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ABSTRACT. In this article we study global-in-time Strichartz estimates for the Schro-
dinger evolution corresponding to long-range perturbations of the Euclidean Lapla-
cian. This is a natural continuation of a recent article [28] of the third author, where
it is proved that local smoothing estimates imply Strichartz estimates.

By [28] the local smoothing estimates are known to hold for small perturbations
of the Laplacian. Here we consider the case of large perturbations in three increas-
ingly favorable scenarios: (i) without non-trapping assumptions we prove estimates
outside a compact set modulo a lower order spatially localized error term, (ii) with
non-trapping assumptions we prove global estimates modulo a lower order spatially
localized error term, and (iii) for time independent operators with no resonance or
eigenvalue at the bottom of the spectrum we prove global estimates for the projection
onto the continuous spectrum.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article is a natural continuation of the third author’s work in [28], which studies
the connection between long-time Strichartz estimates and local smoothing estimates for
Schrédinger equations with C2, asymptotically flat coefficients.

Given a time dependent second order elliptic operator in R"
A(t,z,D) = D;a"(t,z)D; + b'(t,z)D; + D;b'(t, ) + c(t, x)
we consider the dispersive properties of solutions to the Schrodinger evolution
(1.1) Pu:= (D + A(t,z,D))u = f, u(0) = up.
Two of the most stable ways of measuring dispersion are the local smoothing estimates
and the Strichartz estimates. The local smoothing estimates give L? time integrability

for the spatially localized energy, with a half-derivative gain. To state them we use a
local smoothing space X which will be defined shortly, and its dual X’,

(1.2) lullxnrserz S lluollz + 1fllx4+riz2
where in a first approximation one may set
Sl 1
Jullx ~ [[z) =27 |D[Zullrz -
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The Strichartz estimates on the other hand measure the space-time integrability of
solutions and have the form

(1.3) lllzp pn S lluollze +1F1 o o

where the indices (p1,¢1) and (p2, g2) satisfy the relation

2 n n

7—"_7:7) 2§p,q§oo

P oq 2
and (p,q) # (2,00) if n = 2. Any pair (p, q) satisfying these requirements will be called
a Strichartz pair.!

The local smoothing estimates have been long known to hold in the flat case A = —A
and for certain small perturbations. For operators with variable coefficients, local in
time smoothing estimates were first established in [7] and [9]. Global in time estimates
on the other hand are considerably more difficult to obtain and are known only in some
very special cases. See, e.g., [20] for time independent, non-trapping, smooth, compactly
supported, though not necessarily small, perturbations of the Laplacian.

There are also some known results which show global-in-time smoothing estimates in
the presence of certain trapped rays. Here, the estimates involve a different spatial weight
and a loss of regularity due to the trapping. See [6], [21] and the references therein.

The Strichartz estimates hold globally in the flat case A = —A. Local-in-time Stri-
chartz estimates for variable coefficient operators have also been established in [23], [12],
and [19] provided, amongst other things, that the coefficients are non-trapping. We also
refer the interested reader to the simplified approaches of [15] and [27]. Again, global
in time estimates are more difficult and have been obtained only recently in [20] (time
independent, non-trapping, smooth, compactly supported perturbations of the Laplacian)
respectively [28] (small, C? long range perturbations of the Laplacian).

The above references would be incomplete without mentioning the vast body of work
on dispersive and Strichartz estimates for lower order perturbations of the Laplacian.
For this we refer the reader to some of the more recent papers [10, 11] and the references
therein.

The third author’s article [28] is one of the starting points of this work. The main
result in [28] is to construct a global in time outgoing parametrix for the equation (1.1) for
C? long range perturbations of the Laplacian. This construction uses the FBI transform,
an approach that is reminiscent of the earlier works [24, 25, 26] for the wave equation.
See, also, [27] for a survey of these techniques and the closely related work [22] which is
based instead on a wave packet decomposition.

The errors associated to the parametrix are handled using the local smoothing esti-
mates. Consequently one is led to the second result of [28], which roughly asserts that

Local Smoothing Estimates = Strichartz Estimates.
IFor simplicity of exposition, we shall not directly address the ¢ = co endpoint estimate. This permits

us in the sequel to use Littlewood-Paley theory. See [14] for the corresponding endpoint argument in the
flat case.
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Local smoothing estimates are also proved in [28], but only for small long range per-
turbations of the Laplacian. The aim of the present work is to consider large long range
perturbations of the Laplacian.

A difficulty one encounters is the possible presence of trapped rays, i.e. geodesics
which are confined to a compact spatial region. This brings us to our second starting
point, namely Bouclet and Tzvetkov’s work [2]. For smooth, time independent, long
range perturbations of the Laplacian, they prove that local in time Strichartz estimates
hold in the exterior of a sufficiently large ball, in other words that the loss due to trapping
is also confined to a bounded region. Another aim of the present work is to provide an
analogous result which is global in time and holds for C? time-dependent coefficients.

1.1. Estimates outside a ball. We begin with our assumptions on the coefficients.
Consider a dyadic spatial decomposition of R™ into the sets

Dy ={|z| <2}, D;={2 <l|a| <™}, j=12...
and for j > 0 set

A;=RxDj, j>0, A<j:R><{|x|§2j}:UAl.
<y

Our weak asymptotic flatness condition has the form

(14) 3 sup|(@)?(|2a(t, )| + [alt, 2)]) + (&) |Dsa(t, )| + |alt,2) — L] < & < o0
jen A

and for the lower order terms we have a related condition,

(1.5) Zsup<x>|b(t,x)| <K

jen A

sup(x)?(|e(t, z)| + |div b(t,z)|) < &

limsup (@2 (Jelt, 2)] + |div b(t, 7)) < & < 1 n#2
1.6 e
(16) supla)2(in(2 + [o2))2(le(t, )| + [div b(t,2)]) < r,
n=2

limsup (2)?(In{z))?(|e(t, z)| + |div b(t,2)|) <e < 1

|z]— o0

Here € is a fixed sufficiently small parameter. For any x, (1.4) restricts the trapped
rays to finitely many of the regions A;. If  is sufficiently small, which we do not assume,
then it is known that trapped rays do not exist. Notice that we may choose M = M (¢)
sufficiently large so that

(7)Y sup|(@)? (j0%a(t, @) + Gua(t,2)]) + (@)|Dealt, )| + lalt @) — L] <&

i>M A

(1.8) > S;‘lp<fﬂ>|b(t,x)| <e

j>M 3
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sup (2)2(\c(t, )| + [div b(t, ) <&, n A2
A>m

sup (2)(In(2))*(|e(t, )| + |div b(t, 2))) <&,  n=2.

Asnm

(1.9)

To describe the local smoothing space X, we use a dyadic partition of unity of frequency

1= i Si(D).

k=—o00

The functions at frequency 2* are measured using the norms

lullx, = llullzz  ay) + ?glg ||<$>_1/2U||L3,1(Aj)7 k>0

k —k\—
lullxi = 2% llullzz  acp) + sup (] +2 72l z (4, k<O
J=Z—KR

,

The local smoothing space X is the completion of the Schwartz space with respect to the

norm
00

lull% = D 2"Swul%, -

k=—o0
Its dual X’ has norm

1% = S 27* ]Sl

k=—o0

In dimension n > 3 the space X is a space of distributions, and we have the Hardy
type inequality

(1.10) )~ ulls, S llullx-

On the other hand in dimensions n = 1,2, the space X is a space of distributions modulo
constants, and we have the BMO type inequality

(1.11) S ) w35 ) S Il
j=>0

where up; represents the (time dependent) average of u in D;. At the same time X'
contains only functions with integral zero. We refer the reader to [28] for more details.

In [28] the case of a small perturbation of the Laplacian is considered, and it is proved
that

Theorem 1.1. [28]. Assume that either
(i) n >3 and (1.4), (1.5),(1.6) hold with a sufficiently small k or
(ii) n = 1,2, b =0, ¢ =0 and (1.4) holds with a sufficiently small k.
Then the local smoothing estimate

(1.12) lullxrgerz S lluollze + 1 fllxrqrir2

holds for all solutions u to (1.1).
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As one can see, the assumptions are more restrictive in low dimensions. This is related
to the spectral structure of the operator A, precisely to the presence of a resonance at
zero. This is the case if A = —A or, more generally, if b = 0 and ¢ = 0. However
the zero resonance is unstable with respect to lower order perturbations. To account for
non-resonant situations, it is convenient to introduce a stronger norm which removes the
quotient structure,

o0
lul% = o)l + Y 2Swlk,,  n#A2

k=—o0

Jull% = [{z)" (In(2 + le))’IUIlig,m + > 2Sulk,,  n=2
k=—o0
Its dual is

X' =X+ (@)L}, n#2 X' =X+ ()(n?+|2))L;

t,xr

n=2.

Due to the Hardy inequality above, if n > 3 we have X = X. On the other hand in low
dimension the X norm adds some local square integrability to the X norm. Precisely, we
have

Lemma 1.2. Letn=1,2. Then
(1.13) lull £ < llullx + llullzz | (f21<1y)-

The first goal of this article is to show, without any trapping assumption, that loss-less
(with respect to regularity), global-in-time local smoothing and Strichartz estimates hold
exterior to a sufficiently large ball, modulo a localized error term. It is hoped that this
error term can be separately estimated for applications of interest. Moreover, in the case
of finite times, this error term can be trivially estimated by the energy inequality and
immediately yields a C?, long range, time dependent analog of the result of [2].

For M fixed and sufficiently large so that (1.7), (1.8) and (1.9) hold, we consider a
smooth, radial, nondecreasing cutoff function p which is supported in {|z| > 2M} with
p(lz]) = 1 for |z| > 2M*1. Then we define the exterior local smoothing space X, with
norm

lullx, = llpull g +[1(t = p)ullz
and the dual space X! with norm

&, = inf &+ 2 .
/1%, f:pf1+(17p)f2|‘f1||x f2llrz

Now we can state our exterior local smoothing estimates.

Theorem 1.3. Let n > 1. Assume that the coefficients a', b* and c are real and satisfy
(1.4), (1.5), (1.6). Then the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(1.14) lull g, apger2 S lluolle + Il %4 pize + lullez, (qa<ony)-

In the low dimensional resonant case the situation is a bit more delicate. First of all,
the above theorem does not give a meaningful estimate in the n = 1,2 resonant case as
the last term in the right of (1.14) blows up for constant functions, which correspond to
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the zero resonance. Since we do not control the local L? norm for X functions, truncation
by the cutoff function p does not preserve the X space. To remedy this we define a time
dependent local average for u, namely

u, = (/n(lp) dz)l/n(lp)u dz,

and define a modified truncation by the self-adjoint operator
Tou = pu+ (1 — p)u,.

We note that T}, leaves constant functions unchanged, as well as the integral of w (if
finite).

Then we set
[ullx. = Tpullx + llu = ToullLz
and have the dual space X/ with norm

;= inf r—+ .
Il =, ind il + iz,

We now have the following alternative to Theorem 1.3 which is consistent with operators
with a constant zero resonance:

Theorem 1.4. Let n =1,2. Assume that
(i) the coefficients a are real and satisfy (1.4);
(ii) the coefficients b® are real, satisfy (1.5), and 9;b* = 0;
(i) there are no zero order terms, ¢ = 0.
Then the solution u to (1.1) satisfies
(1.15) lullx.npgorz S lluolle + 1 flxsvpizz + llu = wpllrz | (faj<2m+1y)-
Once we have the local smoothing estimates, the parametrix construction in [28] allows

us to obtain corresponding Strichartz estimates. If (p,q) is a Strichartz pair we define
the exterior space X.(p,q) with norm

lull %, p.g) = lullx, + llpullLrrs
and the dual space X'(p, q) with norm

1915500 = ,_i0E Wfully + el gy

Theorem 1.5. Let n > 1. Assume that the coefficients a, b* and c are real and satisfy
(1.4), (1.5), (1.6). Then for any two Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (p2,q2), the solution u
to (1.1) satisfies

(1.16) ull %, (pysqnynzeerz S Nuollez + 1F 1 s (g gy rirz + ullrz | (qzj<amy)-

Correspondingly, in the resonant case we define
lullx. p.q) = lullx. + llpullrre
and the dual space X/ (p, ¢) with norm

120 = f:}flfpﬁ I f1llx; + ||f2||Lf’Lg’-
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Then we have

Theorem 1.6. Let n = 1,2. Assume that the coefficients of P are as in Theorem 1.4.
Then for any two Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (p2,q2), the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(L17)  lullx.prgoncerz S lvollee + 1 x:ag0)+ 22 + 1w —wpllrz | (qaj<or+yy.-

In both cases the space-time norms are over [0,7] x R™ for any time 7' > 0 with
constants independent of T'. If the time T is finite, then we may use energy estimates to
trivially bound the error term. Doing so results in the following, which is a C%-analog of
the exterior Strichartz estimates of [2].

