional case by Cuccagna [12] (see also Perelman
[33] and Rodnianski-Schlag-Soffer [35] which study asymptotic stability of multi-solitons).

However, all these results assume that initial data is well localized so that a solution decays
like t=3/2. Martel and Merle [24], [25] proved the asymptotic stability of solitary waves to
generalized KdV equations using the monotonicity of L?-mass, which is a variant of the local
smoothing effect proved by Kato [19]. They elegantly use the fact that a dispersive remainder
part of a solution v(¢,x) satisfies

| 1ot ar < o (4)

to prove the asymptotic stability of solitary waves in H! (see also El-Dika [14] and Mizumachi
[27] for BBM equation and Pego-Weinstein [32] and Mizumachi [26] for KdV with localized
initial data). Recently, Gustafson-Nakanishi-Tsai [18] has proved asymptotic stability of a
small solitary wave of (B]) in the energy class with n = 3. Their idea is to use the endpoint
Strichartz estimate instead of (), which tells us that ||v|| 2wbo Temains small globally in
time for super critical nonlinearity. However, the Strichartz estimate is not sufficient in the
lower dimensional case to obtain some estimate like (@) because a dispersive wave decays more
slowly than the 3-dimensional case. To overcome this difficulty, we prove

e > 3260 VIQ | oo 2 < CIf g2, (5)
102 A Q | ooz < Ol g1/, (6)

where @ is a spectral projection associated to the continuous spectrum of —92 + V. The
local smoothing estimate of 1/2 gain derivative has been studied by many authors (see e.g.
Constantin and Saut [I1], Kato and Yajima [20] and Kenig-Ponce-Vega [21], 22]) to show the
local well-posedness of semilinear equations with derivative terms. Most of them are without
potential ([I1} 89]) or local in time (see [36]).

Ben-Artzi and Klainerman [3] proved a time global local smoothing estimate for the n-
dimensional case with n > 3. See also Barcel6-Ruiz-Vega [2] who use a Morawetz type
inequality to obtain the result. Recently, Burq and Planchon [5] has proved local smoothing
estimates including an estimate similar to (@) for Lu = —0,(a(x)d,u) (they use 321/020 instead
of L*>°). In the present paper, we show (Bl and (6)) assuming the non-resonance condition for
L =—A+ V. Another difference between [5] is that L may have negative eigenvalues.



Our proof given in this paper for the 1-dimensional case is different from [3} 5, 2]. We use
the Born series (see Artbazar-Yajima [I] and Goldberg-Schlag [15]) for the high frequency
part and a theory of Jost functions for the low frequency part.

Finally, we introduce several notations. For complex valued functions f(x) and g(x), we

denote (f,g) = [ f(x)g(x)dz. Let

1/q
lull oz = ( [ |f<t,:s>|Pd:c)q/”dt> ,

1/s
sz = ( /R ( /R rf<t,x>\fdt>5”dx) ,

and let H* (R) be the Hilbert space equipped with the norm
1/2

fullgs = | S0 / (1 + 22)*|0iu(z) Pde
R

i=0,1

For any Banach spaces X, Y, we denote by B(X,Y) the space of bounded linear operators
from X to Y. We abbreviate B(X, X) as B(X).
We define the Fourier and transform of f(x) as

Fof(©) = 10 = —= [ s e

and the inverse Fourier transform of g(§) as
Folgle) = i-a) = = [ g(@etde.
¢ V2m Jr

We define Sg (R?) as a set of functions written as f(t,z) = SN | fi(t)gi(x) with fi, g; € S(R)
(1<i<N).

For an interval I C R, let xs(z) be a characteristic functions satisfying xr(z) = 1 for
x €I and xy(x) =0 for x & I. We denote /1 + |z|? by (z).

2 The Main result and Preliminaries

In the present paper, we assume that the linear potential V' (z) is a continuous function on R
and satisfies the following.

(V1) (1+22)V(z) € L'(R).

(V2) L = —0? +V has exactly one negative eigenvalue E,, and 0 is neither a resonance nor
an eigenvalue of L.

Let E € R and e~ *F'¢p(z) be a solitary wave solution of (). Then ¢x(x) is a solution to

p+ E¢p =Vor +alpplP 'op for z € R,
lim ¢p(z) = 0. @)

r—+oo

Using the bifurcation theory, we have the following.



Proposition 1. Assume (V1) and (V2). Then there exists a 0 > 0 such that if E € (Ey, B+
0) and o =1 or E € (Ex — 0,E,) and a = —1, Eq. () has a positive solution ¢ satisfying
the following:

1. ¢p € HY* for every k € N,

2. the function E — ¢ is C? in HYF for every k € N, and as E — E,,
op = |E — E,|Y/®D <||¢*‘|Z£§T1)/(p—l)¢* L O(E — E*)) in HY.

where ¢, is an normalized eigenfunction of H (satisfying ||¢«|2 = 1) belonging to E..

