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Asymptotic stability of large energy
harmonic maps under the wave map from
2D hyperbolic spaces to 2D hyperbolic
spaces

Ze Li

Abstract In this paper, we prove that the large energy harmonic maps from
H? to H? are asymptotically stable under the wave map equation.

1 Introduction

Let (R x M, A) be a given Lorentz manifold with metric A, where (M, h)
is a m-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary. Let (N, g) be
a n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold without boundary. A wave
map u : R x M — N is a formal critical point of the Lagrangian functional
L(u) defined by

Llu) = /R /M(Du, Du)dvoly dt. (1.1)

where the integrand of (II]) is the norm of Du viewed as a section of the
vector bundle T*(R x M) ® u*TN with metric A~! ® u*g. Under the local
coordinate system {z}™, for M and {y*}?_, for N respectively, (Du, Du)
is given by

hij ((‘Lu, @u)u*g — (8tu7 atu)u*ga (12)

where h = h;jdz'ds?, g = g;;dy'dy’, A = —dtdt + h;jdz'dz’ are the metric
tensors for M, N and R x M.
In the above local coordinate, the Euler-Lagrange equation for (L)) is

O + Aagfip(u)aaukagup =0, (1.3)

where «, 8 run over 0, 1, ..., m. Moreover, (] = —92 + A is the D’ Alember-

tian on R x M, ffj (u) are the Christoffel symbols at the point u(¢,z) € N.
In this paper, we consider the case M = H?, N = H?2.

The wave map equation on flat spacetimes known as the nonlinear o-
model, arises as a model problem in particle physics and is related to the
general relativity, see for instance [49, 22] 48]. Moreover, the background
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of hyperbolic spaces is of particular interest since the anti-de Sitter space
model is asymptotically hyperbolic.

In this paper, we aim to study the stability of harmonic maps under the

wave map equation (L3]) without size restriction of the harmonic map or
equivariant assumptions. This work is on the way to a more vast project
called soliton resolution conjecture (SRC) for dispersive PDEs which claims
that every solution with bounded trajectory in energy space either splits
into the superposition of divergent solitons with a radiation part plus an
asymptotically vanishing remainder as ¢ — oo or converges to divergent
solitons with a regular weak limit as ¢ approaches the blow-up time. The SRC
reduces the dynamic behaviors of arbitrary data to dynamics near bubbles or
multi-solitons. In this paper, we focus on dynamics near stationary solutions
of wave maps, i.e. stability/instabity for harmonic maps. The instability of
ground state of equivariant energy critical wave maps was shown by Cote
[10]. Later, a codimension-2 stability of 1-equivariant energy critical wave
maps was proved by Bejenaru-Krieger-Tataru [4]. And a series of work done
by Lawrie-Oh-Shahshahani [41], [42] 43| 44] studied the stability and SRC
for equivariant wave maps on hyperbolic planes. Moreover, [44] raised the
following conjecture for wave maps from R x H? to H?,
Conjecture 1.1 Suppose that {Q, } is the 1-equivariant harmonic map class
parameterized by v € (0,1) from H? to H2. Let (ug,u1) be the finite energy
initial data to the wave map equation for u : R x H? — H?, and let uy(z) =
Q,(x) outside of some compact subset of H2. Then the unique solution
(u(t), Opu(t)) to the wave map equation scatters to (Q(x),0) as t — oo.

In this paper, we consider the case when the initial data are perturbations
of the large energy harmonic maps. Before stating our main result, we recall
the notion of admissible harmonic maps used in our previous works [46] and
[47] where small harmonic maps are considered.

Definition 1.1. Denote the Poincare disk by . We say the harmonic
map Q : D — D is admissible if Q(D) is a compact subset of D covered
by a geodesic ball centered at the origin of radius Ry, |VFdQ||2 < oo for
k=0,1,2,3, and there exists some o > 0 such that e |dQ|*> € L™, where r
is the distance between x € D and the origin.

Remark 1.1(Examples for the admissible harmonic maps) Any analytic
function f : C — C with f(D) € D is an admissible harmonic map. See
[Appendix,[47]] for the proof.

For any given admissible harmonic map Q, the work space H* x H*~1 is

defined by (2.I8]). Our main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q be an admissible harmonic map in Definition [
Assume that the initial data (ug,u1) € H3 x H? to (I.3) with ug : H? — H2,
u1(z) € Tyo )N for each x € H? satisfy

H(u07u1) - (Q7O)HH2XH1 < M1, (1’4)
Then if p1 > 0 is sufficiently small, (I.3) has a global solution (u(t),dpu(t))

o(z



and as t — oo we have

lim sup dy2 (u(t,x), Q(z)) = 0.

t—o00 zEH2

Remark 1.2 We remark that the perturbation norms in Theorem 1.1 assume
the initial data tends to Q at infinity. By the conditional uniqueness' of
harmonic maps with prescribed boundary map, one can expect the final
asymptotic harmonic map of the solution (u, d;u) to (L3)) is exactly Q. This
is one key reason for why the asymptotic harmonic map coincide with the
unperturbed one, which is different from wave maps from R'*2 to S™ where
we have moving and modulated solitons after the perturbation. The other
key reason is that the bubble tree convergence seems to imply that the
solution converges to the superposition of one harmonic map Q.. : H?> — H?
and finite numbers of scaled and translated harmonic maps from R? to H?Z.
Meanwhile since finite energy harmonic maps from R? to H? are trivial, one
can expect the solution to (3] converges to only one bubble.

Remark 1.3(Examples for the perturbations of admissible harmonic maps)
Since one has the global coordinates (1)) for H?, it is trivial to give an
example of the perturbation in the sense of (L4]).

Remark 1.4 The initial data considered in this paper are perturbations
of harmonic maps in the H? norm. One shall build the S; v.s. Nj norm
constructed by Tataru [65] and Tao [61] in the hyperbolic setting while con-
sidering perturbations in the energy critical norm H?!.

1.1  Outline of the proof and main ideas.

We first describe the outline of the proof. By constructing Tao’s caloric
gauge in our setting, one obtains the nonlinear wave equation for the heat
tension field. Separating the “effective” linear part from the nonlinear terms
yields a magnetic wave equation. By establishing the Kato smoothing effect
for the master linear equation, one obtains the corresponding non-endpoint
Strichartz estimates. Applying an abstract theorem built in our work [45]
gives us the endpoint Strichartz estimates and a key weighted Strichartz
estimate. Meanwhile, we prove the smoothing effect for the linear heat
equation with large magnetic potential. By bootstrap, the endpoint and
weighted Strichartz estimates, one can prove the heat tension filed enjoys a
global space-time norm. Transforming the bounds of the heat tension field
back to the differential fields closes the bootstrap and thus finishing the
whole proof. The caloric gauge used here was previously built in [47, [46]
where we used caloric gauge as a geometric linearization.