Corollary 1.7. (a.) Assume that the coefficients a', b*, and ¢ are as in Theorem 1.5.
Then for any two Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (pa2,q2), the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(1.18) ‘|u||X(p1,q1)ng°Lg S lluollze + ||fHX’(p2’q2)+L%L§'

(b.) Assume that the coefficients a”’ and b® are as in Theorem 1.4. Then for any two
Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (pa2, q2), the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(1.19) ullx pr.qynzsorz ST llwolle + 1l x7 (posgo)+LiL2-
In both cases, the space-time norms are over [0,T] x R™ and T > 0 is finite.

We conclude this subsection with a few remarks concerning several alternative set-ups
for these results.

1.1.1. Boundary value problems. Our proof of Theorems 1.3,1.4, 1.5 1.6 treats the interior
of the ball B = {|z| < 2M} as a black box with the sole property that the energy
is conserved by the evolution. Hence the results remain valid for exterior boundary
problems. Precisely, take a bounded domain 2 C B and consider either the Dirichlet
problem

Pu=f in Q¢
(1.20) u(0) = uo

u=0 in 9Q
or the Neumann problem

Pu=f in Q°

u(0) = ug
(1.21) P .
W =0 in 00
v
where 9
2 =@ D; )

and v is the unit normal to 0.
Then we have

Corollary 1.8. a) The results in Theorems 1.8 and 1.5 remain valid for both the Dirichlet
problem (1.20) and the Neumann problem (1.21).

b) The results in Theorems 1.4 and 1.6 remain valid for the Neumann problem (1.21)
with the additional condition b*v; =0 on Of).
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The more restrictive hypothesis in part (b) is caused by the requirement that constant
functions solve the homogeneous problem.

1.1.2. Complex coefficients. The only role played in our proofs by the assumption that
the coefficients b® and c are real is to insure the energy conservation in the interior region.
Hence we can allow complex coefficients in the region {|x| > 2M*1} where the coefficients
satisfy the smallness condition.

In addition, allowing ¢ to be complex in the interior region does not affect energy
conservation either, since we are assuming an a priori control of the local L? space-time
norm of the solution. Hence we have

Remark 1.9. a) The results in Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 remain valid for complex coeffi-
cients bi, ¢ with the restriction that b" are real in the region {|z| < 2M+1}.

b) The results in Theorems 1.4 and 1.6 remain valid for coefficients b* which are real
in the region {|z| < 2M+1}.

1.2. Non-trapping metrics. The second goal of the article is to consider the previous
setup but with an additional non-trapping assumption. To state it we consider the
Hamilton flow H, for the principal symbol of the operator A, namely

a(t,z,§) = aij(t,x)fifj.
The spatial projections of the trajectories of the Hamilton flow H, are the geodesics for
the metric a;;dz'dz? where (a;;) = (a¥)™1.

Definition 1.10. We say that the metric (a;;) is non-trapping if for each R > 0 there
exists L > 0 independent of t so that any portion of a geodesic contained in {|z| < R}
has length at most L.

The non-trapping condition allows us to use standard propagation of singularities
techniques to bound high frequencies inside a ball in terms of the high frequencies outside.
Then the cutoff function p which was used before is no longer needed, and we obtain

Theorem 1.11. Let R > 0 be sufficiently large. Assume that the coefficients a¥, b* and
c are real and satisfy (1.4), (1.5), (1.6). Assume also that the metric a;; is non-trapping.
Then the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(1.22) lullx < lluollez + 1 fll % + llullzz, ((a1<2ry)

respectively

Theorem 1.12. Let R > 0 be sufficiently large, and let n = 1,2. Assume that the
coefficients of P are as in Theorem 1.4. Assume also that the metric a;; is non-trapping.
Then the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(1.23) lullx < lluollze + 1 Fllxr + llu = upllzz , ((1a1<2ry)-

We note that the high frequencies in the error term on the right are controlled by the
X norm on the left. Also the low frequencies (< 1) are controlled by the X norm using
the uncertainty principle. Hence the only nontrivial part of the error term corresponds
to intermediate (i.e. = 1) frequencies.
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The proof combines the arguments used for the exterior estimates with a standard
multiplier construction from the theory of propagation of singularities. Adding to the
above results the parametrix obtained in [28] we obtain

Theorem 1.13. Let R > 0 be sufficiently large. Assume that the coefficients a*, b* and
c are real and satisfy (1.4), (1.5), (1.6). Assume also that the metric a;; is non-trapping.
Then for any two Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (p2,q2), the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(1.24) lull xpz o S luollzz + (/1] + llullzz , (qwi<2ry)s

Xrprer
respectively

Theorem 1.14. Let n = 1,2, and let R > 0 be sufficiently large. Assume that the
coefficients of P are as in Theorem 1.4. Assume also that the metric a;; is non-trapping.
Then for any two Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (p2,qz), the solution u to (1.1) satisfies

(1.25) ull xarrpo S lluollze + 111l + llu = wollzz , (1o1<2ry)-

Xi4Ler
1.2.1. An improved result for trapped metrics. A variation on the above theme is obtained
in the case when there are trapped rays, but not too many. If they exist, they must be
confined to the interior region {|z| < 2}. Then we can define the conic set

Qthpped ={ (t,z,€) € R x T*B(0,2M); the H, bicharacteristic through (¢,z,¢)
has length at least L within |z < 2™}.

Given a smooth zero homogeneous symbol ¢(z, &) which equals 1 for |x| > 2M | we define
modified exterior spaces by

lull g, = lla(z, D)ull 3 + llull L2 ({z)<2n41})
with similar modifications for X{I, X, and X,

Then the same argument as in the proof of the above Theorems gives

Corollary 1.15. Assume that q is supported outside QtLT'apped for some L > 0. Then the

results in Theorems 1.3, 1.5, 1.4 and 1.6 remain valid with X., Xé, X, and X! replaced
by Xq, X, X4 and X

We also note that if A has time independent coefficients then Qfmppe 4 is translation

invariant. Hence a compactness argument allows us to replace Q. by 2 which

oo
trapped trapped’
contains all the trapped geodesics.

1.2.2. Boundary value problems. Consider solutions u for either the Dirichlet problem
(1.20) or the Neumann problem (1.21). Then singularities will propagate along gener-
alized broken bicharacteristics (see [17, 18],[13],[4]). Hence the non-trapping condition
needs to be modified accordingly.

Definition 1.16. We say that the metric (a;j) is non-trapping if for each R > 0 there
exists L > 0 independent of t so that any portion of a generalized broken bicharacteristic
is contained in {|z| < R} has length at most L.
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With this modification the results of Theorems 1.11, 1.12, remain valid. However, some
care must be taken with the results on propagation of singularities near the boundary,
as not all of them are known to be valid for operators with only C? coefficients.

On the other hand we do not know whether the bounds in Theorems 1.13, 1.14 are
true or not. These hinge on the validity of local Strichartz estimates near the boundary.
This is currently an unsolved problem.

1.2.3. Complex coefficients. Again, one may ask to what extent are our results in this
section are valid if complex coefficients are allowed. We have

Remark 1.17. The results in Theorems 1.11, 1.12, 1.13, 1.1/ remain valid if the coef-
ficients b* and c are allowed to be complex.

This result is obtained without making any changes to our proofs provided that the
constant  in (1.5) is sufficiently small. Otherwise, the multiplier ¢ used in the proof has
to change too much along bicharacteristics from entry to exit from B(0,2M); this in turn
forces a modified multiplier for the exterior region. See, e.g., [8, 9] and [23].

1.3. Time independent metrics. It is natural to ask when can one eliminate the
error term altogether. This is a very delicate question, which hinges on the local in
space evolution of low frequency solutions. For general operators A with time dependent
coeflicients this question seems out of reach for now.

This leads us to the third part of the paper where, in addition to the flatness assump-
tion above and the non-trapping hypothesis on a;;, we take our coefficients a’/, b, ¢ to be
time-independent. Then the natural obstruction to the dispersive estimates comes from
possible eigenvalues and zero resonances of the operator A.

Since the operator A is self-adjoint, it follows that its spectrum is real. More precisely,
A has a continuous spectrum o, = [0,00) and a point spectrum o, consisting of discrete
finite multiplicity eigenvalues in R™, whose only possible accumulation point is 0.

From the point of view of dispersion there is nothing we can do about eigenvalues.
Consequently we introduce the spectral projector P, onto the continuous spectrum, and
obtain dispersive estimates only for P.u for solutions u to (1.1).

The resolvent
Ry = (/\ — A)_l
is well defined in C\(¢.Uc},). One may ask whether there is any meromorphic continuation
of the resolvent Ry across the positive real axis, starting on either side. This is indeed
possible. The poles of this meromorphic continuation are called resonances. This is of
interest to us because the resonances which are close to the real axis play an important
role in the long time behavior of solutions to the Schrodinger equation.

In the case which we consider here (asymptotically flat), there are no resonances nor
eigenvalues inside the continuous spectrum i.e. in (0,00). However, the bottom of the
continuous spectrum, namely 0, may be either an eigenfunction (if n > 5) or a resonance
(if n < 4). For zero resonances we use a fairly restrictive definition:

Definition 1.18. We say that 0 is a resonance for A if there is a function u € X° so
that Au = 0. The function u is called a zero resonant state of A.
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Here X° denotes the spatial part of the X norm. Le. X = LfXO.

The main case we consider here is when 0 is neither an eigenfunction (if n > 5) nor a
resonance (if n < 4). This implies that there are no eigenvalues close to 0. Then A has
at most finitely many negative eigenvalues, and the corresponding eigenfunctions decay
exponentially at infinity.

Theorem 1.19. Suppose that a* | b?, c are real, time-independent, and satisfy the condi-
tions (1.4),(1.5), and (1.6). We also assume that the Hamiltonian vector field H, permits
no trapped geodesics and that 0 is not an eigenvalue or a resonance of A. Then for all
solutions u to (1.1) we have

(1.26) [1Peull 3 < lluollz + 1 £l 2

From this, using the parametrix of [28], we immediately obtain the corresponding
global-in-time Strichartz estimates:

Theorem 1.20. Suppose that a/,b’,c are real, time-independent, and satisfy the con-
ditions (1.4),(1.5), and (1.6). Moreover, assume that the Hamiltonian vector field H,
permits no trapped geodesics. Assume, also, that 0 is not an eigenvalue or a resonance
of A. Then for all solutions u to (1.1), we have

(1.27) I1Peull sy S laolla + 171 5
for any Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (p2,q2).

One can compare this with the result of [20], where the authors consider a smooth
compactly supported perturbation of the metric in 3+ 1 dimensions where no eigenvalues
are present. Estimates in the spirit of (1.27) have also recently be shown by [3], though
only for smooth coefficients and with a more restrictive spectral projection. We also note
the related work [10] on Schrédinger equations with magnetic potentials. In their work,
the second order operator is taken to be —A. Theorem 1.20 is a more general version of
the main theorem in [10] in the sense that it allows a more general leading order operator
and that it assumes less flatness on the coefficients.