Proposition [ follows from a rather standard argument. See for example [29] and [41],
pp.123-124].
Now, we introduce our main result.

Theorem 2. Assume (V1) and (V2). Let p > 5 and ey be a sufficiently small positive
number. Suppose |[ug| g1 < €o. Then there exist an E, < 0, a C' real-valued function 0(t)
and vy € HY(R) such that

tlig.lo e(t) = E+7

|Ey = Ed + [[opllmr = O(lluoll ),

. i itd2
lim Jlu(t) = e*Oop, —We v || =0,

. i i 2
where W = limy_, o, e tle~10z

Remark 1. Let ¢1 g = H(bEszlqﬁE and ¢ p = H8E<Z5E”2218E¢E- By Proposition [
l¢1,8 — Gxllgirm) + |62,8 — dullmirm) S |E — Byl

Remark 2. Let us decompose a solution to (I]) into a solitary wave part and a radiation part:

ult,z) = e~ (g () + v(D)). (8)

If we take initial data in the energy class, the dispersive part of the solutions decays more
slowly than they does for well localized initial data. So, being different from Soffer-Weinstein
[41, 42] or Buslaev-Perelman [6], we cannot expect that [ E(s)ds is integrable. Thus in
general, we need dispersive estimates for a time-dependent linearized equations to prove
asymptotic stability of solitary waves in H'(R). To avoid this difficulty, we assume the
smallness of solitary waves so that a generalized kernel of the linearized operator is well
approximated by a 1-dimensional subspace {5¢, |5 € C}.

Substituting (§) into (), we obtain
vy = Lv+ g1 + g2 + 93 + g4, 9)

where

g1(t) = —0(t)(t), ga(t) = (B(t) — 0(t)pp) — iE(t)Opdrw),
93(t) = f(¢pw) +v(t) — f(PBw) — 0-f(E@) + ev(t))|e=0,

01(8) = 016510+ ot)ema = adl (L5 ote) + L5000 ).




To fix the decomposition (), we assume
(Ru(t), dpr)) = (So(t),dEdpw) = 0. (10)
By Proposition Il we have
1B(0) = BV 4 o)l S o - (11)

Since u € C(R; H(R)), it follows from the implicit function theorem that there exist a 7' > 0
and E, § € CY([-T,T]) such that ([I0) holds for t € [~T,T]. See, for example, [18] for the
proof.

Differentiating (I0) with respect to t and substituting (@) into the resulting equation, we

obtain
O B() o (Ses(t), dpw))
A0 (g1~ By) = (ot ey (12
where
A(t) =
<<8E¢E(t)a Pu@w) — (Ru(t),989E()) (Sv(t), be)) >
(Su(t), 0508w) (OBDE®): PE®) + (Ru(t), OBPEW))

To prove our main result, we will use the Strichartz estimate and a time global esti-
mate of Kato type. The Strichartz estimate along with L> — L!'-estimate for 1-dimensional
Schrodinger equations with linear potential was obtained by Goldberg and Schlag [15].

Let Pu = (u, ¢«) ¢, Qu = (I — P)u. Then we have the following.

Lemma 3 (Strichartz estimate ([15, 23])). Assume (V1) and (V2).

(a) There exists a positive number C' such that for any f € L?(R),
—itD
le™™ Qfllarsenrzerz < Cllfllze-

(b) There exists a positive number C such that for any g(t,z) € S(R?),
L it-s)L
I e Qyto sl gusenierz < Cllalliogy s

To estimate the the quadratic term of v in g3, we need the following lemma.
Lemma 4. Assume (V1) and (V2).

(a) There exists a positive constant C such that for any f € S(R),

1)~ Q f | o1z < Ol fll2s (13)
102" Qf |l z2e 2 < Cllf Il 172 (14)

(b) There exists a positive constant C' such that for any g(t,r) € S(R?),

[ érg(s, yis
R

<O gl (15)
LIE



Lemma 5. There exists a positive constant C  such that for any g(t, x)
€ S(R?) and t € R,

D

j=0,1

t
()10 /0 eI E Qg (s, )ds

< Cl@)gllrre- (16)
L L?

Furthermore, if sup,cg %[V (2)| < oo holds for an o > 0, there exists a positive number C
such that

Lemma [3]is not applicable to a linear term g4 in (@) because we do not have g4 € Lt4/ 3LU,10 +
Li{L2. To deal with g4, we use a lemma by Christ and Kiselev [10] to combine Lemmas [ and

EN

Lemma 6. Assume (V1) and (V2). Then there exists a positive constant C such that for
any g(t,z) € S(R?) and t € R,

t
/ Dpe =L Qg (s, )ds
0

< CHQ”L;L% (17)
L L?

< Cllgllpz 2 vy (2)5 da) -
LALNLeL2

t
/ e~ =)L Qg(s,-)ds
0

The proof of Lemmas HG will be given in Section 4.

