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Strichartz estimates for Schrodinger equations with variable
coefficients and unbounded potentials. II. Superquadratic

potentials

Haruya Mizutani*

Abstract

We prove local-in-time Strichartz estimates with loss of derivatives for Schrodinger equa-
tions with variable coefficients and potentials, under the conditions that the Hamilton flow,
generated by the kinetic energy, is nontrapping and convex and that the electric (resp. mag-
netic) potential can blow up superquadratically (resp. superlinearly) at spatial infinity in
both of positive and negative directions. This is a generalization and improvement of the
result by Yajima-Zhang [3§].

1 Introduction

Let P be a Schrédinger operator on RY with variable coefficients g7%(z) and electromagnetic
potentials V(z) and A(x) = (A1(x), ..., Ag(x)) of the following form:

P = L(D; — A(@)* () (Ds — Au(e)) + V(@), D; = ~id /0w, v € R

Here and, in the sequel, we use the Einstein summation convention.

Assumption A. gjk,Aj,V € C®(R%R), and (gjk(x))j7k is symmetric and uniformly elliptic
in the sense that gjk(x)gjék > c|¢|? on R?? with some positive constant ¢ > 0. Moreover, there
exists m > 2 such that, for any a € Z4 := N?u {0},

10297% ()] + (@) "™210% Aj ()| + (x) "0V ()] < Cafz) (1.1)

Here (z) stands for \/1+ |#|2. Under Assumption [A] the operator P, with the domain
C§°(RY), is symmetric in L2(R?). Let P be any one of its self-adjoint extensions. Then we
consider the time-dependent Schrodinger equation

i0u = Pu, t € R;  uli—g =up € L2(Rd). (1.2)

i ~itP denotes a unique

The solution is given by u(t) = e #Fuy by Stone’s theorem, where e

unitary propagator on L?(R?) generated by P.
In this paper we are interested in the (local-in-time) Strichartz estimates of the forms:

lle™" uoll . pa < Crll(H) uoll 2, (1.3)
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where v > 0, LI.LY := LP([-T,T]; LY(R%)) and (p, q) satisfies the following admissible condition

2<p,g<oo, 2/p=d(1/2+1/q), (d.p,q)# (2,2,00). (1.4)

Strichartz estimates can be regarded as LP-type smoothing properties of Schrédinger equations
and have been widely used in the study of nonlinear Schrédinger equations (see, e.g., [7]).
When ¢/ = d;r and A = 0, the following has been proved by Yajima-Zhang [38]:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1.3 of [38]). Let d > 1 and H = —A/2+V satisfy Assumption[4l and
V(z) > C{x)™ forl|z| > R, (1.5)

with some R,C > 0. Then, for any e,T > 0 and (p,q) with (L4)) there exists Cr. > 0 such that
e g 10 < Crel|(H) 7 (577) g 1. (1.6)

In this paper we extend this theorem to the variable coefficient case under some geometric
conditions on the Hamilton flow generated by the kinetic energy. Furthermore, we remove the
additional loss (H)® for the flat case.

To state our main results, we introduce some notation on the classical system. Let k(x,¢&)
be the classical kinetic energy function:

1 .
k(2,€) = 50" (2)€;&,  @,§ R
We denote by (yo(t,x,&),n0(t,x,€&)) the Hamilton equation generated by k, i.e., the solution to

Zo0(t) = S ole)ml), m(®) =~ F ol m(®)

with the initial condition (yo(0,x, &), 70(0,z,€)) = (z,&). Note that the Hamiltonian vector field
Hy, = Ock - 0y — Ok - O¢ is complete on R?? since (g/%); 5, is uniformly elliptic. (yo(t),70(t)) thus
exists for all £ € R. To control its asymptotic behavior, we then impose the following conditions:

Assumption B. (1) (Nontrapping condition) For any (z,¢) € R*? with ¢ # 0,
lyo(t, z,8)] = 400 as t — +oo.

(2) (Convexity near infinity) There exists f € C>°(R?) satisfying f > 1 and lim, 400 f(2) =
400 such that 92 f € L>®(RY) for any |a| > 2 and that, for some constants ¢, R > 0,

for all z,¢ € R? with f(z) > R.

Remark 1.2. It is easy to see that if the quantity

sup (2)*107 (67" () — dj1)

laf <2
is sufficiently small, then 92(|yo(t)|?) 2 [£|* and hence Assumption [B] (1) holds. Under the
same condition, Assumption [B] (2) also holds with f(z) = 1 + |z|>. Moreover, if ¢g/*(z) =
(1 + apsin(azlogr))dj for ay € R,as > 0 with af(1 + a3) < 1 and for r» = |z| > 1, then
Assumption Bl (2) holds with f(r) = (f; (1+ a1 sin(azlogt))~'dt)?. For more examples, we refer
to [10, Section 2].



We now state main results.

Theorem 1.3. Let d > 2 and P satisfy Assumptions [Al and [B. Then, for any T,e > 0 and
(p,q) satisfying (L4, there exists Cre > 0 such that

_2 1(m __
050 2 ug]| 2+ Crell () (5 7D ¥ oug (L.7)

B =

||€_itPu0||L§Lq < Cre|{D)
For the flat case, we can remove the additional e-loss.

Theorem 1.4. Let d >3 and H = 3(D — A(z))? + V (z) satisfy Assumption[d. Then, for any
T >0 and (p,q) satisfying (L4,

m

; 1_2 1(m __
e gl 1 < Orl|(D)r (5 ug|| 2 + Ol ()7 (F g . (1.8)

Corollary 1.5. In Theorem [I.4), if we, in addition, assume (L3]) and g < co then (L8) holds
for any dimension.

Remark 1.6. Suppose that V satisfies (LE)). Then we can assume P > 1 without loss of
generality and P hence is uniformly elliptic in the sense that

p(a,€) = [€)* + ()™,
where p is the full hamiltonian associated to P (modulo lower order term), i.e.,
1 .
p(z,§) = 59]’“(96)(53‘ — Aj(x)) (& — Ak(x)) + V().
By the standard parametrix construction for P, we see that, for any 1 < ¢ < oo and s >0
P20 | o + [0l o ~ (D)0l o + 1) 0]l ar v € CE(RY),

(see, e.g., [38, Lemma 2.4]). The right hand side of (7)) (resp. (L)) is thus dominated by
||<p>(1/2*1/7”ﬂ)/p+f-ruO||L2 (resp. ||<H>(1/2*1/m)/p

and improvement of Theorem [L1]

uo||72). Therefore, our result is a generalization

Remark 1.7. The additional e-loss in ([I.7]) is only due to the use of the following local smoothing
effect:
—1/2— —
)™ 2" By e P uoll 3 10 < Crelluoll 2, >0,

where Ej is a pseudodifferential operator with the symbol (1 4 [¢]? + |2|™)*/2. Tt is well known
that this estimate does not holds when £ = 0 even for P = A + (z)™ (see [25]).

Remark 1.8. It is well known that the condition V > —C(z)? with some C' > 0 is almost
optimal for the essential self-adjointness of P. However, it was shown in [I6] that P can be
essentially self-adjoint even if V' blows up in the negative direction such as V' < —C'(z)"™ with
m > 2, if strongly divergent magnetic fields are present near infinity.

Global-in-time Strichartz estimates, that is (L3]) with 7" = oo and v = 0, for the free
propagator e**/2 were first proved by Strichartz [33] for a restricted pair of (p, ¢) with p = ¢ =
2(d+ 2)/d, and have been generalized for (p, q) satisfying (I.4]) and p # 2 by [13]. The endpoint
estimate (p,q) = (2,2d/(d — 2)) for d > 3 was obtained by [I8§].

Furthermore, Strichartz estimates for Schrodinger equations have been extensively studied

by many authors for both cases with potential and metric perturbations, separately.



For Schrodinger operators with potentials satisfying Assumption[Al with m < 2, it was shown
by [12, 36] that e~ satisfies (short-time) dispersive estimate: ||e ||, < Ct|=¥?||¢]| ;1
for sufficiently small ¢t # 0. The estimates (L3]) with v = 0 are immediate consequences of this
estimate and the TT*-argument due to [13] (see [I8] for the endpoint). For the case with singular
electric potentials, we refer to [35]. We mention that global-in-time dispersive and Strichartz
estimates for scattering states have been also studied under suitable decaying conditions on
potentials and assumptions for zero energy; see [17, [37, 28] for dispersive estimates and [27, [6] 9]
for Strichartz estimates, and reference therein. We also mention that there is no result on sharp
global-in-time dispersive estimates for (generic) magnetic Schrodinger operators, though [11] has
recently proved dispersive estimates for the Aharonov-Bohm effect in R?.