One of the main contribution of this paper is that we use the freedom
of the gauge fixed on the harmonic map and the geometric meaning of the
master linear equation to rule out the bottom resonance and the possibility
of eigenvalues in the gap [0,1/4]. The first observation is the two freedoms
of the Schrodinger operator studied here: The Schrodinger operator varies

! For targets with non-positive sectional curvature, the uniqueness is unconditional.
For positive sectional curvature targets, one has to assume the image Q(M) is contained
in a ball of radius less than a constant depending on the curvature.



as the gauge fixed on the harmonic map changes; the Schrodinger operator
is invariant under the coordinates transformation of M = HZ2. The other
observation is that the Schrodinger operator is indeed well-defined on the
pullback bundle Q*(T'N), where @ is the harmonic map, which enables us
to work in a purely geometric setting. In fact, given any frame {Z;,Z2} on
Q*(TN), suppose that A = A;dz’ is the corresponding connection one form.
Then any C? valued function f := (f1, fo)! defined on M induces a complex
vector field f= on N by

f— fE=fiE] + foZs. (1.5)

Then the potential part of Schrodinger operator H := —A + W can be
written as

Wf==2(Adf)+(d"A)f - (A A)f+SF, (1.6)

where (-, -) denotes the metric tensor for one forms on M, and S is a symmet-
ric linear mapping in C? defined on M related to the sectional curvature.
Since the connection coefficients A; are antisymmetric and real, —(A, A)
defines a non-negative symmetric operator in L?(M,C?). And due to the
non-positive sectional curvature of the target N = H?2, S is non-negative as
well. Meanwhile, integration by parts implies H is symmetric. Thus, the
somewhat bad term for determining the spectrum especially whether there
exists bottom resonance is —2(A, df) + (d*A) f. But since A depends on the
frame fixed on Q*(T'N), one may take the Coulomb gauge to simplify the
determination. Fortunately, this idea works well in our setting. And besides
fixing Coulomb gauge, it is important to do calculations by using the covari-
ant derivatives on Q*T N, which matches the geometric structure of H well,
rather than just viewing f as C? valued functions.

The main difficulty for the large energy harmonic map case is to derive
the Kato smoothing effect of a wave equation with large magnetic potentials,
which can be further divided into the small frequency, mediate frequency and
high frequency part. The enemy for the small frequency part is the possibility
of bottom resonance. We use the Coulomb gauge on the harmonic map
to obtain a nice spectrum distribution of the operator (V + X)(—A — 1 &

ie)~!, where the matrix valued function V denotes the electric potential part
and the vector field X denotes the magnetic field respectively. In fact, by
choosing the Coulomb gauge we have the spectrum of (V +X)(—A—%+ie)~?
lies on the right of the imaginary axis, then the resonance can be ruled out
by a perturbation argument using the Riesz projection operators. Moreover,
We exclude the possible existence of eigenvalues in (—o0,1/4) by calculating
the numerical range of the magnetic Schrodinger operator by using covariant
derivatives on Q*(T'N).

The high frequency part is always difficult in the large magnetic potential
case, even in the Euclidean case, see for instance [16]. In our argument, we
split the magnetic potential into a large long range part supported outside
some geodesic ball and a remainder part supported near the original point.
For the long rang part, we can put the magnetic Schrodinger operator uni-
formly bounded in the weighted space w(z)L? for all high frequencies by



a similar positive commutator method of [6]. The important gain of this
energy argument is the weight w~' can be chosen to vanish near the ori-
gin point. Due to the extra smallness gain from the vanishing of w™! and
the closeness to the origin of the support of the remainder potential, we
can view the Schrodinger operator with the whole magnetic potential as the
perturbation of the long range Schrodinger operator.

In the large energy case, the smoothing effect for magnetic heat equa-
tions is also needed. The LP — L9 estimates of e *# is relatively easy by
noticing that the geometric structure of H shows |e 7 f| < e*?|f| holds
point-wisely. Then the LP — L9 estimates of e *H follow directly from the
known results for e'®. The main difficulty here is to derive the smoothing
estimates, which cannot be transferred to the corresponding ones for ' as
LP — L7 estimates. We use ideas from semigroups of linear operators to de-
duce the smoothing estimates. In fact, by the Laplacian transform formula
connecting the resolvent with the heat semigroup, the resolvent estimates
of H for part regime of the resolvent set follow by that of e *#. Using the
almost equivalence technique used in our previous paper [45] and frequency
decomposition we get the smoothing effect for e * by interpolation.

1.2 History

In the following, we recall the non-exhaustive lists of results on the Cauchy
problem, the long dynamics and blow up for wave maps on R'*™. The sharp
subcritical well-posedness theory was developed by Klainerman-Machedon
[32] B3] and Klainerman-Selberg [35]. The critical well-posedness theory
in equivariant case was considered by Christodoulou, Tahvildar-Zadeh [§],
Shatah, Tahvildar-Zadeh [55] and improved by Chiodaroli-Krieger-Luhrmann
[7] in the radial case. The critical small data global well-posedness theory
was started by the breakthrough work of Tataru [65] and Tao [60, 61], see
also [37), 136} 34, (50}, 64] for generalizations of the targets. The below thresh-
old critical global well-posedness theory was obtained by Krieger-Schlag [38],
Sterbenz-Tataru [57), [56], Tao [62]. The bubbling theorem in the equivari-
ant case was obtained by Struwe [58]. The type II blow up solutions for
equivariant energy critical wave maps were constructed by Krieger-Schlag-
Tataru [39], Raphael-Rodnianski [52], and Rodnianski-Sterbenz [53]. For
the SRC on energy critical wave maps/hyperbolic Yang-Mills in the equiv-
ariant case, the pioneering works of Cote [9], Jia-Kenig [25] obtained results
along some time sequence and recently Jendrej-Lawrie [27] constructed the
two bubble solution by studying corresponding threshold solutions. For the
SRC on energy critical wave maps to spheres in the non-equivariant case,
see the works of Grinis [I7] and Duyckaerts-Jia-Kenig-Merle [12]. We also
mention the works [30), BI] for outer-ball wave maps and [I8] for wave maps
on wormholes in the equivaraint case.

Wave map equations on curved spacetime were relatively less under-
stood. D’Ancona-Zheng [14] studied critical small data global well-posedness
of wave maps on rotationally symmetric manifolds in the equivariant case.
The critical small data global well-posedness theory for wave maps on small
asymptotically flat perturbations of R* was studied by Lawrie [40]. The long



time dynamics for wave maps on R x H? in the equivariant class were stud-
ied by sequel works of Lawrie, Oh, Shahshahani [41], [42] [44]. And Lawrie,
Oh, Shahshahani [43] obtained the critical small data global well-posedness
theory for wave maps from R x H? to compact Riemann manifolds with
d> 4.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some results
obtained in our previous works. Particularly, we recall the work space and
the existence of the caloric gauge. In addition, we prove the limit harmonic
map for the heat flow is exactly the unperturbed one. In Section 3 to Section
5, we recall master equation and prove the corresponding Kato smoothing
effects. In Section 6, we prove the smoothing estimates for the magnetic
heat equation and recall Strichartz estimates for magnetic wave equations.
In Section 7, by bootstrap we deduce the global spacetime bounds for the
heat tension field and finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2 Notations and Preliminaries

2.1 Hyperbolic Planes

In this paper, we consider the simplest class of Riemanniann symmetric
spaces of noncompact type, i.e., the hyperbolic plane H?. Recall that H?
can be realized as the hyperboloid in R'*2:

2 2 2 _

(zo,®1,72) € RM2 29 > 1

with metric being the pullback of Minkowski metric (—1,1,1) in R'*2. In
the geodesic coordinates of H?, the Riemannian metric is written as

dr? + (sinhr)2d6?,
and the Laplace-Beltrami operator is given by
A = 9% 4 cothrd, + (sinhr)253.