In dimension n > 3 zero is not an eigenvalue or a resonance for —A, nor for small
perturbations of it. However, in dimension n = 1,2, zero is a resonance and the corre-
sponding resonant states are the constant functions. This spectral picture is not stable
with respect to lower order perturbations, but it does remain stable with respect to per-
turbations of the metric a”/. Hence there is some motivation to also investigate this case
in more detail. We prove the following result.

Theorem 1.21. Assume that the coefficients of P are time-independent, but otherwise
as in Theorem 1.4. Assume also that the Hamiltonian vector field H, permits no trapped
geodesics, and that there are no nonconstant zero resonant states of A. Then for all
solutions u to (1.1), we have

(1.28) lullx < lluollz + [[fllx-

In terms of Strichartz estimates, this has the following consequence:

Theorem 1.22. Assume that the coefficients of P are time-independent, but otherwise
as in Theorem 1.4. Assume also that the Hamiltonian vector field H, permits no trapped
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geodesics, and that there are mno nonconstant zero resonant states of A. Then for all
solutions u to (1.1), we have

(1.20) Jullg pzsx S Tuolla + 1505

for any Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (p2, q2).

Implicit in the above theorems is the fact that there are, under their hypothesis, no
eigenvalues for A. There is another simplification if we make the additional assumption
that b = 0.

Remark 1.23. If in addition b = 0, then there are no nonconstant generalized zero
eigenvalues of A.

In order to prove Theorems 1.19 and 1.21, we restate the bounds (1.26) and (1.28) in
terms of estimates on the resolvent using the Fourier transform in ¢. We then argue via
contradiction. Using the positive commutator method, we show an outgoing radiation
condition (see Steps 8-10 of the proof), which allows us to pass to subsequences and
claim that if (1.26) were false, then there is a resonance or an eigenvalue v within the
continuous spectrum. By hypothesis this cannot occur at 0. We use another multiplier
and the radiation condition to then show that v € L? and thus cannot be a resonance. As
results of [16] show that there are no eigenvalues embedded in the continuous spectrum,
we reach a contradiction. If instead (1.28) were false, then the same argument produces
a nonconstant zero resonance, again reaching a contradiction.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we fix some further notations
and our paradifferential setup. It is here that we show that we may permit the lower
order terms in the local smoothing estimates in a perturbative manner. In the third
section, we prove the local smoothing estimates using the positive commutator method,
first in the exterior local smoothing spaces and then in the non-trapping case. The fourth
section is devoted to non-trapping, time-independent operators. In the final section, we
review the parametrix of [28] and use it to show how the Strichartz estimates follow from
the local smoothing estimates.

Acknowledgements: The authors thank W. Schlag and M. Zworski for helpful discus-
sions regarding some of the spectral theory, and in particular the behavior of resonances,
contained herein.

2. NOTATIONS AND THE PARADIFFERENTIAL SETUP

2.1. Notations. We shall be using dyadic decompositions of both space and frequency.
For the spatial decomposition, we let x; denote smooth functions satisfying

oo
1= ij(x), supp xo C {|z| <2}, supp x; C {277 < |z| < 27t} for j > 1.
=0
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We also set

X<k = Z X

0<j<k
with the obvious modification for ysx. In frequency, we use a smooth Littlewood-Paley
decomposition

[ee]
1= Z S;(D), supp s; C {2971 < |¢] < 2711}
j=—o00

and similar notations for S—y, S~y are applied.

We say that a function is frequency localized at frequency 2 if its Fourier transform
is supported in the annulus {28~1 < |¢| < 2¥*1}. An operator K is said to be frequency
localized if K f is supported in {2F =10 < |¢| < 2F+10} for any function f which is frequency
localized at 2F.

For £ as in (1.4), we may choose a positive, slowly varying sequence x; € ¢! satisfying

(2.1) Silp(x)QI@ia(t,fv)l + (2)|0za(t, 2)| + lalt, x) = In| < &,

J
E kj S K,

[Ink; —Inkj_1] < 210,

and

When the lower order terms are present, we may choose x; so that each dyadic piece of
(1.5) is also controlled similarly. We may also assume that M in (1.7) is chosen sufficiently

large that
Z kj Se.
j=M
Associated to this slowly varying sequence, we may choose functions ry(s) with
Ko < kr(s) < 2ko, 0<s<2,
Ky < ki(s) <2k, 29 <s<2t 5>1,
for k>0,
ki < Kk(8) < 2k, 0<s< 27k
Kj < kip(s) <2k, 20 <s<20tt 5>k
for k£ < 0, and
|k (5)] < 2755 kg (s).

2.2. Embeddings for the X spaces. Here we prove Lemma 1.2. For the purpose of
this section we can entirely neglect the time variable. Let 1 be a smooth, spherically
symmetric Schwartz function with ¢(0) = 1 which is frequency localized in the unit
annulus. Set

bn(z) = B(2*0).
Given u € X, we split it into

u = uin + uout

’U,in = Z TkSku

k<0

where
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and T is the operator
Tiv = v(t, 0)vr ().

For frequencies k& > 0, we have the dyadic bound
[(2) =" Skl 2 < [ISkullx,
which we can easily sum over k to obtain
I(z) ™ Ssoullrz < Jlullx.
For frequencies k < 0 it is easy to see that
(2.2) (1= To)Skull x, S NISkullx,
follows from the bound
(2.3) ||X<*kSkUHL%Lg° S2

which is a consequence of Bernstein’s inequality.

n

-1
=M Spullx,, k<O

The gain is that (1 — T})Sku(t,0) = 0. This leads to the improved pointwise bound
2 (1 = Ti)Spul S 25 F|Spullx,, ol <27
and further to the improved L? bound

— —1\ 4% — k
(2.4) sup [|(2°[af + 27 |7 2l 71 = T) Skull2(ay) S 27 [1Skullx, -
J

Then, by orthogonality with respect to spatial dyadic regions, we can sum up

)™ Y (1= To)Skulle S Jlullk
k<0

which combined with the previous high frequency bound yields

(2.5) 1)~ a2 < Jullx-

For the terms in u*", differentiation yields a 2 factor, and therefore we can estimate
(2.6) ™ g1 S Mlullx-

It remains to prove the bounds

(2.7) @) ollze S llvllze oy + Wil n=1
respectively
(2.8) (@)~ (In( + (@) ollee S lolleeeoay + Wlgm,  n=2.

Due to the first factor in the right of both estimates, we may without loss of generality
take v to vanish in B(0,1/2). For (2.7) we integrate

R R
2/ r wudr = / v~ %v%dr + RT3 (R).
1/2 1/2

Using Cauchy-Schwarz the conclusion follows.
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For (2.8) we argue in a similar fashion. We have

2/ 12 ~2(In(2 + |x|2))_1vavdx:/ 2+ [22)~ (In(2 + [2]?))202de
BRr\Bi /2 Bgr\Bi/2

[ Jal ez 4 Jof?) oo
OBRr

and conclude again by Cauchy-Schwarz. The lemma is proved. g

On a related note, we include here another result which simplifies the type of local
error terms we allow in the non-trapping case.

Lemma 2.1. Let n > 1 and R > 0. Then for each € > 0 there is m. > 0 and c. > 0 so
that

_3
(2.9) (@) "2 ullL2 <ellullx + ccl|S<m.ull L2 ({j21<ry)-

Proof. Frequencies in u which are large enough can be estimated solely by the first term
on the right. It remains to show that for large m we have
_3
[{(z) "2 Scmullre < ellS<mullx + cemllS<mullL2(fjz1<r))-
For large x the left hand side can also be estimated solely by the first term on the right.
It remains to show that for large m, k we have
_3 _3
[{z) ™2 x<kS<mullLz < I{®) "2 x>k S<mullLz + ckmllS<mullL2({je|<Rr})-

We argue by contradiction. Suppose this is false. Then there exists a sequence u; € X
so that

_3 _3
[(z) " 2x<kS<mujllz =1,  [{2) " 2X>kS<mujlze <1, IS <mu;llL2({jz<r}) — O.
The functions <x>_%S<muj are uniformly bounded in all Sobolev spaces H™ (R"); there-
fore on a subsequence we have uniform convergence on compact sets,

Scmt; — u.

Then the function u satisfies

_3 _3
[(z) "2 x<pullz2 = 1, (@) "2 xspul 2 < 1, lullz2 (|| <ry) = O

But u is also frequency localized in [£| < 2™*1 and is therefore analytic. Then the last
condition above implies u = 0 which is a contradiction. O

2.3. Paradifferential calculus. Here, we seek to frequency localize the coefficients of P.
A similar argument is present in [28], where for solutions at frequency 2" the coefficients
are localized at frequency
€] < 282 ()12,

Such a strong localization was essential there in order to carry out the parametrix con-
struction. Here we are able to keep the setup simpler and use a classical paradifferential
construction, where for solutions at frequency 2 the coefficients are localized at frequency
below 2%. For a fixed frequency scale 2%, we set

g |
Ay = Scp_aa",
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and we define the associated mollified operators

A(k) = DlaZi)D]

It is easy to verify that the mollified coefficients al(i) satisfy the bounds

0% (ahy — L)l S wellal)(@) 71 ol <2, k>0

(2.10) )
07 (affy — )| S sl @40y, ol <2, k<o,

The next proposition will be used to pass back and forth between Ay and A. We
first define

A=Y Ag)Sk.
k

Proposition 2.2. Assume that the coefficients a® satisfy (1.4), and that b =0, ¢ = 0.
Then

(2.11) S 2RS4 = Ao ull%, S R ullk,
k

(2.12) (A~ Ayullx < wlullx,

(2.13) 2[4y, Selullxg < slullx,

Proof of Lemma 2.2: We begin by writing
Sk(A— Agy) = Aped + A"

with

k+4 k+8 B
Apet= 3" N~ 5,Di(S1a")D; S,
l=k—4 m=—o00

+4
AZigh: Z Z SkDi(Slaij)DjSm.

I>k+4m=Il—4

For A?Ed we take [ = k > m for simplicity; then it suffices to establish the off-diagonal
decay

(2.14) HSkDZ-(SkaiijSmU)HX;C S R2M Sl x,, -

If £ > m > 0 then we have
1Sk D (Ska™ D Spmv)|lx; < 28| Ska™ DjSpvl|x;
S w27 F|[(2) 2D Sl x;
S k27K DSl x,,

< K2 Sl
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If £ > 0 > m then we have two spatial scales to deal with, namely 1 and 27™. To
separate them we use the cutoff function y~_,,. For contributions corresponding to large
z we estimate

15k Di(Ska? x> mDjSmv)|lx; S 25 Ska x> —m DjSmol x;
S 27|27 Xz —m D Smvll x;
< k277K DS vl x,,

< w22 H Sl .

For contributions corresponding to small x, we first note that by Bernstein’s inequality,
see (2.3), we have

(2.15) 1D Smvll 2 (ac ) < 2°F ™||Smvllx,.
Then

1Sk Di(Ska” X <—mDjSmv)||x; < 2°[ka” X< —mD;jSmvl x;

S 2"“2%”1”<x>‘2><<7mf€(lwl)l\(xgyIIvame

< k27F2" M max {1,272 ™| S| x

< k2 Fmax{2" ™, 22"} S, x..

m

where (X7)' is the spatial part of the X}, norm, i.e. X} = L7(X})".

Finally if 0 > k > m then the spatial scales are 27 and 27™, and we separate them
using the cutoff function x<_,,. The exterior part is exactly as in the previous case. For
the interior part we use again (2.15) to compute

15k Di(Ska” X<« -mDjSmv)|lx; S 2°[1Ska" X< —mDj Sl x;

ntl _
< 28277 (25 2) P x e mi([2]) [l xoy 1 Smvl X,

< k2P M max {2 F 272k % Y S, |

5 maX{Ql_TnkQWym, 2_k22m}”‘s’mv||xm :

Hence (2.14) is proved, which by summation yields the bound (2.11) for A7¢4. The
bound for A}*" follows from summation of (2.14) in a duality argument.