3 Proof of Theorem
In this section, we will prove Theorem 2l To eliminate g; in (@), we put
w(t) = e POy(t). (18)
Then (@) is translated into the integral equation
w(t) = e w(0) —i Z /t e =)L e=008) g (5)ds. (19)
2<j<4”0
All nonlinear terms in ([I9) can be estimated in terms of the following.

M(T) = sup |E(t) — E|, Ma(T) = [(z)7*2Qu| o r2(0.7):
0<t<T

M3(T) = ||Pwl e 20,1y + |02 Pwl| 5o £2(0,1)5

My(T) = ”Qw”Lq(07T;W;7ZP)QLOO(07T;H%) + |Qwl| 10,1 L.50)5

M;5(T) = HPwHL4(07T;W:51»°°)QL00(0,T;H%)’ Mg(T') = [|0:Qwl| oo £2(0,1)-
where 4/¢ =1—1/p.
Proof of Theorem[2. Proposition [I Remark [[land (I0) imply that

(Opdp, dp) = O(IE — EJY®"V70) [(,05¢5)| S |E — EP/P7D 7 o]| 2.



Thus by ([2]), we have

0(t) — B(t)| < 169, 56y v° [l L1 + b2, 5@ F ()l 1, (20)
E(t) £ 16156071 + 161,50 F (V)| (21)

Suppose that the decomposition (§) with (I0) persists for 0 < ¢t < T and that M;(T)
(1 << 8) are bounded. Eqgs. (20)—(21]) imply that

10 = Ell 101 + 1 1 0,m)
SC(M)(||¢1,E(t)U2||L1(0,T;L;,) + ||¢2,E(t)v2||L1(o,T;L;))

(Z () )) ||<$>_3/2U||ig°L2(O,T)

i=1,2 (22)
M) ( Z H <x>5¢i,E(t) HL""(O,T;L?)) || <$>_3/2'U||%30L2(0’T)
i=1,2
<C(M)(Ma(T) + Ms(T))>,
and
16 = Ell < o1) + 1Bl L0y S sup ([oll7 + [[0]1F)
0<t<T (23)
<C(M)(M4(T) + M5(T))>*.

Hereafter we denote by C'(M) various functions of My, ..., My that are bounded in a finite
neighborhood of 0. By (22) and (L)),

Mi(T) S lluolla + C (M) (Mo + Ms)?. (24)

By Remark [l and (I0), we have

[(w(®) ¢)] <I(@) " ollz@ Y @) (i — ¢0)ll2m)

i=1,2
SIE() — B [{2) ™ wl| 12 (w),
and that

Ms(T) < sup |E(t) — Eu||[{z) "> w r20,7:12)
te[0,T (25)
<C(M)My (T)(M2(T') + M3(T)).

Similarly, we have
M5(T') < C(M)My (T)(My(T') + M5(T)). (26)

Next, we will estimate My (7). By (I9),
Mo (T) < It + Io + I3 + 14,

where '
Iy = |[(2) "2 L Qu(0) | oo 20,7y S 1w(0)]| 2,

7



and

I, = for 2 <4< 4.

L3 L2(0,T)

t
<x>—3/2 / e—z(t—s)LQgi(s)dS
0

By Lemma Bl Remark [Il (22) and (23),

Iy Sl >Q92HL1L2 (0,T)
<H Q‘ﬁE HLlLoooT ”9 E”L2 0,T)

+ H QaEQSE(t HLlLOO(OT ||E||L2(0T
<C(M)My(T)Y P~ (M(T) + M3(T) + My(T) + M5(T))>.

Lemmas Ml and [ yield
—92 9 T
b Sl Pl + [ NP lzds

[ <x>_3/2vHLg°L2(O,T) 1l oo 0,7 120

Ly
+ [Jv(t)] I;oq(o,T;Lgo) lo(# )HL‘Z(O T;L2P)

) D My(T)?

2<4i<5

where 4/q =1 — 1/p. By Proposition [Il and Lemma [5]

(z)%/ sup ¢p ||<$>_3/2U||L30L2(0,T)

I S {@)gallir20r) te[0,T]
€

L}
<C(M)M(T)(M(T) + M3(T)).

Combining the above, we see that

M(T) < Jluollgn + C(M) Y M,(T). (27)
1<i<5h
Likewise, we have
Mg(T) < Jluollzn + C(M) Y M,(T). (28)
1<i<5h

Finally, we will estimate My (7). In view of (9],
M4(T) < Ji+ Jo+ J3+ gy,
where

_ || —itL
Ji=|e” Qw(o)HL°°(O,T;H;)OLCI(O,T;Wj’zp)ﬂL‘l(O,T;L?)

t
/ e =L Qg;(s)ds

-
0

Lo (0,T;H)NL1(0,T; W, *P)NL4(0,T; L)



for 2 <1i <4, where 4/¢ =1 —1/p. By Lemma [l and (22]),
J1 5 [[w(0)][
and

Ja SN1Qa2(s) |l Lo, m1)

<0 = Ell 1oy SE(l)IZF}HQQSE(t)HH;+||E||L1(O,T) SE(l)PT} 1QOEPEw || i1
te|o, tel0,

<C(M)(Ma(T)* + Ms(T)?).