For A € C, the spherical function ) is the radial normalized eigenfunction
of A:

1
Apy = —(\ + Z)(P)u ©x(0) = 1.

In the case A € R, r > 0, ) satisfies the bound:
oa(r)] < wo(r) S (1 +7)e2. (2.2)
The hyperbolic plane can also be realized as the Poincare disk:

D= {(x1,22) € R? : |x1|2 + |:172|2 <1}



with the metric

4dz? + 4dx3
L—|21]? — |zof?

The volume form is given by
dz = 4(1 — |z>)"tdz,

where z = 1 + ix9 is the complex coordinate.
In addition, as a homogeneous space H? can be viewed as G//K, where
K = SO(2) is the rotation group in R? and G = SU(1,1) is defined by

SU(1,1):{<‘C_‘ Z) :|a|2—|c|2:1}

G acts on D in the following way:

Let dg be the normalized Haar measure of the group G = SU(1, 1) such that

/G f(g-0)dg = /D f(2)dz,

where o denotes the original point of ID. Recall that the convolution of
functions f1, fo on D are defined by

fir# falz) = /G f1(g.0)falg™"2)dg. (2.3)

The convolution is symmetric, i.e., fi * fo = fo* fi. And if f; or fo is a bi-K
invariant function (radial function in our case) i.e.,

f(z) = f(distance(z, 0))
for some function f defined on R*, then (e.g. fo is radial )
fix fae) = [ B D)E. 2.4
D

Recall that SLa(R) = NAK where A is the group of diagonal matrices with

determine 1:
c 0
A:{acz<0 C_1>:C€R*},

N is the unipotent group of matrices:

M= (1) wer),
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K denotes rotation group SO(2) as before. Identifying SU(1,1) = ZSLy(R)Z ™!

with
{2}

the decomposition SLy(R) = NAK induces the Iwasawa decomposition of
G =SU(1,1) = ZNAKZ L.

Back to the hyperboloid model ([2.I]), Iwasawa decomposition can be
written as G = NAK where G = SO(d, 1) is the connected Lie subgroup of
GL(3) that keeps Minkowsi metric and N, A are given by

coshvy sinhwv; O

A=<a, =| sinhv; coshv; 0 |:v3€R,, (2.5)
0 0 1
and
1+ %‘Ug’z —%’1)2‘2 V9
N={n,, = T2 1—1Lwa? v |iwmeRy.  (26)
V9 —V2 1

This induces a global coordinate system by the diffeomorphism ¢ : R x R —
H? given by

D : (v1,v2) — Ny, Ayy.0
or explicitly written as

1 1
® : (v1,v9) —> (coshvy + 56_U2|v1|2,sinhv2 + 56_”2|v1|2, e uy).  (2.7)

Then the Riemannian metric of H? now is
h = e 22(dvy)? + (dvy)?. (2.8)

The corresponding Christoffel symbols are
F%,l =-1 Fil = e, F%Q = F%,z = F%,l = F%,l =0. (2.9)

In addition, the analogy of (Z.10) and (24]) is

fi# o) = /G £1(9.0) falg~ )dyg, (2.10)
and
fis f@) = [ A@Ee)dvl, (2.11)

provided that f is a bi-K invariant function (radial function in our case).



In the following, we denote (1, z2) instead of (vq,v9) for the coordinate
given by (Z7) for M = H2. And the coordinates for the target manifold
N = H? induced by ([Z.7) are denoted by (y1,%2).

There exists a natural orthonormal frame at given point y € N given by

0 0
My =e”>— Q

, -2 2.12
oy 2 0y2 (212)

2.2 Fourier transform and Sobolev embedding

In this subsection, we recall the Fourier analysis on H? (see Helgason [20]).
The following is a sketch rather than a complete introduction, one may see
Section 2 of our previous work [45] for a more detailed introduction. For
z,y € R12 denote the Minkowski metric by [x,y] = —x1y1 + T2y2 + T3y3.
Given any b € S! and 7 € C, define k(b) = (1,b) € R2. Let

ey H2 = C, hyy = [z, k(b)]7 2.

Given any g € Cy(H?), the Fourier transform is defined by

1

Fg(r,b) = /H2 g(z)[z, k(b)) 2dx. (2.13)

Denote c()\) the Harish-Chandra c-function on H2. For some constant C

it is defined by ¢(1) = CF(E(:.)T). Then the corresponding Fourier inversion
2

formula is
g() :/ Fq(r, b)[a:,k(b)]_”_%\c(r)\_2dbd7.
0 St

The Plancherel theorem is given by

f(z)g(x)dvol, = % Ff(1,b)Fg(r,b)|c(r)|"2drdb.
H2 RxS!

Any function m : R — C defines a Fourier multiplier operator m(—A) by
1
F (m(=A)g) (1,b) = m(Z + 72) Fg(7,b). (2.14)

The fractional derivatives (—A)2 are defined by the Fourier multiplier A —
(7 +A%)%.
The Sobolev spaces H*P are defined by
H*P(H?) = (~A) 2 LP(H?), (1 <p < o0, s € R).

Moreover, for s = n € N, H¥P(H?) coincides with

W"P(H?) = {f € LP(H?) : |V f| € LP(H?), V¥ 0 < k < n}.



where V is the covariant derivative on H2. The Sobolev inequalities of
functions in H*? are recalled in Appendix A. And it is known that C2°(H?)
is dense in W™P(H?).
For radial functions k the Fourier transform (2.I3]) also has the identity
F(fxk)=(Ff)- (Fk).

Hence, given Fourier multiplier 7' of symbol m()\) defined via (ZI4]), by
[2I1) we can write T by its Schwartz kernel as

Tf(x) = - M (distance(z, 7)) f (z)dvoly.

We call the function M (z,7) := M (distance(z, 7)) the kernel of T" or Green
functions for T' sometimes. For instance, the kernel of the free resolvent

(—A — s(1 —5))~! in H? is given by (see (3.15))
[Rlo(s; 2, y) = (2W)_%e_i”“(sinh r) *Q (coshr),

and one may see Lemma for estimates of kernels of resolvent.