On the other hand, it is important to study the influence of underlying classical dynamics on
the behavior of solutions to linear and nonlinear partial differential equations. From this geo-
metric viewpoint, local-in-time Strichartz estimates for metric perturbations (or, more generally,
on manifolds) have recently been investigated by many authors under several conditions on the
geometry; see, e.g., [31, 4] 24 [14] 2| [T, 5, 21] and reference therein. We mention that there are
also several works on global-in-time Strichartz estimates in the case of long-range perturbations
of the flat Laplacian on R ([3] 34} 20]).

The main purpose of this paper is to handle the mixed case, especially the case for metric
perturbations with unbounded electromagnetic potentials. In the previous works [22] 23], we
proved the same local-in-time Strichartz estimates as in the free case under Assumptions [Al and
Bl with m < 2 and the following long-range condition

102 (g7* () — 61)] < Colz) ™71 >o0.

This paper is a natural continuation of this work, and the results in the series of works can be
regarded as a generalization and unification of many of known local-in-time Strichartz estimates
for Schrodinger equations with both of metric and unbounded potential perturbations, at least
under the nontrapping condition.

1.1 Notations

Throughout the paper we use the following notations: We write L9 = LI(R?) if there is no
confusion. W*4 = W*4(R%) is the Sobolev space with the norm ||f||jysq = |[(D)°f||4. For
Banach spaces X and Y, ||-||x_y denotes the operator norm from X to Y. For constants
A,B >0, A < B means that there exists some universal constant C > 0 such that A < CB.
A~ B means A< Band B < A.

We always use the letter P (resp. H) to denote variable coefficient (resp. flat) Schrédinger
operators. For h € (0, 1], we consider P" := h?P as a semiclassical Schrédinger operator with
h-dependent potentials A2V and hA;. We set two corresponding h-dependent symbols pl and
p’f defined by

P(@,6) = @& — hAi () (6 — hAk(e)) + P2V (@),

o . 1.9)
o) — L0 e o) T ) P (
) = 5 B (@6~ 1Auo) - o) G )
It is easy to see that P = p"(x,hD) + hp}(z, hD) and that Assumption [Al implies
920¢p" (2, )| < Cap @) 1) 711 + 12 (@)™, )

1050, i (2, )| < Caplx) 1) (le] + hia)™/?).



1.2 Strategy of the proof

Before starting the details of the proof, we here explain the basic idea. For simplicity we may
assume d > 3. The strategy is based on microlocal techniques and basically follows the same
general lines in [31, 4] and [2], Sections 5 and 6]. We however note that, since the potential V' is
not bounded below, the Littlewood-Paley theory in terms of the spectral multiplier f(H) does
not work well. For example, the Littlewood-Paley estimates of the forms

e . 1/2
lollge S 1Mol + (S IF@¥EWIL) L f € CRERM {0)), (111)
§=0

seem to be false except for the trivial case ¢ = 2. In particular, it is difficult to apply the
localization technique due to [4] directly.

To overcome this difficulty, we introduce a partition of unity 1y 4+ 11 = 1 on the phase space
T*R% = RY x Rg with symbols 1; € S(1, dz? /(z)* + de?/(€)?) supported in the following “high

frequency” and “low frequency” regions, respectively:

suppdho C {(z)™ < [€[*},  supyn C {[€]* < (@)™}

Let ¢ > 1 and consider a c-adic partition of unity: 6y, 0 € C§°(R), 0 < 6y,6 < 1, suppf C (1/c,c),
Oo(z) + 2720 O(c7z) = 1. We use this decomposition with z = ¢, ¢ = 2 in the high frequency
region and with z = z, ¢ = 22/™ in the low frequency region, respectively. More precisely, setting

h = 27 and using support properties

supp 0(&)vo(z,£/h) € {(z) S h™2/™, [¢| ~ 1},
supp 0(h?/™x)iy (z,&/h) € {(z) ~ h=2/™, [¢] S 1},

we will prove the following Littlewood-Paley type estimates:

oo
2 \1/2
e S lolle + Y- (Do Ik, hDYllZ,) , a € [2,00),
k=0,1 j=0

where Wh(x,€) = 6(&)o(x, £/h) up to O(h>®) and W} (x, £) = O(h?/™x); (x,£/h). Using support
properties of W%, we obtain the following bounds of the commutators:

[P, U} (x,hD)] = O((z) " 'h7Y), [P, 9% (x, hD)] = O(h~1F2/m), (1.12)

These terms can be controlled by the local smoothing effect, and the proof of Theorem [I.3] thus
is reduced to that of the estimates for the localized propagators \I/Z(x, hD)e~ %P,
Then, we show that, for any x" € S(1,dxz?/(x)*+d€?/(£)?) supported in {(z) < h=2™, || <

1} (D supp ¥}), x"(z, hD)e P x"(x, hD)* satisfies the following dispersive estimates
" (@ hD)e™ 3" @, AD) |1 e S IHTY2, [t < R, o€ (0,1], (1.13)

where R = inf |m,(supp x")| + 1 for general cases and R = h~2/™ for the flat case. These
estimates are verified by a slightly refinement of the standard semiclassical parametrix construc-
tion. Namely, after rescaling ¢t — th and putting P" = h2P, we construct the semiclassical
WKB parametrix for e’itph/hxh(x, hD)* of the following form:

e~ itP" Ihyh(g hD)* = Jgn(a") + Opa,p2(h™), |t| < R,



where Jgn(a”) is a time-dependent semiclassical Fourier integral operator
T o) = (nm)~* [ OO 1, €y

Here the phase function S”(¢,z,&) solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation associated to p” on a

neighborhood of supp f o p" and satisfies
SM(tx,6) = x - € — tp"(2,€) + O(RTtP),  |t] < R.

The amplitude a” approximately solves the transport equation generated by the vector field
Oep”(x,0,S") and belongs to S(1,dz?/{x)? + de2/(€)?) with uniform bounds in h and ¢. The
stationary phase method then yields

150 (@)1 oo S min(h™% [th| =), Jt] < R,

which, together with a suitable error estimate, implies estimates (L13)).
Once we obtain dispersive estimates (LI3]), a standard technique due to Staffilani-Tataru
[31], the TT*-argument due to Keel-Tao [18] and (LIZ), we can prove the following Strichartz

estimates with inhomogeneous error terms

105 (2, hD)e ™" ug|

_2d_
gL (1.14)
S Wi, AD)uo|| 2 + ||() ™A= 2 Wi, AD)e P ug| 2 12
uniformly in & € (0,1]. Combining with an almost orthogonality of #(c /), we have
—itP ~1/2—me/2 —itP
le™ woll , 24 S Mluollz2 +lz) PRE e P ugll oy €20,
Under Assumption [Bl we then use the local smoothing effect due to [25]:
1) ™27 By e ol 2 < Crol| Batoll 2, v > 0,
and obtain ||e”"*Fug|| 20 S ||E1j2-1/myetoll . if € > 0. Finally, Theorem [L.3]is verified

LZLd-2
by interpolation with the trivial L$L?-bound. In the flat case, the last term of (II4) can
be replaced by Hhil/2+1/m\DZ($,hD)eiitPUOHLQTLQ due to the fact that we obtain (LI3]) with

R = h™2/™_ Therefore, using the following energy estimate
||Es€_itpu0||L2 < CMIHESUOHL2

instead of the local smoothing effect, one can remove the additional e-loss.

The paper is organized as follows: We first record some known results on the semiclassical
pseudodifferential calculus and prove the above Littlewood-Paley estimates in Section 2l Section
also discusses local smoothing effect and energy estimates as above. In Section 3, we construct
the WKB parametrix and prove dispersive estimates (ILI3]). Proofs of Theorems [[.3 and [[L4] are
given in Section 4. We finally prove Corollary in Appendix A with a simper proof than that
of main theorems.



