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Abstract

We prove an adiabatic theorem for the non-autonomous Gross-Pitaevskii equation in the
case of a weak trap. More precisely, we assume that the external potential decays suitably
at infinity and admits exactly one bound state.
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1 Introduction

Quantum adiabatic theory has been initiated with the study of the non-autonomous Schrodinger
equation

0515 = Hth,s (1.1)

in the limit € \, 0. Here, H; is a time-dependent self-adjoint Hamiltonian and the macroscopic
time variable s is assumed to take values in [0,1]. The first adiabatic theorem was discovered
by Born and Fock [6] in 1928 who treated the case where Hy has a simple eigenvalue which
remains isolated from the rest of the spectrum at all times.

Since that time a wide range of generalizations have been found. Some authors considered
the case of isolated yet degenerate eigenvalues or isolated energy bands [4l[5123]. Others were
concerned with the development of superadiabatic expansions which approximate the solution of
(LI with exponential accuracy in € [22126]; much like in the well-known Landau-Zener Formula
[24043]. It has also been found that an adiabatic theory can even be given for non-isolated
eigenvalues at the cost of having no information on the rate of convergence as ¢ ~\, 0 [2,[7].
Many of these theorems have later been further generalized to non-self-adjoint Hamiltonians
which arise for instance in non-equilibrium statistical mechanics [321L27,[32].

The present article takes a slightly different approach and studies a nonlinear example of a
quantum adiabatic theorem. More precisely, we consider the non-autonomous Gross-Pitaevskii
equation with a time-dependent potential Vy = Vy(z),

0, U, = —AV, + VU, 4 b| U, 2T, (1.2)

where b = +1 (focusing resp. defocusing nonlinearity). Equation (2] constitutes an effective
description for the dynamics of a Bose-Einstein condensate with one-particle wave function W
in an external trap Vi. It can be rigorously derived from the underlying many-body Schrédinger
dynamics in the limit of large particle numbers N — oo if the interaction potential between
the particles is scaled suitably with N (see e.g. [29,[35] and references therein). However, it is
worthwhile to note that such results are not uniform in the macroscopic time ¢ := s/e and hence
we will simply take Equation ([[.2]) as our starting point: Issues concerning the interchangeability
of adiabatic and particle number limit will not be addressed here.

To give an informal explanation of our main theorem we introduce the stationary pendant

to (L2) which reads

~AYp s+ Vips + EYp s + blp s *vEs = 0. (1.3)

Its solutions are referred to as ground states since they solve the Euler-Lagrange equation for
the Gross-Pitaevskii energy functional

1 b
IW)E,S] = /]R3 dgx <§|V¢E,s|2 + Vs|¢E,s|2 + Z|¢E,s|4> ) (1'4)

where |[¢g s||3 = 7 is fixed. We assume that the initial data W, for (L2) is small in a suitable
sense (equivalently, ¥y could be rescaled at the price of choosing the parameter b to be small
instead). In addition, we assume that the linear Hamiltonian —A + V5 admits exactly one
bound state for each s, that is, the trapping potential V; is supposed to be weak. After adding
the nonlinearity this bound state bifurcates into a whole manifold of ground states as will be
shown below.
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Our result can now be described as follows: Under the assumption that Wy belongs to the
ground state manifold we prove that, up to phase and uniformly in s, W¢ converges to an element
in the ground state manifold with equal mass, i.e. L2—norm of the solution, as € \, 0. In fact,
the error term will be O(e) and is thus reminiscent of linear adiabatic theorems in presence of
a gap condition.

From a physical perspective the existence of an adiabatic theorem for the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation is to be expected and has been observed in interference experiments [I,28]. Mathemat-
ically however, the non-autonomous setting considered here - contrary to the autonomous case
(e.g. [141B6H38,[42]) - has not yet been subject to intensive investigations: A space-adiabatic
theorem was found in [33]. The result closest to ours is [3T], where the equation of the form

20,y = —AU, + V.U, + be| W, 270, |

was considered. Here the nonlinearity is of the size e, which goes to zero as € tends to zero.

Interestingly, the techniques we apply to prove our theorem differ from the ones commonly
used in the linear case. The main difficulty is that by linearizing the Gross-Pitaevskii equation
around a ground state one obtains a generator which does no longer give rise to a contracting
evolution on L?(R?) and therefore makes it more involved to estimate error terms. This problem
can be dealt with by a bootstrap argument which uses the dispersive behavior of the linear
Schrodinger equation; see e.g. [19,[34]. For the related nonlinear problems, see the results
in. [SHI3, 15, 16, 20, 25,30, 39-41].

The organization of this article is as follows. We start in Section 2 we establish the existence
and regularity of a ground state manifold for Equation (I3]). This enables us to give a precise
statement of the main theorem in Section Bl After studying, in Section [, various properties
of the linearized operator, obtained by linearizing around the ground state, we reformulate the
main Theorem into Theorem in Section Bl Theorem will be proved in Sections [6l and [7
Various technical estimates will be in Appendices.

Throughout the paper we use the standard notation for the weighted Sobolev spaces

H*?(R?) = {6 : R’ = Cl[[¢]l 2o := [[(2)7 0]l 2 < 00}, () := /1 + |zf2.

2 Ground state manifold: existence and regularity

2.1 Hypotheses on the potential

We start with the general assumptions for the potential V.

(Hq) The potential Vs(z), s € [0,1] and x € R3, satisfies V. € C([0, 1]; H*? (R3))NC2([0, 1]; L= (R?))
for a o> 2.

(He) For every s € [0,1], —A+Vy admits exactly one eigenstate vy 5, with eigenvalue —E, s < 0
separated from the rest of the spectrum of —A + Vi, by a margin uniformly in s: there is
Go > 0 such that E, ; > G for all s.

(Hy) For every s € [0,1], Vi admits no zero energy resonance, that is, the equation
(—A+Vy)g=0

admits no distributional solution g ¢ L?(R®) such that (x)~Pg € L?(R3) for every 3 > 1/2.