2.3 Function Spaces for Maps between H?

Denote V the covariant derivative in TN , and V the covariant derivative
induced by w in u*(T'N). Denote R the Riemann curvature tensor of N. I‘fj

and (ff]) denote the Christoffel symbols on M and N respectively.
For X,Y,Z € TN, we adopt the following notation for simplicity

(XANY)Z=(X,Z)Y —(Y,Z) X. (2.15)
Then the Riemannian curvature on N = H2 can be written as
R(X,Y)Z =VxVyZ —~VyVxZ - Vixy)Z=(XAY)Z

For maps v : H? — H?, we define the intrinsic Sobolev semi-norm " by

2 k—1 2
n — V d d 1 .
Hu”y) 1?:1: /]HI?‘ u’ voly

Given map u : H? — H?, [21) equips it with a vector-valued function
x — (u'(z),u?(x)) defined via
®(u' (2),u(2)) = u(z)

for any x € H2. Let Q : H?> — H? be an admissible harmonic map in
Definition [Tl Then the extrinsic Sobolev space is defined by

HG = {u: ut — QY (z),u? — Q*(z) € H(H?; C)}, (2.16)

10



where ®(Q' (), Q*(z)) = Q(z). We equip Hg with the following distance

2
dist,, g(v,w) = Z [V — WP |lwn2 @), Yo, w € HY. (2.17)
p=1

Denote
D ={u:M — N is smooth | 3K € M such that u = Q,Vz € M\K}.

Let H{) be the completion of D under the metric given by (2.I7). Then
Hg, coincides with H¢) by the density of C2° in W2, And we write H" for
simplicity. For maps from R x H? to H?, we define the space H" x H"~! by

2
Hn X Hn_l = {u| Z ||uk — QkHH"(HQ;R) + ||atuk||Hn71(H2;R) < OO} 5

k=1
(2.18)
with the distance given by
2
distygn g1 (u,0) = Y [[puF — S0P [ + ub — vF||rn. (2.19)

k=1

The local and conditional global well-posedness of (I3]) in H3 x H? are
recalled in Proposition Bdlin Appendix A, see [46] for its proof.

2.4 Gauges

Let the latin letters denote the index of z € H?, and let the Greek letter
a = 0,1,2 denote the index of ¢, . Throughout the paper we use the index
0 to stand for t. Let {e;(t, ), ea(t, z)} be an orthonormal frame for u*(T'N).
The corresponding connection coefficients are antisymmetric matrices:

[Aa]f = (Vaej, ex) .
Denote ¢, = (¢L,¢2) the components of 9; ;u under the frame {ey,es}:
¢l = (Oau, €;).

For any given R2-valued function ¢ defined on [0, 7] x H?, associate ¢ with
a vector filed ¢e

2
pe = Z qﬁjej.
j=1

11



Then the covariant derivative induced by w on the trivial complex vector
bundle over [0, T] x H? with fiber C? is defined by

Da¢ = 8a¢ + [Aa]¢7

which in the form of components reads as,

2
(Dat)” = 8ad® + D [Au]ke/.

j=1
It is easy to check the torsion free identity,

Dadp = Dpda- (2.20)

and the commutator identity (in the two dimensional case ( 2-d is Abel))
([Da, Dglo)e = ((0aAs — 05Aa)d)e = R(uw)(dau, Dgu)(de). (2.21)

Remark 2.1 With a little abuse of notation, for a,b,c € R2, we define a
matrix valued function a A b by

(aAb)c=(a,c)b— (b,c)a. (2.22)

By letting X = aFey, Y = bFey, Z = cFey, it is easy to see (Z22)) coincide
with (2ZI5]). Hence, (Z2ZI]) can be written as

[Daa Dﬁ]¢ = (gba A ¢B)¢ (2'23)

Lemma 2.1. Using the above notations, ({I.3) can be written as
Dy — W*Djdy, + hjkré'k@ =0

2.5 The existence of Caloric Gauge

Let X7 denote the space of maps from [0, 7] x H? to H? which satisfies
(u(t), Opu) € C([0,T); H3 x H?).

When non-trivial harmonic maps occur, Tao’s caloric gauge can be de-
fined as follows.

Definition 2.1. Assume u(t,x) € Xr is a solution to (1.3). Suppose that the
heat flow with initial data uy converges to some harmonic map @ : H? — H?2.
Then for a given orthonormal frame e(z) £ {e;(Q(x)) ?:1 on Q*(TN), a
caloric gauge is the couple of a map @ : RT x [0,T] x H?> — H? and an
orthonormal frame © = {©;(u(s,t,x)) ?:1 which satisfies

(1)0su = 7(u)

(11)Vs0; =0

12



(iti) lim ©; = e,

where the convergence of the frame is defined by

lim u(s,t,z) = Q(x)

S§—00

lim (05, ) Tasr.0) = (€i(Q(2)), 2;(Q(2)))- (2.24)

The equation (7) in Definition[2.1]is called the heat flow equation. Roughly
speaking, caloric gauge means transposing the frame fixed on the bundle
Q*TN parallel along the heat flow to the original map u(¢, x).

Recall the dynamic heat flow from H? to H? with a parameter ¢ € [0,T)

{ Osti = 7(u) (2.25)

u(s,t,x) [s=o= u(t,x)

The long time existence of the heat flow from H? — H? in H? is known,
see our previous work [46]. We summarize the long time and short time
behaviors obtained in [46] as a proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that u : [0,T] x H?> — H? is a solution to (1.3)
satisfying

[(Vdu, Vo) 2y 2 + ||(du, Opu)|| 2 2 < C(Mh), (2.26)

Denote u : RY x [0,T] x H2 — H? the solution to (2.23) with initial data
u(t,x). Then there exists some universal constant § > 0 such that for t €
[0, T, it uniformly holds that

1o~ 1 _ _
|82V du|| oo,z + 152 €%V || Lo oo + ||5€°* VOS| Loo o0
1 _ _ _ _
+ |52 €% 05l| Lo Lo + |l Lo 1,00) 250 + IVl Lo 1,00) 250 + | Vil Lo 2

+ |87 Vil oo 12 < C(M).

It has been prove in [46] that the heat flow initiated from all u(¢,z) for
different ¢ converges to the same harmonic map say ). We aim to prove @)
is exactly @ in the definition of our working space ’Hg But in our previous

work [46], this was only verified for small energy harmonic maps. Thus we
give a new proof to involve the large energy case. The key ingredient is the
differential inequality concerning the distance between two harmonic maps
proved by [26]. We remark that the main theorem 1.1 of [26] cannot be
directly applied to our case since it seems not easy to relate their boundary
map setting to our working space in a reasonable and effective way.