2 Preliminaries

In this section, we record some known results on the semiclassical pseudodifferential calculus and
the Littlewood-Paley theory. This section also discuss local smoothing effects for the propagator

e~ P under Assumption Bl

First of all we collect basic properties of the semiclassical pseudodifferential operator (h-¥DO
for short). We omit proofs and refer to [26] [19] for the details. Set a metric on the phase space
T*RY% =~ R24 defined by g = da?/(z)? + d€2/(€)?. For a g-continuous weight function m(z, ), we
use Hormander’s symbol class S(m, g), which is the space of smooth functions on R?? satisfying

950 alw, )| < Capmia, €)()~1*(e) ™
To a symbol a € C®(R??) and h € (0, 1], we associate the h-WDO a(x, hD) defined by

a(z, kD) f(x) = (2mh)~ / @€z, €) f(y)dyde, | € S(RY),

where 8(R?) is the Schwartz class. For a h-UDO A, we denote its symbol by Sym(A), i.e.,
A = a(xz,hD) if a = Sym(A). It is known as the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem that for any
symbol a € C°(R?) satisfying |6§‘8§a(x, )| < Cup, a(x, hD) is extended to a bounded operator
on L2(R%) with a uniform bound in h € (0,1]. Moreover, if ]85‘3?@(36, §)| < Cap(€)” " with some
v > d, then a(x, hD) is extended to a bounded operator from L7 to L" with bounds

lla(@, hD)|| oy pr < Cqrh™ ™MV 1 < g < v < oo, (2.1)

where Cy > 0 is independent of h € (0,1]. These bounds follow from the Schur lemma and
the Riez-Thorin interpolation theorem (see, e.g., [2, Proposition 2.4]). For two symbols a €
S(m1,g) and b € S(ma, g), the composition a(x,hD)b(x,hD) is also a h-¥DO with the symbol
afb(z,€) = e"PnPzq(z,n)b(z,€)|=z.n=¢ € S(mima,g), which has the expansion

|
afb — Z h (95(1 9%b € S(WN ()N (&) Nmyima, g). (2.2)

In particular, we have Sym([a(z, hD),b(z, hD)]) — 2{a,b} € S(h%(z)"2(¢)72, ), where {a,b} =
O¢a - ;b — Oya - O¢b is the Poisson bracket. The symbol of the adjoint a(z,hD)* is given by
a*(z,&) = eMPnP=a(2,n)| ,—p.n=¢ € S(m1,g) which has the expansion

at =) (;al,as 0%a € S(WN () "M(€) Vm1, g). (2.3)
la|<N
We also often use the following which is a direct consequence of (2Z2]):
Lemma 2.1. Let a € S(my,g) and b € S(me,g). If b=1 on suppa, then for any N >0,
a(z,hD) = a(z, hD)b(x, hD) + hNry(z, hD) = b(x, hD)a(z, hD) + kN7 (z, hD)

with some rn,7x € S((z) V(&) N mima, g).

2.1 Littlewood-Paley estimates

We here prove the following Littlewood-Paley type estimates, which will be used to reduce the
proof of the estimates (7)) to that of semiclassical Strichartz estimates. Here, and in what
follows, the summation over h, >, means that, in the sum, h takes all negative powers of 2 as

h
values, i.e., > = >

ko h=27,j>0



Proposition 2.2 (Littlewood-Paley estimates). For h € (0,1], there exist two symbols U} and
U such that the following statements are satisfied :
(1) (Symbol estimates) {‘I’z}he(o,l] are bounded in S(1, Y™ dx? + d€2/(€)?), i.e.,

1090, Wi (,€)] < Caph@®™ll(e)1P1 k= 0,1,

uniformly in h € (0,1].

(2 (Support property) \I’Z satisfy the following support properties (uniformly in h):
supp U C {(2,€); h*(x)" S 1, ¢ = 1}, (24)
supp U C {(x,€); h*(2)" ~ 1, |¢* < 1}.

(3) (Littlewood-Paley estimates) For any q € [2,00),
< h 2 1/2
lolla S llellpe + 3 (X 1whte, DYll7,) (26)
k=0,1 h
where the implicit constant is independent of v.

Remark 2.3. As we mentioned in the strategy of the proof, it seems to be difficult to obtain
the Littlewood-Paley estimates (LII) if ¢ # 2. We, however, note that if V' satisfies (LT), then
one can prove (LIT]) for g € [2,00) (see Appendix).

In order to prove Proposition 2.2 we first construct the symbols \IIZ Let ¢ € C°(R) be
such that suppp C [-1,1], ¢ =1on [-1/2,1/2] and 0 < ¢ < 1. Define smooth cut-off functions
into high and low frequency regions by

x m/2
¢0(x7§) = @(%)7 1/}1 =1- ¢07

respectively, where ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small constant such that p(x, &) ~ |€]2 if (z)™ < e|€]2.

It is easy to see that supp vy C {(z,€); (x)™ < €2|¢*}, supp ¢ (e) C {(x,€); (x)™ > £2|¢|?/2}
and that 19,11 € S(1,g) for each £ > 0.

Lemma 2.4. For any 6 € C°(R?) supported away from the origin and any N > d, there exists
a bounded family {¥{}ne1) C S(1, hAmda? + de? ) (€)?) satisfying ) such that

10(hD)o(, D) = ¥ (2, hD)|| oy py < Canh™ 270 g € [2,00),
where Cqn > 0 may be taken uniformly in h € (0,1]. Moreover, if we set
(2, €) = (k™ )y (2, /1),
then {‘I’]f}he(o,l} is bounded in S(1, h*™dz? + d£2/<£>2) and satisfies the support property (2.5).

Proof. Choose 0 € C&°(RY) so that 6 is supported away from the origin and that 6 = 1 on
supp #. Then we learn by the expansion formula ([2:2)) (with h = 1) that

0(hD)io(x, D) = 0(hD)B(hD )y (w, D) = O(hD){i (x, D) + 0(hD)F (x, D),

where Jg S S(l, g) is given by
~ ] | ‘
Z e

lo] <N

0y 020(hn)tho(z, €) (2.7)

a! n=§£,z=x




and 7 € S((z) N (€)™, g) with uniform bounds in h. Since |¢| ~ h~" on supp #(h¢), Z1) with
h=1 and Bernstein’s inequality imply

10(D)F (@, D)|[ 2o < 10RDYD) M| 2y 1ol (DYN TR (@, D)| 2y o S BN A7),
We next consider the first term. Since
supp Ui (-, -/h) € {(2,€) € supp (-, -/h); € € supp O} C {(x,€); h*(z)™ <1, [¢] = 1},
we have
1020700 (2, € /h)] < Capla) 1 RTPe /)™ < Coup(a) 1 (h + €))7V < Capp ) 10 (Jg]) 717,

Therefore {¢l(-, /M) }he(o,) is bounded in S(1,g), while ¢o(x,&§/h) may have singularities at
¢ =0as h — 0. In particular, 1;6‘(3:, D) can be regarded as a h-UDO with the symbol Jg(-, -/h).
([Z2) again implies that there exist bounded families {Uf},c01) C S(1,9) and {rf e C
S(x)™N(e)™, g) such that

O(hD)YY (z, D) = Wh(x,hD) + Wk (x, kD),  ||rh (2, hD)|| 2, 1o < Cqnh™41/271/0,

Moreover, \I’g is given explicitly by

lal;~lal _
Wee = Y T s em| (2.9

la|<N =ta=e
By virtue of ([2.7) and (2.8]), we see that
supp ¥ C supp Nsuppol(-,-/h) € {h*(2)™ SEP, €] ~ 1}
and that, for j =1,2,...,d,
supp Oy, Uy C supp 0 Nsupp (-, -/h) C {h* ()™ ~ ¢, |¢] ~ 1}
Therefore, ¥{ satisfies (Z4]) and
10207 W) (2, )| < Capla) ™' a) 1P < Cogh M) 1Pl h e (0,1),

Finally, since 8%8?1#1 are supported in supp ¥, for any |a+ 8] > 1, we learn |£| =~ h?(z)™ ~ 1 on
supp 8(h?™z) N supp Bgagzbl(m,{/h) as long as o+ 8] > 1. Hence {1}, (0,1 is also bounded
in S(1, h4™da? + dg2/(€)?) and satisfies the support property (Z3). O

We next recall the square function estimates for the standard Littlewood-Paley projections.
Lemma 2.5 (Square function estimates). Let ¢ > 1 and consider a c-adic partition of unity:

00,0 € C3°(RY), suppf C {1/c < |z| <c}, 0< 6,0 <1, bp(x —1—29 (c7lz) = 1.
1>0

Then, for any 1 < g < oo,

ol = || (19000 + Y10 p) ||~ || (ool + 3 e tnl?) |

1>0 1>0

Moreover, if 2 < g < oo then

_ 2 \1/2
ol s S lvll = + (Zue«: "Dylly.) (2.9)

ol 0 S NBo(@)oll o + (Zuec o) (2.10)



Proof. We let g € (1,00) and set S1v = (|6o(x)v|* + 3250 10(c~z)v|?)1/2. Since 62 < 6,

c*lmzl/Q Ly 1/2: B 12 |
(;w ") g(ge( ) =y <a

from which we have ||S1v||;, < 2|[v||q. Since 8(c~'x)f(c*x) = 0 for |l — k| > 2, we learn by
Hoélder’s inequality that

| / ortada] < |10l pallSvvel s L/g+1/d =1,

which, together with the upper bound, implies ||v||;4 < |[S10]],4. Therefore, ||v||; 4 =~ [|S10]|1q-
On the other hand, the first estimate can be proved by a similar argument, combined with
the L9-boundedness of the Fourier multiplier Tyv = Y5, 71(t)0(c"'D)v (see, e.g., [30] for the
details), where r;(t) are Rademacher functions. (Z3) and (ZI0) then follows from Minkowski’s
inequality and Bernstein’s inequality since q > 2. O