4 CONTENTS

2.2 Ground state manifold

We present the proposition to establish the existence of a curve of constant mass in the man-
ifold of instantaneous stationary states for Equation (L2)). More generally, our result yields a
differentiable manifold of nonlinear ground states. Before stating it we introduce some notation.
By

Pfj, = |vas) (Vas] (2.1)
Pf =1 P (2.2)

we denote the spectral projections onto the eigenvector space of —A + Vy and its orthogonal
complement. Moreover, we declare that a subindex in Landau’s O-symbol denotes the space in
which the statement is to be understood.

Proposition 2.1.  For any fized s € [0,1], n <1, 0 < (E, s — E)/b < 1 and | € R, we have

(i) The “time-independent” Gross-Pitaevskii equation (I-3) admits a family of nonlinear ground
states Yp,s > 0 satisfying the equation

(~A+ Vi + E)ps +bps)?® =0, (2.3)

and they bifurcate from the zero solution:

E..,— F 1
¢E,s = 5 Vss + OHQ,l(E*7s — E) .
V b (v2

*787U>%78>
In fact, Vg s is analytic in 4/ E*";‘)_E and Pf{,swE,s = Opg2. <(Eb_E) )

(1t) The ground states g, form a two-dimensional Banach manifold M C H?>'(R3). For
fized s the assertions in (i) hold and the map s v+ g s € H*(R?) is C2.

(NI

(ii) There evists a unique positive family of ground states s v Yp, s € C2([0,1]; H>!(R?))
with constant mass, ||Vg, 5|3 = 7.

The results are well known, see e.g. [42]. Hence we choose to skip the details.

3 Main theorem

The notion of a family of ground states allows to formulate the following adiabatic theorem,
which is the main result.

Theorem 3.1. Let Vg = 9,0 with ||[VE, 03 = n < 1 as above and ¢ < 1. Then Equation
(I3) possesses a unique solution s — V4 in C1([0,1]; H?(R3)) with the property that

sup (| Wy —e |z S e
0<s<1

Here, (5 := &5+ % f(f Eyds' and £ is a real function, uniformly bounded in s and .

The theorem will be reformulated into Theorem below.
The unesthetic factor ¢! is avoided by going over to projectors. Dirac notation allows us
to formulate the following immediate corollary of Theorem Bl
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Corollary 3.2. Under the assumptions in Theorem [3],

sup || [Ws) (V5] — ’1/1E3,5> <1/}E375’ 22 Se.
0<s<1

For a complete proof we need to prove the local wellposedness of the solution in space
H?(R?). But here we choose to skip it by the fact it is straightforward in the present setting,

see also e.g. [I7,18].

The following well-known results will be used often. Their proofs are standard, hence

omitted.

Lemma 3.3.

(1) 110llg2 = [|9llz + [(=A + V)2

(ii) For anyl € R
6]l 20 == [I(z)! 912 + [[(z)' Ag 2.
(ii) Product estimates, recall that by definition ||¢||y21 = ||@|1 + || A1,

loxllwz1 S N0l m2llxllae
lox ez < NIl a2 lixl a2
loxll e S Nl lxl gz (if 1> 0).

4 Linearization around the ground state

We start with linearizing around the ground state and make an ansat

\I’s - e% fos Eyds' (wEs,s + 905)

(4.1)

to derive an equation for ¢s. Note that since the nonlinearity in ([2]) is not complex analytic
in the wave function ¥, the linearized operator will only be real linear. It is thus favorable to

adopt the notation

= (52) - ()
()08 - ~ -
Jps P25
and likewise for any other complex quantities. Plugging (5.1)) into (L2) to find

5z 1J ~A+Vi+ B+ 303, 0 )

: 0 AVt B by ) P

_ iQZE . 1!] <b¢E5,s‘<ﬁs’2 + 2b¢E5,s(901,5)2 + b"ﬁSP‘Pl,s)
ds 5,8 I3 2b¢Es,sSD1,s<,027s + b|(155|290275

1 _ d - 1 e -
=: ELES,SSDS - ET;Z)ES,S - EN(¢ES7S’ (’Ds) ’

(4.2)

(4.3)
(4.4)

(4.5)

!The ansatz is arguably naive as it does not reflect possible geometric phase changes (in the sense of Berry’s

phase). This will be made good for in Lemma [51]
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Here the linear operator L ¢ is naturally defined by (£3]) and the nonlinearity N = N (J Es,s:Ps)
by ([@4]). We used the notation
0 —1
)

and moreover Ly s is considered as an unbounded operator on the Hilbert space L?(R3)@® L?(R3).
To facilitate later discussions we define operators LJEC oL, sothat Lg s takes the form

0 L
Lps= < E) . (4.6)
ST\-LL, O
Now we study the eigenvalues of the operator L ;. Compute directly to find
Ly Wes=0.

Hence (0,¢E,S)T is an eigenvector of Lg ¢ with eigenvalue 0. Differentiation of the left hand
side with respect to F yields

L OpYEs = Y5

It follows that (—8E¢E,s, O)T is an associated generalized eigenvector of (0, zﬁE,s)T for L .
The Riesz projection for the linear operator L  take the following form.

Lemma 4.1. 0 is the only eigenvalue of L s in the ball of radius Go/2 around zero (cf. (He)).
More precisely, if I' parametrizes its boundary in counterclockwise direction then
> . (4.7)

1 _ 2 0 s s 0 0
Py ot e 2 (PR (om0 ) (0

2 Jp OrlvE.sl3

The result is well known, can be found in, for example, [16].

+

5 Reformulation of Theorem 3.1

We start with decomposing the solution W into different components, according to the spectrum
of Lg. It relies on the following lemma to decompose the solution. In figurative language what
the lemma says is the following: As long as ¢, in Ansatz (A1) is sufficiently small, then, at the
cost of introducing an additional phase 5, we can “shadow” ¢, s € M by s s such that

U, = e—é(fos Ei’dsl_ﬁ)(ibE;s + ¢s) (5.1)
with P, s = 0.