Lemma 2.2. If (u,0pu) is a solution to (I.3) in Xr, then as s — oo,

lim sup distyz (u(s, z,t),Q(z)) = 0.
8700 (1) eH2 X [0,

Proof. As remarked above we only need to verify ) = @ First we note that
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due to Corollary BIland Q, Q € H3,, one has @(M) and Q(M) are contained
in a geodesic ball of N = H? with radius R;. Hence the distance between
Q(x) and Q is equivalent to Q' — @1| +1Q?% - @2| up to some large constant
C(R;) depending on R;. [[20],Page 286] (the x = 0 case) has obtained the
following inequality

1 . ~
A(5ldist(Q(x), Q(2))F) > 0. (2:27)
Then the mean value inequality for nonnegative subharmonic functions yields
1 2w .
o [ Tdist(QUr 6), @, 6)) o (225)
0

is an nondecreasing function to r € (0,00). If there exists some r¢ such that
([2.28)) is strictly positive when 7 = rg, then integrating (2.28) with respect
to r in [rg,00) gives

/ ~ sinh r[dist(Q(r, 0), O (r, )] 2dédr = oo, (2.29)

o

But the left hand side of (2.29]) is bounded by
C(Ry) [ sinhrl(@1,Q%) (@' @*)drdd = C(R)| QIR < o,
0

which contradicts with (2.29). Hence dist(@v,Q) =0. O

The existence of the caloric gauge defined in Definition 21lis given below.

Proposition 2.2. Let (u,0pu) € Xr solve (I3). Fizing any frame e =
{e1(Q(x)),e2(Q(x))}, there exists a unique caloric gauge defined in Defini-
tion 21

The matrix valued connection coefficient A,; can be expressed by the
differential fields and the heat tension field.

Lemma 2.3. Let O(s,t,x) be the caloric gauge built in Proposition[2.2, then
fori=1,2, s >0 we have

Ai(s,t,x)\/hii(x) = /OO \/ R () (ps A i) ds’ + /bt (z) AS®. (2.30)
Ays,t,z) = / T 6y A ) ds (2.31)
where [A;’"]gf = /h"(z)(Viex(x), e;(x)).

Remark 2.1. Rewrite (2.30) as Ai(s,t,x) = A(s,t,z) + A"(s,t,x),
where A° denotes the limit part, and A!"" denotes the quadratic part, i.e.,

Adue — / bs A ids’.
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Similarly, split ¢; into ¢; = ¢3° + ¢1"", where $7"* = fsoo 0s;ds’, and
¢zoo(x) = (<8iQ7el> ) <8iQ7e2>)t rQ(x) .

2.6 Master Equation for Heat Tension Field

Writing the heat flow equation under the gauge shows the heat tension filed
¢ satisfies

¢s = h" D¢ — WFTh 0. (2.32)
And define the wave tension filed as Tao by
Z = Dy — W* Doy + W T . (2.33)
which is indeed the gauged equation for the wave map (L.3)).
Lemma 2.4 ([46] ). The wave tension field Z defined by (2.33) satisfies
0sZ = AZ + 209 4,0, Z + W A;A; Z + WO, AiZ — WIT A Z + Y (Z N ¢5) ¢
+ 3R (Opu A O;u) V1051, (2.34)

where with abuse of notations, since the last term is an intrinsic quantity,
the identity holds in the sense of equivalence:

Z < 7101 + Z309; (AZ) <+ (AZ1)O1 + (AZ2)Oq9, and so on.  (2.35)

And we will adopt this convention in all the following sections without em-
phasizing the implicit frame {©;}?_, in the identities if both intrinsic and
frame dependent quantities appear at the same time.

Lemma 2.5 ([46] ). Let Q be an admissible harmonic map. Fiz the frame

e in Remark 21 by taking e(Q(z)) = QQ(x)) (see (2:7)). Then

VRTAZE |+ VAT 62| S 1dQ (2.36)
0 (047~ TEARF) | S laQI. (2:37)

Lemma 2.6. Given any fixed frame e in Proposition [2.2, we have the heat
tension filed ¢s satisfies

(0F = D)s + Wy = —24,:0105 — AtAvds — 0 Aeds + 0.7 + (00 N bs)
— (93 N bo)dl" — WM (1" A s) o> — W (61" A )b

+ 207F AT O s + W AT AR by + WE AR AL by + BIF AT AL

+ hIF(9; A" — Th) AT s,

where A%, A" are defined in Remark 2], and W is given by

@ — W = —2h*A%0pp — WFA® AL o + W% (¢2° A @) o7
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— WR(0; A — T A7) . (2.38)

3 Geometric setting of H and Limiting Absorption
Principle for Free Resolvent

3.1 Geometric Setting of Magnetic Schrodinger Operator H

In Section 3 to Section 5 , we will prove the Kato smoothing effect for
H = —A + W given in Lemma First of all, we point out the operator
H is independent of the coordinates chosen for M.

Proposition 3.1. The operator H define in Lemma 1s independent of
the coordinates chosen for M. Furthermore, H is a symmetric operator in
L?(HZ%; C?).

Proof. In fact, it is easy to see A2 A%dzx is the connection one form on
Q*T N, thus it is independent of the coordinates chosen for M. And for any
given C%-valued function ¢, we have

W*AX O = (A, dp), (3.1)

where (-,-) denotes the metric tensor for one forms on M = H2. Moreover,
it is easy to check

WFAX AP = (4, A).

Thus they are invariant under the transform of coordinates as well. And for
any given coordinate system, one has

WF(0; A — T A) = —d* A. (3.2)

Combining these three facts shows H is independent of the coordinates cho-
sen for M. Let the inner product in the definition of the wedge operator A
given by (2:22)) be complex inner product, i.e.,

(aAb)c=(a,c)c2b — (b, c)c2a. (3.3)
Denote
By = —IW" AP AR @ + B (65° A ). (3.4)

Since A° is a real antisymmetric 2 X 2 matrix, B is a real symmetric non-
negative matrix valued function defined on M = H2. Now W is of the
form —2(A,dy) + (d*A)p + Bp. Hence, by integration by parts (see e.g.
Lemma 3.1 in [45] which is a companion paper of this work), H = —A+ W
is symmetric in L?(H?; C?). O
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3.2 Free Resolvent Estimates

In this subsection, we prove estimates for free resolvent especially the limiting
absorbing principle.

3.3 Notations

Denote D =+/—A. Let © = (—A — i)% be the shifted differential operator.
We remark that the shifted operator ® is not equivalent to D in LP.

For two Banach spaces X and Y, the space of bounded linear operators
from X to Y is denoted by £(X,Y), and the operator norm is denoted by
| llz(x,y)- For a closed densely defined operator T': X — Y, the resolvent

of T is denoted by Rr(z) := (T — z)~1, for instance

Rp(z)=(D—2)"" Ru(z) =(H -2 R z(z) = (VH—2)"".  (3.5)
For simplicity denote Ro(z) the free resolvent (—A — 2)~ 1,

Given a variable, e.g. r € RT, t € [0,00), j € Z, we write r~> ( =,
J~°°) to represent a function f(r) (respectively f(t), f(j)) satisfying:
For any integer n > 1 there exists a constant C'(n) such that

lf(r)] <Cn)r~—"™asr— o
or |[f(t)| < C(n)t ™™ ast — o0 (3.6)
or [f(j)| < C(n)]j|™™ as j — o0

A generalization of the Kunze-Stein phenomenon obtained by [Lemma
5.1, [3]] will also be widely used then. We recall it below for reader’s conve-
nience.