We note that in all cases there is some room to spare in the estimates. This shows that
our hypothesis is too strong for this lemma. Indeed, one could prove it without using at
all the bound on the second derivatives of the coeflicients.

The bound (2.12) follows by duality from (2.11). The proof of (2.13), as in [28], follows
from the |a| =1 case of (2.10). O

The next proposition allows us to treat lower order terms perturbatively in most of
our results.
Proposition 2.3. a) Assume that b, ¢ satisfy (1.5) and (1.6). Then
(2.16) [(b"D; + D;b* + oull g S kllul -

~
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b) Assume that b satisfies (1.5) and div b= 0. Then
(2.17) (6" D; + Db yul| xr S kllul|x-
Proof. This proof parallels a similar argument in [28]. However in there only dimensions
n > 3 are considered, and the bound (1.6) is stronger to include the full gradient of

b. Thus we provide a complete proof here. We consider two cases, the first of which is
similar to [28], while the second requires a new argument.

Case 1: The estimate (2.16) for n > 3 and (2.17) for n = 1,2. The estimate for
the ¢ term is straightforward since, by (1.6),

(cu,v) S Kll(x) ullpz @) "Mollez S sllullg ol 5
For the b term, we consider a paradifferential decomposition,

(2.18)  ('D; + Dib'Yu = Y (S<ib'Di + DiS<xb')Syu
k

+) (Skb'D; + DiSpb')Spu + Y (Sskb' Dy + DS b’ Sy
k k

The frequency localization is preserved in the first term; therefore it suffices to verify
that
1(S<kb'Di + D;S<ib")Sxull x; < K2"(|Skul|x, -

The derivative yields a factor of 2%, and we are left with proving that
[S<xb™llx; S wllv]lx,-
This in turn follows from the pointwise bound
. wp(lz))(x)~t, k>0,
[S<itl 5 {maX{ank(|x|)<2kx>_l,/f2k<2kx>_2}, k<0
which is easy to obtain. The second term on the second line above is only needed in the
worst case n = 1.

The remaining two terms in (2.18) are dual. Hence it suffices to consider the last one.
We want the derivative to go to the low frequency; therefore we rewrite it in the form

(2.19) > 285 4b' DiSku — iS5 div b Sgu.
k

We consider the two terms separately. The second one occurs only in the case of (2.16)
but the first one occurs also in (2.17). So we need to show that

I Z Ssrb DiSpullx S Kllullx-
%

This will follow from the dyadic estimates
||Smbi5ku||x;n ,S KHSkuHXk, m > k.

Given the pointwise bound on S,,b?, this reduces to

[Skullx,, S [ISkullx,-
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For |z| > max{27% 1} this is trivial. For smaller z we use (2.3), and the conclusion is
obtained by a direct computation.

It remains to consider the second term in (2.19), for which we want to show that in
dimension n > 3

(2.20) 1Y Ssrdiv b Spull g, < sllull 5.
k

For this we establish again off-diagonal decay,

(2.21) 1Smdiv b Spullx: S k(m —k)2%||Spullx,,  m>k.
This follows from the pointwise bounds
S, div b < K22™(2M2) 72, m <0
IS, div b < k{z)72, m > 0.

We consider the worst case 0 > m > k and leave the rest for the reader. We use x<_x to
separate small and large values of z. For large = we have

x> Smdiv b Spullx;, S sllle] x>k Skullx; S w2"|Skullx, -

m N

For small x we use (2.3) instead,

. meon=L mo\—
IX<—kSmdiv b Spullx;, S w2727 < k(2 2) 7l xo 1Skl x, S K2°) Shullx,

m

The last computation above is accurate if n > 4. In dimension n = 3 we encounter
a harmless additional logarithmic factor |m — k|. However if n = 1,2 then the above
off-diagonal decay can no longer be obtained.

Case 2: The estimate (2.16) in dimension n = 1,2. The ¢ term is again easy to
deal with. We write the estimate for b in a symmetric way,

{(b'Di + Dib*yu, v)| S sllull ¢ |[v]l 5-
We use the decomposition in Section 2.2,
u = uin 4 uout v = ,Uin 4 ,Uout.

We consider first the expression
<(biDi 4 Dibi)uout7vout>.

For this we can take advantage of the improved L? bound (2.4) to carry out the same com-
putation as in dimension n > 3, establishing off-diagonal decay. Precisely, the difference
arises in the proof of (2.21), whose replacement is

(222) HSdeV b (]. - Tk)Sku”X,’n S I{(m - k)2k||5ku||xk, m > k.

Consider now one of the cross terms,
(0°D; + Db )u'™, v°uty = ((20°D; — idivb)u'™, v°u?).

The proof for the other cross term will follow similarly. For the div b term we use the L?
bound for both u'™ and v°“!, as in the case of ¢. For the rest we use (2.6) and (2.5) to
estimate

(B D™, v )| < Jlu™ || g 00 2 S el [lo]] x-
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Finally, consider the last term
(b°D; + Db )u'™, v'™).
In dimension n = 1, we can easily estimate it by
[{(6"D; + Dib")u™, o) S [lu™ || g [[{2) ™ 0™ ([ + ™ g [ {2) T ™ [ 2 < Mlull g llv]l 5

This argument fails for n = 2 due to the logarithmic factor in the L? weights. Instead
we will take advantage of the spherical symmetry of both 4 and v™™.

In polar coordinates we write
V'D; =b"D, +r 1Dy
and
div b= 0,b" + 710" + 190",

For a function b(r, ), we denote b(r) its spherical average. By spherical symmetry, we
compute

(b'Du'™ ™) = (0" D, + r =10 Do)u'™, v™) = (D,u'™, bro™).
Then we can estimate
[{(®°D; + Dib")u'™, 0"™)| < Ju™ | 070" |22 + 0™ || g 070 22 S lull £ 1ol
provided we are able to establish the improved bound
(2.23) o7 ()| < (1) H(In(2 + 7))L
For this we take spherical averages in the divergence equation to obtain
00" 4+ r~ 1" = div b.

At infinity we have b(r) = o(r~1). Integrating from infinity we obtain

b (r) = /OO ; div b(s)ds.
Hence
Bl [ 20 s) @+ s) s

and (2.23) follows. O

3. LOCAL SMOOTHING ESTIMATES

In this section we prove our main local smoothing estimates, first in the exterior region
and then in the non-trapping case.
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3.1. The high dimensional case n > 3: Proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof uses
energy estimates and the positive commutator method. This turns out to be rather
delicate. The difficulty is that the trapping region acts essentially as a black box, where
the energy is conserved but little else is known. Hence all the local smoothing information
has to be estimated starting from infinity along rays of the Hamilton flow which are
incoming either forward or backward in time.

We begin with the energy estimate. This is standard if the right hand side is in L; L2,
but we would like to allow the right hand side to be in the dual smoothing space as well.

Proposition 3.1. Let u solve the equation
(31) Dt + Au = fl + fQ, 'LL(O) = Ug
in the time interval [0,T). Then we have

(3.2) lullZe e S lluollZe + IAll7s 2 + lull g N foll5, -
Proof. The proof is straightforward. We compute

d1
5 le® iz = S(u, fi + fo).

Hence for each ¢ € [0,T] we have
lu@®)lz2 S w0172 + el rz | fill iz + lull x 1 f2ll 5, -

We take the supremum over ¢ on the left and use bootstrapping for the second term on
the right. The conclusion follows. O

To prove (1.14) we need a complementary estimate, namely
(3.3) lpull% S Nullie e + 10Ty + lof2ll% + I62) ullZs -

Given (3.2) and (3.3), the bound (1.14) is obtained by bootstrapping, with some careful
balancing of constants.

It remains to prove (3.3). We will use a positive commutator method. We shall assume
that b = 0 and ¢ = 0. For a self-adjoint operator ), we have

23(Au, Quy = (Cu,u)

where
C =ilA, Q).

As a consequence of this, we see that
d
%@L, Qu> = 72$<(Dt + A)ua Qu> + <CU, U>

Taking this into account, the estimate (3.3) is an immediate consequence of the following
lemma.

Proposition 3.2. There is a family Q of bounded self-adjoint operators Q, with the

following properties:

(i) L? boundedness,
1QpllL2—r2 S 1
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(ii) X boundedness,
(Qou; NI S llofllz llpull £

(#i) Positive commutator,

sup (Cu,u) > ei|lpull% — eoll(z) " ul7: .
Q,€Q o

We first note that the condition (ii) shows that Q,u is supported in {|z| > 2™} and
depends only on the values of u in the same region. Hence for the purpose of this proof
we can modify the operator A arbitrarily in the inner region {|x| < 2M}. In particular
we can improve the constant x in (1.4) to the extent that (1.7) holds globally. Similarly,
we can assume without any restriction in generality that v = 0 in {|z| < 2M}.

Using (ii), we may argue similarly and assume that (1.8) and (1.9) hold globally if
lower order terms are present. The estimate (2.16) then justifies neglecting the lower
order terms in A. Le., we may assume that b =0, ¢ = 0.

Proof. The main step in the proof of the proposition is to construct some frequency
localized versions of the operator ),. Precisely, for each k£ € Z we produce a family Qy
of operators Qi,, which we later use to construct ¢),. We consider two cases, depending
on whether k is positive or negative.

We first introduce some variants of the spaces X;. Let k € Z and k~ = ‘k‘; ¥ be its

negative part. For any positive, slowly varying sequence (au,)|m,>,- with

Zajzl, ap- ~ 1,

k>k—

we define the space X}, o with norm
lal. =27 llalZaga, 5+ 3 aslllel™2ulZaa,.
- J>k—
Then our low frequency result has the form

Lemma 3.3. Let n > 1 and k < 0. Then for any slowly varying sequence (a,) with
a_p~1and Emsz am = 1, there is a self-adjoint operator Q. so that

(3.4) 1Qrullzz S w2,
(3.5) 1Qrullx, o S llullxy oo
(3.6) (Cru,u) 2 2%[ull%, . Ck =i[Aw), Qx]

for all functions u frequency localized at frequency 2F.

Proof. We argue exactly as in [28, Lemma 9]. The only difference is that here we work
with the operator A(;) whose coefficients have less regularity, but this turns out to be
nonessential.
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We first increase the sequence (o) so that

(@) remains slowly varying,
o, =1 form < —k

(3.7) Z am ~ 1,

Km § ey, for m > —k.
To this slowly varying sequence we may associate a slowly varying function «(s) with

as) =y, s=~2mHE

We construct an even smooth symbol ¢ of order —1 satisfying

(3.8) p(s) = (s)7!, s>0

(3.9) B(s) + 5¢(s) ~

We notice that the radial function S<19(D)¢(|z|) satisfies the same estimates; therefore
without any restriction in generality we assume that ¢(|z|) is frequency localized in
€] < 2.

We now define the self-adjoint multiplier
Qu(, D) = 8(Dao(2"[x]) + 6(2"3la])aD).
For small § this takes frequency 2* functions to frequency 2% functions. The first property
(3.4) follows immediately. The estimate (3.5) is also straightforward as the weight in

the X} o norm is slowly varying on the dyadic scale. It remains to prove (3.6) for which
we begin by computing the commutator

Ci = 40D;$(2"6|x|)afl, D;

(3.10) 4 ok+lg? (Dw|x\_1 '(2%6|x|)iaf), D; + D a(k)xj|x|—1¢'(2k5\x|)w)
— 26D,0(25]x]) (x1dral, ) D; + By (alh, (9,0(52(2*5 ).

The positive contribution comes from the first two terms. Replacing a(k) by the identity
leaves us with the principal part

CY = 46D¢(288|x|)D + 46D 2k5\x|¢) (2k5|x|)—

which by (3.9) satisfies

a(2k68|z))
)

Since aa)(x) — 6% = O(kk(|z])), the error we produce by substituting a(k) by the identity

o (18D, .