Lemma 5.1. For any ¢ with ||¢|l2 < 1 there exist parameters E = E‘(E,S,(;S) and § =
Y(E,s,¢) € R, with E(E,s,0) = E and 5(F, s,0) = 0, such that if

U, =0¢ps+ ¢
then
v, =" (% + %) )

where ¢, . lies in the continuous subspace of Ly, .. The dependence of E, v on E, ¢ is smooth;
the dependence on s is C2.
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The proof of the lemma can essentially be found in [42].
Applying Lemma (.1 we reformulate Theorem [B.I] in terms of estimates on various com-

ponents of (). Plug (B into (2]) to find,
S 01 1.~ d - 1. - 1. - -
s:—Ls s__.it] s — Es——.aJ 53__N € gy Pgs) - 52
s = ZLs@s = —35J s — Tbpzs — ZViJUEzs — - (VEz s, Os) (5.2)
1¢

in ([&3), and for later use, PZ := Pgs - It is not hard to see that our initial condition o satisfies

Recall that <;_§ = ( R > by the convention in [£2)), L := Lg: ; and the nonlinearity is defined

$o = 0. (5.3)

As a first consequence we derive equations for Ej , Y5, the modulation equations. To that
end recall the condition Pd¢s = 0, which, by ([&7) amounts to

g T/)E,S o e 0 o
<¢S 0 >_ <¢8 3E¢E,s> =0

Apply these two orthogonality conditions to Equation (5.2) to derive

E2[(OpYEe s d1,5) — (VBe 5, OpYEe 5)] + /7_;<¢E§787 $2,5)

1 - -
= <85\IlEf,s‘t257 ¢1,5> + <1/}E§787 85\IlEf,s‘t:s > + g(T/JEg,s, N(wEg,& ¢S)>7 (54)
L€

! [(OBYE: s $1,5) + (OBVE: 5, VEE: 5)]

E§ <8%¢E§,57 ¢2,5> - ?s

= O N0 62) — (0,05 0, 02,). (55)

We continue to transform the equation for ¢y in (5.2). To remove the term —Pf%zﬁEi,s,
which is considered the main term, from the right hand, we make a refined decomposition for
the function ¢ as follows

- _ d - = _ o =
bs = €L 1P§£¢E§7s + ¢y =eL; POtz s + ¢, - (5.6)

The function L; 1 P¢ds) £z ,s is well defined since, by Lemma[dT] the operator L ! : P¢(L*(R?)) —
P¢(L%(R3)) is well-defined and bounded. The second identity in (5.6) follows from the explicit
form of the projection (Z.7)).

Plug the Decomposition (5.6) into (5.2) to yield the equation for ¢,,

S - d - L d
by = —Luby = Gy = ALILT PO s, — Pl tips,s — 00z s — e

L (L P )

s — —
e

1 - B - =
- EN(T/)Eg,s, el 1P§83¢E§,s + @) -

Apply P¢ on both sides to see certain term vanish, and use bs = PSCQNSS + Pscq~58 = —Psdq;s + Pscq~58
to obtain
2 1 7 75 ez 5d T ceperr—1peq 77 75 c 71,77 cd —1pca .7
¢s = _L8¢s - _Ps Jps — Ps (bs - ’YsPsJLs PsaswEs s T PstEs s _EPS _(Ls P888¢E6 S)
€ 3 s RN ds s
=0

1 N o -
= ZPIN (s, 6L P05tz s + 6) - (5.7)
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The initial data for the equation above is, by the fact ¢ = 0 and B,

¢y = —eLg  P§OsEe sls—0 = —€ Ly  P§OstE, sl =0 - (5.8)
We now reformulate Theorem B.1t

Theorem 5.2 (Reformulation of Theorem BI). The function s, the scalar functions E,~%
satisfy the following estimates:

sup |E; — Ey| <e, (5.9)
0<s<1
sup 35 < ¢2 (5.10)
0<s<1
sup ||l Se, (5.11)
0<s<1
sup [1Blsae S &2 (5.12)
0<s<1

The theorem will be proved for a short time interval [0, so], with s small but independent
of €, in Section [0l below, and proved in the interval [0, 1] in Section [71
Clearly, Theorem implies Theorem 3.1} with & := % f(f (Eg, — Es/) ds’ it follows that

£
sup || Wy — e TR Frd Ny N = sup (€75 (Ve s + bs) — Vi, sl 2
0<s<1 0<s<1

S sup |[Ymzs = YEoslaz + sup ([dslla +e
0<s<1 0<s<1

<e.

~

The first inequality makes use of (5.1I0]), the second of Proposition 2Iin combination with (5.9)

as well as (B.10)).

6 Proof of Theorem for small time [0, sg]

Mathematically, the main work for the proof of Theorem lies in the demonstration of its
validity on a small interval [0, sg], with sy being independent of €. Here we need sy small
enough so that some Fixed-Point-Theorem-type argument can be applied, see the choice of (or
two conditions on) sp in ([623) and ([626]) below.

We begin with presenting the main ideas. The core of the proof is a bootstrap argument.

)

Specifically, define a locally controlling function Mél as

MS(D := sup ||¢s || g2
0<s'<s

and a globally controlling function Még) as

M® = sup |pyllge,
0<s’'<s

cf. Equation (0. Recall that o > 2.
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To start the bootstrap arguments, we use that, by (B.8)), the initial data satisfies the condi-
tions

16oll 2.0 < ellLg ! F5Osthp, sls=oll 2rwa

16012 < ellLg " P§0s . sl s=oll 12

resp.

—

By =0 if Ly P§0sts, s|s=0 = 0.

