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SEMILINEAR SCHRODINGER FLOWS ON HYPERBOLIC SPACES:
SCATTERING IN H!

ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU AND GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI

ABSTRACT. We prove global well-posedness and scattering in H' for the defocusing
nonlinear Schrodinger equations

(10 + Ag)u = ulu|*7;
u(0) = ¢,

on the hyperbolic spaces H¢, d > 2, for exponents o € (0,2/(d — 2)). The main un-

expected conclusion is scattering to linear solutions in the case of small exponents o;

for comparison, on Euclidean spaces scattering in H! is not known for any exponent

o € (1/d,2/d] and is known to fail for o € (0,1/d]. Our main ingredients are certain
noneuclidean global in time Strichartz estimates and noneuclidean Morawetz inequalities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider semilinear Schrodinger initial-value problems of the form

{ (i0, + Ag)u = N(u); (L.1)

u(0) = ¢,
on Riemannian manifolds (M, g) of dimensions d > 2. Typical nonlinearity are
N(u) = Au|u|® for suitable o € (0,00), A = £1. (1.2)

The first author was supported in part by a Packard Fellowship. The second author was supported in
part by NSF Grant DMS 0602678.
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The initial-value problem (1.1) has been studied extensively in the Euclidean geometry
for large classes of nonlinearities, see the recent books [16] and [41], and the references
therein. For example, on Euclidean spaces, it is known that the defocusing H'! subcritical
initial-value problem (1.1), where N(u) = u|u|?*’, ¢ € (0,2/(d — 2)), is globally well-
posed in the energy space H'; moreover, scattering to linear solutions is known in the
restricted range o € (2/d,2/(d — 2)), see [23] and [35]. In recent years, the more delicate
problems that correspond to critical power nonlinearities, both in H' and L2, have also
been considered, see [11, 24, 40, 21, 37, 45, 32, 42, 33].

The initial-value problem (1.1) has also been considered in the setting of compact
Riemannian manifolds (M, g), see [9, 10, 14, 15]. In this case the conclusions are generally
weaker than in Euclidean spaces: there is no scattering to linear solutions, or some other
type of asymptotic control of the nonlinear evolution as ¢t — oco. Moreover, in certain
cases such as the spheres S?, the well-posedness theory requires sufficiently subcritical
nonlinearities, due to concentration of certain spherical harmonics, see [13].

In this paper we consider the initial-value problem (1.1) in the setting of symmetric
spaces of noncompact type!. The simplest such spaces are the hyperbolic spaces H¢,
d > 2. On hyperbolic spaces we prove stronger theorems than on Euclidean spaces. For
the linear flow we prove a larger class of global in time Strichartz estimates (see (1.11)
or Proposition 3, for radial functions these were already proved in [4, 7, 36, 6]). For the
nonlinear flow with N(u) = u|u|*?, o € (0,2/(d — 2)), we prove noneuclidean Morawetz
inequalities, such as (1.12), which lead to large data scattering in H* in the full subcritical
range o € (0,2/(d—2)). These stronger theorems are possible because of the more robust
geometry at infinity of noncompact symmetric spaces compared to Euclidean spaces; for
example, the scattering result for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation can be interpreted
as the absence of long range effects of the nonlinearity. This absence of long range effects
was already observed in [6] under radial symmetry assumptions for d = 3.

After we finished typing this paper we learned that J.-P. Anker and V. Pierfelice also had
obtained Strichartz estimates similar to the ones we prove here and small data scattering
results (see [3]).

Assume from now on that M = H¢ is a hyperbolic space and N(u) = ulu|?’, o €
(0,2/(d — 2)). Suitable solutions on the time interval (=7,7T) of (1.1) satisfy (at least
formally) mass and energy conservation,

EO(u)(1) = hu(t) 2000 = E°(u)0):
B0 =5 [ IVuOPdn+ s [ uF 2 du = B (w(0)

for any t € (—=7,T). Our main theorem concerns global well-posedness and scattering in
H' for the initial-value problem (1.1). To state the theorem precisely we need to define the

(1.3)

20+ 2

IThe symmetric spaces of noncompact type are simply connected Riemannian manifolds of nonpos-
itive sectional curvature, without Euclidean factors, and for which every geodesic symmetry defines an
isometry.
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Strichartz space S, (I). For any bounded, open interval I = (a,b) € R and any exponent
q€(2,(2d+4)/d], let r =2dq/(dg —4) € [(2d +4)/d,2d/(d — 2)) and define the Banach
space

Se() ={f € C(I: L)) : || fllsgcry = sup [[|fll oo, [l pars [ fllp2a] <00}, (1.4)

where, by definition,

£l oree = [/I(/Hd f(t, )P dx>1’1/1’2 dt} 1/

is the usual space-time Strichartz norm on the time interval I. Notice that the pair (g,r)
in (1.4) is an admissible pair, i.e.