It remains to examine the last two terms in Cj. Using (2.10), we see that

o2 sial (ionaf )| < Sl

(CPu,u) > 45((9(2"Ja]) + 2|/ (24]21)) Vu, Var) 2 522

has size
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So, the third term yields an error similar to the above one.

Finally,
§322k - _ 5%2%(2%4|z)
(2k6x)3 ~ (2F o) ’

10i(ag (9;0(526(2%621))))| <
which yields

(01 (a] (0;0626(2"62))) u,u) < 5322k<Mu,u>.

(2k4z)
Summing up, we have proved that
(3.11)
2%4z|) 3026/ ©(270]2]) Kk (|])
> 2k / . 5302k _ 2k .
(Cru,u) > ¢162 < (2%35) u,u> 2072 < (%31 u,u> 302 2R o7 u,u

In order to absorb the second term into the first we need to know that § is sufficiently
small. This determines the choice of § as a small universal constant. In order to absorb
the third term into the first we use the last part of (3.7) and the fact that « is slowly
varying on the dyadic scale to estimate

r(lz]) S ea(2f[a]) S 0 ea(2"3]2]).

Thus the third term is negligible if ¢ < §. This determines the choice of ¢ in (1.7), (1.8)
and (1.9). O
We continue with the result for high frequencies.

Lemma 3.4. Let n > 1 and k > 0. Then for any sequence (au,) with g = 1 and
Y om>0 ¥m = 1 there is a self-adjoint operator Q. so that

(3.12) 1Qrulle < llullrz2,

(3.13) 1Qrullx, o S llullx..

(3.14) (Cru,u) 2 2%|ul%, Cr = i[Aw), Qkl,
(3.15) 23([Agwy, p<ru, Quo<iu) S 27" |(z) " ullZ;

for all functions u frequency localized at frequency 2% Here, p<y, = S<p_ap where p is as
in the definition of X..

Proof. We replace the sequence (o) by a larger one satisfying an analogue of (3.7),
namely

() is slowly varying,

Qo = 1
(3.16) Z oy ~ 1,
m>0

Km < €auy, for m > 0,
and let a be a slowly varying function satisfying

a(s) = amn, s 2™,
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We construct ¢ as in the low frequency case so that (3.8) and (3.9) are satisfied. Then
we set

Qr = 2_’“5(Diaa)xj¢(5|m|) + ¢(5\x|)az€)xiDj).
This choice is not very different from the one in the low frequency case. The metric a*/
is inserted in order to insure a crucial sign condition in the proof (3.15).

The first property, (3.12), is immediate from the properties of ¢ and (2.10). The bound
(3.13) is also straightforward since the coefficients a’(ff) are bounded.

Proof of (3.14): In order to prove (3.14), we calculate (using the symmetry of a'/)
Cp =027 [QDlal(zl)am(aa)quﬁ(5|x|))Di + 2Di81(aa)xj¢(5|m|))al(§?)Dm

— 2Di0,(aff)) a2 0(01e]) Do — Au(alfs Dm0l 250(0121) |
The main positive contribution is obtained by substituting a by I,, in the first two terms,

CY = 2756 [2D,0)(x;6(9|x|)) D; + 2D;8;(2:6(3|2|)) D]

(3.17)

_ 4.9k x ! x
—4.2 6[D¢(6|x)D+D|x|6|az|¢(5|x|)|m|D}.

As in the low frequency case, this satisfies
6|z|)
CO > 62k OZ(
(a2 62 (b

for any function u localized at frequency 2¥. The other contributions are shown to be

smaller error terms. Consider for instance the error made by substituting aa) by I, in

the first term. By (2.10), we can estimate

rk([z])

i m(aflyi0(0121)) = 0" Om (23031 £ 55

which contributes to (Cyu,u) an error of size

o (D,

A similar contribution comes from the second term and the third term. Finally, for the
last term in C' we have

m i Lmp(lz) 0% 2ki(lz]) | 0%a(d]x])

which yields an error of size

5 < f”~<<5|§>>u,u> Tt <§§>l>> |

Summing up we have proved that
8lx|) i/ dz) r(lz])
. > k a( — 3 k — k .
(3.18) (Cru,u) > 102 < 52) u7u> €20°2 < o) u,u> €302 o) U, U

Choosing ¢ small enough (independently of (c,) and k), the second term on the right is
negligible compared to the first. Since « is slowly varying, by (3.16) the last term is also
negligible provided that ¢ is sufficiently small. Hence (3.14) follows.
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Proof of (3.15): We denote by L the self-adjoint operator
L= xiaz&)Dj + Diaa)xj
and begin by calculating

1 i )
“[Aw:p<r] = =Diag,(9ip<k) = ay (Bip<i)D;-

= — 2|7 Ly L + i, 05 (2l T o)
and
25Qup<r = dp<rd(8lz|) L — iwiagy, (p<10;0(3]xl) + 2(8|z))D;p<i)-

Thus, after one integration by parts we obtain

(3:19) 29 (g peslus Qpex) = =3 [ la] ys(Glalpesl LuP doder [ Viufdude
where the scalar function V' is given by
V = (wialhy0; + 0ially ;) (p<ro(Glz)mialy dm(lal o))
+ (@il 0 + Osalhyws) (|21~ plpialfy (p<sOmd(la]) + 26(8lal)Omp<) )
— (wiay 03217 i) ) (w10l lp<xOmo(0la) + 26(01e])Omper] )

Morally speaking, the first term in (3.19) is negative and can be dropped. This is true
modulo the tails that are introduced by the frequency cutoff which is applied to p. Since

0 (1) = Pl ()] S 27V ()7,
the error is estimated by
270 (2) " 2ul2s
On the other hand the weight V' is bounded and répidly decreasing at infinity,
VIS ),

from which (3.15) follows. O

We now return to the proof of Proposition 3.2. We choose (), of the form

oo

Qp,= Z PSkQrSkp

k=—o0
where for each k we have an L? bounded self-adjoint operator localized at frequency 2.

The L? boundedness of @, follows from the L? boundedness of Qy,, and the X bound-
edness of @), follows from the X} , boundedness of Q;, after optimizing in . It remains
to consider the commutator C'. We write

C=iY [A pSkQrSkpl.
k

We first replace A by Ay and p by p<y for £ > 0 and by 1 for £ < 0. This generates
error terms which we need to estimate.
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If £ < 0 then these error terms are estimated as follows. We first want to substitute
A by Ay, and as such, we see errors of the form

(3.20) (A, plu, Y SkQrSkpu)| + 1D (A= Agy)pu, SkQrSkpu)].
k<0 k<0
For the first term, we use (3.5) (after optimizing in «)

A, plu, 3 51QuSipu)| < [(~2iDsa (90)u + 35((0ip)a™ Y, 3 SkQuSupu)]

k<0 k<0

Slullpz 2M<\m\<2M+1)HZSkaSkWHL ({2M <|z|<2M+1Y)
k<0

S @) 2ullzz 1Y SkQuSwpullx
k<0
< I2)"ull e, llpull -
For the second term in (3.20), we use (2.11) and (3.5) to see that

DA~ Agy)ou, 5 QuSipud| < (S 27H1Sk(A — Agypullk, ) loullx
k<0

S ellpull%
For the remaining errors, we use the fact that A preserves localizations at frequency
2F combined with (2.10), and (3.4) to see that

1> (A P, SpQrSepu)| S [(x) " *ullz [1(2)* D SkQuSkAw (1= p)ullzz

k<0 k<0
< ) ullz I = pullrs

and respectively,

| > (A, SkQuSk(1 = p)u)| S I(x) " 2ullze [(2)* Ay D SkQuSk(1 = p)ullrz,

k<0 k<0
< W)l I = pullrs -

In both formulas above the last step is achieved by commuting the z2 factor to the right,
where it is absorbed by the (1 — p) factor. The two possible commutators may yield an
extra 272F factor, which is compensated for by the two derivatives in Agy-

On the other hand if £ > 0 then we have the bound

o= par| S 27 V)N
This estimate clearly provides summability in k, and the control for the correction terms
similar to the above ones follows from analogous arguments. The terms, e.g., of the form
[(1 = p)ullzz = are simply replaced by ||<:c>*2u||L§z

Hence we are left with the modified commutator

C=i> [Awy SkQuSkl +1 > [Aw), p<rSkQrSkp<]

k<0 k>0

where all terms are now frequency localized. The first term is rewritten in the form

i[Aky; SkQrSk] = i[Ar), SklQrSk + 1Sk Qr[A k), Sk] + SkCrSk-
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For the first two terms we use the commutator estimate (2.13) and the X boundedness
of Qr (3.5). We can, thus, bound the corresponding inner products by

elloull +ll(1 = pull3s -
For the third term, we shall use (3.6).

Next we consider the high frequency terms in C,

[Ay P<kSkQrSkp<k] = pP<k[Aw), SkQrSklp<k + [Ar), P<k]SkQrSkp<k
+ p<reSkQrSk[Ak), P<k]-

The first term is treated as above but using (3.14) instead. For the remaining two
terms we commute both outside factors inside. This yields a main contribution which is
estimated by (3.15),

23([A k), P<k]Sku, Qrp<iSru) < 275 ([(x) 2 SpullZ,

The remaining terms involve an extra commutation which kills the remaining derivative
in Agyy. Also p<y is differentiated, which yields rapid decay at infinity. Hence we can
bound them by

)2 Siull3;

Summing up, we have proved that

Cuuy 2 e (z Sl + zzkuskpduzw)

k<0 k>0
—ca ()~ 2ull3; +ellpull%)

where for each k we have used a different v denoted by «(k). Optimizing with respect
to all choices of a(k) we obtain

(Cu,u) = &1 <Z 28| Spullk, + ZQkIISkkkug@)

k<0 k>0
— e ()~ 2ull3; +ellpull%)

which for e sufficiently small yields part (iii) of the proposition. |

3.2. The non-resonant low dimensional case n = 1,2: Proof of Theorem 1.3.
Almost all the arguments in the high dimensional case apply also in low dimension. The
only difference arises in part (ii) of Proposition 3.2. Since the multiplication by p is
bounded in both X and X', the property (ii) reduces to proving that

> SkQrSk: X — X.
k=—o00

In dimension n > 3 the X norm is described in terms of the X norms of its dyadic
pieces, and the above property follows from the X boundedness of Q; at frequency 2*.
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However, in dimension n = 1,2 the X norm also has a weighted L? component. The
high frequency part k£ > 0 of the above sum causes no difficulty, but the low frequency
part does. We do know that

0
Z SEQrSk 1 X — X.

k=—o0

Therefore, due to Lemma 1.2, it would remain to prove that

H i SkaSku‘

k=—o0

< |l %-
L2, ({lzl<1y) ~ Iellx
Unfortunately, the operators S;QrSi act on the 27% spatial scale; therefore without
any additional cancellation there is no reason to expect a good control of the output in a
bounded region. The aim of the next few paragraphs is to replace the above low frequency
sum by a closely related expression which exhibits the desired cancellation property.

First of all, it is convenient to replace the discrete parameter k by a continuous one o.
The operators S, are defined in the same way as Sy by scaling. Let ¢ be the functions
in Lemma 3.3. The functions ¢, are defined from ¢y, using a partition of unity on the
unit scale in 0. The normalization we need is very simple, namely ¢(0) = 1, which
leads to ¢,(0) = 1. The operators @, are defined in a similar way. Then it is natural to
substitute

0 0
> 5~ [ 8.:QuSydo

k=—oc0

and all the estimates for the second sum carry over identically from the discrete sum.

However, the desired cancellation is still not present in the second sum. To obtain
that we consider a spherically symmetric Schwartz function ¢° localized at frequency
< 1 with ¢°(0) = 1. Then we write ¢, in the form

o (x) = ¢°(2) + 2?5 (2).
The modified self-adjoint operators Q, are defined as
Qo = S6Q0,0055 + 22752285 Q. So
where, as in Lemma 3.3, we set

Qo6 = 6(Dxp(276|x]) + ¢(276|x|)xD).

