arXiv:0807.2280v2 [math.AP] 16 Jul 2008

SMOOTHING ESTIMATES FOR THE SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION WITH UNBOUNDED POTENTIALS

PIERO D’ANCONA AND LUCA FANELLI

Abstract. We prove a local in time smoothing estimate for a magnetic Schrödinger equation with coefficients growing polynomially at spatial infinity. The assumptions on the magnetic field are gauge invariant and involve only the first two derivatives. The proof is based on the multiplier method and no pseudofferential techniques are required.

1. Introduction

Smoothing properties of dispersive equations have become a standard tool in the study of nonlinear problems. For the Schrödinger flow on R^n the basic smoothing estimate is the following: (1.1) ‖⟨x⟩^{−s}|D|^{1/2}e^{itΔ}f‖_L2_L2 ≲ ‖f‖_L2 , s > 1/2. Here as usual the symbol A ≲ B means A ≤ CB for some absolute constant C, ⟨x⟩ = (1 + |x|^2)^{1/2} and |D|^rf = F^{−1}(|ξ|^r ^f(ξ)). With L^2L^2 we denote the space L^2(R_t ; L^2(R^n_x )).

In the form (1.1) the estimate was proved by Ben-Artzi and Klainerman [3] and Chihara [4], but it can be traced back at least as far as the work of Kato on H-smoothing [11] and subsequent works of Kato-Yajima, Vega, Sjölin, Constantin- Saut [12], [23], [21], [5]. In view of its importance, especially for the applications to the derivative NLS, it has been extended and improved in a variety of directions (see e.g [25], [13], [24], [20]). We recall also the close connection of this property with the Morawetz estimates for the wave and Klein-Gordon equation, which play a central role in scattering theory. The gain of 1/2 derivative, at least on a bounded time interval [−T, T ], is a quite general phenomenon, extending to Schrödinger equations on manifolds and with variable coefficients. In these general situations, it is well known that smoothing holds as long as the metric has no trapped rays.

A more precise way to express smoothing is using a Morrey-Campanato type norm:

(1.2) sup_{R>0} 1 R ∫_{+∞} −∞ dt ∫ |x|≤R |∇e^{itΔ}f|^2 dx ≤ C‖f‖_Ḣ1/2 (see [5], [21], [18]). This stronger form of (1.1) can be proved by a variant of Morawetz’ multiplier method; more general pseudodifferential techniques allow only to prove smoothing in the form (1.1).

In the following we shall focus on the variable coefficient problem on R_t × R^n_x iu_t(t, x) − (∇ − iA(t, x))^2 u + V (t, x)u(t, x) = 0 u(0, x) = f(x), (1.3)

Date: April 25, 2019.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35L70, 58J45.

Key words and phrases. decay estimates, dispersive equations, Schrödinger equation, timedependent potential, magnetic potential . 1

for suitable potentials A(t, x) ∈ R^n and V (t, x) ∈ R, n ≥ 3. For this equation, in general, one can only expect local (in time) smoothing, where the L^2L^2 space is replaced by L^2_T L^2 = L^2([−T, T ]; L^2(R^n )), T > 0.

This was proved by Yajima [26] for smooth potentials V (t, x) with subquadratic growth and magnetic potentials A(t, x) with sublinear growth. This result was further extended by Doi [6] to equations of the form (1.4) iu_t(t, x) − ∑ (D_j − iA_j (t, x))g^{jk} (x)(D_k − iA_k(t, x))u + V (t, x)u(t, x) = 0 under suitable assumptions on the metric g^{jk}(x), namely a nontrapping condition, sufficient flatness at spatial infinity, and uniform ellipticity (see [6], [7]).

It has been known for some time that the quadratic growth represents a critical threshold for potentials. Indeed, the fundamental solution of the Schrödinger propagator corresponding to −Δ + V (x) with V (x) ≳ ⟨x⟩^{2+δ} is nowhere C^1 and can be unbounded at infinity [14]. This reflects in a weaker smoothing property of the solution; Yajima and Zhang ([29], [30]; see also [27]) obtained for the operator H = −Δ + V (x), with a smooth potential V (x) ≃ ⟨x⟩^m, m ≥ 2, the estimate

(1.5) ∫_T −T ∫ |x|≤R | | |⟨D⟩^{1m} e^{itH} f | | |^2 dx dt ≤ CT,R‖f‖_L2 . The result is sharp, in the sense that the analogous estimate with 1/m replaced by s > 1/m is false. More recently, Robbiano and Zuily [19] extended (1.5) to general equations of the form (1.4), with C^∞ potentials in suitable symbol classes; as in Doi’s result, the metric must be non trapping and sufficiently flat at infinity, moreover the electric potential V can grow at most like ⟨x⟩^m and the magnetic potential A can grow at most like ⟨x⟩^{m/2}, with corresponding conditions on all derivatives.

All the results mentioned so far are based on pseudodifferential techniques. These allow to handle operators of a very general form, but with some drawbacks:

• The coefficient are required to be C^∞, with conditions involving all the derivatives; this could probably be improved to assumptions involving a large enough number of derivatives.