2 1 1
J=d(5 ) and () € Roo)x [2,00),
and, in addition, 2 < ¢ < r. We define the Banach space 53(1)2,
Sy ={f e C - H'(H) : [|flls3) = [I(=A)"* ()l s9r) < 00} (1.5)

We state now our main theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assume o € (0,2/(d — 2)) and q € (2,(2d +4)/d] is fized.
(a) (Global well-posedness) If ¢ € H(H?) then there exists a unique global solution
u € C(R : HY(HY)) of the initial-value problem
(i0; + Ag)u = ulul* in C(R : H~(HY));
u(0) = ¢.
In addition, for any T € [0,00), the mapping
¢ = Ur(¢) = L-rm(t) - u
is a continuous mapping from H'(H®) to S}(—T,T), and the conservation laws (1.3) are

satisfied.
(b) (Scattering) We have the uniform bound

(1.6)

ullsy-rr) < C(0,q, 1|9 r1(a1a)) (L.7)
for any T € [0,00). As a consequence, there exist unique uy € H'(H?) such that
|[u(t) — W(t)u|| gy = 0 as t — Foo. (1.8)

The main conclusion of the theorem is the H' scattering and the uniform bound (1.7),
particularly in the case of small exponents o € (0,2/d]. We also emphasize that this
theorem does not require radial symmetry. We recall that the existence of the wave
operator was already proved in [6] (for o € (0,2/(d — 2))), under a radial symmetry
assumption. In this same paper scattering was only proved for d = 3, still in the range

20n hyperbolic spaces, the symbol of the operator —A is the multiplier (A2 + p?), see section 2 for
notation; in particular ||f||zsma) < Cp|[(—A)2 f|| 1o may for any p € (1,00) therefore Sy(I) = S)I).
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o € (0,2) and under the radial symmetry assumption. Without the radial symmetry
condition, scattering was only proved there for o € (2/3,2), d =3 .

Simultaneously to this work in [5] the authors also proved H' scattering for o €
(0,2/(d —2)) and d > 3 under radial symmetry assumptions.

We make several remarks.

Remark 1.2. [t is easy to see that the proof of Theorem 1.1 extends to more general
defocusing H' subcritical nonlinearities. Theorem 1.1 also extends to the more general
setting of noncompact symmetric spaces of real rank one, since the key ingredients, such
as the inequality (2.25), the formulas (3.5) and (3.7), and Lemma 4.2, have suitable
analogues on noncompact symmetric spaces of real rank one. We stated Theorem 1.1 in
the special case of power nonlinearities and in the setting of hyperbolic spaces mostly for
the sake of concreteness. On the other hand, on general noncompact symmetric spaces,
simple identities such as (3.5) and (3.7) do not hold (with uniform bounds on the symbols),
and the analysis on such spaces is more delicate, see for example 2| for bounds on the
heat kernel. We hope to return to such questions, as well as the more delicate questions
related to critical nonlinearities.

Remark 1.3. The conclusion of Theorem 1.1 (b) is in sharp contrast with its Euclidean
analogue: on Fuclidean spaces scattering to linear solutions is only known for exponents
o€ (2/d,2/(d—2)), see [23, 35, 20, 19, 43|, and also for o = 2/(d — 2), see [11, 21, 40,
37, 45]. Moreover, on Euclidean spaces, scattering in H' is known to fail for exponents
o€ (0,1/d], see [8, 39]. Even the easier question of existence of the wave operator in the
range (1/d,2/d] is not settled yet, and in particular no (unweighted) scattering results are
known for the range o € (1/d,2/d]. Recently scattering in L* has been proved for o = 2/d
under the radial symmetry assumption [33, 42].

Remark 1.4. We observe that in the case in which o is a natural number one can also
prove preservation of reqularity in the sense that for any ¢ € H®, s > 1, the solution u to
(1.6) is in C(R : H*(H%)). Combining this fact with the scattering result above one can
easily show that

lu@®) |l < Cs as t — +oo. (1.9)

This global estimate can be also interpreted as lack of weak turbulence for the initial value
problem (1.6). In the Euclidean spaces a similar result is also available, but only for
o€ (2/d,2/(d —2)), in particular a bound as in (1.9) is still unknown for the smooth
solutions of the cubic NLS when d =2, 0 =1, see [18].

We describe now the two main noneuclidean ingredients needed in the proof of Theorem
1.1 (b). The first ingredient is the inequality (2.25)

1S K] | 2may < ClIf Nl 2 gma) / [K(r)le™" (r + 1)(shr)* dr, (1.10)
0
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for any f, K € C§°(H?), provided that K is a radial kernel. For comparison, ||K| 71 =
C [;7|K(r)|(shr)? dr, thus the factor e #(r 4 1) in (1.10) represents a nontrivial gain®
over the (best possible) Euclidean inequality || f * [K|||p2@a) < || f || p2ay | K[| 21 (may. We
exploit this gain in section 3 to prove the noneuclidean Strichartz estimates (as well as
suitable inhomogeneous estimates)

IW (1)l oy < Cyll ol for any q € (2, (2d+ 4)/d]. (1.11)

In Section 3 we prove these Strichartz estimates, together with the nonendpoint Euclidean-
type Strichartz estimates® (and suitable inhomogeneous estimates)

IW O8] ezrsgr < Colldllze.