We now turn into the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[Z4. Set h = 27!, We plug vo(x, D)v into () with ¢ = 2. By virtue of
Lemma 24} the contribution of the error term 6(hD)7% (x, D) + N (z, hD) is dominated by
l|lv]| 2 provided that N > d(1/2 —1/q). We hence have

9 \1/2
o, DYoll s S lollge + (D16 (e, hDYell7,)
h
The estimate for 11 (z, D)v is verified similarly by using Lemma 24 and (ZI0) with ¢ = 22/™. O

2.2 Local smoothing effects

We here recall the local smoothing effects proved by Robbiano-Zuily [25]. For s € R we set
es(w,) := (ka(@,€) + ()" + L(5)"?,

where ka(z,&) = 3¢7%(2)(& — Aj(2)) (& — Ak(x)) and L(s) is a constant depending on s. Then,
es € S(es, dz?/(x)? + de?/e?), that is

1020 es(w,€)] < Cap ey (@, ) ()™, (2.11)

Let Ey = es(z, D) and B* := {f; (2)°f € L2, (D)?f € L?}. Then, for any s € R, there exists
L(s) > 0 such that Fy is a homeomorphism from B"** to B" for all r € R, and E;! is also a
¥DO with the symbol &_, in S(e_,, dz?/(x)* + de? /e2) (see, [10, Lemma 4.1]).

We first prepare the following two lemmas:
Lemma 2.6. For any s € R, E;PE;! = P+ B, with ||Bs — B:||;2_,72 S 1.

Proof. We write P = ppyi(x, D) = ka(x, D) + p1(z, D) + V(x), where
i Og'* i e, OAL
=——— —A — —¢"(zr)=—(x).
(o €) = 5 A (@)(6 — (o))~ 5070 5 )
A direct computation yields

S m S
{687 kA + V} == _568—2{<x> 7kA} + 565—2{]{:147 V} == 63_2(0,0 + a/l)
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where ag € S((z)™ (), g), and a1 (z) is independent of € and satisfies 8%a; = O(<x>3m/2717‘a|).
We similarly obtain {es,p1} € S(es(x) 2, g) by @II). Next, since (LI) and (ZII) yield

82{68 S 5(68—279)7 a;?es S 5(6879)7 agapfull S 5(179)7 a;?pfull S 5(6279)7 ’(X‘ 2 27

the expansion formula (2.2)) shows that the symbol of [Ey, P]—{es, pra1 } (x, D) belongs to S(es, g).
We also learn by (2.11]) that

0F (e5-2a0)00 s = Ofe_s(2)"™ (&) + e o{@)™ ") = O((x) "),
O (es2a1)00E ¢ = O(e_s(x)”™*™") = O((x) ),

for all |a| > 1. Therefore, the symbol of By = [Es, PJE! is of the form es_26_4(ag + a1) + az
with as € S(1, g). By a similar argument, we further have

Og 0% (es—2€_sag) = O((z) ™), 002 (es—2€_sa1) = o((z)™), |a|>1,

which, together with the expansion formula (23)), imply that the symbol of By — B belongs to

S(1,g). Then, the assertion is a consequence of the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem. O

Lemma 2.7. For any s € R there exists Cs > 0 such that

||Es€_itpu0||L2 < Csecs‘tIHEsuOHL?, t eR.

Proof. We may assume ¢ > 0 without loss of generality. Set v(t) = Ese~"Fug and compute

%Hv(t)Hiz = (= i(P + Bs)u(t),v(t)) + (v(t), =i(P + Bs)v(t)) = —i((Bs — B;)o(t), v(t)).

By virtue of the previous lemma, we have 2{|v(t)||;2 < |[v(t)]| 2. The assertion then follows

from Gronwall’s inequality. U
We now state the local smoothing effects for the propagator e~ %,

Proposition 2.8 (The local smoothing effects [25]). Suppose Assumptions[Al and[B. Then, for
any T >0, v >0 and s € R, there exists Cr, s > 0 such that

) ™2 By 1™ ol 0 < Corasl| Bl (212)

Proof. Robbiano-Zuliy [25] proved the case when s = 0 only. However, by virtue of Lemmas
and 2.7] general cases can be verified by an essentially same argument. We refer to [10, Section
8] in which one can find the details of the proof for the case with m = 2 and s € R. O

Remark 2.9. Assumption [Blis only needed for Proposition 2.8

3 Parametrix construction

Write T'"(L) := {(,€); £ + h?(z)™ < L}, where L > 1 is a large such that supp ¥} C T'"(L),
k = 0,1. This section is devoted to construct the parametrices of propagators, localized in this
energy shell, in terms of the semiclassical Fourier integral operator (h-FIO for short).
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3.1 Classical mechanics

We here study behaviors of the Hamilton flow generated by p”. Consider the following Hamilton

system:
. oph _ A _
X = L (X,2) = HOOE - hA(X),
J
. aph 1agkl
=2 (X.E)= - = — = — 3.1
i &cj( ) 2 0, (X)(Ek — hAR(X))(E — hAI(X)) (3.1)
0A ov
kl k =, — —p2z

with the initial condition (X (0, z,£),Z(0,,£)) = (z,€) € T"(L), where f = 8,f. For simplicity,
we here suppress the h-dependence of the flow.

We first show that the flow is well-defined for [t| < §h~2/" and (z, £) € I'*(L) with sufficiently
small § > 0, which is not obvious since the potential V' can blow up in the negative direction
like V(z) < —C(z)™. More precisely, we have the following rough a priori bound:

Lemma 3.1. For sufficiently small 6o > 0 there exists C' = C(m, L,dy) > 0 such that
Bt 2, O + hH(X(t,2,€)" < C
uniformly in h € (0,1] and (t,x,&) € [—doh~2/™,oh=2/™] x T"(L).

Proof. Let p € C§°(R?) be such that p(z) =1 for |z| < 1 and p(x) = 0 for |z| > 2 and set

~ 2/m . - 2/m .
v<x>:p<h2L >v<x>, Aj<x>:p<h2L )Axx),

5(0,6) = 507*(& — hA,(0))(& — hA(w) + 1T (2),

(3.2)

Note that h2|V(z)| + hQ\Kj(aﬂ)\Q < L on R? by Assumption [Al Consider the corresponding
Hamilton flow (X (¢,x,&),=2(t,x,§)), that is the solution to

j\(: :8§]3h(j?7§)7 é: - $]3h(j?7§)7 ()zaé)‘tio - (1’75)

Since the flow conserves the energy, i.e., (X (t),2(t)) = p"(, €), we learn by the ellipticity of
¢’F that if (z,£) € T*(L), then

EP <[E-hAX)? + L S0 (@, + PIV(X)|+ LS L,

and hence |X| < |2 — hA(X)| < C1L'? with some universal constant C; > 0. Therefore, for
any fixed m, L > 0, taking 0 < §g < CflL_l/z(QL — LY™) we have

B2 X| < h¥™(|x| + CLLY?|t]) < LM™ + C1LY?8, < 2L
on [—6ph=2/™, §oh=2/™] x T"(L). By virtue of this bound and the fact that
@) =p" (@, if h"|a| <2L,

the uniqueness theorem of first order ODE shows (X,Z) = (X,Z) on [—dgh~2/™ doh~2/™] x
I'"(L). In particular, (X,E) is well defined on [—dgh=%/™,8yh=2/™] x T"(L) and the above
computations yield the desired bound. O
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We next study more precise behavior of the flow. Set
Q"R,L) :={|z| > R} N T"(L), Qh(r,L):={|z| <r} n IT"(L).
Note that Q"(R,L) € Q" R, L) and Q}(r,L) € (', L") if R> R, r <r'and L < L.

Lemma 3.2 (General case). For sufficiently small 0 < & < &y, the followings are satisfied:
(1) For any h € (0,1], 1 < R < h~2/™, (t,x,€) € [-6R,R] x Q"(R, L),

X (t) — @] + (@)|E(t) — €] < Clt], (3.3)
0907 (X (t) — )| + (2)[020 (E(t) — €)] < Caglx) 'tl, Ja+8] > 1, (3.4)

where constants C,Cog > 0 may be taken uniformly in h, R and t. Moreover, for fized h € (0, 1],
1 <R <A™ and |t| < 0R, the map A(t) : (xz,€) — (X(t,,€),€) is diffeomorphic from
Q"(R/2,2L) onto its range and satisfies

QMR,L) C At,Q"(R/2,2L)) c Q"(R/3,3L), h e (0,1], |t| <4R. (3.5)

(2) If (Y(t,2,£),&) denotes the inverse map of A(t), then bounds B3) and B4) still hold with
X (t) replaced by Y (t) for (t,x,€) € [-0R,6R] x Q"(R, L).