Note that ||QOrdr| g < |E—E.|"®=Y follows from Remark [l Using Minkowski’s inequality
and Lemma [3] we have

J3 <H¢E(t ”L6/5(0,T;W;'6/5) + ”f(U)HLl(QT;H%)

4/3
_ 2/3 —3/2 o
SI@)? sup 2o ol pre | 3 1@) 28500 1120
t€[0,T] =01
- H CIT——
M) D M(T
2<i<6
where 4/q =1 — 1/p. By Proposition [Il and Lemma [6]
Ju 5 <x>5/294”L2(0 T;L2)
< sap (@ (@) S llz @) "2l Lo 12 0.)
telo
SML (T) (M2 (T') + Mi3(T)).
Combining the above, we have
Mu(T) < [luollm + C(M) Y M (29)
1<i<6
It follows from (24])—(29) that if ¢ is sufficiently small,
> Mi(T) < Jluolan. (30)

1<i<6

Thus by continuation argument, we may let T" — oco.
By ([22), there exists an Ey < 0 satisfying lim;,o, E(t) = E4 and |E4 — Ei| S |luol| gt
In view of (B0), we have

=1 Z / el Qe gj(s)ds e H'Y(R),
2<5<4
lwiller Slg2($)lLymy + gsll pors gy papg + 1272 gall r2 111
+ +LtHac t

Slluoll g,



and '
Jim [|Qu(t) — e (Quw(0) + w1 )|z = 0.

By [15], we have |[e " Qf| e~ < t7V2|f|l1:. Since L'(R) is dense in H'(R), it follows that
le= "5 (Quw(0) 4+ w1 )||z~ — 0 as t — oo, and that

|Qu(t)]| Lo
<[[Qu(t) — e~ (Quw(0) + w1) || g1 + Qe (Qu(0) + w)|| L~ (31)
—0 ast— oo.

Analogously to (27]), we have
[Pw®)|[Le < |E(t) — Ex[|Qu(t)]| Lo (32)
Combining B3I and ([B2), we have lim;_, ||Pw(t)| g1 = 0. Thus by (8) and (18],

lim Hu(t) — e‘ie(t)(bE(t) — e Q(w(0) + wl)H =0.

t—00 H!

From [I] and [44], we see that there exists a vy € H! such that
lim |le”*Q(w(0) + w) — Weitag’l)+HH1 =0,
t—»00

where W = limy_, oo e #F e~9% . Thus we complete the proof of Theorem 2 O

4 Linear estimates

Let R(A) = (A\—L)~! and let dE,.()\) be the absolute continuous part of the spectral measure
of L. We have R(A—i0) = R(A+10) for A < 0 and it follows from the spectral decomposition
theorem that

Qe—ith :/OO e—it)\dEac()\)f

R e M Q(R(X —i0) — R(\ +10)) fdA.

T o oo
To prove Lemmas [4HGl, we will apply Plancherel’s theorem to the above formula.

4.1 High energy estimate

To begin with, we will estimate the high frequency part of the resolvent operators R(\ 4 i0).
Let x(x) be a smooth function satisfying 0 < x(z) <1 for z € R and

(@) 1 ifz>2,
€Tr) =
X 0 if r <1,

and let xp7(x) be an even function satisfying xs(x) = x(x — M) for = > 0.

10



Lemma 7. Assume (V1) and (V2). Then there exist positive numbers M and C such that
sup [[xar (VA R(A £ 0)ull 22 (0,00) < Cllullr2)

sup [[xar (VA) 9z (R(A = i0) = R(A +i0))ul 12 (0,00) < Cllull /2w

for every u € S(R).

Lemma 8. Assume (V1) and (V2). Then there exist positive numbers M and C such that

Z Ixar (VA LR+ i0)ul Lo, r2) < CllullLy )
1=0,1

for every A € R and u € S(R).

Proof of Lemmas[7 and[8. Let Ro(\) = (A + 02)~! and

ezk|m| e—k\x\

Gl (l‘, k’) =

We remark that Ro(\ Fi0)6 = Gy(x,+k) for A = k? with & > 0 and Rg(\)d = Ga(x, k) for
A\ = —k? with k& > 0. If M is sufficiently large, we have

R\ +i0)u = i Ro(A £i0)(V Ro(A £i0))Yu (33)
j=0

for A € R with |A\| > M and u € S(R) since
()" Ro(A £40) ()l pemyy S (A2

By the definition of G (z, k) and Plancherel’s theorem,

sup / dk (kY |xas (k) (Gr (-, ) # ) (@) ?