The second noneuclidean ingredient we need is the existence of a smooth radial function
a: H? — [0, 00) with the properties

Aa=1and [Va|<C on H

We construct such a function, with the additional property D?a > 0, in Lemma 4.2. In
section 4, we use this function and standard arguments to prove the Morawetz inequality

[0l222, ey < Co 5D (8ol () sy, (1.12)
te(—T,T)

for any solution u € S;(—T, T) of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation, with a constant C
that does not depend on 7. Theorem 1.1 (b) follows, using mostly standard arguments,
from this Morawetz inequality and the noneuclidean Strichartz estimates described above
(in the most interesting case o € (0,2/d] we combine the Morawetz inequality (1.12) with

the noneuclidean Strichartz estimate (1.11) for ¢ = 20 + 2).
We discuss now the definition of the Strichartz spaces S7(I), j = 0,1, see (1.4) and
(1.5). On bounded intervals I (i.e. if |I| < C) the space S (I) is equivalent to Euclidean-

type Strichartz space L;>? N L%", where (¢,7) is an admissible pair with ¢ close to 2°.
This is because

Ifllge < (TP fllgpe < CUPSP( £l o + 1 1Lz,

where p € [(2d+4)/d, 00) is such that (p, ¢) is an admissible pair. The component L7 in
the definition of the space S{([) is related to the noneuclidean Strichartz estimate (1.11)
and the Morawetz inequality (1.12). This component becomes important in the proof of

3This gain is related to the Kunze-Stein phenomenon L2(G) % LP(G) C L?(G) for any p € [1,2), where
G is the Lorentz group SO(d, 1), see [34] and [22].

4These were already proved locally in time in [4]. However, since our main goal is to prove scattering,
we have to obtain global in time estimates.

°In Euclidean spaces, in dimensions d > 3, one can also use the endpoint pair (¢,7) = (2,2d/(d — 2)).
Since this paper is concerned with theorems in all dimensions d > 2, we do not discuss the Keel-Tao [31]
endpoint Strichartz estimate which holds in dimensions d > 3.
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Theorem 1.1 (b) since, to prove scattering, we need uniform estimates over long intervals.
Using interpolation and Sobolev embedding, we have the L? bounds, uniformly in ||,

(=22 Fll s ey + 1 | o rxay < Coall Fllspn, (1.13)

for any f € S;(I), p1 € [q, (2d+4)/d], and p, € [q, (2d +4)/(d — 2)) (in dimensions d > 3
one can also take py = (2d + 4)/(d — 2)). In particular, S (I) < Si (I) if ¢; < ¢, and
7 = 0,1, therefore the conclusions of Theorem 1.1 become stronger as q approaches 2.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in section 2 we introduce most of our
notation related to hyperbolic spaces. The harmonic analysis and the geometry of hyper-
bolic spaces is very rich, due to the large groups of isometries they admit (the Lorentz
groups SO(d, 1)) and the special structure of these groups (semisimple Lie groups of real
rank one). In section 3 we prove our main Strichartz estimates, see Proposition 3. The
global in time Strichartz estimates are new in the setting of hyperbolic spaces, with the
exception of the case of radial functions (see [4], [36], [6] for Strichartz estimates for radial
functions). In section 4 we prove our main Morawetz inequality, see Proposition 4.1. Fi-
nally, in section 5 we use the standard combination of Strichartz estimates and Morawetz
inequality to prove Theorem 1.1.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we discuss some aspects of the harmonic analysis and the geometry of
hyperbolic spaces. The hyperbolic spaces are the simplest examples of noncompact sym-
metric spaces of real rank one (see for example the books [26] and [27] for a comprehensive
view of the analysis and geometry on symmetric spaces and semisimple Lie groups). A
short elementary exposition of some of the concepts needed in this paper, specialized to
the case of hyperbolic spaces, can be found in [12].

2.1. Riemannian structure and isometries of hyperbolic spaces. We consider the
Minkowski space R with the standard Minkowski metric —(dz®)?+ (da')?+. . .+ (dz?)?
and define the bilinear form on R4! x R4+!,

[z,9] = 2%° — 2'y' — ... — 2%y

The hyperbolic space H? is defined as
H? = {z € R¥"': [z,2] = 1 and 2° > 0}.

Let 0 = (1,0,...,0) denote the origin of HY. The Minkowski metric on R induces a
Riemannian metric g on H?, with covariant derivative D and induced measure dj.

We define G = SO(d, 1) = SO.(d, 1) as the connected Lie group of (d+ 1) x (d + 1)
matrices that leave the form [.,.] invariant. Clearly, X € SO(d, 1) if and only if

rx . Id71 X = [d71, det X = 1, Xy > 0,
where I, is the diagonal matrix diag[—1,1,...,1] (since [z,y] = —'x - Iz1 - y). Let

K = SO(d) denote the subgroup of SO(d, 1) that fix the origin 0. Clearly, SO(d) is the
compact rotation group acting on the variables (21, ..., 2%). The hyperbolic space H¢ can
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be identified with the homogeneous space SO(d, 1)/SO(d) = G/K, and the group SO(d, 1)
acts transitively on HY. Moreover, for any g € SO(d, 1) the mapping L, : H* — H?
Ly(x) = g -z, defines an isometry of H.