We claim that the conclusion of Proposition 3.2 is valid with the operator @) defined
as

0 )
(3.21) Q=p@s. Q= [ Quir+) S
- k=0

The family Q is obtained as before by allowing the choice of the functions ¢y to depend
on the slowly varying sequences (af ) jen which are chosen independently? for different k.

°In effect, without any restriction in generality, one may also assume that a;-’ is also slowly varying

with respect to o
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There is no change in part (i) of Proposition 3.2. For part (ii) we need to prove that

(3.22) [Qullg < llull-

The high frequencies are estimated directly from the X norm; therefore we have to
consider the integral term in @ and show that

O ~
H/ Qoudo
oo %

S ullx

The X component of the X norm is easily estimated by Littlewood-Paley theory, so
due to Lemma 1.2, it would remain to prove the local L? bound

(3.23) H [ OOO Qoudo

S llullx
L2 . ({|2|<1})

We can neglect the time variable in the sequel. We have the L? bound

1Qoullx, S ISoullx,
which leads to
IVQoullx, < 27|1Soullx,

and the corresponding pointwise bound

IVQoull o= ac ) S

which establishes the convergence and the bound for the corresponding integral

0
H/ VQ,udo

Hence in order to prove (3.23) it remains to establish a similar bound for the integral
at £ = 0. Assume first that v € L?, which arguing as above guarantees the uniform
convergence of the integral. Denoting by K, the kernel of S, we have

(QUU)(O) = (S Qa(i)os ) ( )

= (Ko, Q0,00 55u) = (Qo 40 Ky, Sour)
/QaqﬁOxD /K x —y)u(y)dydx
= (S;u)(0)

where S! is the frequency localized multiplier with spherically symmetric Schwartz kernel

L= QU,¢O (l’, D:E)KO' * Ka~

S [IS<oullx-
L*(A<o)

Due to the frequency localization we can define

0
Sty = / Sldo.

The punch line is that by construction the operators S! have the same kernel up to the
appropriate rescaling. This implies that the symbols of Sio are constant for |¢| < 274
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Hence both the symbols and the kernels K1 of SL, are Schwartz functions which coincide
modulo rescaling. Hence for all functions u € L? we have

0
/ Qou(0)do = (Kio,u>
which leads to the estimate

S el x-

\[;@MMWU

This completes the proof of the estimate (3.23) for all u € L?, and, by density, shows

that the integral
0
/ Qodo

It remains to prove part (iii) of Proposition 3.2. If Q. is replaced by S;Q,S, then
the high dimensional argument applies by simply replacing sums with integrals. Hence
it remains to estimate the difference. Commuting we obtain

Qo — S5QusSy = 102227 (S! Qo Sy — SeQu S, — ShQu.ySh(D)).

Commuting again to take advantage of the cancellation between the first two terms, by
semiclassical pdo calculus we can write

QU - SG'QO'SO' = 52Rg(205{1}, 2_0D)
where the symbol r4(y,7) is localized in {|n| ~ 1} and satisfies
‘8385700(3/7 77)‘ < Ca,@<y>_2.

has a unique bounded extension to X.

This implies the bound
||(QU - SUQUSU)UHXC’, 5 622_0||SUU||XU'
Therefore without any commuting we obtain
‘<[Qa - SUQUSU,A(U)]U,U>| 5 52””“%(
This error is negligible since, as one can note in the proofs of Lemmas 3.3, 3.4, the

constant c¢; in (iii) has size ¢; = O(9).

3.3. The resonant low dimensional case n = 1,2: Proof of 1.4. The proof follows
the same outline as in the non-resonant case, with minor modifications. The energy
estimate (3.2) is now replaced by

(3.24) lullZee 2 < lluollZs + £l 7y 22 + lullx. ]I f2]
Instead of the exterior smoothing estimate (3.3), we need to prove
(3.25) 1Tl < ulldera + 15113 2+ 1To ol + 1) — ) 22

The estimate (1.15) then follows from the previous two estimates as well as (2.9).

X!

The lower order terms will still be negligible. Indeed, letting B = 2b°D;, we have

T,Bu = BT,u— (Bp)(u—wu,)+ (1 —p) (/(1 - p)dm) - /(Bp)(u —up)dx.
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Therefore by (2.17), we obtain
1T, Bullx+ < ellullx.

which combined with the X boundedness of our multiplier below shows that the lower
order terms can be neglected.

The estimate (3.25) follows from

Proposition 3.5. There is a family Qres of bounded self-adjoint operators Q.s with the
following properties:

(i) L? boundedness,

HQ’I‘SS||L2~>L2 s ]-7

(i) X boundedness,
[(Qresu, I ST, fllx | Tpullx,

(iii) Positive commutator,

0.5 (Cuu) > el Tpulk = call(@) 7 (u —up)|1Z; -

Proof. We construct Qs as in the non-resonant case but with the modified truncation
operator

Qresu = TpQTp-
with @ given by (3.21).
The properties (i) and (ii) are straightforward. For (iii) we note that

SpTpu = Sip(u —uy,)
while

T,Au = pAu+c(1 —p) /(1 —p)A(u —up)dx = pA(u —u,) —c(1 —p) /(u —u,)Apdz.

Hence we can express the bilinear form (Au, Qresu) in terms of the operator @, in the
nonresonant case

(Au, Qresu) = (A(u — up)a Qp(u - up)> - c/(u - up)Apdx (1 -p), QTpu>
which implies that
(Cruvty) = (Clu =) =) + ¢ [ (u= ) Apds (1~ ), Q).

Hence we can apply part (iii) of Proposition 3.2 and (3.22) to obtain the desired conclu-
sion. (]
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3.4. Non-trapping metrics: Proof of Theorem 1.11. This requires some modifica-
tions of the previous argument. First of all, instead of the energy estimate (3.2), we need
a straightforward modification of it, namely

(3.26) lullZee 2 < lluollze + If1ll7s 2 + lull 2llf2ll 5

We still need the exterior local smoothing estimate (3.3). However, now we can comple-
ment it with an interior estimate, namely

(327) 11 = p)ullz S lulfmrz + 1117522 + loullk + 1= p)f2l%, + 1= p)ullZ; -

The conclusion of Theorem 1.11 is obtained by combining the three estimates (3.26),
(3.3) and (3.27).

It remains to prove (3.27). This is obtained by applying to the function v = (1 — p)u
the local bound

Proposition 3.6. Assume that the coefficients a*, b®, ¢ are real and satisfy (1.4), (1.5),
and (1.6). Moreover, assume that the metric a* is non-trapping. Let v be a function
supported in {|x| < 2M+1} which solves the equation

(3.28) (Dt + A)v = g1 + g2, v(0) = vo
in the time interval [0,T). Then we have

2 2 2 2 2
(3.29) ||U||L%H% S ||UHL;>°L§ + ||91HLgL§ + ||92HL2HT% + ||UHL$m

x tilx

Proof. We use again the multiplier method. The following lemma tells us how to choose
an appropriate multiplier.

Proposition 3.7. Assume that the coefficients a® satisfy (1.4). Moreover, we assume
that the Hamiltonian vector field H, permits no trapped geodesics. Then there exists a
smooth, time-independent, real-valued symbol q € S}, so that

Haq Z I€],  in {|a < 2MT1)

This proposition is essentially from [8], if ¥/ were smooth. See also Lemma 1 of [23],
which includes some discussion of the limited regularity.

Working in the Weyl calculus and using this multiplier (), we compute

d
%@)7 QU> = 72%<(Dt + A)’U, Q’U> + Z<[A7 Q]Ua ’l)>
which after time integration yields
<Z[A7 Q]U7 ’U> = <Uv Q'U>|g + 2%<gl + g2, Q’U>

For the second term on the right, we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and use the L? and H 3
boundedness of () to obtain

D+ A0, Qo) S Wl zz +loalyza + 2l -3, 3
Hence
GIA.Qlo.v) S ol ers + gz + el -y, -
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Then it remains to prove the positive commutator bound

(3.30) (i[A, Qv,v) 2 allv])? ) 4 —eallvll7s .
L2H2 b
The positive contribution comes from the second order terms in P. Precisely, we have
i[D;a" Dj, Q(x, D)] = Op(Haq) + O(1) 2 2.

The first symbol is positive, and we can obtain a bound from below by Garding’s inequal-
ity. The first order term yields an L? bounded commutator, and the zero order term is
L? bounded by itself.

Here, we remind the reader that we are not working with classical smooth symbols
but instead with symbols of limited regularity, and we refer the interested reader to the
discussion in Taylor [29, p. 45] for further details on these otherwise classical results. O

3.5. Non-trapping metrics: Proof of Theorem 1.12. The argument is similar to
the above one, with some obvious modifications. Instead of (3.26) we have

(3.31) lullZeerz < luollZe + 1Fl1Zs e + lullx |l f2llx0
while (3.27) is replaced by
(3:32) (1= p)(u— )% < Nl rz + 1£071 22 + lo(w = up) % + [1f2]5%

)2~ w3 -

The conclusion of Theorem 1.12 is obtained by combining the estimates (3.31), (3.25)
and (3.32) and applying (2.9) to reduce the error terms to the form presented in (1.23).

It remains to prove (3.32). We first compute
Dety = ([0~ )™ [((D1 + A, (1 p) = (us (1 - )]
= ([a=pdn) [th+ (0= ) = u w A= )]

The function v = (1 — p)(u — u,) solves

Pv=(—=p)(fi+fo)—(1—p) (/(1 ) [(i+ S (L= ) — (AL )]
+[A, (1= p)l(u = up).
Then we apply (3.29) to v to obtain

[0,y S lollens + 10 =Pl + A A= Pl =w)l , )
2 -2 2

FIO=pBI2, oy + =)l
< Nl gz + 1l 22 + o — up) I3 + Ll + 22— w3

and (3.32) follows.



STRICHARTZ AND SMOOTHING ESTIMATES FOR ROUGH SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 35

4. TIME INDEPENDENT NONTRAPPING METRICS

The aim of this section is to prove Theorems 1.19,1.21. Thus we work with a non-
trapping, self-adjoint operator A whose coefficients are time independent. We prove
Theorem 1.19 in detail, and then outline the modifications which are needed for Theo-
rem 1.21.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.19. Here we shall provide the details for the n # 2 case. The
general case follows with the obvious logarithmic adjustments to the X spaces in n = 2.

We break the proof into steps.

Step 1: Without any restriction, we assume that ug = 0 and that u is the forward
solution to (1.1). Nonzero initial data ug can be easily added in via a TT* argument.

Step 2: We add a damping term to the equation
(Di+ A—ig)u. = f

in order to insure global square integrability of the solution u.. Applying our nontrapping
estimate (1.22) we have

(4.1) luell g S Ifll % + ”u‘SHL;{w(RxB(O,QR))'
We want to eliminate the second term on the right (when we add P, on the left).

Step 3: We want to take a Fourier transform in time and use Plancherel’s theorem. For
this we need to work with Hilbert spaces. These are defined using the structure introduced
in the previous section. We denote by « a family of positive sequences (a(k););>x- which
have sum 1 for each k and by A the collection of such sequences. For a € A we define
the Hilbert space X, with norm

k —
lll, = 3" 28 0Skullk, ., + l2) " ullZs
k

as well as its dual X/,. Since
Jull g ~ sup lullz,, — llullz ~ inf flulg,
we can rewrite (4.1) in the equivalent form
fuellx, < ||f||)2é + HUEHL%‘T(RXB(O,QR)), a,Be A

We denote by X0 the spatial version of X,, i.e. X, = L?X2. Then we take a time
Fourier transform, and by Plunderer this is equivalent to

ltellL2 30 S Hf”Lg(Xg)/ + llellzz , rxB(0,2R))-
This is in turn equivalent to the fixed 7 bound

||ﬁs(7')”5(g N ||JE(T)H(X2)/ + ||ﬁs(7—)HL2(B(O,2R))7
which we rewrite in the form

HU”)Zg SIHA—-7~ iE)UH(i{g)/ + HU”Lz(B(O,ZR))a
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or, optimizing with respect to a, 8 € A,
(4.2) o]l %0 S (A =7 —ig)vll go) + llvllz2(B0.2R))-

A similar computation shows that the estimate that we want to prove, namely (1.26)
with ug = 0, can be rewritten in the equivalent form

(4.3) [Pevll 0 S (A =7 —ig)vl| o),
uniformly with respect to 7 € R, ¢ > 0.
Step 4: When |7] is large, (4.3) follows from (4.2) combined with the elliptic bound
(4.4) 7'1/4||UHL2(B(072R)) N ||UH5<0 +[(A—7~— iE)UH(XO)“
To prove this we replace v by w = (1 — p)v and rewrite it in the form
T w2 S llwll g + (A =7 —de)wl| 3
H H
for w with compact support. Since
Pl g SIA-7—ie)wl, s+l Awl, 3 S I(A—7—ighwll, 4+ wl, ;.
the bound (4.4) follows by interpolation.