• A more relevant problem is that these methods hide some important physical aspects; indeed, the assumptions on the magnetic terms are expressed in terms of the vector potential A(t, x), while for example, in dimension n = 3, the physically relevant quantity is the vector field B = curl A. In particular, the assumptions are not gauge invariant.

• A precise estimate like (1.2) for the Morrey-Campanato norm of the solution seems difficult to obtain uniquely by pseudodifferential methods.

Our goal here is to follow a different path and adapt the method of multipliers to handle unbounded potentials. Indeed, by elementary methods, we can prove a Morrey-Campanato equivalent of (1.5), and address at the same time some of the problems listed above. In the present work we shall only focus on equations of the form (1.3); note that in order to study a general metric by the multiplier method, it is necessary to exhibit a ‘physical space’ replacement for the non trapping condition. This is an interesting problem in itself and will be the subject of future work.

We shall express our assumptions on the magnetic field in terms of curlA, which has the following standard extension to general space dimension:

Definition 1.1. For any n ≥ 2 the matrix-valued field B : R^n → M_{n×n}(R) is defined by B := DA − DA^t, B_{ij} = ∂A^i ∂x^j − ∂A^j ∂x^i .

We also define the vector field B_τ : R^n → R^n as follows:

B_τ = x |x| B. Of course we can rephrase the definition as B = dA with A = ∑ j A^j dx^j ; in dimension n = 3, this reduces to B = curl A, more precisely Bv = curl A ∧ v, ∀v ∈ R^3 . In particular, we have

(1.6) B_τ = x |x| ∧ curl A, n = 3.

Hence B_τ (x) is the projection of B = curl A on the tangential space in x to the sphere of radius |x|, for n = 3. Observe also that B_τ · x = 0 for any n ≥ 2, hence B_τ is a tangential vector field in any dimension. Notice that our assumptions on the magnetic field involve B_τ exclusively (see (1.9)) and hence are gauge invariant.

Our main tool will be the following (with the notation ∇_A = ∇ − iA(t, x)): Magnetic Virial Identity. Let u(t, x) be a solution of (1.3), ϕ = ϕ(|x|) a smooth, radial, real valued function and let Θ(t) = ∫ ϕ|u|^2 dx. Denoting with V_r the radial derivative of V , D^2ϕ the Hessian matrix and with Δ^2ϕ = ΔΔϕ the bilaplacian of ϕ, we have 4 ∫ R^n ∇_AuD^2ϕ∇_Au dx − ∫ R^n |u|^2Δ^2ϕ dx − 2 ∫ R^n |u|^2ϕ^′V_r dx + 4 ∫ R^n uϕ^′B_τ · ∇_Au dx = d dt ℑ ∫ R^n u ∇_Au · ∇ϕ dx = Θ̈(t). (1.7)

We give a proof of (1.7) in Section 2 for sufficiently smooth (H^{3/2}) solutions, by a variant of the classical Morawetz multiplier method. This approach has a long history, starting with [16] for the Klein-Gordon equation, [17], [22], [15]; then the multiplier method was extended to the Helmoltz and wave equations in [18], and for the Schrödinger equation with an electric potential in [1], [2]. In the case of magnetic potentials, a 3D version of the virial identity for Schrödinger first appeared in [9], [10], while in [8] identity (1.7) is proved for any dimension.

In order to apply the formal identity (1.7) we shall need the following assumptions: the functions V (t, x) ∈ C^1 and A(t, x) = (A_1, . . . , A_n) ∈ C^2 are real valued, and for some constants C, c > 0 and some m ≥ 2, (1.8) c⟨x⟩^m ≤ V (t, x) ≤ C⟨x⟩^m, m ≥ 2; (but see Remark 1.1 below). Moreover we shall assume that for some m/2 ≤ λ ≤ m − 1, (1.9) (∂_rV )^+ ≤ C⟨x⟩^{m−1} |∇ · B_τ | ≤ C⟨x⟩^λ, |B_τ | ≤ C⟨x⟩^{λ−m/2} where (∂_rV )^+ is the positive part of the radial derivative ∂_rV .

Recall that for superquadratic, time dependent potentials, the existence of the propagator is still partially an open question. Hence we prefer to add an abstract, albeit very natural, assumption concerning the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1.3):

Assumption (H): well posedness. For each t ∈ [−T, T ], the operator

(1.10) H(t) = − (∇ − iA(t, x))^2 + V (t, x)

is essentially selfadjoint on C^∞_0 , with maximal domain D(H(t)) = D(H) independent of t; we shall use the notation

(1.11) H^s = D(H(t)^{s/2}), 0 ≤ s ≤ 2.

Moreover, we assume that for each f ∈ L^2 problem (1.3) has a solution u ∈ C([−T, T ], L^2), which is in u ∈ C([−T, T ], H^1) for f ∈ H^1, and satisfies the estimates (1.12) ‖u(t)‖_L2 ≤ C_T ‖f‖_L2 , ‖u(t)‖_H1 ≤ C_T ‖f‖_H1 , t ∈ [−T, T ]. Finally, we assume that for C^∞_0 data the solution is at least in C([−T, T ], H^{3/2}).