We introduce now a global system of coordinates on H¢: we define the diffeomorphism
d: R xR — HY,

®(v,s) = "(chs + e *v|>/2,shs + e *|v]*/2,e vy, ..., e *vg_1), (2.1)

where v = (vy,...,v4-1) € R This system of coordinates is related to the Iwasawa
decomposition G = NAK, where G and K are the groups defined above, and A, N are the
subgroups of G

chs shs 0
A=da;,=| shs chs 0 |:teR,, (2.2)
0 0 I,
and
L+ /2 —v]?/2 o
N=<¢n,= [v]2/2  1—|v]?/2 tv|:veR¥S. (2.3)
v —v Iy

Thus ®(v, s) = nya,-0. Using this diffeomorphism we can identify (H¢, g) with R"! x R,
with the induced Riemannian metric

6_23[(d1)1)2 + ...+ (d’Ud_l)z + €2s<d8)2].
For f € Cy(H?) we have the integration formula

flz)dp = / f(nyas - 0)e™ 2 duds.
H Ré-1xR

We fix the global orthonormal frame
€q = €0y, fora=1,...,d—1, and eg = 0.
We compute the commutators
leds €a) = €a,  [€a,e€s5] =[easeq) =0 forany a,f=1,...,d—1.
We use now the formula
28(D.,c5.¢5) = &lleas eal: &) + 8([er, eals €5) + (e, 5], ca)
to compute the covariant derivatives
D..es = 0ap€d, De,€qd = —€q4, Dejeq = Deeq =0, foro,f=1,...,d—1. (2.4)

Let r : HY — [0,00), r(x) = d(x,0) denote the Riemannian distance function to the
origin. We have

D?r > 0. (2.5)

This is well known consequence of the fact that H¢ has negative constant sectional cur-

vature; it can also be established by explicit computations using (2.4) and the identity
chr =chs+ e %v]?/2.
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The group G = SO(d, 1) is semisimple (thus unimodular) and the group K = SO(d) is
compact. We normalize the Haar measures on K and G such that fK 1dk =1 and

|1t 0dg= [ s d

for any f € Co(H?). Given two functions fi, fo € Co(G) we define the convolution

b= [ oo g (2.6
A function f: G — C is called K-biinvariant if
f(k1gks) = f(g) for any ky, ko € K. (2.7)
Similarly, a function f : H¢ — C is called K-invariant (or radial) if
f(k-2) = f(z) for any k € K and € H% (2.8)
If f, K € Co(H?) and K is K-invariant then we define (compare to (2.6))
(f  K)(x /fg 0)K (g - ) dg. (2.9)

We record one more integral formula on HY, which corresponds to the decomposition
G = KA, K: if f € Cy(H?) then

/ f@)du = C / F(kay - 0)(shs)"" dkdt, (2.10)
He K JR
where C' is a suitable constant and as is defined in (2.2). Thus, if f is K-invariant then
f(x)du=C | f(as-0)(shs)'ds. (2.11)
He Ry

2.2. The Fourier transform on hyperbolic spaces. The Fourier transform (as defined
by Helgason [25]) takes suitable functions defined on H? to functions defined on R x S¢-1.
For w € S4! (in the general settting of noncompact symmetric spaces, w € K/M where
M is the centralizer of A in K) and A € C, let b(w) = (1,w) € R and

haw :HY = C,  hyo(2) = [2,bw)]*7*,

where

p=(d—1)/2.
It is known that
Ahyy = =N+ pHhrw, (2.12)

where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on H¢. The Fourier transform of f € Cy(H?)
is defined by the formula

fAw) = de(fﬁ)hx,w(ﬂf)duz de(x)[%b(w)]“_” dp. (2.13)
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This transformation admits a Fourier inversion formula: if f € C$°(H?) then

f(z) = jgm; [ O bl le(3) dde, (2.14)

where, for a suitable constant C,
['(iN)
AN =C—-"—
N =CF
is the Harish-Chandra c-function on H¢, and the invariant measure of S~ is normalized
to 1. It follows from (2.12) that
Af(\w) = —(X +p°) F(Aw). (2.15)
We record also the nontrivial identity
FO @), b(w)] ™ P dw = F(=X w)[, b(w)]* P dw
Sd-1 Sd—1

for any f € C°(H?), A € C, and = € H?. N
According to the Plancherel theorem, the Fourier transform f — f extends to an
isometry of L2(HY) onto L?*(R, x S¥1,|c()\)|~2d\dw); moreover

WM@M@@=14W1ﬂ&mﬁxMMmﬂwm, (2.16)

2

for any fi, f» € L%(H?). As a consequence, any bounded multiplier m : Ry — C defines
a bounded operator Ty, on L*(H¢) by the formula

T(F)(Nw) = m(A) - F, w). (2.17)

The question of LP boundedness of operators defined by multipliers as in (2.17) is more
delicate if p # 2. A necessary condition for boundedness on LP(H?) of the operator T,
is that the multiplier m extend to an even analytic function in the interior of the region
T, ={A e C: |\ < [2/p—1|p} (see [17]). Conversely, if p € (1,00) and m : T, — C is
an even analytic function which satisfies the symbol-type bounds

|0°m(N)| < C(1+ |\])7 for any a € [0,d+ 2] NZ and X € T, (2.18)

then T;, extends to a bounded operator on LP(H?) (see [38], and also [17], [1], and [29]
for related statements at various levels of generality).

Assume now that f € Co(H?) is K-invariant, as in (2.8). In this case the formula (2.13)
becomes

fAw) = f(A) = » f(2)®_x\(x) dp, (2.19)
where
O, () = /Sdl[x, b(w)]_”_p dw (2.20)
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is the elementary spherical function. The Fourier inversion formula (2.14) becomes
f) = [~ Fvea@lel (2.21)
0

for any K-invariant function f € Cg°(HY). With the convolution defined as in (2.9), we
have the important identity

—_—~— —~

(F * K)(\w) = Fhw) - K (2.22)

for any f, K € Cy(H?), provided that K is K-invariant®. The definition (2.20) shows easily
that sup,cg |Pr(z)| = ®o(z). Thus, using the Plancherel theorem and (2.22)

|Lf o+ K| 2gay < £ z2e) - /Hd | K (2)|@o(x) dps (2.23)

for any f, K € Cy(H?), if K is K-invariant.