Hence there is a maximal 0 < 7 such that the (B;, By) resp. (Bj, Bg) conditions, to be defined
below, are satisfied with s = 7 as long as ¢ < 1. Here the (By, By) resp. (B}, By) conditions
are defined as

(B1) M < 24e| Ly P§O s, slomoll oo + €
(Bg) Ms(g) é 6% )

where A > 1 is the constant in the dispersive Estimate (6.19]) below. Note that if Ly lPocﬁsJ Eo.s|s=0 =
0 then (B;) is replaced by

(BY) P<e.

With these at hand we may turn to the analysis of <5s itself. The key fact is that <5s lies in the
continuous subspace of the linear operator Lg, which allows us to apply dispersion estimates.
which in turn is generated by some linear operator approximately Ls. This in turn is generated
by some linear operator which approximates L,. Together with bootstrap assumption (Bg), this

will enable us to improve the estimates for gz_gs on the small interval [0, 7], as long as 7 < s¢ with
so > 0 being small and independent of €. The result is the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. There exists sy > 0, independent of ¢ (provided that it is sufficiently small),
such that if (By, Bg) resp. (B}, Bg) hold for s < sq, then the better estimates

_ - 2
MY < Ae||Lg ' P§0sPmy,sls=oll 2w + 36 (6.1)

ME) <e (6.2)

A

are true for all e < 1. If Lo_lPOCGSQEEM]s:o = 0 then (G.1)) is replaced by

MO <2, (6.3)
The proposition will be proved in the rest of the section.
Assuming Proposition holds, then we can prove (G.I1)) of Theorem by a continuity
argument.

In order to prove (6.0]), (6.2 we start with establishing controls for the modulation para-
meters. This will also yield (59) and (.10 of Theorem
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6.1 Control of modulation parameters E; and 7, proof of (5.9) and (&.I0)

Recall the decomposition of the solution in (GI). The parameters ES and ~5 satisfy the equa-

tions (54) and (55). The function ¢, is further decomposed in (58), and the function ¢,
satisfies Equation (&.7).

We start with some preliminary estimates. It is easy to see that every scalar product in
(E4) and (G3]) which involves ¢ is of order ¢ whenever assumption (B;) resp. (Bj) holds. For
€ < 1, it follows that

|E5 S 1, (6.4)
RARYES

Note that (G.5]) is the desired bound in (B.I0]).

Now we prove (5.9]). Recall that the scalar function E,, which is independent of ¢, is the
function satisfying | Vg, s||3 = | g, 0l/3 = 1, see (iii) of Proposition 2l In the next result we
measure the difference between Es and EZ, or is to prove (5.9]).

Lemma 6.2. If (B)) resp. (B]) holds in [0, s], then we have
|E§ - ES| 5 €,
uniformly in s.

Proof. We apply a Gronwall-type argument. The function

<¢E,sa as¢E,s>
<¢E’,sy 8E'T;[)E‘,s>

is O in s and smooth in E by Proposition 21l By (B) and (5.4)

f(E,s) = —

EZ = f(E§7 8) + 0(5) ’ (6.6)

where O(e) is uniformly bounded in s.
To derive an equation for E,, we take a s—derivative on the identity (Vg s, VE,s) =

(VEy,0,YEy0) =1 to find
By = f(Es,s). (6.7)
Subtract this from (6.6) to obtain

Eg - Es = f(E87S) - f(E§7S) + O(E)
<O (B — Byl +¢). (6.8)

Here C' is a constant independent of . Using E§ = Ep (see Theorem B.T])
S
5 — B,| < Ces + 0/ E5 — Eylds'.
0

This last inequality yields for z(s) := e=¢* Jo ds' |E5, — Ey|
i(s) < Cese™©*

which, after integration, implies the desired claim. O
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6.2 Proof of Proposition

We start from the equation for ¢ in G).

In the proof we rely on propagator estimates generated by certain linear operators. Here
we do not choose Ly on the right hand side of (5.7]) since its time-dependence will complicate
our analysis. Instead we approximate it by a linear operator —JHpg: o with Hge o defined as

HE?O = —A—l—Vo—Ei :H()—EZ, (6.9)

and the linear Schrodinger operator Hy naturally defined. We rewrite the equation for ¢4 as

— —

= 1 .z
¢s = ——J(Hpz0 +90)0s (6.10)

1 Ve = e
+ < (L4 JHpz ), + L PTG, — PIPLG,

. _ - d,  _ - 1 - _ - >
— AP POz s — P (L P{ 0z o) = PN (Vg 06Dy PiOsthi s + @5) -

*ds
The difference between Ly and —JHg: o,
Vs — Vo + 3bY. 0
Ls— (=JHpgeo) = —J ( 0 Voo Vot bw2E§,s , (6.11)
is small if s is small, and decays at spatial infinity.
Apply the Duhamel’s principle and apply Pg, on (6.10) to find,

-

§ 1 e, 5 L2
+ /0 ds’ Uo(s,s’)<EPfIO(Lsr+HE§70)¢S,+’Y?SPIEIOPS‘§J¢S/—PfIOPsd,Psd,gbs, (6.13)

. _ - d -
— Yo Pit P L Pidybpe, o — ePh, Pﬁ@@s/lpﬁ Os e, 1)
(6.14)
1 - _ — =
- EPIC{() SC/N(sz/vsl’Elelpsclasl/l/}Eilvsl + ¢S/)) * (615)
Here, the propagator Uy(s,s’), s > s’ > 0 is generated by the linear operator Hpgz o+ 5
defined in (6.9). Its mathematical definition is

E@SU()(S, S/) = — J(HE;Q + ;}’i)UO(S, S/) ,
Up(s',s") =Id.