Notice that if V, A do not depend on time, Assumption (H) is trivially satisfied as soon as the operator H is selfadjoint. As for the general case of superquadratic, time dependent potentials, the optimal conditions for well posedness are not clear. Some partial results in this direction have been obtained by Yajima in [28], where a propagator is constructed under condition slightly more restrictive than (1.8), (1.9) (in particular, quadratic bounds for ∂_tV, ∂_tA are required).

In the classical Morawetz estimates the tangential component of ∇u satisfies better estimates than the full gradient. A similar phenomenon occurs in presence of a magnetic potential; we need to define here the modified radial and tangential derivatives of u as

(1.13) ∇^R_Au = x |x| · ∇_Au, ∇^T_Au = ∇_Au − x |x| ∇^R_Au with ∇_A = ∇ − iA(t, x), so that

(1.14) |∇^T_Au|^2 = ∑ j<k | | x_j r (∂_k − iA_k)u − x_k r (∂_j − iA_j )u | |^2 .

Notice that |∇u|^2 = |∇^R_Au|^2 + |∇^T_Au|^2 and indeed ∇^T_Au reduces to the usual tangential derivative when A ≡ 0.

We are in position to state the main result of the paper:

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 3, and assume that (1.8), (1.9) and (H) hold for some T > 0. Then for all data f ∈ H^{1−1/m} the solution u(t, x) of problem (1.3) satisfies for all R > 0, with a constant C independent of R, the following smoothing estimates: when n ≥ 4 (1.15) ∫_T −T ∫ [ R^{n−1}|∇_Au|^2 (R ∨ r)^n + |∇^T_Au|^2 r + |u|^2 r^3 ] dxdt+ 1 R^2 ∫_T −T ∫ |x|=R |u|^2dσdt ≤ C‖f‖^2_{H1−} 1_m while for n = 3 (1.16)∫_T −T dt ∫ [ R^2|∇_Au|^2 (R ∨ r)^3 + |∇^T_Au|^2 r ] dx + 1 R^2 ∫_T −T dt ∫ |x|≤R |u|^2dσ ≤ C‖f‖^2_{H1−} 1_m . If in addition we assume that V is repulsive, i.e., V_r ≤ 0, we can improve the above estimate bu replacing the H^{1−1/m} norm at the right hand side with H^{λ/m}.

Remark 1.1. In assumption (1.8) we require a growth condition on V from below; this was one of the original assumptions of Yajima-Zhang [30] for V = V (x), and was relaxed to (1.17) − C⟨x⟩^m ≤ V (t, x) ≤ C⟨x⟩^m (plus the corresponding ones for all derivatives ∂^α_x V ) in Robbiano-Zuily [19]. We prefer to keep here this quite restrictive condition, since it makes it easier to deal with the spaces H^s used in the statement of our result. Actually, we can reduce any potential satisfying (1.17) to our situation by applying the time-dependent change of gauge (1.18) u(t, x) = e^{−ic0t⟨x⟩m} w(t, x) which transforms the equation into (1.19) iw_t(t, x) − (∇ − i ~A(t, x))^2w + ~V (t, x)w(t, x) = 0 with (1.20) ~V = V + c_0⟨x⟩^m, ~A = A + c_0∇⟨x⟩^m · t. It is easy to check that the other assumptions remain true, with different constants; notice in particular that the field B is unchanged. 2. Proof of the magnetic virial identity Let u ∈ H^{32} be a solution of (1.3). Recall that the quantity Θ_S (t) is defined as Θ_S (t) = ∫ ϕ|u(t, x)|^2dx where the radial weight function ϕ will be chosen in the following. Writing equation (1.3) in the form (2.1) u_t = −iHu, we obtain immediately (2.2) Θ̇_S(t) = −i ⟨u, [H, ϕ]u⟩ , Θ̈_S(t) = ⟨u, [H, [H, ϕ]]u⟩ , where the brackets [, ] are the commutator and the brackets ⟨, ⟩ are the hermitian product in L^2. In order to simplify the notations, we shall write (2.3) T = −[H, ϕ]. By the Leibnitz formula (2.4) ∇_A(fg) = g∇_Af + f∇g, which implies (2.5) H(fg) = (Hf)g + 2∇_Af · ∇g + f(Δg), we can write explicitly (2.6) T = 2∇ϕ · ∇_A + Δϕ. Observe that T is anti-symmetric, namely ⟨f, T g⟩ = −⟨T f, g⟩. Hence we can rewrite (2.2) in the following form (2.7) Θ̈_S(t) = ⟨u, [H, T ]u⟩ , where T is given by (2.6).