Given a K-invariant (i.e. radial) function f on H? we define, by abuse of notation,
f(t) == f(ka; - 0) for t € [0, 00), where k € K and a; is as in (2.2). With this convention,
the formula (2.20) becomes, for r > 0,

Dy(r) = C/ (chr — shr cos §) = (sin )42 db. (2.24)
0

Using this identity, it is easy to see that ®o(r) < Ce " (r + 1) for any r € R,. It follows
from (2.23) and (2.10) that

LS * K2y < C|If]l22 / [K(r)le™" (r+ 1)(shr)* dr, (2.25)
0

for any f, K € Cy(H?), if K is K-invariant. This inequality, which is a simple form of the
more general Kunze-Stein phenomenon, plays a key role in the proof of the Strichartz
estimates in section 3 (in Lemma 3.3).

We define now the inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces on H?. There are two possible def-
initions: using the Riemannian structure g or using the Fourier transform. These two
definitions agree (see, for example, [44, Section 3]). In view of (2.15), for s € C we define
the operator (—A)*/? as given by the Fourier multiplier A\ — (A2 + p?)*/2. For p € (1, 00)
and s € R we define the Sobolev space W?(H?) as the closure of C$°(H?) under the norm

1 fllwrsqay = 1(=2)"2 Il Logae)-
For s € Rlet H* = W, This definition is equivalent to the usual definition of the Sobolev

spaces on Riemannian manifolds (this is a consequence of the fact that the operator

6Unlike in Euclidean Fourier analysis, there is no simple identity of this type without the assumption
that K is K-invariant.
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(—=A)*? is bounded on LP(HY) for any s € C, Rs < 0, since its symbol satisfies the
differential inequalities (2.18)). In particular, for s=1 and pE (1 o0)

gty = (=AY Fl] oy ~ / D D, £ d] | / Vi)

(2.26)
We record also the Sobolev embedding theorem

Wpre— Llifl<p<g<ooand s=d/p—d/q.

3. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES ON HYPERBOLIC SPACES

In this section we prove our main Strichartz estimates. For any ¢ € H*(H?), s € R, let
W(t)y € C(R: H*(H?)) denote the solution of the free Schrodinger evolution with data

Y, i.e.

W)\ w) = P(\,w) - e 1),

Proposition 3.1. Assume q € (2,(2d+4)/d], I = (a,b) C R is a bounded open interval,
r=2dq/(dg —4), and S)(I) is defined as in (1.4).
(i) If ¢ € L?(H?) then
W ()ollsory < Coll@ll 12, (3.1)

or some constant C, that does not depend on the interval I.
q
(it) If F € LY""* for some (p1,p2) € {(1,2),(¢,r"),(d,q)} then

[ wesroral

for some constant C, that does not depend on the interval I.

< CallFlzpr, (3.2)

These Strichartz estimates have been proved in the case of radial functions in [6] (see also
[4] and [36] for weighted Strichartz estimates for radial functions). The main ingredient
in the proof of Proposition 3.1 is the following pointwise bound:

Lemma 3.2. For any e >0, r € [0,00), and t € R, we have
’ / ~(it+e?) A eV 72N < C([t]7Y2 + |t e (1 4 )Pt (3.3)

Proof of Lemma 3.2. The bound (3.3) can be improved when [t| > 1 to give [t|™%/2 dis-
persive decay (as observed in [4]). For simplicity, we only prove the weaker dispersive
decay stated in (3.3), which still suffices for Proposition 3.1.

The notation is described in section 2: p = (d —1)/2,

(i)

‘N =y



12 ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU AND GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI
is the Harish-Chandra c-function, and
™
O\ (r) = C’/ (chr — shrcos )~ (sin #)>~1 d
0

is the elementary spherical function.
It follows easily from the definition (see also [28, Proposition Al]) that |c(A\)]|™2 =
c(A\)7te(=A)7! on R, and we have the symbol-type bounds

;Aa(A ! (A)—l)) <O+ |M) " for any a € [0,d +2]NZ and ) € R. (3.4)

Also, for r > 1/10, ®,(r) can be written in the form

Oy(r) = e [ePec(N)my(\, 1) + e e (=N)my (=, 7)), (3.5)
where
;Taml(A r)| < C(1+4|A)"“ for any o € [0,d + 2] NZ and X € R. (3.6)
Finally, for r <1, ®,(r) can be written in the form
Dy (1) = e my(N, 1) + e TN my(=\, 1), (3.7)
where
;Tamg(A )| < C+7r|A)P(1+|A]) " for any a € [0,d+2]NZ and A € R.  (3.8)

The representations (3.5) and (3.7) and the bounds (3.6) and (3.8) follow from [38] (or
28, Proposition A2]).