The time decay estimates of various terms (6.12)-(G.I5]) depend critically on the estimation of
Up(s,s"). Using the definition of H Es,0, We cast the expression into a convenient form

Un(s, ') = €2 2 ds=nin5)d o= (s=s) (=D Vo) (6.16)

l[fsl ES dz—~S4+~5,]J - . . . . . ..
The first factor e=Vs' == s is a2 X 2 scalarlumtary matrix, since J is anti-self-adjoint.
Hence to estimate Uy(s, s'), it suffices to estimate e’z (5=5)(=A+V0)  Moreover note that Up(s, s')
commutes with PI‘_iI and Pf; , the projections onto the discrete and continuous subspace of H,
0 0
respectively.
To estimate (G.I12)-(6.15]) we rely on appropriate propagator estimates. Here to facilitate

s—s")(=A+Vo) il(s—s')(—A+V;)

. . . ;L
later discussions we consider cases more general than e’z , namely e

0, 1].

, T E
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Theorem 6.3 (Goldberg). Under conditions (Hy, Hq) it holds for arbitrary T € [0,1] and t € R
that

o™ Pl s S 1172 (6.17)
_it
le™ =" Pl Xl = 1 Piz x|l < lIxlla2 (6.18)
it l,_3
le™ =™ Pgp X2 < A) ™2 Xl 2w (6.19)
where || x||zzawz1 = |Ixlla2 + lIx|lw21. The constant A and the multiplicative constant in

(6 I8) can be chosen independent of T and t.

The proof is based on results in [I9], and will be given in Section [Al
We are now ready to estimate the various terms (6.12)-(6I5), the local estimates for (G2}
[6.15) are collected in the following lemma. Its proof is provided in the next subsection. Recall

that [|¥g, oll3 = 7-

Lemma 6.4. Assume (By, By) resp. (B{, Bg) in the time interval [0,s]. We have that if
n, € < 1 then in [0, s],

@12l 2.~

IA

5._3 _ - 5._3
A<g> 25||L0 1Pocatl/)E§,s|t=0||H2nW2»1 ~ <g> 2e,

(3.

S
|EIB) 2o < 6(0.5) (e2) 72 +)M7 422,
|EID) 2o <
|EID 2o <

If Langasz/;Eo,s\szo = 0 then the first two estimates are replaced by

||m||H2,—g = 0’
|@I3) || 2o < 6(0,8) MY + 2.

3
Here the constants Ms(2’l) and 6(u, ) are defined as

/

§,1 s 3 _ ol
MY = sup (e(2)7F 4 &) bl s, (6.20)
0<s'<s €
5(u,7) == sup [[Vs — Vi + 300 o). (6.21)
u<s<rt

One last minor difficulty remains before proving Proposition Recall that we need to
prove that ||gs| gz—o < --- using [B1Z), while what appears on the left hand side of [B12) is

PI?IO(ES, instead of the desired (ES. In the next lemma we show their H? and H*°-norms are
equivalent.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose sqg, 1 and € are sufficiently small. The for 0 < s < sg, we have

”PIC{0¢8”H2 ~ [|¢s| g2,
|’P1€IO¢SHH27*U ~ [|¢s || 2o -

The lemma will be proved in Section [Bl
Given Lemmata [6.4] and [6.5] we are ready to prove Proposition
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Proof of Proposition[6.1. We discuss first the case where L51P§83$E07s|s:0 £ 0.
Results in Lemmata and imply that, for all sufficiently small ¢

|6l 2o < g <s<§>—3 +e240(0,5) ((2)7F + )L ’) . (6.22)

Here we have made the multiplicative constant Cy, 4 explicit in order to define our prescription
for §(0,s): We choose sy small enough so that Lemma holds for s < sg and

C.18(0,50) < 1/2. (6.23)
3
Consequently, by the definition of M, 52’1) in ([©.20)

(3.0
MEY <204 (6.24)
and therefore
- s 3 N
105l 2 -0 < 2C50,a (E(g> 2te ) : (6.25)
This, together with applying the results in Lemma to yield
H(Z;é’HHz’*" < AE”L(;lp(JCaSIZEmS’8=0HH20W2’1 + éso,A (5(07 s) e+ 52) :

In addition to the condition on (0, s) in ([6.23]) we require that ¢ also satisfies

1
5(0,80) < ——. 6.26
(0, 50) 2o s (6.26)

Hence the bootstrap assumption (By) , for s € [0, so], is improved to the desired estimate(6.1),

- 2
MW < Ae|| Ly Ps0st gy sl s=oll r2wran + 3¢

for all sufficiently small .
Now we turn to estimating || ¢/ 2. By (B, Bg) and Lemma [6:2] for s’ < s it holds

”N(wESE,,S’v ¢S’)”H2 < e.
This together with (6.12)-(6.15) and (6.25]) yields the desired estimate (6.2])
= = s 1 = B - d _ -
105/l 2 Sl doll 2 +/0 ds’ (EHQSS’HH?»*U +2(|L POy, ol 2 + €||@(Lsflpscfas’¢E§,,s/)||H2

1 - _ - =
+ <IN (e, e L3 PiOs e, + 6 |12

Note that the implicit multiplicative constant can be chosen to be uniform in s € [0, s¢].
The case L51P§831/)E0,s|s:0 = 0 is easier: Estimate (6.22]) is then modified to

64l < Cogoa (800, 8) M +&2) . (6.27)
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With (€23]) one obtains

MY <& (6.28)
which is (6.3]). Estimating (G.I2H6.15)) in || - | 2 similarly as above yields

M® Se,
with an implicit multiplicative constant being uniform in s € [0, sg]. This proves Proposition [6.11

U

6.3 Proof of Lemma
Next, we estimate (6.12)-(615) in the space H*°(R?) term by term.

Local estimate for (6.12): If Lgngasz/on,s\szo = 0 there is nothing to do. Otherwise, use
the estimate

()~ (@)7 L Posms sllwan S (@)~ I m2l| Ly PeOsbps sl 2o
and Theorem (6.3]) to obtain

c 7 S, _3 Apea T S, _3
[Uo(s, 0) Py doll r2—- < A<g> 26| Ly PS0st sz sl s=o | a2 ~ <g> 2e.