R

< 1 > —iky ? * iky 2 (34)

sup [ dk(k) u(y)e”"dy| + u(y)e™dy| | dk
x R x —00
Sllul2,.
For k = v\ > 0, it holds that
Fy oy (z,£k) == Ry(A F z'O)(VRO()\ F1i0))"u(x)
(35)

= G1(x — x1, k) H (2j)Gi(xj — xjq1, £k)) u(zpy1)dey -+ - depqq.
7j=1

Rn+1

11



Combining Minkowski’s inequality with (B4]), we have for n > 1,

I ar (VX) Fn (2, V) 22 (0,00)

n—1
5/%161 dxnleOﬂV%H)\lsup (kG (zj — @js1, K))}
1/2
] [ abar P12 G ) =)o o

1/2
SV sup ([ kb= a2 |G b)) )
Tn R
SMT PVl e,
where zg = x. Similarly, we have
ar (VA0 Fun(@, £V V) 12 0,00) S M2V 71| 2. (37)

Since

1 . )
0. (Ro(A— i0) = RolA+ i0))u =32, [ dyu(y)(e™™ (o) 4 =)y
R

:\/g (e*ak) - e~ a(-k)) .

it follows from Plancherel’s identity

1/2
102 (Ro(A ~ i0) ~ Folh+ 0l 5 ([ atilach) Par)

(38)
Sllull gz
Combining (33]), [B6)—-(38), we obtain Lemma [7l
Next, we will prove Lemma B In view of (B5]), we have
sup (s (B) Fun (2, k)| + [xar (B)Ou Py n (2, K))
s s W7 [ TIIVElunn)ldn - do (39)
SM™VILy @ llull gy
For A = —k? with k& > 0, we have
By p(x, k) = Ro(/\)VRo(A)"U(w)
= o G2 ZE — l‘l, H l‘] Gg — l‘j+1, k’)) u(xn+1)d:171 tee d:l?n_H,
R
j=1
and it follows that
sup (|xa1 (k) Fon (2, k)| + [x01 (K) 0o Fon (2, K)|)
z,k (40)
SJM_HHVH?R(]R)”uHLl(R)-
Combining (39]) and (@0), we obtain Lemma [§ O

12



4.2 Low energy estimate

Next, we will estimate the low frequency part of R(A £i0). Let xpr(x) =1 — xp(2).

Lemma 9. Assume (V1) and (V2). Let M be a positive number given in Lemma [l Then
there exists a positive number C such that for every u € S(R),

sup [|(2) "X (VA RO £ i0)ul| 12 (0,00) < Cllull L2y,

sup [|[Xar (V)9 R(A £ 0)ull 22 (0,00) < Cllull2(r)-

Lemma 10. Assume (V1) and (V2). Let M be a positive number given in Lemma[8. Then
there exists a positive number C such that

sup |’<x>_18gR(A + z'O)uHLOo < CH(JJWHL;(R)
=01 Ae[=M,M] =

for every A € R and u € S(R).
Furthermore, if sup,cr eV (x)] < 0o holds for an o > 0, there exists a positive number
C such that

sup [0z R(A £ i0)ul| o0 < Cllullri(w)
AE[—M,M]

for every A € R and u € S(R).

Before we start to prove Lemmas[@ and [I0, we recall some properties of the Jost functions.
We refer the readers to Deift-Trubowitz [13] for the details. Let fi(z,k) and fa(x, k) be the
solutions to Lu = k?u satisfying

lim |e”*f(z,k) —1| =0, lim [ fy(x, k) — 1] =0,
T—00 T——00

and let mq(z, k) = e *f)(x, k) and ma(z, k) = e*®fy(x,k). For each z, my(x,k) and
ma(z, k) are analytic in k& with Sk > 0, continuous in k& with Sk > 0, and satisfy

00 eQik(y—x) -1

ma(a k) = 1+ / ———V(ymly. Ky,
x e2z’k(:c—y) -1

ma(z, k) =1 —I—/ Tv(y)m2(y7 k)dy.

Deift-Trubowitz [13] tells us that for x € R and k € C with Sk > 0,

ma(e,) = 15 ()70 + max(=2,0)) [ dyl)lV )l (41)
ma(e. k) = 1 5 (07114 max(@,0) [ dy)lv )l (42)
om0 S (07 [ dylV )l (43)
oma(e 0 07 [ ) Vi) (44)

13



For every § > 0, there exists a C5 > 0 such that for z € R and k € C with Sk > 0 and |k| > 0,

jma (5, k) — 1] < Cs / Ty, (45)

T
x

[ma(z, k) — 1] < C; / dy|V (). (46)

—00

There exist continuous functions T'(k), R1(k) and Rg(k) on R satisfying

f2($7k) = ?1(%)fl(x7k)+ﬁfl($v _k)v (47)
il k) = T oo k) + s ol =) (43)

for k € R with k 7 0. Let [f(2), 9(2)] = f'(z)g(x)—f(x)g () and let W (k) = [f1(x, k), fa(x, k)].
As is well known, the Wronskian W (k) does not depend on = and W (k) = 2ik/T'(k) # 0 for
k # 0. Moreover, the assumption (V2) implies W (0) # 0.