The bound (3.3) follows now from standard estimates for oscillatory integrals. For
suitable choices of A, B, m, and m’, we will use the following simple bounds: if A, B € R,

m € CY(R) is a compactly supported function, and m’ : R — C is supported in the
[—2,—1/2] U [1/2, 2] and satisfies the bounds \8Am (A)] < 1forall o€ [0,d+2]NZ, then

)/ (AN 1)) dA) §C|A\‘1/2/|8Am(>\)\d)\, (3.9)
(AN24B (14 |A|)~V/2 if |[A/B| € [1/10,10];
‘/ I ‘M‘—{ CO+|A[+|B) if|A/B|¢ /1010, 10

To prove (3.9) we may assume, after a linear change of variables, that A = +1 and B = 0.
Then we decompose the integral into two parts, corresponding to |[A] < 1 and |[A\| > 1
and integrate by parts in the second integral. To prove (3.10) we use (3.9) in the case
|A/B| € [1/10, 10], and integrate by parts d times in the case |A/B| ¢ [1/10, 10].
We fix a smooth even function 79 : R — [0, 1] supported in [—2, —1/2] U [1/2,2] with
the property that
> mo(A/27) =1 for any A € R\ {0}. (3.11)

=
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for any j € Z let n;(A) = no(A/27) and n<; = >° . nyr-

We prove now the bound (3.3). Assume first that » > 1/2. Using (3.5) it suffices to
prove that

| [ Sy (e 0) | < O A @)
R

Let J denote the smallest integer with the property that 27 > 2'0|r/t|. Assume first that
|t| < 2r, thus J > 0. Using (3.9), (3.4), and (3.6),

) / e~ =N (e N my (O r)e(—A) dA‘ < C|t|7V2207 < Ot

R

Using the second bound in (3.10), (3.4), and (3.6), for any j > J + 1
‘/R€_i(t)‘2_r’\)77j(>\)6_62’\2m1(>\,T)C(—)\)_l dA‘ < 20003 (92]¢])~d < O|f|~do~3(2d=p-1),

We sum the last two bounds to prove (3.12) in the case [¢t| < 2r.
Assume now that |¢t| > 27, thus ¢ > 1 and J < 10. Using again (3.9), (3.4) (notice that
lc(—=\)7H < C|A| for || < C), and (3.6),

| /R e (e mi (A, r)e(-A) " A < ClY YR < O
Using the second bound in (3.10), (3.4), and (3.6), for any j with J+1<35<0
| / e (e Ny (A, r)e(~A) 7! dA| < O (14 2 |t])
Finally, for j i 0, using the second bound in (3.10), (3.4), and (3.6),
) /R e—"W—%(A)e—EWml(A,r)c(—A)—ldA) < OV (924)

We sum the last three bounds to prove (3.12) in the case [t| > 2r.
Assume now that r» < 1. Using (3.6) it suffices to prove that

| [ e e e N | < O ). (343)
R

As before, let J denote the smallest integer with the property that 27 > 2%0|r/t|. Assume
first that |¢| < r?, thus |[t| < 1 and 27 > r~1. Using (3.9), (3.4), and (3.8),

| [ e (e ma 1)) e(-X) | < I (127 < Ol
R
Using the second bound in (3.10), (3.4), and (3.8), for j > J + 1
) / e—iW—%j(A)e—ﬁWmQ(A,r)c(A)—lc(—A)—ldA‘ < 029223 (r27)P(1 4 2%|¢|) ¢
R

< Cr—p|t|—d2—j(2d—p—1).
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We sum the last two bounds to prove (3.13) in the case [t| < r?.
Assume now that r? < |t| < 2r, thus |[¢| <1 and J > 0. Using (3.9), (3.4), and (3.8),

’/e—i(t)\2—r)\)77<J()\)6—52)\2m2()\’r)c()\)—lc(_)\)—l d)\‘ < C|t|—1/222pJ < C|t|_d/2.
R
Using the second bound in (3.10), (3.4), and (3.8), for j > J + 1

ﬁ/?rﬂﬂl*”nxxkrﬁvnwcxryxxy*cc—xr4dA < OV (14 29]t)) 7
R

We sum the last two bounds to prove (3.13) in the case r? < |t| < 2r.
Finally, assume that |¢t| > 2r, thus J < 10. Using (3.9), (3.4) (i.e. |e(A\)7te(=N)"1| <
CX%if A < O), and (3.8),
\ / e TN (e N ma (A, r)e(A) re(=A) 7! dA\ < Ot~ < Ot
R
Using the second bound in (3.10), (3.4), and (3.8), for J+1 <35 <0
| / e () my (A, r)e(N) e(—0) " dA| < 02 (1 + 21
R
Using the second bound in (3.10), (3.4), and (3.8), for j > 0
} / e—iW—’“Mnj(A)e—ﬁwmQ(A,r)c(A)—lc(—A)—ldA‘ < C292%09(1 4 2% |t)) 4
R

We sum the last three bounds to prove (3.13) in the case [t| > 2r. This completes the
proof of the lemma. 0

We have the following consequence of Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. Assume q is as in Proposition 3.1, t € R, p1 € {¢,r'}, p2 € {q,7}, and
¢ € LP*(HY). Then

W (t)@|pr2may < CqB(1)|[0]] o1 (may, (3.14)
where
|t i [t < 1
B(t) = 3.15
2 {|t|_1 if [t] > 1. (3.15)

Proof of Lemma 3.3. 1t suffices to prove that bound (3.14) for the operator P.W (t), uni-
formly for € > 0, where P. is the smoothing operator defined by the Fourier multiplier
A — e~ Assume first that [¢| < 1. Since P,W(t) is defined by the bounded Fourier
multiplier A — e~ <Y e~ +9")  we have