In the following we shall use the shorthand notations, for a function f : R^n → C , f_j = ∂f ∂x^j , f_{~j} = f_j − iA^j f, f_{~j⋆} = f_j + iA^j f. With these notations we have (fg)_{~j} = f_{~j} g + fg_j while the integrations by parts formula can be written ∫ R^n f_{~j} (x)g(x) dx = − ∫ R^n f(x)g_{~j⋆} (x) dx. We now compute explicitly the commutator [H, T ]; by (2.6) we have (2.8) [H, T ] = −[∇^2_A, 2∇ϕ · ∇_A] − [∇^2_A, Δϕ] + [V, T ] =: I + II + III. The term III is easy: (2.9) III = [V, T ] = 2[V, ∇_A · ∇] = −2∇ϕ · ∇V = −2ϕ^′V_r.

As to I, we have −I =2 n∑ j,k=1 ( ∂_{~j} ∂_{~j} ϕ_k∂_{~k} − ϕ_k∂_{~k}∂_{~j} ∂_{~j} )

= n∑ j,k=1 ( 2ϕ_{kjj} ∂_{~k} + 4ϕ_{jk} ∂_{~j} ∂_{~k} + 2ϕ_k(∂_{~j} ∂_{~j} ∂_{~k} − ∂_{~k}∂_{~j} ∂_{~j} ) ) . (2.10)

Notice that ∂_{~j} ∂_{~k} − ∂_{~k}∂_{~j} =i ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) , ∂_{~j} ∂_{~j} ∂_{~k} − ∂_{~k}∂_{~j} ∂_{~j} =i ( A^k_j − A^j_k ) j + 2i ( A^k_j − A^j_k ) ∂_{~j} ; hence, by (2.10) we obtain (2.11) − I = n∑ j,k=1 ( 2ϕ_{kjj} ∂_{~k} + 4ϕ_{jk}∂_{~j} ∂_{~k} + 2iϕ_j ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) k + 4iϕ_j ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) ∂_{~k} )

The term II can be written −II = n∑ j,k=1 ( ∂_{~k}∂_{~k}ϕ_{jj} − ϕ_{jj} ∂_{~k}∂_{~k} )

= n∑ j,k=1 ( ϕ_{jjkk} + 2ϕ_{jjk} ∂_{~k} ) . (2.12)

By (2.11) and (2.12) we have

⟨u, [∇^2_A, T ]u⟩ = n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n ( 2uϕ_{kjj} u_{~k} + 4uϕ_{jk}∂_{~j} ∂_{~k}u + 2uϕ_{kjj} u_{~k} ) dx

+ n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n ( 2iϕ_j ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) k |u|^2 + 4iuϕ_j ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) u_{~k} ) dx + ∫ R^n |u|^2Δ^2ϕ dx.

(2.13)

Using the identity ∂_{~j} ∂_{~k}u = ∂_{~j⋆} ∂_{~k⋆} u integrating by parts the first three terms of (2.13) we have n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n ( 2uϕ_{kjj} u_{~k} + 4uϕ_{jk}∂_{~j} ∂_{~k}u + 2uϕ_{kjj} u_{~k} ) dx

= n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n −4u_{~j}ϕ_{jk} u_{~k} dx = −4 ∫ R^n ∇_AuD^2ϕ∇_Au dx. (2.14)

For the 4th and 5th term in (2.13) we notice that n∑ j,k=1 ϕ_{jk} ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) = 0, and integrating by parts we obtain n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n ( 2iϕ_j ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) k |u|^2 + 4iuϕ_j ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) u_{~k} ) dx

= 4ℑ n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n uϕ_j ( A^j_k − A^k_j ) u_{~k} dx = 4ℑ ∫ R^n uϕ^′B_τ · ∇_Au dx,

(2.15)

with B_τ as in Definition 1.1.

Collecting (2.9), (2.13), (2.14), (2.15) we conclude that ⟨u, [H, T ]u⟩ =4 ∫ R^n ∇_AuD^2ϕ∇_Au − ∫ R^n |u|^2Δ^2ϕ − 2 ∫ R^n ϕ^′V_r|u|^2 + 4ℑ ∫ R^n uϕ^′B_τ · ∇_Au. (2.16)

Identities (2.7) and (2.16) imply (1.7).

Remark 2.1. Notice that, in order to justify all of the above computations, it is sufficient to require that the solution u belongs to H^{3/2} (recall Assumption (H)); indeed, the highest order term is of the form ∫ ∇^2_Au∇ϕ · ∇_Au. 3. Choice of the multiplier The precise form of the multiplier ϕ will depend on the space dimension. Writing r = |x|, we introduce the radial function

(3.1) ϕ_0(r) = ∫_r 0 ϕ^′_0(r) dx, where

(3.2) ϕ^′_0(r) = { M +^1_{2n} r −^1_{2n(n+2)} r^3, r ≤ 1 M +^1_{2n} −^1_{2n(n+2)} ·^1_{rn−1} , r > 1, for some constant M ≥ 1. Hence we have also

(3.3) ϕ^{′′}_0 (r) =

{_1

2n −^3_{2n(n+2)} r^2, r ≤ 1 n−1 2n(n+2) · 1 r^n , r > 1. Observe that both ϕ^′_0(r) and ϕ^{′′}_0 (r) are positive and continuous on [0, +∞). In order to compute Δ^2ϕ_0(|x|), we start by the laplacian, using the formula Δϕ_0(r) = r^{1−n}∂_r(r^{n−1}ϕ^′_0(r)), which gives

(3.4) Δϕ_0(r) = { M(n − 1) ·^1_r +^1_2 −^1_{2n} r^2, r ≤ 1 M(n − 1) ·^1_r +^{n−1}_{2n} ·^1_r , r > 1;

also Δϕ_0(r) is continuous on [0, +∞). Now we can compute the bi-laplacian using the formula (3.5) Δ^2ϕ_0(r) = r^{1−n}∂_r(r^{n−1} (Δϕ_0)^′ (r)).