Step 5: For 7 in a bounded set we argue by contradiction. If (4.3) does not hold
uniformly then we find sequences

en — 0, Tn — T,

and v,, € X° with P.v,, = v,, and
(A -7, — ign)”ﬂ”()'(o)/ — 0, ||Un||L2(B(0,2R)) =1
On a subsequence we have
v, — v weakly* in  X°.

Since X9 C H, lic, on a subsequence we have the strong convergence

Up — U in L? .
Hence we have produced a function v with
(4.5) ve X, P =, (A—1)v =0, lvllL2(B(0,2R)) = 1.
Depending on the sign of 7 we consider three cases.

Step 6: If 7 < 0 then, using the bound (2.16) for the lower order terms in A, we
obtain -
I1Dia” Djv — 70| g0y, < [0l %o-
Then

lol%o 2 (v, Dia" Djv — 7o) 2 [[v]| 7,

and therefore v € L? is an eigenfunction. This contradicts the relation P.v = v.

Step 7: If 7 = 0 then there is either a zero eigenvalue or a zero resonance, both of
which are excluded by hypothesis.

Step 8: It remains to consider the most difficult case 7 > 0. Here the properties
(4.5) of v are no longer sufficient to obtain a contradiction. Instead we will establish
an additional property of v, namely that v satisfies an outgoing radiation condition. In
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order to state this, we need an additional regularity property for v. We define the space
X9, with norm

_1 _1
||”||5<9md = [[vllz2(po) + IVVllL2(Do) + S_1>118 Iz]~2v|lL2(p,) + =]~ 2 Vvl|L2(p;)
o J

which coincides with the X9 norm for intermediate frequencies but improves it at both
low and high frequencies. Then we claim that v € X° _,. More precisely, we will prove
the elliptic bound

(4.6) ol o

ed

S ol go + 1(A =7 —de)v|[ oy, O<m<T<m
with implicit constants which may depend on the thresholds 7, 71.
Now we define the closed subspace X9,, of X©,

X0 {ve XD, ¢ lim [[rY2(8, —it"/?)v| 12(p,) = O},
J—0o0

out —
and also claim that v has the additional property

(4.7) ve X

out*
In other words this implies that v is a resonance contained inside the continuous spectrum.

We postpone the proof of (4.6) and (4.7) and conclude first our proof by contradiction,
by showing that there are no resonances inside the continuous spectrum. Such results
are known, see for instance [1], but perhaps not in the degree of generality we need here.
In any case, for the sake of completeness, we provide a full proof.

Let x be a smooth spherically symmetric increasing bump function x with x(r) = 0
for r < 1/2 and x(r) =1 for r > 2. Since A is self-adjoint, for large j we commute

0= Z{[A,x@ 7)o, v)

=3 <2—1X'(2—j7«)(

x;a%

9; — 2'7'1/2)11, v> + 27972 (279 v, v)
i )15 Th gy a—d
+2 J<b —x'(2 Jr)v,v>.

r
Using the Schwarz inequality, (1.8), and the outgoing radiation condition, we conclude
that
(4.8) lim [|r~"/?v]|2(p,) =0

J—00
which shows that v has better decay at infinity. We note that this is the only use we

make of the radiation condition. From this, by elliptic theory, we also obtain a similar
decay for the gradient,

(4.9) lim [|r~'/?Vv| p2(p,) = 0.
j—oo

To conclude we use (4.8) and (4.9) to show that in effect v € L?; i.e. v is an eigenvalue.
Then by the results of [16] v must be 0. Here, we shall again use a positive commutator
argument. The multiplier we use is the operator @y, for some k < 0, in Lemma 3.3 but
where for simplicity we set § = 1. We have

0= —23(Qxv, (A — 7)v) = (Crv,v) — 23(Qyv, (V' Dj + D;b + c)v)
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where
Cr = i[Dya"™ Dy, Q1.

The expression of the operator Cy, is exactly as in the formula (3.10) but with unmollified
coefficients a™. The main contribution C} is estimated as there by

a(2F |z
(Cv,v) 2, <gkx>|)V1},Vv> ,

while the error terms are bounded by
K(|z])
< 2Fz) Vv,Vv>

{{z)"%v,0).
The expression I(Qxv, (V" D; + Db’ + ¢)v) can also be included in the two error terms.
Thus we obtain

respectively

<ag:g|)w,w> < <l<€2(k§;|>) Vv,Vv> T ({2),v).

For |x| > 2™ we have, by (3.7),
Kk(z) < ea(2Fa);

therefore the first term on the right is essentially negligible. We obtain
2k:
/vaﬁdx < / IVo|2dz + /<x>*2\u|2dx.
<2 .’1?> Dcm

At the same time we have
CM(Q |$D
0_<< MU)(A_ )U ’

which after an integration by parts yields
a(2z]), o a@z]) o o a2
T/W|U| dxﬁ/W\VM dx—|—/<x> |v|“dz.
Combining the two relations we obtain

(e% k T
[ Sl oy < [

D<Z\l

|Vv|2dx+/<x>_2|v|2dx.
Finally we let K — —oo to obtain

/|W|2+ |v|2dx§/ |Vv|2dx+/<x>’2\v\2dz <o

<M

which shows that v € L2.

We note that (4.8) and (4.9) are not used in any quantitative way but serve only to
justify the previous computations. More precisely, one can introduce in the computation
a cutoff outside a large enough ball and then pass to the limit.

It remains to prove (4.6) and (4.7).
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Step 9: Here we prove (4.6). We begin with the bounds on v. This is trivial for the
high frequencies of v,

||S>OU||X5J S vl go-
To estimate the low frequencies, we compute
(T4 1ie)S<ov = ScpAv — Sco(A — 7 — ig)v.
Writing A in the generic form
A= D?a+ Db+ ¢,
we have
IS<ovllxg S lIS<oD?avlxg + [S<obvllxg + [S<ocvllxg + 1S<o(A — 7 — ig)vl xg
S llavl[xo + [[bvllxg + [levlixg + I(A =7 —ig)vll 3oy
S llollxo + @) " Mollpe + (A = 7 — ie)vll g0 -
Once we control [[v]| xo, we can also obtain control of | Vv|| xo by a straightforward elliptic

estimate.

Step 10: Here we prove the outgoing radiation condition (4.7) for v. This is obtained
from similar outgoing radiation conditions for the functions v,. However, v,, only con-
verges to v in a weak sense. Hence we need to produce some uniform estimates for v,
which will survive in the limit.

1

— 1
(410) |lr=2(Dr = 72)ull72(p,)

S

NE

278007 ()4 (A = 7 = ie)ull 2oy )~ (w, V) 2

>
Il

0
_1
rnllr ™, V) By, ) -

In other words, there is decay when k < j. Applying to v,, in the weak limit we obtain
[ee]
1 1 —5(k—j)~
Ir=3(Dy = )0l S 302700
k=0
which implies (4.7).

The lower order terms in A can be treated perturbatively in (4.10). Le. they can be
included in the right hand side. Hence without any restriction in generality we assume
that

A = Diaiij.
We use again a positive commutator method. The multiplier is the self-adjoint operator
.l i iy
QZb(R)(mljz D; _T%) + (DjaRwl _T%)b(R)a R? = z;a";
where the coefficient b(R) is smooth, increasing and satisfies

1 R > 27+2
b(R) ~ { (279R)%, 1< R < 2i+?

with § a small parameter. We write

(4.11) —=2%(Qu, (A — 7 —ic)u) = (i[A, Qlu,u) — 2e(Qu, u).
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We expect to get the main positive contribution from the first term on the right. The
second term on the right on the other hand is essentially negative definite due to the fact
that its symbol is negative on the characteristic set of A — 7. Finally, the term on the
left is bounded simply by Cauchy-Schwarz.

To shorten the notations, in the sequel we denote by E error terms of the form
E = DOb(R)r's(|z]))D + Ob(R)r ' k(|z|)).

Such terms occur whenever a® is either differentiated or replaced by the identity and are
easily estimated in terms of the right hand side of (4.10).

We evaluate the commutator i[A, @Q]. A similar computation was already carried out
in (3.17), which we reuse with k =0, § = 1 and ¢(r) = b(R)/R. We obtain

i14,Q] = 4DL]§)D + 4Dz (bl(R) - "(R>> D — 27} (blgf)xD + Dgcb/(R)> +E

R? R3 R
b(R) b(R) V(R)
1\ V(R) 1
/ _ _ / _ 3 _ 3
+V(R)(A—7)+ (A=) (R) +2 Dz —74r) - (eD—r7%) + E.
Our choice of b insures that the coefficient in the first two terms is positive,
b
2%—5(1%)20 R>1.

Hence we obtain
([A, Qu,u) = 2(W (R)(Dy — 72 )u, (Dy — 72 )u) + 2R((A — 7 — ie)u, b (R)u) + (Eu, u)
where we have inserted a harmless ¢ term.
It remains to evaluate the second term on the right in (4.11). We have

kl ey
Q= - (DT - 71/2)b(R)(%Dj -2 4 @(A —7) (A 7)@

a*zyx; ii TjTma™m 1

- (Di - DI, )a Ib(R) (Dj - TDn) — 5 (Ab(R)).

The first and third terms are negative while the last term can be included in E. Hence
we obtain

72 (Qu,u) < R((R)u, (A — 7 — ie)u) + (Fu, u).
Returning to (4.11), we insert the bounds for the two terms on the right to obtain
(¥ (R)(Dy — 7% )u, (Dy — 7% )u) S R((A 7 —ie)u, (20 (R) + 7~ 2b(R) +iQ)u) + (Eu, u).
In the region D;, we have b’ ~ 277 ~ r~; therefore (4.10) follows.
4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.21. We proceed as in the nonresonant case. The bound (4.1)
is replaced by

(4.12) [uellx S I1fllxr + llue = uepllz  rxB0.2R))-

Using Plancherel as in Step 3, this is equivalent to the spatial bound

(4.13) [vllxo S (A -7 —ig)vl[(xoy + [[v —vpllL2(B(0,2R))
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where X© is the fixed time counterpart of X. On the other hand the estimate that we
want to prove, namely (1.28) with uy = 0, has the equivalent form
(4.14) [0l x0 S [[(A =7 —ig)vl[xoy
uniformly with respect to 7 € R, € > 0.

For 7 away from 0 we can easily bound the local average of v. We have

(T +ie)v, = (Av), — (A — T — ie)v),.
Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz,
Tv,| S [(A =7 —ide)v||(xoy + [vllL2(B(0,2R))-

Hence we are able to bound v in X© as well,
(4.15) [0l 30 S (A =7 —ie)vllxoy + vllz2B02R), |7 > 70
Consequently, the argument for large 7 rests unchanged.

Consider now the proof by contradiction.

In the case 7 < 0, we use the bound (2.17) instead of (2.16) for the lower order terms
and show that v is an eigenvalue. However, by the maximum principle, there can be no
negative eigenvalue for A.