(3) The same conclusions also hold with R = 1 and with Q"(R, L) replaced by Q(r,L), i

X(t) and Y (t) satisfy B3) and BA) uniformly in h € (0,1] and (t,z,§) € [0, 0] x Qh(r, L).

Proof. We prove the assertions (1) and (2) only since the proof of (3) being similar. Suppose
that [t| < 0R and (z,¢) € Q"(R, L). By the Hamilton system and Lemma B.1]

X] ST, 2 S0 )™ R X)) S ()7 (3.6)
By the first estimate, we see that if 6 > 0 is small enough then
X (t,2,6)| ~ || for (tx,€) € (—6R,0R) x Q"(R, L),

which, together with (B.6]), implies (B.3]).
We next let |a 4+ 8] = 1 and differentiate the Hamilton system

000X\ [ 0,00M(X,E) (@) 'OFp(X,E)\ [ 000LX _ 0t 000 X
wmﬁ”“—m%wu£>—&@wua> <wm“ - <mw“

where we have used the fact that

(@20 (XE) S ()72 [(9E")(XE) ST, 1(8:00")(X,E)| S (2)

n (—0R,6R) x Q"(R,L). The estimate ([34) with |a + 8] = 1 then follows from Gronwall’s
inequality. Proofs for higher derivatives follow from an induction on |a + |. The inclusion
relation (F.5) and the existence of the inverse of A" (t) are verified by a standard argument based
on the Hadamard global inverse mapping theorem (see, e.g., [22, Lemmas A.2 and A.4]). The
estimates for Y (¢) are verified by differentiating the equality x = X (¢,Y (¢,z,£) and using the
estimates for X (t). O

When the flat case, we have the following stronger bounds than in the previous lemma:
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Lemma 3.3 (Flat case). Assume that g/ = djk- Then, for sufficiently small 0 < & < dg, the

followings hold uniformly with respect to h € (0,1]:
(1) For any (t,x,&) € [=0h=2/™ §h=2/™] x TM(L), we have

X () = al + /M=) — €] < | (37)
020 (X (1) = @)| < Cagh®™It], o+ 8] > 1, (38)
0:Z(0)] < Ca®™ (@)1, [0(E(0) — )] < Cali*/™ ], (39)
0200 (2(t) — )] < Cagh®™ (@) e, o+ 5] =2 (3.10)

(2) The inverse map of A(t), denoted by (Y (t,z,€),€), is well-defined for (—Sh=2/™, §h=2/™) x
I'"(L) and the bounds (B1) and [B8) still hold with X (t) replaced by Y (t).

Proof. Suppose that (t,z,£) € [~6h~2/™ §h%/™] x TM(L). Set n(t) = Z(t) + hA(X(t)). X(t),
=(t) and n(t) then solve

X =Z - hA(X) =n—2hA(X), E = —hd, A(X)(E — hA(X)) — h?0,V(X), (311)
i =Z+ hd, A(X)X = —h%0,V(X). '
The a priori bound in Lemma B.1] shows
X| S 1+RX)™ <1, B[ S X)) 4 R (X)) S R, (3.12)

which imply (B7). Next, we let |o + 8| = 1 and learn by BI1]) and ([B.7) that

00eX [ —hoAX) R X\ o@im a0 X
hAmagaly ) \—RFHmRV(X) 0 ) \hmagaly) h=2maedln )

Therefore, since |8§‘8§x| + hl_z/m|8g8?8xz4(x)| = O(1) on T"(L), we have
aaf _ —2/m|qa 9B _
030 (X(t) — )| + h~"™070; (n(t) — hOL A(w))]
t

< hAm /0 (10202 (X (s) — x)| + h=2/™(020¢n(s)| + 1)ds

and Gronwall’s inequality thus implies
0508 (X () — )| + h™>/™ |02, (n(t) — hdp A(2)))| S B¥/™[t].
On the other hand, since J¢1) = —h28§V(X)(9§X = O(h4/m) if [t| < h_Q/m, we have
020 (n(t) = ) S W™ .

Combining these with the fact that h&%A(m) = O(hz/m (:c)fl) on Fh(L), we obtain

0,2 = 0p(n — hA(x)) — h0z A(X)(8: X — ) + hd, A(z) — hd, A(X) = O(h¥™ () t]),
Oe(Z — &) = Be(n — €) — hd, A(X)D X = O(hY™|t)).

The estimates of higher order derivatives are verified by induction and we omit details. U
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3.2 Semiclassical paramatrix
We now turn into the construction of parametrices. We begin with the general case.

Theorem 3.4. Let L > 1. Then, there exists § > 0 such that the following statements are
satisfied uniformly with respect to h € (0,1] and 1 < R < h=2/m;
(1) There exists S* € C®((—6R,0R) x R2?), which solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

8, S"(t,x,€) + p'(x,0,8" (t,2,€)) =0, (t,x,€) € (—OR,6R) x Q"(R/3,3L), (313
Sh0,2,6) =x-¢&  (x,€) € Q"(R/3,3L), '
such that
0207 (8" (t,,€) = - € + 15" (2,€) ) | < Cagla) ™02, (3.14)

uniformly in (t,z,€&) € (—6R,R) x R??, where p" is given by B2) with L replaced 3L.
(2) For any x" € S(1,g) supported in Q"(R, L) and integer N > 0, there exists a bounded family
{a"(t);|t| < OR, h € (0,1]} C S(1,g) with suppa’(t) C Q"(R/2,2L) such that

e itP" Ihyh(g WD) = Jgn(a") + Q" (¢, N),

where P = h2P and Jgn(a") is the h-FIO with the phase S* and the amplitude a” defined by
Jgn(a") f(z) = (27Th)d/ei(sh(tvm,g)—yf)/"ah(tx7§)f(y)dyd§,

and the remainder Q"(t, N) satisfies

sup HQh(ta N)HL2~>L2 < CNhN7172/m- (315)
[t|<OR

Moreover, if we denote the kernel of Jen(a®) by K"(t,z,€) then

\K"(t,2,9)] Smin{h~?, |th|™¥?}, z,6eR? he(0,1], |t| <OR. (3.16)
Proof. Construction of the phase S": Let X(t),Z(t) and Y (¢) be as in Lemma with
(R, L) replaced by (R/4,4L). Define an action integral S* on (—dR,6R) x Q*(R/4,4L) by

t
Sh(t, x,€) ;:m-§+/0 LMX (s,Y (t,x,€),6),2(s,Y (t,z,£), €)ds

where L = ¢ ngh — pP is the Lagrangian associated to p. A direct computation yields that
S solves (BI3) and satisfies (9¢S",0,8") = (Y(t,2,£), 2, Y (¢, 2,€),£)). Furthermore, the
following conservation law holds:

ph(x’ 8m§h(t, L, 5)) = ph(x’ E(t’ Y(ta €T, 5)’ 5)) = ph(y(t’ €T, 5)’ 5)

Here, by virtue of Lemma[3.2] (2), taking § > 0 smaller if necessary we learn that h2(Y (¢))"™ < 5L
n (—0R,6R) x Q"(R/4,4L) and hence p" can be replaced by p" since p" = p" on T*(6L). By
Lemma 3.2 (2) and the fact that

18,0™ (2, 6)| < (x)7! on Q"(R/4,4L), (3.17)

we have

~h Qh
7" (@, 05" ¢, 2,€)) = (. )| S [V () — 2 / @O+ (L=NY @), OlA
e

S (x)-
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for [t| < 0R and (z,€) € Q"(R/4,4L), uniformly in h. We similarly obtain from Lemma B3 (2)
and an induction on |a + (| that

020 (7" (1, 025" (1, 2,€)) = P (@,€))| < Cap ()" ™™ Ne], ot g > 1. (3.19)

Integrating with respect to ¢ and using Hamilton-Jacobi equation (B.I3]), we learn that Sh
satisfies (B.14) on Q"(R/4,4L). Choosing ¢ € S(1,g) so that suppt C Q*(R/4,4L) and ¢ = 1
on Q"(R/3,3L), we extend S” to the whole space R?? as follows:

St €) = 7€ = t5"(2,) + (.8 (S (t2,€) — 7 €+ 15", 8) ) -

Sh(t,x, &) clearly obeys the assertions in (1).
Construction of the amplitude a”: Let us make the following ansatz:

1 ; .
0(t,9) = g | €OV a1,y

where a = Z;-VZ_Ol hi a?. In order to approximately solve the Schrodinger equation
(hDy + PMYo(t) = O(hY);  v|i—o = X" (z, hD)uy,

the amplitude should satisfy the following transport equations:

{ dragy + X" - dpag +Y'ag = 0; afli=o = X", (3.20)

dal + X" d,a; + Yl +iKal | =0, dlloo=0, 1<j<N-1,
where K = —10;¢7%(x)0;, a vector field X and a function Y are defined by
X(t,2,€) = (0ep") (2, 8:5" (t,2,€)), Y(t,2,€) = [k(z,0,)S" + pli (2, 5] (¢, 2, ).
Note that (3.14]) and (LI0) imply
10907Y(t,2,€)] < Cap(x)™" on  (—0R,6R) x Q(R/3,3L). (3.21)

The system (B.20) can be solved by the standard method of characteristics along the flow gen-
erated by X(t,z,£). More precisely, let us consider the following ODE

atz(t,s,x,f) :X(t,z(t,s,x,g),g); Z(S’S) =Z.