Due to the presence of the function 1/r in (3.4), which is the fundamental solution of the laplacian in dimension n = 3, the cases n ≥ 4 and n = 3 are slighlty different.

Case n ≥ 4. By direct computation, from (3.4) we get

r^{n−1} (Δϕ_0)^′ (r) = { −M(n − 1)r^{n−3} −^1_n r^n, r ≤ 1 − ( M +^1_{2n} ) (n − 1)r^{n−3}, r > 1. Observe that r^{n−1} (Δϕ_0)^′ (r) is discontinuous at r = 1, and the jump is given by

(Δϕ_0)^′ (1^+) − (Δϕ_0)^′ (1^−) = − n − 3 2n . As a consequence, (3.5) implies

Δ^2ϕ_0(r) = − ( 1 + M(n − 1)(n − 3) r^3 ) χ_{[0,1]} − ( M + 1 2n ) (n − 1)(n − 3) · 1 r^3 χ_{[1,+∞)} − n − 3 2n δ_{r=1}, (n ≥ 4),

(3.6)

where δ_{r=1} is the Dirac measure supported on the unit sphere of R^n . Notice that Δ^2ϕ_0 is negative.

Case n = 3. We rewrite (3.4) as (3.7) Δϕ_0(r) = φ(r) + ψ(r), where

(3.8) φ(r) = 2M · 1 r ,

(3.9) ψ(r) =

{_1

2 −^1_6 r^2, r ≤ 1 1 3 ·^1_{r2} , r ≥ 1.

Clearly we have Δφ(r) = −8πMδ_{x=0}, Δψ(r) = −χ_{[0,1]}, where δ_{x=0} is the Dirac mass at the origin, and hence (3.10) Δ^2ϕ_0(r) = −χ_{[0,1]} − 8πMδ_{x=0}, (n = 3). Notice that also in this case the bilaplacian is negative.

We can now choose the multiplier ϕ, which will be defined as a suitable scaling of ϕ_0: for any R > 0 we set

(3.11) ϕ_R(r) = Rϕ_0 ( r R ) . We have explicitly

(3.12) ϕ^′_R(r) = { M +^1_{2n} ·^r_R −^1_{2n(n+2)} ·^{r3}_{R3} , r ≤ R M +^1_{2n} −^1_{2n(n+2)} ·^{Rn−1}_{rn−1} , r > R,

(3.13) ϕ^{′′}_R(r) = 1 R (_1

2n −^3_{2n(n+2)} ·^{r2}_{R2} ) , r ≤ R 1 R (_{n−1} 2n(n+2) · R^n r^n ) , r > R. Notice that ϕ^′_R, ϕ^{′′}_R are strictly positive and more precisely

(3.14) ϕ^′ r ≥ {_M r +^{n−1} 2n(n+2) 1 R if r ≤ R, M r +^{n−1} 2n(n+2) R^{n−1} r^n if r ≥ R,

while

(3.15) ϕ^{′′} ≥ {_{n−1} 2n(n+2) 1 R if r ≤ R, n−1 2n(n+2) R^{n−1} r^n if r ≥ R.

Moreover

(3.16) sup_{r≥0} ϕ^′_R(r) = M + 1 2n , sup_{r≥0} ϕ^{′′}_R(r) = 1 2nR . The laplacian is given by

(3.17) Δϕ_R(r) = { M(n − 1) ·^1_r +^1_{2R} −^1_{2n} ·^{r2}_{R3} , r ≤ R M(n − 1) ·^1_r +^{n−1}_{2n} ·^1_r , r > R whence in particular the estimate

(3.18) |Δϕ_R| ≤ M(n − 1) r + 1 2(r ∨ R) . Also here the bilaplacian has a different form in the cases n ≥ 4 and n = 3. For n ≥ 4 we have

Δ^2ϕ_R(r) = − ( 1 R^3 + M(n − 1)(n − 3) r^3 ) χ_{[0,R]} − ( M + 1 2n ) (n − 1)(n − 3) · 1 r^3 χ_{[R,+∞)} − n − 3 2n · 1 R^2 δ_{r=R}, (n ≥ 4) (3.19)

while in dimension n = 3 the bilaplacian is given by

(3.20) Δ^2ϕ_R(r) = − 1 R^3 χ_{[0,R]} − 8πMδ_{x=0}, (n = 3).

Observe that in both cases the bilaplacian is negative. In the following we shall drop the index R and write simply ϕ instead of ϕ_R.