The case 7 = 0 is the interesting one. Then v satisfies
UEX, 14’[}207 ||U_Up||L2(B(O,2R)) =1.

Hence v is a zero generalized eigenvalue; therefore it must be constant. But this contra-
dicts the last relation.

Finally, due to (4.15), the case 7 > 0 is identical to the nonresonant case.

4.3. Proof of Remark 1.23. If Av =0 then from
0= (A(v —vp,),x<j(v —vp,))
and integration by parts, we obtain

/ |Vv|2d$,§/ |z|7%|v — vp, |*dz.
Do D;

J

The right hand side is square summable with respect to j; therefore it decays as j — oo.
We conclude that Vv = 0, and therefore v is constant.

5. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section we combine the smoothing estimates of the preceding sections with the
long-time parametrix construction of [28] to obtain the Strichartz estimates of Theorems
1.5, 1.6, 1.13, 1.14, 1.20, 1.22. We begin by recalling the relevant results of [28]. A
first result asserts that full Strichartz/local smoothing estimates hold under a smallness
assumptions on & in (1.4).



42 JEREMY MARZUOLA, JASON METCALFE, AND DANIEL TATARU

Theorem 5.1 ([28]). Assume that the coefficients a* satisfy (1.4) with r sufficiently
small and b =0, ¢ = 0. Then for any Strichartz pairs (p1,q1), (p2,q2), the solution u to
(1.1) satisfies

(5.1) Jullag pzsx S Tuollze + 10 s,

For large x, which is the case we are interested in here, it is shown that

Theorem 5.2 ([28]). Assume that the coefficients a satisfy (1.4) and b = 0, ¢ = 0.
Then there is a parametric K =Y, K Sy for D+ A with each K, localized at frequency
2% s0 that the following properties hold:

(i) For any Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (ps,q2) we have
(5.2) [ KkSkfllLm ponnx, S ”SkaLféLgé
and
(53) Kl S 171
(ii) For any Strichartz pair (p,q), we have
(5.4) I((De + VK = Dfllxr Sl ey

As a consequence of this, it is also proved in [28] that

Theorem 5.3 ([28]). Assume that the coefficients a satisfy (1.4) and b = 0, ¢ = 0.
Then for any Strichartz pair (p,q), we have

(5.5) lullzrre S llullxargerz + [ Pullx:.

These are slight modifications of the results in [28] as our assumption (1.4) is not scale
invariant and as such we have modified the definitions of X} and Ay slightly. Scale
invariance, however, was only assumed in [28] as a convenience, and the modifications
that are necessary to adapt the proofs to the current setting are straightforward.

The above results are suitable for the high dimension n > 3 and for the low dimensional
resonant case. However, for the low dimensional nonresonant case, we need a modified
formulation of the last two theorems.

Theorem 5.4. Assume that the coefficients a* satisfy (1.4) and b = 0, ¢ = 0. There
there is a parametriz K for Dy + A with the following properties:

(i) For any Strichartz pairs (p1,q1) and (p2,q2) we have
(56) 1K Sl psins S 1510

(ii) For any Strichartz pair (p,q),
(5.7) I((De + K = Dfll g SNy g

As a consequence of this, by the same duality argument as in [28], we obtain
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Theorem 5.5. Assume that the coefficients a® satisfy (1.4) and b= 0, ¢ =0. Then for
any Strichartz pair (p,q), we have
(5.8) lullzzze < lull gngers + [ Pulls
Proof of Theorem 5.4. The conclusion of the theorem follows by replacing the parametrix

K with (1-T)K + R, where T and R are linear operators which are translation invariant
in ¢ and have the following properties:

(5.9) 11 = Tyullx < ullx,
(5.10) 10 =Dl S 11 gt
(5.11) [ARflx: + IR lgazp o S 16l i
(5.12) |ATullx: + | TAulx S ullx,
(5.13) I = DeR)f 20 S WSy o

We seek T', R of the form

0 0
Tu= Y TwSgu, Rf= Y RiSif

k=—o00 k=—o00
where the operators Ty, R are localized at frequency 2, respectively > 2F and are
defined by

-1

Ty, = u(t,0)dx, Ry f = ¢o(x)D; M SLof(£,0) — Z(%‘H(»T) — ¢j(x)) Dy 8%, f(t,0)

j=k
with ¢ (z) = #(2Fx) and
$(0)=1,  supp ¢ C {|¢| € [1/2,2]}.

Notice that Tu = u'™ with u'™ as in Section 2.2. As such, the bound (5.9) follows
directly from (2.2) and (2.5). The bound (5.10) follows similarly using a Bernstein bound,
Littlewood-Paley theory, and (5.2). For (5.12) we use Proposition 2.2 to replace A by
> A@)Sk. Then we use the spatial localization coming from 7', (2.3), and the two
derivatives gain from A,.

We consider now the X bounds in (5.11). For the second term in the left of (5.11),
using Bernstein’s inequality twice yields

_ 2-n; 2j(=1+5r-—3)
H((bj-i-l(l') - (bj(m))Dt 1St>2j(5kf)(t70)HX] 5 272 72 v Hskf(t’O)HLp,z
t
f, 22%3221(_1+¥_§)2:§kHSkaLP'qué

2 (k—3)
a2 ISkFI o3 a5
t Ed
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The j = 0 term in Ry is estimated in a similar fashion. Summing with respect to
k < 7 <0 we use the off-diagonal decay to obtain

0 J
2 (k=)
TS (k_z T uskfanéLgé)

j=—o00

2\ 3

0 3
2
5 ( Z ||Skf||Lf,2LZl2> .

k=—o00

The bound X bound for the second term in the left of (5.11) then follows from Littlewood-
Paley theory. The LY*L% estimate follows from similar applications of Bernstein esti-
mates and Littlewood-Paley theory.

For the first term in the left of (5.11), we may apply Proposition 2.2 to again replace
A by > Awm)Sk. As the derivatives in Ay yield a 22k factor, the estimate for the first
term in (5.11) follows from a very similar argument.

In order to complete the proof of (5.11), we examine the L? part of the X norm. We
may first apply (1.10) and (1.2) to reduce the problem to the bound

1> RiSefllez i<y SN os o
k<0 tI

in dimensions n = 1,2. Here we use the fact that ¢,;11(0) — ¢;(0) = 0. Using this gain
in a fashion similar to that from Section 2.2, we have

fj41 = DillL2((a1<1y) S 27
Thus, arguing as above,
|ReSif ey S 32727 Vol s,
ik o
S 2%k||5kf\|Lf'2Lig-
This can clearly be summed to yield the desired bound.

It remains to prove (5.13). For this we will show the bound
(5.14) @) (T = DeR) fllz S IS -
We have

-1

(T = DiR)f == | 60SLo(Skf)(t,0) + D (dj41 — 6;)Ss;(Skf)(t,0)

k<0 j=k
Arguing as above we obtain

o (k=)
(@541 = 8)S%a; (Se)(E.0) 22 S P25 1Sk f g

respectively

o (k—J)
l2($41 = 65)Ska; (Sk)(E: )z 2% NSkl op u
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and similarly for the j = 0 term. Then (5.14) is obtained by summation using the
off-diagonal decay and Littlewood-Paley theory. O

Theorems 5.4, 5.5 will allow us to derive Theorems 1.5, 1.13, 1.20 from Theorems 1.3,
1.11, 1.19. Similarly, Theorems 5.1, 5.3 will allow us to derive Theorems 1.6, 1.14, 1.22
from Theorems 1.4, 1.12, 1.21.

5.1. Proof of Theorems 1.13, 1.20, 1.14, 1.22. The four proofs are almost identical,
so we discuss only the first theorem. Suppose the function u solves

Pu=f+g,  feX, gelLlL?
with initial data
u(0) = up.
We let K be the parametrix of Theorem 5.4 and denote
v=u— Kg.

Then
Po=f+g—PKg,  v(0)=u(0) - Kg(0).
Using the bounds (2.16), (5.6), and (5.7), we obtain

lo(O)llze + 1Pl S luO)llze + 1l + 9l o o
Then Theorem 1.11 gives
ol e pznx + 1Pvllzr < Mlu(O)llze + 1 lLe + gl o o + 10llz, acan)-
Hence by (2.16) and Theorem 5.5 it follows that
Ioll sz + ol ze S Tu@lze + 1715 + gl g o5 + Bollzz ca o
Using again (5.7) we return to u to obtain
e sz + Tl e S Nz + 150+ gl + sz _ca o

concluding the proof of the Theorem.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Suppose the function u solves
Pu=f+pg, feX. gelLPLf

with initial data

u(0) = up.
We consider two additional spherically symmetric cutoff functions p; and ps supported
in {|z| > 2™} so that ps = 1 in the support of p; and p; = 1 in the support of p.

Let K be the parametrix of Theorem 5.4 and denote
v=u— p1Kpg.
Then
Pv = f+p2(p1(pg — PKpg) — [P,p]Kpg),  v(0) = u(0) — p1Kpg(0).



46 JEREMY MARZUOLA, JASON METCALFE, AND DANIEL TATARU

Using the bounds (2.16), (5.6), and (5.7), we obtain
l@)llz2 + 1Pl S [u@)llze + 11z, +llgll o

where X !5 is similar to X ! but with p replaced by pa. Then we can apply Theorem 1.3
to v to obtain

ol pge oz, + 1Pvllg,, S Mu(O)llze + 1%, + il oy oy + 1002z, (2120000

We truncate v with p and compute
Ppv = [P, p|v + pPu.
Then we can estimate
ol zz +llovlls + 1P(ov)ller S luOllze + 1, + 19l o o + l10llzz  (j<2aeen)-

Hence by (2.16) and Theorem 5.5 applied to pv, we obtain

vl Lo + HPUH)”mLfngl S [[w(0)][zz + Hf||5(é + HgHLféLié + HUHL?)I(LE\g?M‘*'l)'
Finally, we use (5.6) to return to u and obtain

||UHL;>°L§ + HPUHXmLfngl S [[w(0)][zz + Hf”)?é + ||9||LS’QLZ§ + ||U|\L$,z(|x|g2M+1),
concluding the proof of the Theorem.
5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.6. The argument is similar to the one above. The chief

difference is that we can no longer use the truncations by p, p1, p2 and instead we use
the modified truncation operators such as T,.

Suppose the function u solves
Pu=f+pg, feX., gell*L¥
with initial data
u(0) = up.
We let K be the parametrix of Theorem 5.1 and denote
v=u—T, Kpg
Then we can write
Pv = f+T,,(Ty(pg — PKpg) — [P.T,,1Kpg),  v(0) =u(0) =T, Kpg(0).
Here we compute the commutator
ATy Jw = Apy (w=wy, ) —pr Aw—1,, )~ (1=p) (Aw), = [A, pr)(w—1wy, )~ (1—p) (Aw),,.

Also we have

(Aw)p, = ¢, /(1 — p)A(w —wp, )dr = —c, /(w —wp,)Aprda.
Then using the bounds (2.17), (5.3), and (5.4), we obtain
[0(0)l[L2 + 1Pvllxz, S Ilu(0)[L2 + II£]

X! + HgHLféLZIZ'
By Theorem 1.3 for v we get
[l g r2nx, + 1Pvllxz, S [w(O)lzz + 1 Fllxz + Mgl ry g + 11 = p) (0 =wp)llzz -
t x :
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We truncate v with T, and compute as above the commutator [P, T,]. Then we estimate
ollzge 22 + 1 Tpvllx +IPT0) xS ulOllzz + 1 llxz +llgll o o + 12 =)0 =vo)llrz
Hence by (2.17) and Theorem 5.3 applied to T,v, we obtain

ollzgzz +1To0lxarp o S Iu(Ollze + 1 llxz + gl oy oy + 1= 2)(0 = vp)llzz -
Finally, we use (5.3) to return to u and obtain

lllziezz + I Toullxapp s S u(O)lize + 1 Fllxe +llgll oy oy + 10— p) (= up)llzz

concluding the proof of the Theorem.
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