Proof of Lemmald. For A\ = k? with k > 0, the resolvent operator R(\ 4 i0) has the kernel

fi(z, £k) fo(y, £k)
_ fi o
Ky(z,y,k) = W (k) ne (49)
7 . f2(x,:|:k‘)f1(y,:|:k) for x <
W (k) v
That is,
R\ + i0)u = fl (@, ik / dy f2(y, £k)u(y)
fg(x :]:k) (50)

- B / dy f1(y, £k)uly)
=:I(£k) + I1(£k).

We will estimate L3-norm of the right-hand side of (50). We may assume z > 0. Let

fl(a:, k)

=W

([1 + Iy + [3),
where

I = /0 ’ dy f2(y, k)u(y),
0
I — /_ dye=*u(y) = V31 F, (X (oo 011) (F),

0
I3 = / dye_iky(mg(y,k) — Du(y).

—00

By (@Il and ([@2]), we see
sSup (‘fl(ka)’ +<x>_1’f2(‘r7k>’) < 00, (51)

>0

14
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and

[ullze S llullze-

70 12 (~00,0)

sup |I3] S H/; dyV (y)

Similarly, we have I] = —fé[gggl:;) (I1; + 115) with

<m=/m@w%m VarF (X ey ) (),
w:/m@w%mmm—mwx

and
sup [I 12| < |lull2.
X

Obviously,
sup(I T2l 2 + 1011 52)  llull .
>0

(54)

(55)

Since W (k) # 0 for every k € R and xs(k) is compactly supported, it follows from (GI)—(53])

that
2

< (@)?|lullZ.

Sl;p/de|k7| ‘;ZM(]@)/RdyKi(x,y,k‘)u(y)

By (#9), we have

R\ +i0)u = — % /_ dy f2(y, £k)u(y)
[

__é%%iggiiEEQ./C dy f1 (y, £k)u(y)
=ITI(+k) + IV (£k).

By symmetry, it suffices to consider the case where x > 0. Let us rewrite I11 as

ezk:c

II] = _W(k‘) (I[Il + 11l + I[Ig),
where
0
uhzuMmm$»HMmu¢»/ dy foly, k)u(y).
111 = ikm (z, k) / dy fa(y, k)u(y),
0
1115 = dymy (. k) / dy f2(y, k)u(y).
0
By (@) and (@3),

sup  sup (|kmq(z, k)| + [0ym1(z, k)]) < oco.
ke[—M,M] 2>0

15



Thus we have
Hljll”L%(—M,M)-}—LZO(—MyM) 5 HU’HL2 (56)

in the same way as (53) and (B5). Under the assumption (V1) and (V2), we have 1/T(k) ~ k=1
as k — 0 and R;(k) and Ry(k) are continuous in k& € R. Hence by using (7)), we see that

MTE 22 arays ze -arany S lullz2 (57)

follows in the same way as (53) and (B5). By (V1), @3]) and Schwarz’s inequality, we have

[I1T3] S </:O dy\V(y)!> /Om dy(y)u(y)

(58)
S@) T2 @)2V | ol -
Similarly, we have
sup IV 12 (—ar iy noe -y S Hlull e (59)
Combining (57)—(BY), we obtain
2
sup [ ki [far(8) [ dyuetiobut)| <
z>0 JR R
Thus we complete the proof of Lemma Ol O

Proof of Lemma[10. Since W (k) is continuous and W (k) # 0 on R, it follows from (41)—(44)
and (49) that

sup  sup (z) K1 (2, k)|(y) "t <oo forj=0, L (60)
ke[—M,M] z,yeR

Thus we have

sup (2) ™' Xar (VAR £ i0)ul| e < Cll{w)ull gy for j =0, 1. (61)

For A < 0, the resolvent operator R(\) has the kernel

fl(xv Zk)f2(y7 Zk)
K(z,y,\) = ) W(Zk) . R (62)
— f2(x’;lj)({]1€§y’m) for x <y,

where k = /=X. We have W (ik) = 0 for a k > 0 if and only if A = —k? is an eigenvalue of L.
Thus the assumption (V2) yields that W (ik) has a simple pole at k = \/|E.| and W (ik) # 0

for k € [0,/]E«]) U (\/]E|, 00). Thus by ({@I))-@), we have
sup () R)Qu] . + () 0. RN Qul] ) < el