Lemma 3.1 ([3]). Given any 2 < p,r < oo, for any function h € LP (H?)
and radial function g on H?, there holds that

() 1/P
lg # bl < ClIAlL (/0 |<,oo|51|g|82sinhrdr> ,

where po(r) is the spherical function and satisfies the point-wise bound (2.2).
(s1,82) are given by

2min{r,p} rp
S1= ——— 82 = —(—»
r+p T+ p

and the constant C is independent of g, h,

The pointwise estimates for the free resolvent are given in Appendix
A. We recall the kernel estimates of the shifted wave operator proved by
[Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.4 [2]] for reader’s convenience.

Let xoo(A) be a cutoff function which equals one when A > % and vanishes

near zero. Denote xo = 1 — xoo. Recall that © = (—A— %)% and D = v/ —A.
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For o € R, 7 € |0, %), define the low frequency cutoff shifted wave operator
WU,T _ D @—TDT—O’ it
t0 — XO( ) e,

and denote its kernel as wZ 5 (r). The modified high frequency wave operator
is defined by an analytic family of operators

o2

11707 €
Wioo = r'(3/2—o)

Yoo (@):D—TDT—creit’D
in the vertical strip 0 < Ro < % Denote its kernel by @g;(r)
Lemma 3.2 ([2]). The two kernels wiy (r) and wy 5, (r) satisfy
o Assume |t| < 2. Then for anyr >0
[wyp (1) < ol(r)
o Assume |t| > 2.
— (a) If0<r< %, then
w5 ()] S 1t po(r)
— (b) If r > %, then
w5 (M1 S (L]t =) 2e2".
For any fized 7 € R and o € C with Ro = %, we have the following:
o Assume 0 < |t| < 2.

— (a) If 0 < r < 3, then

()] S 72 (1= log [¢])

t,00
— (b) If r > 3, then |} L (r)] = O(r~>e~3").
o Assume |t| > 2. Then for any r >0

G S (L4 |r = [¢]]) e 2",

t,00

where we used the notation (3.0).

Now we use the kernel estimates for the shifted wave operator to deduce
the resolvent estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let p(z) = e~ @9 for x € H?. Let o > 0. Then for all
z€C\[0,00):

18



° Forg<r<2 and 2 < p <6,
1 -
1A =7 =27 fllie S U flley (3.7)
° Forg<r§2 and 2 < p <6,

(0% 1 - (0%
lp™(=A =7 = 2) Y flle S I1F Iy (3.8)

Proof. We shall use the formula

1 <
(A== ki) =) [ N sinD)ar, (3.9
0

where C'(\, p) = sgnuw. Consider the analytic family of operators
RY™ = C(\, ) / e WA =it DT=T DT (5in 1D ) o (D). (3.10)

0

C\ p)e

o.T __
R =

3 / e WA =l DT=0 DT (5in 1D ) x oo (D)dt.  (3.11)
P(E_O-) 0

Thus by Lemma B2] and Lemma B], for 1 < r < 2 < p < 00, \,u € R,
T<2,0€R,

IRS™ fllze < Clflzs. (3.12)

where C is independent of A, . In particular, the low frequency part of (3.7))
is done.

When?Raz%,T<2, for any 1 < r < 2 < p < oo, the kernel of
DT=7D 77 (sin D) X0 (D) denoted by w, satisfies for any w > 0

o,T . — _1_
lweee * fllp S min(E™, 67272) [ £z, (3.13)

by applying Lemma and Lemma [3.1] again.

Meanwhile, when Ro = 0,7 < 2, we have the trivial L? — L? bound.
Hence, by complex interpolation one obtains that wggt satisfies (B.13) as
well in the regime

o - 1 - 11 - 1
3 p 272 " r

1
<5ty (3.14)

N =
el Q

Thus, take 7 = 1 and o = 1 in ([BI4]), then by inserting the bound (I3
to (BII) we obtain the high frequency part of (8.7). Combining with the
bound for low frequency part of (B.7) contained in ([B.12]), we arrive at ([B.7).

(B:8]) can be similarly proved by noticing the additional p® weight helps
us to use the p = ¢ = 2 case in Lemma [3.1] O

Remark 3.1. The results as (3.7) are usually called uniform resolvent esti-
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mates. For high dimensional hyperbolic spaces, one needs a scaling balance
condition for p,r, see [21] for H", n > 3. We remark that the proof here is
only available for n = 2 due to the t—* singularity at t = 0 in (3.9) when one
tries to apply dispersive estimates of wave operators in higher dimensions.

The convolution kernel of the free resolvent (—A — s(1 —s))~! in H” is
given by

["E]o(s; x,y) = (2m)~ 2 e~ (sinh ) Q" (cosh 1), (3.15)

where Q4 is the Legendre function with u = —2 , v =s—2. The point-wise

estimates for ["R]o(s;z,y) are given in Lemma ol in Appendlx A.
The spectrum of —A overlap with [%, o0). In order to study resolvent

near the spectrum half-line [1, 00), we need to define (—A — + — A2 £40) !
as what was done in the Euclidean case. The following lemma known as the

limiting absorption principle is totally analogous to the R™ case in Agmon

[1] and can be proved by using ([B.28]) to (3:30) below.

Lemma 3.4. For any A > 0, the limit  lim (—A — % -\t z)_l exists

z—0,32>0

in the space L(p~“L?, p~“L?). And we denote

1 -1
lim <—A — oAt z> = R (A+i0) . (3.16)

2—0,32>0 4

Moreover, g := Ro (A £10) f satisfies

(—A— i —\)g =0, (3.17)
and for all f € p®L? it holds
SR L) N = 25T [P (319

Assume f, — f, weakly in p*L?, z, — 2z with Sz, > 0,

o if Sz, =0, 2, > 0, then it converges strongly in L? that

"Ro( + 20)p% fr — p*Ro(24 — 10)p" (3.19)

O‘VRO( + 2n)p% fn = P*VRo (24 — 10)p" fs; (3.20)

o if Sz, >0 or Rz, < 0 then it converges strongly in L? that

“Ro( +20)p" fn = p Ro( +z*)p [ (3.21)

“VRo( +20)p% fn = p VRo( + 2:)p% . (3.22)
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Denote the convolution operator with kernel [QE]O(%,x,y) in (B.I3) by
G(0).

Lemma 3.5. For ¢ € {e : S > 0,|e| < 1}, there exists some universal
constant C such that

-1
H (—A — % + e2> — G(0) < e/t (3.23)
E(pfaL27pfaL2)
—1
v (—A _ i + e2> —va(0) < i, (3.24)
E(pfaL27pfaL2)

Proof. We only prove the case when Je > 0. The proof of Lemma B.5] is
based on the corresponding estimates for 9s[" R]o(s, z,y). We will frequently
use the identity

(2~ Q) = Qre). (3.25)

Let r = d(z,y), s = % + ¢'T¢, then Lemma Bl implies for any & > 0

<{ log|r|,|r| < 1

SV e @ pzr 0%

86[2]§]0(3, x, y)‘

By Lemma Bl one easily obtains (8:23]) from (B:26]) and Newton-Leibniz
formula.