[[PW ()él L2 may < Cll@]|p2(may-

In view of (3.3),
PV (@00l ae) < I
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Using again (3.3) and (2.11)
|PW ()8 0w sy < 11| o ey 1S el iy < Colt]™ 210 o oy,

where K; denotes the radial kernel of the operator P.W (¢), i.e.
Ki(r) = ce™ ™" / e~ XD (1) ]e(A)] 2 dA.
R

The bound (3.14) follows by interpolation from the last three bounds in the case |t| < 1.
Assume now that |t| > 1. With K, as above, we define K, (1) = 1y, 41(r) Ki(r) for
n=20,1,2,.... Using (3.3),

|16 % Kol ooty < Clt[T e (0 + 1) [ 6] L1 -
Using (2.25) and (3.3)
| * Ki |l p2ay < ClEH(n + 1)772) ||| L2(aay-
Finally, using (3.3) and (2.11)
|16 % K nll nooay < /| por ey | K nll Loy < Olt|remPma=2/a(pn 4 1)”+1|I¢|ILq/(Hd).
By interpolation between the last three bounds
16 % Kyl ooy < Clt1 ™ e @29 (0 4+ 1)772] |6 o ey,

for p1 € {¢,r'} and py € {q,r}, and the bound (3.14) follows by summing this bound
over integers n > 0. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. The L3> bound in (3.1) follows from the uniform boundedness
of W(t) on L*(H?). A standard TT* argument shows that the remaining bounds in (3.1)
and (3.2) follow from the estimate

H /abc(t, W (t — 5)F(s) ds‘

oo < CallFl (3.16)
for any measurable function ¢ : [a, b] X [a,b] — [—1,1], and any p; € {¢/,'}, pa € {q,7}.
Using (3.14), the fact that B(t) < C|t|~?/%, and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,
the left-hand side of (3.16) is dominated by

b b
H/ Wt = ) ()| rageen s | <G, /B(t—s)||F(s)||Lp1(Hd)ds‘

La(I La(I)

b
<Cyl| [ 1= sy ds] |, < GIIFI o

which gives (3.16). O
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4. A MORAWETZ INEQUALITY

Let
Po = min(20 + 2, (2d + 4)/d). (4.1)
The main result in this section is the following Morawetz inequality:

Proposition 4.1. Assume that T >0, u € S} (=T,T) and
i0yu + Au = ulul*? on (=T,T) x H”.

Then

i 0 sy < Co D (082 1) s sy (4.2)

t€lta,to]
for any ty,te € (=T,T).
The main ingredient in the proof of Proposition 4.1 is the following lemma:
Lemma 4.2. There is a smooth function a : H? — [0, 00) with the following properties:
Aa=1 onH%
|Va| = [D%%DyalY? < C  on HY (4.3)
D% >0 on H

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We construct the radial function a(x) = a(r), with a(0) = 9,a(0) =
0. The condition Aa = 1 becomes, in polar coordinates,

coshr _\ .
(a,? +(d—1) sinhra’“)“ ~1. (4.4)
By solving this ODE we get
~ 1 "o _
87«@(7") = W/O (Slnh S)d ! ds, (45)

and

T 1 S

i) = | (o [ (sinhe) ™ dt) ds, 4.6

a(r) /0 ((sinh s)d-1 /0 (sinh ) s (4.6)
It follows easily from (4.5) that |0.a(r)| < C'min(1,r), thus

|ID“aD,al < C.
The first two claims in (4.3) follow.
We show now that
dya(r) € [0,00) and d%a(r) € [0, ). (4.7)

This would suffice to prove the last claim in (4.3), in view of (2.5). The first inequality
follows easily from (4.5). For the second inequality, using (4.4), we have

_ coshr [T . _
afa(r) =1- (d— 1)W/0 (SlnhS)d ldS.
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Thus, for (4.7) it suffices to prove that
r : h,r.)d
Y e L
/0 (sinh s)™" ds < (d—1)coshr
This inequality holds because the derivative of the function in the right-hand side is
d(sinh 7)1 (cosh7)? — (sinh r)¢*! -1 (d —1)(coshr)® +1
(d —1)(coshr)? (d —1)(coshr)?

= (sinhr > (sinhr)?".

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Formally, we define the Morawetz action

M,(t) =2% | D%(x) - u(x)Dyu(x) du(x),

Hd
where a is as in Lemma 4.2. A standard (formal) computation gives
2
atMa(t) = 4R DBDO‘a-Dgﬂ~Daud,u—/ AAa - |U|2d,u—|— g / Aa - \u\20+2du.
Hd Hd o _'_ 1 Hd

(4.8)
The bound (4.2) follows (formally) by integrating in time and using Lemma 4.2 and
Holder inequality. We justify all these formal manipulations below, using the hypothesis
we Sy (=T,T).
For e € (0,1/10] let u, = P.u, where P. is the smoothing operator defined by the Fourier
multiplier A — e~ Let 1 : H* — [0,1], c(2) = n<o(er). With @ as in Lemma 4.2, we
define the Morawetz action M, : R — R,

M,(t) =2% | (z)D%(x) - Uc(z)Dyue(x) du(x).
Hd
Let f. = P.(ulu|?*), thus
&gue = ZAUE - Z_]cE and 8tu_€ = —ZAU_E + Zﬁ

We compute

O M,(t) =25 Y .D% - (Oyte - Dyue + e - DyOyue) dp

Hd
=23 [ D% - [(—iAu +if.)  Douc + U - Do(iAue —if.)] du
Hd
= 2R ¢5Daa ' [(_Au_s + ﬁ) : Daue + U - DOC(AU’E - fe)] d:u
Hd
= v.D% - (u; - DoAue + u, - D AT — AT, - Dyue — Aue - Dou;) dp
Hd