A<0

Combining the above, we obtain the former part of Lemma

16



Next, we will estimate 0, Ky (x,y,k) and 0, K (x,y,\) assuming that V(x) decays like
e~ In view of ([@I)- (@), we have

sup <Sup |0: K4 (x,y, k)| + sup |8xKi(x,y,k:)|> < 00. (63)
ke[—M,M] \z>0>y <0<y

Suppose x and y has the same sign. By symmetry, we may assume x >y > 0. By ({@1))-({@3)),
we have supgc(_ s ar [0xm2(y, k)| < (y) < (), and
o

s (o, Kol R)| Sa) [ dy@lV ()] £ (el

T

As in the proof of Lemma [ it follows from (47) that

sup  sup |kma(y, k)| < .
ke[—M,M] y>0

Combining the above, we see that
_e:l:ik(x—y)

O Ky (z,y, k) = TW(xk)

{xikmq(z, £k) + Oymy(x, £k)}mo(y, £k).
are uniformly bounded with respect to >y > 0 and k € [-M, M].
By (41)—(@q]), we have

sup sSup |()‘_E*)8$K(x7y7 )‘)| < 00,
A<—a?/16 z,y€R

sup |\ — B, ( sup 10K (2,5 V)] + sup ramx,y,w) < co.
A<0 <0<y y<0<zx

Now we will prove the remaining case by using ([@7) and (48]). We may assume x >y > 0 by
symmetry. Under the assumption sup,cg |V (z)| < 0o, my(z, k) and ma(z, k) are analytic
in k with Sk > —a/2 and there exists a C, > 0 for every a > 0 such that

jma (2, k) — 1] < Ci / dyly)e 2V (y)| (64)
for £ > —a and —a/2 < Sk < 0, and
ma(a, k) — 1] < C / dy )|V ()] (65)

for v < a and —a/2 < Sk < 0. Furthermore, we see that

ﬁ :ﬁ[fl($,k)7f2(x7k’)]7
o) =l AR, ) = (e k). e b
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are meromorphic in k£ with |3%k| < «/2 and have a pole of order 1 at the origin. Hence it

follows from (@T), (@1) and (64) that

sup sup k|lma(y,ik)| < co.
0<k<a/4y>0

By (#2) and (@3),

sup [ma(y,ik)| S (y) S (x),
0<k<a/4

B ()| < / )V )| < (m)eo.

xT

Hence, we have

sup sup ’axfl(x72k)f2(yazk)‘
0<k<a/4x>y>0

= sup sup e *|(—kmy(z,ik) + ymy(x,ik))mo(y, ik)| < co.
0<k<a/4z>y>0

Combining the above, we obtain supy g [|0: R(A\)Q| g1,y < oo. Thus we prove the latter
part of Lemma O

4.3 Proof of Lemmas [4-6

Now, we are in position to prove Lemmas 4H6L

Proof of Lemma [} By the spectral decomposition theorem, we have

Qe M f = e My (L) f + Qe "X (L) f,

and
xar(L)e M f =— / T (RO — 10) — R(A+i0)) fd, (66)
Qe u (L) :2% /_ T ML (NQRO — i0) — RO+ i0)) fdA. (67)

Integrating (66]) by part, we see that
XM(L)e—ith

_@~ /_ - dAe A {(R(A +i0) — RO\ —i0))xmr (N} in SL(R)

27
for any ¢t # 0 and f € S,(R?). Since
IQR(A £ i0) | 2,41 /210 L2411 /2-0) S (A)TUTD/2,

the above integral absolutely converges in L2 —UHD/270 4 ] =>2.

< >Suppose g(t,z) = gi(t)g2(x), g1 € CF(R\ {0}) and g2 € S(R). We define (-,-), and

(ug,u2)y ::/ w (z)ug(z)dz, (vi,v2)t0 :—/ / 1(t, x)ve(t, x)dxdt.

—0o0

18



Making use of Fubini’s theorem and integration by parts, we have for j > 2,

(xp(L)e ™ f, g)ia

[e.e]

o [t Tt [ e RO+ i0) - RO i0)f.92),

C2mi o
1
2

1 o

- / INFig1) (V) V(R +10) — R(A — i0) f. ga),

271 J o

—00

Hence it follows from the above and Fubini’s theorem that

<XM(L)e_ith’g>t,x
_ ! / s /_ T AN o V(RO 10) — RO\ — i0))f) Frg(\ )

21 J—

for every g € C3°(R; \ {0}) ® S(R;). Using Plancherel’s theorem, we have
[(xar(L)e™™ £, g) e
<(2m) "2l ar (V) (B +i0) = RO = i0)) fll 220 12 1 Feg A, 21 13
=(2m) " xar (V) (R(A +i0) — RO\ = i0))f | 2o 12 (0,00 19l 21 13-
Similarly, we have

[(Qe™ ™ Xar (L) el

<(2m) 72 |(2) P (NQ(RA = i0) — R(A+10)) fl| o0 12 [ (2)* gl 11 1.2,

and

(0o QF, ghia
<(2m) 72 ([xar (N0 (R = i0) — R(A +i0)) f | 0 .2

+11Xa (N0 (R(A = i0) = ROA+10)Qf [l oo 12 ) 19l Lo 12-

/_ " 0 (xr V(RO A+ i0) — RO — i0)) . g2), /_ (it gy (1)t

(68)

Since C§°(R; \ {0}) ® S(R,,) is dense in LLL?, Eqs. (I3)) and ([d) follow from (68)—(70) and
Lemmas [7] and @l By using the duality argument, we see that (I5]) follows from (I3]). Thus

we complete the proof of Lemma [41

To prove Lemma [0, we need the following.