We can now plug these quantities into the identity (1.7). Let us consider the Hessian term on the L.H.S. of (1.7); using implicit summation over repeated indices, we can write for a generic vector v = (v_1, . . . , v_n) v · D^2ϕ · v = ϕ^{′′}(r) [ x_iv_i r x_j v_j r ] + ϕ^′(r) r [ v^2 − x_iv_i r x_j v_j r ] with v^2 = v_j v_j . Hence in particular ∇_Au · D^2ϕ · ∇_Au = ϕ^{′′} | | | x |x| · ∇_Au | | | 2 + ϕ^′ r [ |∇_Au|^2 − | | | x |x| · ∇_Au | | | 2] . Then the elementary identity v^2w^2 − (v · w)^2 = ∑ i<j (v_iw_j − v_j w_i)^2

gives, recalling the notations (1.13), (1.14),

(3.21) ∇_Au · D^2ϕ · ∇_Au = ϕ^{′′}|∇^R_Au|^2 + ϕ^′ r |∇^T_Au|^2. Now the identity (1.7) can be written

4 ∫ R^n ϕ^{′′}|∇^r_Au|^2 dx + 4 ∫ R^n ϕ^′ r |∇^T_Au|^2 dx − ∫ R^n |u|^2Δ^2ϕ dx − 2 ∫ R^n |u|^2V_rϕ^′ dx + 4 ∫ R^n (B_τ · ∇_Au) ϕ^′u dx = d dt ℑ ∫ R^n u ∇_Au · ∇ϕ dx.

(3.22)

Using (3.14), (3.15) and the expressions for Δ^2ϕ, we obtain the following estimates: for n ≥ 4

(n − 1)(n − 3)M ∫ |u|^2 r^3 dx + n − 3 2n 1 R^2 ∫ |x|=R |u|^2dσ+ + 2(n − 1) n(n + 2) ∫ R^{n−1} (R ∨ r)^n |∇_Au|^2dx + 2M ∫ |∇^T_Au|^2 r dx ≤ ≤2 ∫ ϕ^′(V_r )^+|u|^2dx + 4 | | | ∫ ϕ^′B_τ · ∇_Au udx | | | + d dt ℑ ∫ R^n u ∇_Au · ∇ϕ dx

(3.23)

while for n = 3 we have

8πM|u(t, 0)|^2 + 1 R^3 ∫ |x|≤R |u|^2dx + 4 15 ∫ R^2 (R ∨ r)^3 |∇_Au|^2dx + 2M ∫ |∇^T_Au|^2 r dx ≤ ≤2 ∫ ϕ^′(V_r)^+|u|^2dx + 4 | | | | ∫ ϕ^′B_τ · ∇_Au udx | | | | + d dt ℑ ∫ R^n u ∇_Au · ∇ϕ dx.

(3.24)

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2 By the definition of H(t) we have, for all |t| ≤ T ,

(4.1) ‖v‖^2_H1 = ‖∇_Av‖^2_L2 + ∫ V |v|^2 ≳ ‖⟨x⟩^{m/2}v‖^2_L2 under our assumptions on V (t, x). Thus by interpolation we get

Lemma 4.1. For any 0 ≤ μ ≤ m/2 and any v ∈ H^{2μ/m} we have (4.2) ‖⟨x⟩^μv‖_L2 ≲ ‖v‖_H2μ/m . As a consequence, recalling the energy estimates (1.12), we have for any solution u(t, x) (4.3) ‖⟨x⟩^μu‖_L2 ≲ ‖u‖_H2μ/m ≤ C_T ‖u(0)‖|_H2μ/m provided 0 ≤ λ ≤ m/2.

Also by interpolation we can prove the following bound which will be used to estimate the left hand side in (3.23), (3.24):

Lemma 4.2. For any function ϕ ∈ C^2(R^n ), such that (4.4) |∇ϕ| + |x| · |Δϕ| ≤ K, the following inequality holds:

(4.5) | | | | ∫ f ∇_Ag · ∇ϕ dx | | | | ≤ C(K)‖f‖^{H1/2} ‖g‖^{H1/2} . Moreover, if F (t, x) satisfies, for some^m_2 ≤ λ ≤ m (4.6) ⟨x⟩^{m/2}|F | + |∇F | ≤ K⟨x⟩^λ we have also

(4.7) | | | | ∫ F (t, x) · f ∇_Ag · ∇ϕ dx | | | | ≤ C(K)‖f‖^{Hλ/m} ‖g‖^{Hλ/m} . Proof. Denote by T (f, g) the bilinear operator T (f, g) = ∫ f ∇_Ag · ∇ϕ dx.

By Cauchy-Schwartz we have immediately (4.8) |T (f, g)| ≤ K‖f‖_L2 ‖g‖_H1 . On the other hand, after an integration by parts, we have T (f, g) = − ∫ ∇_Af · g∇ϕ − ∫ fgΔϕ and again by Cauchy-Schwartz we get |T (f, g)| ≤ K ‖ ‖ ‖ f |x| ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖g‖^{L2} + K‖f‖^{H1} ‖g‖^{L2} . Using the magnetic Hardy inequality (Theorem A.1) this implies |T (f, g)| ≤ (K · 2(n − 2)^{−1} + K)‖f‖_H1 ‖g‖_L2 . By interpolation with (4.8) we obtain (4.5).