Since |V d(x,y)| = 1 for any y € H2, the key ingredient to prove (3.24])
is the estimate for 9.0, [2R]o(s, z,y). By using (3.25)), (3.15) and Lemma B.5]
we have for any § > 0

(cosh?r — 1)_% sinh?r)r=2, |r| <1

0.0, Rly(s,7,9)| < i

P Alo(s:.9) { Cs(cosh?r — 1)_%(sinh2r)\e\%e_(3/2_5)r, lr] > 1
(3.27)

Thus ([B3.24)) follows by Lemma [3I] and the Newton-Leibniz formula. O

The following lemma was proved in [45].

Lemma 3.6 ([45]). For o € C with Ro > 0, we have for o > 0 sufficiently
small

(o1 1 - —a
lo*Ro( = o*)fllz2 S lol 11 £p~ 2 (3.28)
o 1 —a
l0*Ro( = o*) fll S N1 fp~" e (3.29)
o 1 —a
10"V Ro(5 = o) fllz2 S 1"z (3.30)
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Lemma 3.7. Let 0 < a < % Then for all o > 0, p € (1,00), we have

1(=A + 02 i)—lnLMLp < min(1,072) (3.31)

IV(=A + 0% - i)—lumw < min(1,0) (3.32)
(8407 = D osspor Smin(lo™)  (3.33)
IV(-8 40>~ )7 prazesyoore Smin(lo™). (334)

Proof. (333) and (3:34]) have been proved in our companion paper [Lemma
4.5,[45]]. The proof of [B31]) and (B:32]) are postponed to Section 9 of this
paper. O

3.4 Some Auxiliary Estimates

Lemma 3.8. Forr € (1,00), 1§p<q§ooand1+%—%>%, we have

IV?fllza S NIAS] e (3.35)
IV flle S NAFLy + IV Flloy + 1F N2y (3.36)

Proof. ([3.36)) is obtained by [66]. Fix y € H2. Let (r,0) be the polar coordi-
nates with y being the origin. Then (3:25) and (B.I5]) show

-1 -
02 [2R]0(§ + 0,d(z,y)) = ¢1(cosh? r — 1)_% sinh® 7 cosh T[4R]0(g +o,r)
+ co(cosh? r — 1)_% sinhr coshr[4§]0(g +o,7)
~ 3
+ c3(cosh? 7 — 1)~ ! sinh® 7 cosh r[4R]0(§ +o,7)

~ 5
+ ¢4(cosh?  — 1)~ ! sinh? r[GR]0(§ +o,7)

Thus when o = %, Lemma gives

- Ce™" ‘7" > 2
272 < ? — .
R <{ o d 1Y 37
Meanwhile, Lemma [B.6] yields
~ Ce™, |r|>1
2 < ? .
‘cothr@r[ R]o(l,d(x,y))‘ _{ Crd b= (3.38)

Therefore, in the polar coordinates with y being the origin, by (8.38]) and
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B37), for x € H? we have

3
= =3 Ir <1
Vi[QR]o(l,d(w,y))‘ < { gg_f ”LT";L (3.39)

Since the left and right hand side of ([B39) are free of coordinates charts,
we obtain that (3.39) holds for all (z,y) € H? x H?. Thus (3.35) follows by
Young’s convolution inequality. O

4  Spectrum Distribution and Coulomb Gauge on
the pullback bundle Q*T'N

First we show the spectrum of H is contained in [%, o0) by doing calculation
in the pullback bundle Q*T'N.

Proposition 4.1. Let e be any fized frame on Q*(T'N). Then the spectrum
of the operator —A + W defined in Lemma is contained in [1/4, 00).

Proof. Since H is independent of coordinates of M = H?, without loss of
generality we assume (21, z2) is an orthogonal coordinate system. Let e(x) =
{e;(Q(x))}2, be any given orthonormal frame on Q*T'N in Proposition
For f,g € L?>(H?,C?), we associate them with the vector fields fe =
fie1 + faes and ge =S gie1 + goeo respectively. The corresponding induced
covariant derivative on the complex vector bundle over H? with fibre C? is
given by
1 )

D; = 0; + AS°, with [AZOO]]; = (Viep, €k>.

Then we have
2
Vi(fe) = (0ifs+ Y _[AZIE foer = (Dife.
p=1

Furthermore, one has
RV, V;(fe) = h (D;D; f)e.
Meanwhile we see
(65 A f)97%)e = K'R(Q(2))(¢ie, fe)die, (4.1)

where we remark that the curvature tensor R here has been extended to
complex vector fields (see ([B.3]) for the corresponding scalar case). Therefore,
we conclude

RV, V;(fe) — hiTEV(fe) = ' (D;D;f)e — h¥TE (Dy f)e)
= (Af = Wfle - h"R(Q(z))(47°€, fe)di°e. (4.2)
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Hence ([41) and ([@2]) give
Alfel> = W (V;V,(fe), fe) + h'(fe,V;Vi(fe)) + 2h"(V,(fe), Vi(fe))
— h'TE(Vi(fe), fe) — h'TL(fe, V;(fe))
= (Af=WF fY+ (f,Af = W[) + 21" (V;i(fe), Vi(fe))
— W' (R(¢%€, fe)p%e, fe) — ' (fe, R(4%€, fe)p;%€).

Then by integration by parts, the self-adjointness of A — W and the non-
positiveness of the sectional curvature, we obtain

ﬂhA+Mﬂﬁﬁpz2AJﬁWAmL%U®me (4.3)

By Kato’s inequality |V|X|| < |VX| and the Sobolev inequality ||Vg||2, >
%HQH%Q, one deduces

[ (= mp v > 1 [ ((fe). (re)vol,
H? H2

1
= —/ | f|*dvoly.
4 S

Since the spectrum is contained in the numerical range, we obtain our lemma.

O

4.1 Weighted Elliptic Estimates for Coulomb Gauge

We will use the Coulomb gauge on Q*(T'N) to kill possible bottom reso-
nances. Thus we first need to prove the point-wise estimates for the new
connection coefficients induced by the Coulomb gauge. The existence of the
Coulomb gauge in two dimensions is well-known, see for instance [67]. We
give the detailed proof since it tells us the explicit form of the Coulomb
gauge.