Local estimate for (6I3): To apply Theorem 6.3 we need bounds for the || - || g2y 2.1-norms
of each term:

Lemma 6.6.

1Pfro (Ls + THe, 0)sll 2wzt S (0, 8) [1Gsll 2o (6.29)
1Pf, PTG e S (1ol (6.30)
1P, P Pis 2oz S sl a2 - (6.31)

A proof of this lemma is given in Section
In what follows we estimate (6.13)), and start with the case LalPOc@s?/)EO’ASZO £ 0.
Lemma [6.6] Theorem [6.3] and Estimate (6.5]) yield, for s < sg and sg,n,e < 1,

S 1 = VE, A ., 2
H /0 ds' Up(s, s') (E P (Ly + JHEz, 0)y + V?SPIC{OP;% TG — PﬁonPs‘igzbs,) HHzﬁ

s s—s _s/1 A =
S [ a5 () (LIPR (Lo + THs o) arcuwas + €| Py PTG oy
0

+ |15, P PGl 2w )

S o, s—s _3 s’ _s s’ _s _10(0,8) > =
< [[as Tt (et e+ O i + 1 )
0 € € € €
s (3D | 2
< 6(0,s) (€<g> 2 +ef) M2 + e,

with ,

(3. s\ _3 17
My?" = sup ((=)7% +%)7 gl

recall the constant §(0,s) from (62I)). In the last inequality we applied (B;) as well as the
following key observations:
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Lemma 6.7.

/ ds/<8
0

Proof. The first estimate follows immediately after a change of variables s’ — %/ For the second
we divide the integral region into two parts [0, s/2] and [s/2, s] to obtain

s s—s 3§ _3 5/2 s—s 3. _3 s s—s 35§ _3

ds’ —3(ZV7z = d (V73 ds’ —3(Z\73
| ast=iE) / ) <€> v [ TG

s o
% / ds'{ 3_1_ ds’(s S>_%
s/2 €
3
< eg{Z\V\72
Ne<€>
|
Next we estimate (6.13)) for the simpler case L(;lP()C@sﬁEOAs:O =0:
S N 7 Ve pe pd 77 pe pdpdl
dS UO(S,S) PHQ(LSI + JHE;/’O)qu/ + - PHQPS’quS/ PHQPS Ps QSS/ e
0
S [ s (PR L+ THs 06 icuwas + | Phy PTG s
0
¢ pdpd 7
+ |15, PE PGl 2 )
s—s" _3(4(0,s), > %
< [[ast=) ( e + il
0 g
< 5(0,5) M<1
Local estimate for (6.14):
# . _ - d
H/O ds' Up(s,5) (—yg,P;,OP;,JLs,lpg,as,sz;” — ePfy, P (L Pidu s )> H
5o 5_5, 1 -1 e

< / c, ’ e of
N/o ds £ (HL Fad, wE” H2OW?2:1 +Hd’ P Podevis.s) H20W2'1>

2
S e’

The first inequality results from Estimate (6.5) and the fact that || Pg Pl g2aw21- m2aw21

is uniformly bounded. The second inequality follows from Lemma and (B)) as well as

I Nazawzr S e

Local estimate for (6.15]): Instead of expanding N(zEEs”S/, aLgngaszzﬁEs“S/—kq;s,) it is more
convenient to consider N ({ige, o1, ¢s), recall that in (5.8),

58 = ELs_lpscaﬂ;Eg,s + (55'

By Equation (€5) we may conclude that
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- terms which are quadratic in ¢y come with a factor of ¥ge o which decays rapidly at
spatial infinity. By (B;)
e, w82 e = )2 g, o (@) G2 souwan S 6w lme S €2,
- terms which are cubic in ¢4 are estimated by

s [P dsll 2wz S o [l < €

Here the bootstrap assumption (Bg) for the global norm || és|| g2 has been used.

Hence collect the estimates above to obtain

s—g 1
€

s 1 . . s
H/ dS, UO(S?SI)EPFCIO ;N(¢E§,,s’a¢s’)”H2»*0 5/ dS/ <
0 ) 0

This finishes the proof of Lemma [6.4] O

7 Proof of Theorem for all s € [0, 1]

So far we have established Theorem on the small interval [0, so] only. Recall that so does
not depend on ¢ if € < 1. Next we extend the results to the interval [0, 1].

Proposition 7.1. For n < 1 there exists a small time 7™ > 0 and constant C with the
following property: Whenever

s

O < e (B
M. _C’ss<(€> 2—1—6)
M(§)§C8*E

s

hold for some s* € [so, 1], then

1 S,_3
MY, . < CCe (<g> : —|—€> (7.1)
M®, . < Cr-Cyee (7.2)

for all e < 1.

Proof of Theorem [5.2. Clearly the hypothesis of the proposition is satisfied at s* = sg. Estim-
ate (5.I0)) follows by iteration. Estimates (5.9]) and (5.I0) are proven by the same techniques
as before. O

Proof of Proposition[71. The choice of 7" will be in (ZI0)), after considering all the factors
determining it.

We reformulate the equation for ¢, similar to that in (GI0). The only difference is that we
approximate Ls by —JHpz ¢« with

HE§78* = —A + ‘/;* — E: = HS* — E: (73)
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Hence the equation for ¢ becomes

—

= 1 =

00 = —J(Hpz o +4)0, (7.4)
1 Lz

4 (Lo + Tl )5, + 2 PLIG, — PG,

d
— i PLIL PiOspe s — ePl—

—1pcy 7 1 c n —1pcy 77 7
5 ds ( s 1Ps 851/}E§78) - gPsN(wES,&ELS 1P5851/}E§,s + ¢s) .

Now we consider the initial condition, since the equation for ¢y in (610) is started from time

s*, its initial condition (JBS* takes the form

—

G =Use (55,0000 + | ds' Use(s*, ') x (7.5)
0

1 = ¢, A R
X (E(Ls, T Hpz, )by + L PLIGy — PIPIG,

- d
— A Pa I Ly Pgdype, o — ePy (L
1

- P N (e, v, eLy PiOy s, iy )).