The proof of (4.7) is similar. Denoting again by T (f, g) the bilinear form at the left hand side of (4.7), we have (4.9) |T (f, g)| ≤ K^2‖∇_Ag‖_L2 ‖⟨x⟩^{λ−m/2}f‖_L2 ≤ K^2‖g‖_H1 ‖f‖_H2λ/m−1 by (4.2). Integrating by parts we have instead T (f, g) = − ∫ F · ∇_Af · g∇ϕ − ∫ F fgΔϕ − ∫ ∇F · ∇ϕfg = I + II + III. The first term is equivalent to T (g, f) and is estimated as above: |I| ≤ K^2‖f‖_H1 ‖g‖_H2λ/m−1 . Then, using the assumptions on F, ϕ we see that |II| ≤ K^2‖⟨x⟩^{λ−m/2}g‖_L2 ‖|x|^{−1}f‖_L2 ≤ C(K)‖g‖_H2λ/m−1 ‖f‖_H1 where we applied again the magnetic Hardy inequality (A.1). The third term gives |III| ≤ K^2 ∫ ⟨x⟩^λ|f||g| ≤ ‖⟨x⟩^{λ−m/2}g‖_L2 ‖⟨x⟩^{m/2}f‖_L2 ≤ C(K)‖g‖_H2λ/m−1 ‖f‖_H1 . In conclusion we have proved that |T (f, g)| ≤ C(K)‖g‖_H2λ/m−1 ‖f‖_H1 and by interpolation with (4.9) we obtain (4.7). □

We can conclude the proof of the Theorem. In the case n ≥ 4, it is clear that the left hand side of (3.23) is larger than a multiple of ∫ [ R^{n−1}|∇_Au|^2 (R ∨ r)^n + |∇^T_Au|^2 r + |u|^2 r^3 ] dx + 1 R^2 ∫ |x|=R |u|^2dσ. Hence, in order to obtain (1.15), it is sufficient (after an integration on [−T, T ]) to prove the following estimates:

(4.10) ∫_T −T ∫ ϕ^′(V_r )^+|u|^2dxdt ≤ C_T ‖f|^2_{H1−1/m} ,

(4.11) | | | | | ∫_T −T ∫ ϕ^′B_τ · ∇_Au udxdt | | | | | ≤ C_T ‖f|^2_{Hλ/m} ,

(4.12) ℑ ∫ R^n u ∇_Au · ∇ϕ dxdt | | | T −T ≤ C_T ‖f|^2_{H1/2} .

In order to prove the first estimate (4.10), we can write using (3.16), assumption (1.9) on V and the inequality (4.2), ∫_T −T ∫ ϕ^′(V_r)^+|u|^2dxdt ≤ C ∫_T −T ‖u(t)‖^2_{H1−1/m} dt ≤ C_T ‖f‖^2_{H1−1/m} where in the final step we applied the energy estimate (4.3). To prove the second estimate (4.11), it is sufficient to use (4.7) of Lemma 4.2 with the choice F = B_τ , recalling assumptions (1.9) on B_τ , the bounds (3.16), (3.18) on ϕ and using again the energy estimate (4.3). Finally, the third estimate (4.12) is exactly (4.5) of Lemma 4.2. Since λ ≤ m − 1 and m ≥ 2, this concludes the proof in the case n ≥ 4.

The proof in the case n = 3 is completely analogous.

Appendix A. Some technical lemmas

Theorem A.1 (Magnetic Hardy Inequality). Assume A(x) = (A_1, . . . , A_n) is in L^2_{loc}, with values in R^n , n ≥ 3. Then for all u in the domain of ∇^2_A = (∇ − iA)^2 the following inequality holds:

(A.1) ∫ |u|^2 |x|^2 dx ≤ ( 2 n − 2 )_2 ∫ |∇_Au|^2dx. Proof. The proof is similar to the standard one for A = 0. Indeed, for any α ∈ R we have 0 ≤ ∫ | |∇_Au + αx |x|^2 u | | |^2 ≡ ∫ |∇_Au|^2 + α^2 ∫ |u|^2 |x|^2 + 2αRe ∫ ∇_Au · x |x|^2 u. We notice that 2αRe ∫ ∇_Au · x |x|^2 u = 2αRe ∫ ∇u · x |x|^2 u = α ∫ ∇|u|^2 · x |x|^2 and integrating by parts we get 0 ≤ ∫ |∇_Au|^2 + α(α − n + 2) ∫ |u|^2 |x|^2 . Choosing α = (n − 2)/2 we conclude the proof. □

References

[1] Juan Antonio Barceló, Alberto Ruiz, and Luis Vega. Weighted estimates for the Helmholtz equation and some applications. J. Funct. Anal., 150(2):356–382, 1997.

[2] Juan Antonio Barceló, Alberto Ruiz, Luis Vega, and Mari Cruz Vilela. Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger equations with general potentials.