+ weDaa' (K'Daue_‘_fe 'Dau_e_u_e'Dafe — Ue 'Daﬁ) d,u
Hd
=I+1I.
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By integration by parts and using D,Dgv = DgD,v for any scalar v, we compute

L= / —[Do (D)) (T At + v ATte) — 210 Da( AT - Dyue + Aue - Do) dp
Hd
B / ~(¥eAa + Dy D)[A(ut) — 2DguDw] dp
Hd
—2 [ D% (D Dyt - Dou, + D Dgu, - Do) dp

T
=2 5 D (. D%) - (DgtcDyue + Dgu Do) + /H ) ~A(YAa+ Dy D) - (ud;)dpu
+ /H ) 2(Aa + Dyp. DY) - Dau D + 2 Da(Dg7; - DoDPu, + Dgu, - D, D) du
=2 /H ) (1. DD + DPp. D) (Ds; - Dyue + Dgu, - D) dp

+ /Hd —A(WAa+ Dyy.D%) - (uae)dp = A+ B,

since Dgt; - D,D?u, + Dgu, - D, D?u; = D, (DsuD?u;). We write fo = uc|u|* + g, and
use the identity Tc|u|?” - Dot + uc|uc® - Dotic = (1/(0 + 1))Dga(|ue|?**2) to compute

II =2 weDaa(ﬁ . Daue + fe . Dau_e) + Da(,@DEDaa) . (ﬁus + feu_e) d,u

Hd
=2 ¢6Daa(E : Daue + Ge * Dau_e) + Da(¢eDaa) : (@ue + geu_e) d,LL
Hd
L% / D, (4D%) - [u |2 dyu = C + D.
ag + ]_ Hd

We integrate these identities on the interval [t1, 5] to conclude that

M, (tz) — M,(t1) = /t2 (A+ B+ C+ D)dt.

t1

We use now that u € S, (=T,T), thus lim. o |[uc — ul|sy (7777 = 0 and, using (1.13),
P_I}(l] ||gs||Lp3((_T/7T/)XHd) =0

for any 7" < T. We let € — 0, using (4.3), to conclude that

t2

lim [ Adt =2 / D’D% - (D - Dou + Dyu - Doa) dudt,
HdX[t17t2]

e—0 4

to to

lim Bdt = lim Cdt=0,
e—0

e—0 4 4
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and
t2 20

lim [ Ddt= / |u|*7 2 dpdt.
=0 t1 g + 1 HdX[tl,tz]

Since |Mq(t)| < C'supyepy, 1) 1wt L2me [|u(t) | g @e) (using (4.3)), it follows that

2
2 / DD - (DT - Dot + Dju - Do) dpdt + — / |u|?7 2 dudt
H X [t1,t2] o+1 HE X [t1,t2]

< C sup ()| L2 [[u(@)l 1@

te(t1,ta]

The proposition follows using the last inequality in (4.3). O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Part (a) follows from the standard
Kato method [30], see also Chapter 4 in [16], and the Euclidean-type Strichartz estimates
lellgez  orer, ) < CallwOlzzge + Call fllpe o porar

(=T7,7) ~(=T,T) T, 7) ' (=T,T)

where f = (i0; + A)u on (=T, T) x H%. These Strichartz estimates have been proved in
section 3.

To prove part (b) of Theorem 1.1, using the standard argument presented in Section
3.6 in [41], it remains to prove the uniform bound (1.7)

[ullsz—rm) < Clo,q, |8l 11a)) (5.1)

for any solution solution u € S;(—T, T) of (1.6). We may assume ¢ < p,, where p, is
defined in (4.1). The main ingredient is the uniform bound in Proposition 4.1. Let € > 0
be small to be determined later. From the Morawetz estimate in Proposition 4.1 we can
divide the interval (=7, T) into finitely many intervals Iy, ...., I, such that

||u||L20+2(Iijd) <, (5-2)
for all j = 1,...,m. Fix one of these intervals, and assume it is I = [a,b). Recall the
uniform estimate (1.13)

(=22 Fll s ey + [1f | oo rxizay < Cpoll Fll sy, (5.3)

for any f € S;(I), p1 € [q,(2d+4)/d], and p; € [q, (2d+4)/(d — 2)). Using the Duhamel
representation of the solution u, Proposition 3.1, and the fact that L’I’;’p oy L}’2 + L?I’T/ +
L7 we have
lullszy < Collul@)|lm + Coll [ IV @) Ly (1 sz
< Cyllu(@)]lm + Coll(=A)*ull oo (1t || 7300s (1310, (5.4)

where
PoPy  max(20 +2,(d +2)o)

Po — p,o' 20

4o =
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Since o € (0,2/(d — 2)), we observe that
20q, € 20 +2,(2d+4)/(d — 2)),

thus, by interpolation and using (5.2), we can continue (5.4) with
1420(1-6) o
< C(q, @llm) + Coollull g Ml 73 o

) (5.5)
< O(q, 19llm) + Caoe™ [full 557",

A continuity argument applied for ¢ = €(0,q, ||¢||g:) small enough gives the uniform
bound (5.1) when S} (=T, T) is replaced by S;(I). Repeting this for the m intervals gives
the total bound (5.1).
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