_1 -
P Pscfas’wEi,,s’)

Then for any time s > s*, apply Duhamel’s principle on (7.4]) to obtain
- - S
Pf . ¢s =Pp  Us+ (5,8 ) g +/ ds' Us«(s,s")x
S*

1 = € oA -
x (EPIC{S* (Lo + JHpe, )by + PG P4IGy — Py PAP3S,

— 45 Pfy,. P9I L PsOy e, o — ePfy . P dd,( L' P50y, o)
- éPI?IS* ﬁN(JEi,,S’v ELglpﬁas'ﬁEg,,s' + ¢s')> .
Plug the expression for gz:;s* in (C.0) and use the semigroup property
Us (s, 8" ) Us(s*,0) = Us=(s,0)

to obtain

Pf b, =Us(s,0)Pf; , &y (7.6)

+ (/ +/>d8/ Us(s,8)x
0 s*

1 = Ve, A R~
% (2Ph,. (Lo + THpz, o )0y + 2Pf (P60 — Ph PiPI6y (1)
d
d /( IPC /¢Es/ s’ ) (78)
1 . - .
— P PN (e, oLy PiOu e, + 6)) (7.9)

In what follows we estimate (Z.0)-(79). As usual we assume (Bj, By) resp. (Bj, Bg) hold in
a time interval [s*, s* + 7] for some 7 > 0. The existence of 7 > 0 is guaranteed by the local
wellposedness of the solution. Recall that the (By, Bg) resp. (B, Bg) conditions are defined as

— 45 P PSIL PSOgpe, o — ePf , PS
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(B1) M < 24e| Ly P§O s, slomoll pzomaa + €
(B,) ®<es |

where A > 1 is the constant in the dispersive Estimate (6.19). Note that if LalPoc@sJEms|s:0 =
0 then (B;) is replaced by

(B) MY <e .

In estimating (7.0)-(7.9]), the decay estimates generated by Ug«(s,t) play a prominent role,
as in the proof of Proposition Here after analyzing as in (6.10]), we find that it suffices to
study the operator e~®Hs* which makes the results in Theorem applicable.

Local estimate for (Z.6)): It is easy to obtain
= S, _3 _ —
s*(S, H..PollH2-0 = — g 0 09sVE: s|s=0||H2nW 2.1 INEZEE
1Us=(5,0) Pp,.. @0l < A(2) 72|l Lo Py 05tz sl s=oll Se?

Here we used s > sg > 0.

—

Local estimate for (Z.7): The integrals of the first summand 1P§ (Ly + JHEEHS*)(%S,
dominate the others for ¢ < 1. By (6.25) and Lemmata [6.6]

1 s* o C*A s* S_S/ iy §
HE/O ds' Us*(swsl)PI?Is* (Ls’ +JHE§,,5*)¢S/ oo < 86 /0 ds’ < . > 2(€<;> > —|—€2)
<Cs+ 4 (6(§>_% + 62)
Scs*,A€2,

if L(;lpﬁas?;};o,sh:o # 0. The same estimate holds if L51P583$E07s|s:0 =0.
Next, we use ([6.29) in Lemma with O replaced by s,. There exists a constant C7 =
Ci(A) > 0, so that for all e < 1

o(s*ys) [*,, s—s§ _3 =
oo <AL [t R

< Ch4(s*,s) sup ”(58/HH2,70'.
s*<s'<s

1 -
|2 [ s vets. P (Lo 4 THE )

Recall the definition of d(u,s) € R from (621

Local estimate for (7.8]): The integral of the second summand ePg P;,%(Ls_,lPsc,z/j B, 5)
dominates the other and

s d .
EH / ds' Uy (s,8) Py P~ (L5 POy Gie, o)
0 S

s s—s'. 3
— < Cpe [ ds (Z—2)"2 <2,
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Local estimate for (7.9)): By the same reasoning as in the local estimate for (6.15]) we have

s 1 N N -
| [ s Vetons) (=2 Ph NG el P0G 480 ) |, S .
0 S S

-

Collect the estimates above to conclude that, for s € [s*, 7] and for all £ < 1,

|sll 2o < Coe® + C1o(s*,s)  sup || llpz—o -
s*<g/<g*4T1*

Next we choose a (possibly small) 7% such that

1
Co(s*,s"+7") < 5 (7.10)
Then it follows that for 7% = min{s* + 7, 7}
sup | bu |l r2—o < 2Coe”. (7.11)

S*SSIST**

Next we estimate ||y ||z2. We estimate (Z0)-(ZJ) in the norm || - ||g2 as in the proof of
Proposition [6.1] with the help of (Z.I1), to find

sup ||y lm2 S Cve. (7.12)
s*<g/<sg*+T7*

It is not hard to see that (TI1), (ZI2]) imply the desired (7.1)), (Z2), if we prove 7** = s*47*.

This is indeed true. By the local wellposedness of the solution, the bootstrap assumptions
(B, Bg) resp. (Bj, Bg) hold for a maximal subinterval [s*,s* + 7] C [s*,s* + 7*], where 7

a priori depends on €. We claim that 7 = 7*: If we assume 7 < 7%, then the estimates

(CI1), (Z12)), which are better than (Bj, Bg) resp. (Bj, Bg), still hold in [0,7]. But the local
wellposedness implies that the bootstrap assumptions also hold on a bigger interval (for ¢ < 1).
This contradicts the maximality of 7. U

A Proof of Theorem

The estimate (6.17) can be found in [I9].
The estimate (6.18)) follows from

it —it —iz
e 557 Py Xl = lle™ 57 P xlls + [y~ H7 P ]l

~ [le EH PG y|lo + e E T H Pg X2

~ ||P§ x|l + | H- Pf. x|l2

~ ||Pg x| 2

~ ||Pg, x|z + PG Hexllz S e - (A1)

By inspection we see that all multiplicative constants can be chosen to be independent of 7 due

to (Hd)
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Next we prove @I9). By [[{)=x]l2 < @)~ l2llxlloe S Il for any o > 2 (recall (Hy))
we obtain

it —g —it _ it
le™ =57 Pl Xl 2o == [[(2) 7™ =1 Py xll2 + [[{2) 7 Hre ™= P x|
—o —it —o —it
~ |[(2)~%e = Pl xlla + [[(z)7e T Pl Ho x|l

S e 57 PE Xloo + lle 7 = P Hox oo

Njw

< |=
~le

(el + 1 =xl1)

|
wlw

<

~

™| =+

Ixllwz - (A.2)

This together with (A1l yields the desired estimate (6.19).