[3] Matania Ben-Artzi and Sergiu Klainerman. Decay and regularity for the Schrödinger equation. J. Anal. Math., 58:25–37, 1992. Festschrift on the occasion of the 70th birthday of Shmuel Agmon.

[4] Hiroyuki Chihara. Smoothing effects of dispersive pseudodifferential equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 27(9-10):1953–2005, 2002.

[5] Peter Constantin and Jean-Claude Saut. Local smoothing properties of Schrödinger equations.

Indiana Univ. Math. J., 38(3):791–810, 1989.

[6] Shin-ichi Doi. On the Cauchy problem for Schrödinger type equations and the regularity of solutions. J. Math. Kyoto Univ., 34(2):319–328, 1994.

[7] Shin-ichi Doi. Smoothness of solutions for Schrödinger equations with unbounded potentials.

Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 41(1):175–221, 2005.

[8] Luca Fanelli and Luis Vega. Magnetic virial identities, weak dispersion and Strichartz estimates. Preprint, 2008.

[9] J. M. Gonçalves Ribeiro. Finite time blow-up for some nonlinear Schrödinger equations with an external magnetic field. Nonlinear Anal., 16(11):941–948, 1991.

[10] J. M. Gonçalves Ribeiro. Instability of symmetric stationary states for some nonlinear Schrödinger equations with an external magnetic field. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Phys. Théor., 54(4):403–433, 1991.

[11] Tosio Kato. Wave operators and similarity for some non-selfadjoint operators. Math. Ann., 162:258–279, 1965/1966.

[12] Tosio Kato and Kenji Yajima. Some examples of smooth operators and the associated smoothing effect. Rev. Math. Phys., 1(4):481–496, 1989.

[13] Carlos E. Kenig, Gustavo Ponce, and Luis Vega. Oscillatory integrals and regularity of dispersive equations. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 40(1):33–69, 1991.

[14] André Martinez and Kenji Yajima. On the fundamental solution of semiclassical Schrödinger equations at resonant times. Comm. Math. Phys., 216(2):357–373, 2001.

[15] Pierre-Louis Lions and Benoît Perthame. Lemmes de moments, de moyenne et de dispersion.

C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., 314(11):801–806, 1992.

[16] Cathleen S. Morawetz. Time decay for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations. Proc. Roy. Soc.

Ser. A, 306:291–296, 1968.

[17] Cathleen S. Morawetz. Decay of sloutions of the exterior problem for the wave equation.

Comm. Pure and Applied Math., 28:229–264, 1975.

[18] Benoit Perthame and Luis Vega. Morrey-Campanato estimates for Helmholtz equations. J.

Funct. Anal., 164(2):340–355, 1999.

[19] Luc Robbiano and Claude Zuily. Remark on the Kato smoothing effect for schrödinger equation with superquadratic potentials. 2006.

[20] Michael Ruzhansky and Mitsuru Sugimoto. Global boundedness theorems for Fourier integral operators associated with canonical transformations. In Harmonic analysis and its applications, pages 65–75. Yokohama Publ., Yokohama, 2006.

[21] Per Sjölin. Regularity of solutions to the Schrödinger equation. Duke Math. J., 55(3):699–715, 1987.

[22] Walter A. Strauss. Dispersal of waves vanishing on the boundary of an exterior domain.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 28:265–278, 1975.

[23] Luis Vega. Schrödinger equations: pointwise convergence to the initial data. Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc., 102(4):874–878, 1988.

[24] Björn G. Walther. A sharp weighted L^2-estimate for the solution to the time-dependent Schrödinger equation. Ark. Mat., 37(2):381–393, 1999.

[25] Kazuo Watanabe. Smooth perturbations of the selfadjoint operator |Δ|^{α/2}. Tokyo J. Math., 14(1):239–250, 1991.

[26] Kenji Yajima. Schrödinger evolution equations with magnetic fields. J. Analyse Math., 56:29– 76, 1991.

[27] Kenji Yajima. On time dependent Schrödinger equations. In Piero D’Ancona and Vladimir Georgiev, editors, Dispersive nonlinear problems in mathematical physics, volume 15 of Quad. Mat., pages 267–329. Dept. Math., Seconda Univ. Napoli, Caserta, 2004.

[28] Kenji Yajima. Existence of the propagator for Schrödinger equations with unbounded potentials. In Differential Equation and Mathematical Physics (Hagi, Japan, November 2007) [29] Kenji Yajima and Guoping Zhang. Schrödinger equations with superquadratic potentials. In Mathematical results in quantum mechanics (Taxco, 2001), volume 307 of Contemp. Math., pages 319–332. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002.

[30] Kenji Yajima and Guoping Zhang. Local smoothing property and Strichartz inequality for Schrödinger equations with potentials superquadratic at infinity. J. Differential Equations, 202(1):81–110, 2004.

Piero D’Ancona and Luca Fanelli: SAPIENZA - Università di Roma, Dipartimento di Matematica, Piazzale A. Moro 2, I-00185 Roma, Italy

E-mail address: dancona@mat.uniroma1.it, fanelli@mat.uniroma1.it