Then, by virtue of (BI8]) and ([BI9]), the same argument as that in Subsection B yields that
there exists 6 > 0 such that, for any fixed h € (0,1], 1 < R < h=2/™ 2(t, s, z,£) is well-defined
for t,s € (—0R,0R) and (z,€) € Q(R/3,3L), and satisfies

|z(t,s) — x| < C|t — s, laﬁag(z(t, s) —x)| < Coplx) Mt —s|, Ja+p]>1. (3.22)
For (t,z,€) € (—0R,0R) x Q(R/3,3L), we then define a;, j =0,1,..., N — 1, inductively by
t
ao(t,z,€) = X" (2(0,t, 2,€),€) exp (/O H(S,Z(S,t,x,ﬁ),ﬁ)%) ;
t t
a’j(t’x’g) = _/ (Z'Kajfl)(S,Z(S,t,x,g),g) €xXp (/ ‘d(u,z(u,t,x,ﬁ),f)du) ds.
0 U

It is easy to see from (3:22) and supp x* C Q"(R, L) that suppa; C Q*(R/2,2L) for all [t| < SR.
Furthermore, taking ¢ > 0 smaller if necessary we see that a; are smooth on Q(5R/12,12L/5).
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Since Q"(R/2,2L) € Q(5R/12,12L/5) € Q(R/3,3L), if we extend a; to the whole space R?? so
that a; = 0 outside Q"(R/2,2L), then a; are still smooth. We further learn by (322)), (32
and the fact x € S(1,g) that a; € S(1,g) uniformly with respect to [t| < dR and h € (0,1].
Finally, one can check by a direct computation that a; solve the system (Z.20).

Justification of the parametrix: At first note that, since |9z ® 9,p"(z, )| < (z)"t on TH(3L),
if 6 > 0 is small enough then (3.14]) implies

|0 ® 8,8 (t,2,6) —1d| < 1/2 for (t,z,€) € (—0R,5R) x Q"(R/3,3L).

The standard h-FIO theory then shows that, for any amplitude b" € S(1,g) supported in
Q" R/2,2L) (€ Q"(R/3,3L)), the associated h-FIO Jgi(b") is uniformly bounded on L? with
respect to h:
sup |[Jgn (")l S1, h€(0,1], LS R<h™m™,
[t|<6R
We now prove the remainder estimate (8.15]). We may assume ¢t > 0 without loss of generality,
and the proof for the opposite case being analogous. By the Duhamel formula, we have

e P, hD) = Jgi (") + Q" (1, N),
Lot
Q"(t,N) = —% / e~ (=P (LD, 4 PP T (a™)—sds.
0

By (BI3), (3:20) and direct computations, we obtain (hD; + P")Jgn(a") = —ihN Jgn(Ka%_)).
Since supp Ka®,_, C Q(R/2,2L) and Ka% | € S(1,g), Jgn(P"a% ) is bounded on L? uni-
formly in h € (0,1], 1 < R < h™ %™ and 0 < t < §R, and (B.I5) follows.
Dispersive estimates: The kernel of Jgn(a") is given by

Kh(t,z,y) = (2ﬂh)_d/ei(sh(t’x’5)y'g)/hah(taxaf)df-

If [t| < h, then the assertion is obvious since a”

by virtue of ([B.I4]), we have

is compactly supported in £&. On the other hand,

OzS™(t, ,¢) -
% = —(gjk(x))j7k + 0(5), h < |t| <IR,

and |t_18§‘(955h(t,x,£)| < Cup if h < |t| < 6R and |a+ S| > 2. As a consequence, since ¢/*(z) is
uniformly elliptic, the phase function t~1(S"(¢,z, &) — - €) has a unique non-degenerate critical
point for all A < |t| < §R and we can apply the stationary phase method to K" (¢, x,y), provided
that § > 0 is small enough. Therefore,

(K" (t @ y)] S hUth Y2 S JthmY2, h <t < OR, 2,6 €RY, h e (0,1],
from which we complete the proof. O

We next state the flat case.

Theorem 3.5 (Flat case). Suppose that ¢'F = jk and L > 1. Then, there exists 6 > 0 such
that the following statements are satisfied:
(1) There exists S* € C®((—=6h=2/™ §h=2/™) xR??), which solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

0,S"(t,, &) + pM(x, 0,8"(t,2,€)) =0, (t,3,€) € (—6h~2/™ 6h~2/™) x TM(3L),
SM0,z,8) =x-¢& (2,6 €T"(3L),
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such that
0007 (S (t.2,6) — 2 €+ 17 (2.6)) | < Cogh?Hminlleh )/myp

uniformly in (t,z,€) € (=6h=2/™ 6h=2/™) x R?* and h € (0,1].
(2) For any X" € S(1,g) supported in T"(L) and integer N > 0, there exists a bounded family
{a(t);t € (=6h=2/™ 6h=2/™) h € (0,1]} C S(1,g) with suppa”(t) C T*(2L) such that

e itH" /hyh(z WD) = Jgn(a®) + QM(t, N),

where Jgn(a") is the h-FIO with the phase S* and the amplitude a” and the remainder Q"(t, N)
satisfies
sup [|Q"(t N[ o2 < CnAYTI72, e (0,1,
|t|<oh=2/m
Finally, the kernel of Jgn(a®) satisfies dispersive estimates [BI0) for [t| < Sh=2/™.

The proof is almost analogous and the only difference is to use Lemma [3.3] and the fact that
9,p" = O(h*™) on T"(4L) instead of Lemma and (B.I7), respectively. We hence omit the
details.

4 Proof of main theorems

In this section we prove Theorems [[L3] and [[L4l The general strategy is basically same as that
of [22, Section 7]. Recall that the energy shell T"(L) is defined by

(L) = {(=,€) € R*%; [¢]> + h*(x)™ < L}.
We begin with the following theorem which is a consequence of Theorem

Theorem 4.1. Fix L > 0. Then, for sufficiently small § > 0 depending only on L, the following
statements are satisfied:
(1) For any h € (0,1], 1 < R < h=2/™ and symbol ' € S(1,g) supported in {|z| > RyNT"(L),

X (z, hD)e ™ X, D) || oo < Cslt|™%, 0 < Jt] < ShR, (4.1)

where Cs > 0 may be taken uniformly with respect to h and R.
(2) For h € (0,1] and any symbol X" € S(1,g) supported in TH(L),

X" (2, hD)e ™ (2, hD)*|| 11, oo < Cslt|=%2, 0 < [t| < 6h. (4.2)

Proof. The expansion formula (23] and Lemma 2Ikhows that there exists X& R X}f € S(1,9)
with X’&R C suppx’% such that x%(z,hD)* = Xg’R(x,hD)X?(x,hD) + Opv_sra(RN) for any
1 <p<gqg<ooandany N >0. We hence can replace x’(x,hD)* by X&R(x,hD)X?(x,hD)
without loss of generality. Then, the assertion follows from (B.15]), (3.16) and (2.1]). O