Lemma 11. Assume (V1) and (V2). Let g(t,x) € Sg(R?) and

7

Ut,z) = Nors

/_ h dhe "R\ —i0) + RO +10)}Q(F, 1 g) (N, ).

Then,
0

t
Ut.a) =2 [ dse Qq(s, )+ [ dse Qg )
0

—00

- / dse_i(t_s)LQg(s, ).
0
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Proof. We may assume that g(¢,x) is written as g(t,z) = g1(t)g2(x) with g1, g2 € S(R). Let
h € S(R) and

FA) = (Q{R(A —i0) + R(A +i0)}g2, h),
feA) = (Q{R(X —ie) + R(A + ie)}g2, h).
Then f(\) and f-(\) are smooth functions satisfying

sup (W2 ([0 £ 0| + |05 0] ) < o0
AER,e>0

for every k € NU {0} (see e.g [28]), and

[ vt =—= [ e 0)FE a0
. (71)
:\/—2_71' /Rdsf(t —8)g1(s)-
By the spectral decomposition theorem,
20—
0 = [ B ), (72)
Taking the Fourier transform of (72]) and using Fubini’s theorem, we have
; 1 —in 2(A—p)
t) =——= | d{Eq. ) [ dre™™ 22
Filt) == [ B ) [ areZEH
=V 27m'/ d(Bae(11)ga, hye et gon ¢
R
Hence it follows that
F(t) =lim fo(t) = V2risgnt(Qe™" gz, h). (73)
Substituting (73]) into (1), we obtain
Wit 1) == [ dsonts) [ sente = e M aBun)e, h>>
t .
=/ dsgy(s)(e" "™ gy, b / dsgy(s)(e "= gy h).
Thus we complete the proof of Lemma [Tl O

Proof of Lemma[d. Since Sg(R?) is dense in LLL?, it suffices to prove ([I6]) for g € Sg(R?).
As in the proof of Lemma [ we have

(2) 1 RU (@) | ez < ) "M OI{R(A = i0) + ROA +i0)}QF, g, )l oo 12
Applying Plancherel’s theorem and Minkowski’s inequality, we have
1(2) " U (-, )| oo 12
<)M R( = i0) + RO +i0)3QC) Iz, o) | () F g0 e[| 2
<sup 1) O{R(A = i0) + R(A +i0)}Q() " I sz pey (@) gll 1 r2
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for j = 0, 1. Hence it follows from Lemmas [§ and [I0] that

H<x>_1U”LgOL§ + ”(33>_1a:cU”LgOL§ S Kz gl 2 (74)

For I = [0,00) and I = (—o0, 0], we have

/I e—i(t—s)LQg(S)dS

:/RdSXI(S) </R e_i(t_S)AdEac()\)g(Sf))

=L indse M RO = i0) — RO\ 10)}Qx1 (5)g(s, )
211 Jp2

= —iFA{(R(A — i0) — R(A +i0))QF; " (x1(s)g) (A, ) } ().

By Plancherel’s identity and Minkowski’s inequality, we have

T —laj e—i(t—s)L $)ds

ol [ Qutstas| .

< [[(2) "t (R(A — 10) — RO+ i0)QF, (xa(5)9) A )| e 2 (75)
< sup [[()7TH{R( — i0) = RO+ 0}Q0) ™ sy, 1)l @)1 27

for j = 0, 1. Combining (74))—(75]) with Lemma[IT] we obtain (I6). Since (IT) can be obtained
in exactly the same way, we omit the proof. O

Finally, we will prove Lemma [0l To prove Lemma [6l we will use a lemma of Christ and
Kiselev [10].

Proof of Lemmal@. Let (¢,p) = (4,00) or (¢,p) = (00,2) and let
Tg@)=:/£d8€”“‘”LQg®)
Lemmas Bl and @ imply f := [, dse®*Qg(s) € L*(R) and
1Tg)lzaze S fllez < H<x>3/29”L;L§-
Thus by Schwarz’s inequality, we see that there exists a C' > 0 such that for every g € S(R?),

1Tg()zaze < Cllgllrzra®, @)5de)- (76)

Since ¢ > 2, it follows from Lemma 3.1 in [40] and (@) that

Thus we prove Lemma [l O

dse =L Qq(s)

. S ||9||L§L§(R,<z>5dz)- (77)
s<

LILE
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