The uniformity of the constant A follows from compactness of [0, 1] and the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. Consider Hy = —A+Vy with Vi € H>°(R3) admitting no zero energy resonance,
thus

—i C _3
le™ 08 Py ¢l 2o < Co(t) 2|0l 2wz
Then for H=—-A+V,V € H*(R3), |V — Vol g2 sufficiently small, it holds that
—i c _3
e PE ¢l 2o < C) 2 [0l 2w,
where C' can be chosen such that C — Cy as ||V — Vo||g2.c — 0.

Proof. To simplify the notation, § > 0 will denote a generic quantity which tends to zero as
IV — Vol g2.o — 0. By Duhamel’s formula

—iHt pc —iP§ HPEE pe —iP§ Ho P&t pe
e PH¢:e H H PH¢ —e Y HY0H PH¢

t
_ 1/ ds e—lP;IH()PfI(t—S)PﬁI(V _ ‘/'O)PJQ_IG—IPI?IHP;ISPJQ_Iqb .
0

(A.3)
Claim: [|e PPt PG| 2o < (8)72(Co + 0)|6 ] e
We first show that the claim implies the lemma. With Lemma [3.3] we have
1PE (V — Vo) (@) (x) =7 Piye™ Tt Fi* P || oz < 6lle™ 70 Pl g oo
and thus estimating (A.3)) for all ¢ < t* we obtain
t*
()2 ™ Pi@l o < (Co+ )|l mzowas +6(8)2 | ds(Co+ )t = s)72 ()2 x
0
x sup (s)2 i PR ] o

s<t*

The lemma now follows from

/0°° ds(t—s)"2(s)"2 < D(t)"
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for a numerical constant D. This is proved as in Lemma
To prove the claim we define ¢; := e~ Patoli !Pg ¢ and apply Duhamel’s formula again,

t
¢y = e PR+ i / ds e Hol=2) Pf H P ¢,
0

It holds that

6ell 2-e = 1Pl pz-o <I(Pi, — Pip)¢tllmz-o + | Pro @il 2o
<O|9tll 2o + 1 Przo Pl 2o

and the same is true if H2~7(R?) is replaced by H?(R3) N W21 (R3). The second inequality can
be proved with the Riesz formula and certain resolvent estimates. It follows that it is sufficient
to estimate

t
Py ¢ = e U PE PR+ / ds e Holt=9) pe. P [, Pf ¢
0

t
= e 0P ¢ 4 e O P (P — Pl ) +1 /0 ds e M=) Py P (Vo — V)P

Hence for all ¢t < ¢*

(26l 2.0 < (14 8)(8) 3| Py, b1l rr2—o
(Co + )|l g2amw21

+(1+0)(1)? /0 ds(t — s)"2(s) "2 ()2 | (Vo — V){@)° (&) " P& s | 2wz

3
< (Co+9)||¢ll p2aw21 + 0D SE£<S>2 b5 rr2.—o

<
<

This proves the claim. O

B Proof of Lemma

Proof. Obviously, || Pg, ésll2 < [|ésll2 and | HoPg, ésll2 = || P, Hodsll2 < [|Hods|l2 imply

1Pty Psll2 + [Py Hoosllz = [ Prry @sll iz S Nlésll a2 -

By the definition of PI‘?IO and that the eigenvectors of —A + Vj decay rapidly at |z| = oo, we
have

@) =7 P Gslla S (@)~ Gill2,

and similarly,
()~ Ho Pt &sl2 = 1{x) =7 Pft, Ho®sl2 < 1|&sl 2o
whence || Pg, Gsllgr2-o < || és||g2—o - To show the converse inequalities note that for both norms

”(ESH S HPI?IO(Z;;H + H (Ps - PI?IO) 58” .
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Therefore it suffices to show that || Ps — P [ g2 g2 resp. || Ps — Py || g2~ - g2.-o can be made
arbitrarily small by choosing sg,7, € suitably. By the second resolvent formula we obtain

1Ps — Prpo |l S qudz I(TLs = 2)"HIITLs = Holll(Ho — =)~

I" as above. Observe that for arbitrary § > 0 we can achieve
|JLs — Hol| <6

in both operator norms as a consequence of (GII) and (E2I). Furthermore the norms of
(Ls — z)~! and (Hy — 2z)~! are both uniformly bounded on H?~°(R3) (the case H?(R?) is
easier). This concludes the proof. O

C Proof of Lemma
Proof. By Lemma [6.5 we have

1Pfy (Ls + THO)sl| 2 S I(Ls + T Ho) s | 12,

and

HPI?IO(LS + JHO)(ESHW?J ,5 ”(Ls + JHO)&SHWN-
Then, by means of Estimate (6.21))

I(Ls + THo) (@) (2) =" Gsll 2 < 1l bsl 2o
I(Ls + JHo){x)? {x) ™ bsllw21 S Olldsll 2o -

The proof of ([6.30) is follows from similar arguments using the explicit expression for PY,
Equation (£7). Ultimately, to prove (6.31I]) we note that since
Lobpe 5, LOpYE: s € H>(R®) it holds that

1P Pl b5l zowas S 1P bsll o S 16sl2-o -
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