Using Theorem 4.1l Keel-Tao’s abstract theorem and the Duhamel formula, one can obtain
the following semiclassical Strichartz estimates with an inhomogeneous term. The proof is same
as that of [23] Proposition 7.4] (see also [2, Section 5]), and we omit it.
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Proposition 4.2. Let T > 0 and (p, q) satisfy (L4). Under conditions in Theorem [{-1], we have
k(e hD)e™" P uo|| o o S Blluolle + |Ixk(z, AD)uol| 2
+ (hR)™2||x hD)e_itPUOHLQTH (4.3)
+ (hR)Y?||[H, xh(x, hD)e™ P ug|| 12 12,
X", hD)e™ " P uo|| o 1o S Blluollz + |IxX" (2, hD)uo| 2
+h ™2 (@, hD)e ™" ug| 1212 (4.4)
+ WY2[[[H, X" @, ADY)e gl 3 12,
uniformly with respect to h € (0,1] and 1 < R < h=2/™ where implicit constants depend on T.
Proof of Theorem [I.3. Recall that Proposition 2.2] together with Minkowski’s inequality, shows
—itP < h —itP, 2 1/2
e ol 1 S lluollze + Y (D 1wk hD)e P ugl Ty 1)
k=01 h

with Ok € S(1, h*/™dx? +de? /(€)?) satistying supp Uk C {(z) < h~%™, || ~ 1} and supp ¥} C
(@) ~h2m g s
We first study ¥?(z, hD)e . The expansion formula (2.2 shows

supp Sym([P, ¥{ (2, hD)]) C supp ¥,  Sym([P, ¥} (z,hD)]) € S(h~'**/™ g).
Therefore, using Lemma 2.1] we have

1P, hDYe gl g S B2 [ (o, hD)e P ug | o+ Blluoll o (4.5)

where U2 € S(1, g) is of the form Uh(z,€) = 0(h2/™z)y (x,€/h) with 6 € C&O(Rd) supported in
{|z| ~ 1} and with 1 € S(1,g) supported in {|¢|> < (z)™}. In particular, ¥# = 1 on supp .
Applying Proposition to Uh(z, hD)e ™ with R ~ h=%/™ and using (X)), we then obtain

||‘I’}11(33, hD)e_itPUOHLqu

< hfuol| g2 + 193 (z, hD)uol

+ PR (@, RD)e™ g | pa + WP P (2, hD)le o g 1

S hlluollpz + 195 (2, hD)uo|| 2 + b= /2517 | W] (2, AD)e™ P ug| 3 12
< hlluoll g2 + [10(h* ™ @) (x, DYuol| 2 + ||0(R* ™) )™ 4~ 4)y (2, D)™ o 2 1o,

where, in the last line, we have used the fact that h=1/2+1/m ~ <x>m/4_1/2 on supp {Ivf}f Combining

this estimate with the following the norm equivalence:

m 2 Y m 2
1ol172 = > 16> ™)l = > 18R Mz )v][
h h

(which follows from the almost orthogonality of #(h%™z) and 6(h*™z)), we have

— 2 _ ~ _; 2
>IN (@, hDYe ™ Pugl[1p 10 S [uol[F2 + [[(@)™* 20 (2, D)e™ o[ 1.
h
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On the other hand, since e, € S((1 + |£]? + |=|™)*/2, g), we see that <$>m/471/21;1€,1/2+1/m €

S(1,¢9) and hence (x>m/4_1/2151(x,D)E;/1271/m is bounded on L?. Applying Lemma 2.7 and

using the unitarity of e~ we conclude

i 2 i 2
> ¥ hD)e™  uollp 1o < ol Z2 + [1Ejo—1jme ™ ol 15
h (4.6)

S ||E1/271/mu0||i2'

Next we study ¥f(x, hD)e~"*Puy. Consider a dyadic partition of unity on m,(supp ¥3):

w_1(x) + Z ©(279x) =1, =z € my(supp ¥h),
0<5<jn

where j, < (2/m)log(1/h) and ¢_1,¢ € C§°(RY) with suppy_1 C {|z| < 1} and suppyp C
{1/2 < |z| < 2}. We set p;(x) = p(277z) for j > 0. Since p,q > 2, it follows from Minkowski’s
inequality that

i 2 . 2
196 (@, hDYe P uollrp e < D i (@) UG (w, hD)e™ P ugl 15 1
—1<j<jn

We here choose cut-off functions @ 1,3 € C$°(R?) and WP e S(1,9) supported in a small
neighborhood of supp ¢_1, supp ¢ and supp \I”(}, respectively, so that @ 1 = 1 on suppy_1,
@ =1 on suppyp and ¥ =1 on supp ¥}. Set @j(z) = p(279z) for j > 0.
supp(ﬁj\ig C {|z| = 2 €] ~ 1}, &j\ig =1on suppgoj\IIg.
Since the symbolic calculus shows
supp Sym([P, ¢; (x) g (z, hD)]) € supp(p; ¥3),  Sym([P, ;(x) ¥4 (x, hD)]) € S277h", g),

applying Proposition with R = 2/, we learn by a similar argument as above that

||S0j(x)\l’]01($,hD)e_itPUOHLI%Lq

< hlluoll g2 + [l9;(@) WG (2, hD)uol | 12 + (h27) /2] () WG (&, AD)e™ " ug| 2 12

< hlluoll 2 + [l () U8 (2, hD)Yuol| 2 + 1135 () (@)~ /(D)2 WG (w, hD)e™ o 5 0.

The almost orthogonality of ¢; and ¢; then yields

—i 2
Y llej(x)¥G(z, hD)e “Puollr 10

—1<5<gn

2 _ ~ .
< (hlog(1/h))? ||uol| 72 + 116 (x, hD)uol 12 + [[(x) ~/*(D) /> (2, hD)e*ul| 2 1.
We here claim that, for any v > 0,
[[(2) (D)2 W (2, hD)e P ug | 12 12
SN D)) 2B, e gy o+ B2 ol
Indeed, this estimate can be proved by using following two bounds:

(@) DY @B = O (1),
[<x>71/2imy/2E1/2+lM i’g(% h-D)] = OLQ%LQ(hl/Q_V)‘
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Note that these bounds follow from the following computations

<1’>_1/2<§>1/2 S <1’>_1/2_my/2€1/2+y(1',§) for any v > O’
{e1/240, Uh(-, b)) = O(<$>71h€1/2+y) = O((z) A1 /Z).

We now choose a cut-off 6 € Cgo(Rd) supported away from the origin such that 9 =1on
e (supp ¥3). Lemma 2.1 then yields

|9 (2, hD)(1 = 0(hD))|| 2, 1o + |[¥G (@, AD)(1 = B(AD))|| 2, s < Chy 2 < g <00, b€ (0,1],

and we thus may replace ¥} (z, hD) and \I”(}(x, hD) by \Ifg(x,hD)g(hD) and \I”(}(x, hD)6(hD),

respectively. Then, by the almost orthogonality of §(h¢), we obtain for 0 < v < 1/2,
_oy ~ 2
> W uol[7z + 116 (x, AD)O(RD)uo|| 2 S |[uol 72,
h

~ ~ _1/9_ . 2 _1/9_ . 2
S Nl (@, AD)I(hD) () 27" 2 By e g5 0 S ) 2P Ey e Pugl[ .
T T
h

We now apply Proposition 2.8 with s = 1/2 — 1/m 4 v and conclude

—q 2
Z ||‘I’g($,hD)€ ZtPUO||L%L‘¥ < CT,V||E1/271/m+l/u0||i2a T> 0’ 0<r< 1/2 (47)
h

Summering the estimates (@6) and (@7) and using e; < (€)° + (2)™*/2, we conclude
lle™"Puoll 1o < Cruwl (D)2 7™ gl o + O [ [()™ 2 gl 2, v > 0,

for any admissible pair (p,q) with ¢ < co. Finally, if d > 3, then Theorem [L.3] can be verified
by interpolation the LQTLQd/ (@-2)_estimate with the trivial L L?-estimate. For d = 2, let us
fix ¢ > 0 and an admissible pair (p,q) arbitrarily and choose an admissible pair (pg, qo) with
2 < pg < pand v >0 so that

11 o (1 1)2
o —4v)E=(s-=) 4.
2 m P 2 m/)p
Interpolating the L L%-estimate with the Li}OLQ—estimate, we have
lle™ " uoll 2 s < O [(DY ™2 g [ o 4+ Copy || ) 2D P F 2 .
Finally, we refer to e.g., [32] for the interpolation in weighted spaces. O

Next we prove Theorem [[L4l Hence, in what follows (in this section), we suppose that
H = (D — A(z))? + V() satisfies Assumption [Al In this case, we first obtain a slightly long-
time dispersive estimate which is better than Theorem 1] (2).

Theorem 4.3. Let I € (0,00) be an interval and § > 0 small enough. Then, for any h € (0,1]
and symbol X" € S(1,g) supported in T"(L),

X" (@, hD)e™ 5" (@, D) 1 oo < Colt| =2, 0 < [t] < A}/

As in the previous argument, we then have the following:
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Proposition 4.4. Under conditions in Theorem [.3, we have
HXh(%hD)e_itHUOHLI;Lq S Blluollz + [1x" (2, AD)uoll 2
+_h41/2+1ﬂnHXﬁ(x7hl))efiﬂ{uOHL%LQ
+ h1/271/m||[Ha Xh(xa hD)]eiitHUOHL%LQ,
uniformly in h.

Proof of Theorem[1.4l The proof is analogous to that of Theorem [[.3l The only difference
compared to the variable coefficient case is the following fact:

Sym([H, Wo]) = h~? Sym([H", ¥g]) € S(h~"+?/™, g). (4.8)

(Recall that, in general case, we only have Sym([P, ¥}]) € S(h=*(z)"', g).) Indeed, since ¥} €
S(1, h*/™mdz? + dg?) and (x}m/2 < h~! on supp ¥}, we have

{(€ = hA)2, Wb} = 2(¢ — hA) - 0, 0] — 2129, A(E — A) - 9 U}
= O(h*™ + WM 2/m ()™ 4 B2 ()™ 1) = O(h¥™).
We similarly obtain {p}, Wi} = O(h?/™(x)™") and {h2V, ¥l} = O(h?/™). Therefore

Sym([H", ¥{]) = %{(5 —hA)? /2 + hpl! + B2V, G} + O(R?) = O(R'*?/™) in S(1, 9).

Applying Proposition &4l to W} (z, hD)e™ g and using (&J]), we learn by the same argument
as in the variable coefficient case that

105 (2, hD)e™ " ug|| | 2

2 71d=2
LTLd 2

S 1w (2, hD)uol| 12 + Plluol| 12 + |6 (x, hD)E1/271/m67itHuo||L2TL2-
By the almost orthogonality of the &-support of Wf(z, hé) and Lemma 7, we then conclude

s 2 2 —i 2 2
> || (z, hD)e ZtHUOHL%Ld% S lluollzz + [1E1j2—1/me ZtHUOHL%LQ S E2-1/muol |72
h

which, together with the estimates (£6) and Lemma 2.2 implies

He—itHuOH 2d_ SCTHEl/Q—l/muOHLQ.

L%Ld—2

Finally, the assertion follows from an interpolation with the L%OLQ—estimate. O

A The case with growing potentials

We here prove Corollary with a simpler proof than that of Theorem [[L4l. Throughout this
appendix we assume that H = (D — A(z))? + V(z) satisfies Assumption [A] and (LF). The
main point is the following square function estimates:

Proposition A.1. Consider a 4-adic partition of unity on [0,00):

fo, £ € CFP(R), supp f C [1/4,4], 0< fo, f <1, fo(A) + > f(R*N) =1, A>0.
h
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Then, for any 1 < q < oo, we have the square function estimates:

1/2
lollze = [ (1ot + 37 sh2ryf?) | (A1)
h
In particular, if 2 < q < oo then
- ) ) 9\ 1/2
ol e < (o2, + S 172 EI) (A2)
h
Here, implicit constants are independent of v.
Proof. Since V>0 and V € Llloc, the heat kernel of the Schrédinger semigroup e~ satisfies

the upper Gaussian bound (cf. Simon [29]):
006t (2, y)| < Cqt~ (D Remea=ul®/t 50, j=0,1.

Then, a general theorem by Zheng [39] implies the square function estimates (A.1]). (A.2)) is an
immediate consequence of (A.T]) and Minkowski’s inequality since ¢ > 2. O

Furthermore, thanks to the positivity of V', one can obtain an approximation theorem of the
spectral multiplier f(h?H) in terms of h-WDO:

Proposition A.2. (1) Let f € C3°(R) with supp f € (0,00). Then, for any N > 0, there exists
a bounded family {Xh}he(o,l} C S(1,g) with supp x" C supp(f o p") such that

FURH) =X (@.hD) |2y o < Conh =902 9 < g < o0,
uniformly in h € (0,1]. In particular, f(h*H) is bounded from L? to L1 with the bounds:
1 F(R2H)|| 2y pa < Cah™W27YD 2 < g <00, h e (0,1].
(2) Let fo € C(R). Then, || fo(H)| 12 wsa < Cygs for any 2 < g < oo and s > 0.

Proof. The proof is essentially same as in the case when A =V = 0 (see, e.g., [2]). Thus we
only outline the proof. The important point is the following ellipticity:

(e, &) ~ €1 + hP (z)™, (A.3)

where the implicit constants are independent of h € (0,1], which can be verified as follows: if
€12 > Ch?(x)™ for sufficiently large C' > 0 then p" > [£]2 — h2|A]2 + A2V 2> |€]2 + A% (2)™;
otherwise, by Assumption [&] (1), p" > h2V > |€2 + h2(z)™ since [£]? < h2(x)™. The upper
bound is obvious. Using this bound and (L.I0]), we see that

fe) 1 —la - —1—|«
0207 (= )| = Contel i) -1,

uniformly in z,& € R? and h € (0,1], and locally uniformly in z € C\ R. Then we can follow
the standard argument (see, e.g., [26, [4 2]) to construct the semiclassical approximation of the
resolvent (h?H — z)~! which has the following form:

(WPH—-2)""= Y Wqi(z,a,hD) + hVri(z,z, hD)(W’H — 2)~", (A.4)
0<j<N-—-1
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where q? e S({x) (€)™, g) are of the forms

1 ql(x,€) ,
Eqagj;,ﬁ@wﬁﬁ=§:(Mmés_dHﬁwsz

0<k<j

QQ(Zaxaé) =
with qg»‘k e S((x) T (ph(z, €)M ®) g) with some integer N;(k). Moreover, the remainder %
belongs to S((x) V(€)™ ¢) with the bounds

020 1 (2,2, €)| < Cvag () 1) NVl T 72Nl

uniformly in z, ¢ € R% and h € (0, 1], and locally uniformly in z € C\ R. In particular, if N > d
then % (z,z,hD) is bounded from L? to L? with the bounds

ke (2,2, hD)|| 2y pa S B2V D | T 2|77V - g€ [2,00], h € (0,1], z€ C\R, (A.5)

where n(N, q) is a positive number depending on N and gq.
We now plug the approximation (A.4) into the well-known Helffer-Sjostrand formula [15]:

- §f< J(h2H — 2)"\dz A d,

where dz A dzZ = —2idudv with z = u+1v and fis an almost analytic extension of f. Note that,
since f € C§°(R), f is also compactly supported and, for any M > 0,

0:F(2)| < Cpr|Tm =M (A.6)

with some Cy > 0. Let us set the symbol x" defined by

=

J A
N (=1)i+ ‘ |
h th;—L with Xg = f Oph7 X;—L = Z mq;lk : f(j+k) Oph7 J= 1727 7N -1
J k=0 ’

>
I

Il

o

Then, {Xh}he(o,l] is bounded in S(1,¢) and supp x” C supp f o p". Moreover, taking N > d we
learn by (A5) and (AL6) that the remainder

N
R} = f(h?H) — Mz, hD) = h Bf 2)rh z,x,D)(h*H — 2)"'dz N dz
N X > N
o supp | 0z
satisfies
||R§LV||L2_>Lq < CthNfd(l/Qfl/q) / f| Im Z|M7”(N’q)’1dz Adz < C]’thN*d(l/Qfl/Q),
supp

provided that M > n(N,q) + 1, which complete the proof for the high energy part.
The low energy part is also verified by the same argument as above with h = 1. O

Remark A.3. Assume (for simplicity) that A = 0. It is easy to see that [z, H] is bounded in
x. Since H is elliptic, we then learn by a standard commutator argument (see, e.g., [2, Section
2]) that there exists N > 0 such that (H — z)~" is bounded on L¢ for any ¢ € [1,00] with norm
dominated by a power of (z)|Im z|~1. Therefore, using the same argument as that in [2, Section
2] one can prove in this case that f(h?H) is bounded from LY to L for any 1 < ¢ < q < o0
with the norm of order h—(1/4'~1/a) However, since the L? — L9 boundedness is sufficient to
study local-in-time Strichartz estimates, we do not write here the precise statement.
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Proof of Corollary LA Let f be as in Lemma [AJ] and choose F' € C§°(R) so that F' = 1 on
supp f and supp F' € (0,00). We learn by Proposition (1), Theorem A3 and the TT*-
argument that

||F(h2H)€ﬂtHu0||L§Lq < CTh(172/m)/p||u0||L2

for any admissible pair (p,q). Since f(h?H) = f(h?H)F(h*H) by the spectral decomposition
theorem, the estimate (A.2]), Proposition [A.2] (2) and the above estimates imply that

—i —i 2 1/2
le tHUOHL’;Lq < Crlluol| 2 +C(ZH6 tHF(th)f(hQH)UOHL‘;Lq)
h

1/2
< Crlluoll 2 + Cr (D2 W20=2/m0 £ (W2 H ol |7 )
h
< Cp||[(H)YM 27 Py

provided that (p, ¢) is admissible and ¢ < oc. O
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