Lemma 4.1. There exists an orthonormal frame {e1, e2} which spans Tg )N

for any x € M = H? such that the corresponding connection 1-form A €
AY(Ad Q*TN) satisfies the Coulomb condition, i.e.,

d*A = 0. (4.4)

Proof. In the two dimensional case, the connection coefficient matrix A; is

of the form
0 a;
(2 %) us
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for some real-valued function a;. Denote

N

Suppose that Q(Q(x)) is the frame on Q(x) given by (2I2). Then the

corresponding connection 1-form is
A= ARdat, [AR)F = (Vi Q). (4.6)

Given any real valued function ¢ € H'(H?;R), we associate it with a matrix
U € SO(2) defined by

o) S et

Define the new frame e*(z) = U(z)Q(Q(z)). Then the new connection 1-
from A is given by

A= A+deJ. (4.7)

Thus the Coulomb condition reduces to

d*A=d*A+ AT =0. (4.8)

Hence it suffices to set
&J = (=A)"d* A (4.9)
U

Proposition 4.2. Assume that the given frame e in Proposition is the
Coulomb gauge constructed in Lemma[4.1l. Then the associated Schrodinger
operator H = —A + W reads as

H(,D = —A(p — Qh“AZ&go - h“.AZ.AZgD + h”((/ﬁz A (,0)(/5@ (4.10)
where A; = A 4+ 0;6€J. And :#5, is R? walued function defined on M = H?:
bi = ((0:Q(x), e1(2)). (0:Q(x), ex()))"

Moreover, let X = —2hiiA,~a%i denote the magnetic field part of H and V

denote the left electric potential part, i.e. H = —A + X + 'V, then for any
0 < B < o there holds

e (a) V is nonnegative on L?(H?;C?)
o (b)) lpPAllLe < C

o (c)lpPV]e <C
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Proof. Fix any orthogonal coordinate system {xq,z2} for M = HZ2. Denote
A = A;dz*. Then the Coulomb condition is written as

R (9 4; — TEAL) =0, (4.11)

thus the (4II) term in H = —A+ W vanishes and (4.10]) follows. It remains
to prove the three claims (a),(b),(c). Since the V' part reads as

Vi = —hE A Ao + B (i A ), (4.12)

(a) is easy to verify by the negative sectional curvature of N and the fact A;

is antisymmetry and real. By (2Z36) and A = A + d¢J, for (b) it suffices to
prove

d€] < 7. (4.13)
With ([4.9), one notices that (£13]) reduces to prove
lp PV (~A)"1d* Al < C. (4.14)

By the identity d*A = —hi (8;A3° —T¥ A) and ([Z3T), we see ped*A e L2.
Thus by (8:6]) and Young’s convolution inequality, one has for any 8 € (0, o)

lp™ "V (=A)" " Al < C. (4.15)

Until now we have obtained
Al < P (4.16)
With (£12), (c) follows from (236]) and (4.I6]). O

Lemma 4.2. Fiz the frame e in Proposition to be the Coulomb gauge
built in Lemmal[{.1. In the polar coordinates for M = H2, H can be written
as

Hp = —Ap — 2A4,0,¢ — 2Agsinh ™2 1990 — Upp — Upyp (4.17)
where we denote

Z’[T‘p = .Ar.Ar‘p - (é;r A 90)57“ (4.18)
Uy = sinh =2 rAg Agp — sinh 2 7’((59 A gp)(gg (4.19)

Then one has when r > 6,

U | + U] < CpP (4.20)
10, A, | + | (sinh ™! )9 Ag| + | (sinh ™2 7)dpAg|
+ |(sinh ™! )9, Ag| < C(6) (4.21)

Proof. (4£20Q) is a trivial corollary of Proposition It suffices to verify
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(@.2I). By viewing AZ, as a real-valued function [Agf’r]% we have
OZA;O = (Vivjﬁl, Qg> + <Vle, VZ-Qg), (422)

where we associate r with ¢ = 1 and 0 with ¢ = 2 respectively. Then inserting
the explicit formula ([212) for € 5 into [@22), we get

8214]00 = <V2 <€Q26jQ2i> ,Q2> + <v < Fp a > ,Q2>
8yp

Q28 2 + QQFp (9 f (9 >
< Q a Yy 226yq

<6Q26 Q2 Q2 0 Qg> <e ]ZQ2— Q2> < C9,Q°TY —— 0 Qg>
8yp

2 2—p 8 =p 8 2 =p 8
+ <61Q eQ Fjla—yp,Qg> —|— <€Q alrjla—yp,92> + <€Q F lrlpa Q >

0 2 0 —=¢ 0
+ Q2 2 v + Q Fp 1—\2 >
< Q 8 Yp 29y, 9Yq

Recalling the explicit formula for [V*Q?| for i = 1,2,k = 1,2, one obtains

|0 A + |(Sinh_1 T)0g Ag°| + |(Sinh_2 )09 Ag°| + |(Sinh_1 )0 Ag°|
2
< Y IVRQ A | cothro. Q. (4.23)

k=1,i=1

When r > §, by Sobolev embedding and Kato’s inequality, ([@23]) further
gives
9, A%°| + |(sinh ™! 7)9p A3°| + | (sinh =2 )9y AS°| + |(sinh ™! )9, AP
2

SCEO) > IVFQ e

k=1,i=1
2 .
8) > 11Q"liga- (4.24)
i=1

Hence, since A; = A + 9;¢J, for @ZI) it suffices to bound |h797E[. Re-
calling A = A®dz' and £J = (—A)~1d* A, we see

h102ul < |V ((—A)~'d* A)| + cothr|9,u|
< [V2((~A)~1d* A)| + cothr|dul. (4.25)
Applying Lemma B.8 and Lemma 2.5 give for r > ¢ and some py > 4

W10%u) < V2 ((—A) 7 d" A) || + C(6)l|dul|
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< ||d* Al pro + C(0)||du]| oo (4.26)
Thus (4.Z])) follows. O

5 Resolvent Estimates for Magnetic Schrodinger
Operators

We recall the Kato smoothing theorem.

Theorem 5.1 ([29]). Let Y1,Ys be two Hilbert spaces and U : Y1 — Y3 be a
self-adjoint operator with resolvent (U — \)~L. Let T : Y1 — Ya be a closed
densely defined operator. Assume that for any A € C\ R, g € D(U*), there
holds

IT(U =X Tglly; < Cllgllyz

Then e f ¢ D(U) for all f € Y1 and a.e. t, and

> +itU £(2 2 2412
| i < gl

oo

Denote the Schrédinger operator —A +W as H = —A+ X + V. (see
Proposition @2)) The resolvent of H is denoted by Ry (z) = (H — z)~'.

5.1 Nonexistence of Resonance and Small Frequency Esti-
mates

Lemma 5.1. Let o > 0, and e be the Coulomb gauge on Q*T'N in Propo-
sition 2.3, And H = —A + W is the corresponding Schrddinger operator.
Then we have

(Hg,9)12 > (Vg,Vg)rz2. (5.1)

Proof. From Proposition [£.2] V' is nonnegative and H is self-adjoint. Thus
one has

(~Ag+Wg,g) = R(~Ag+Wg,g) >R(Vg,Vg) +R2(h" A;0:9,9). (5.2)

Meanwhile by viewing A = A;dz’ and the fact d* is the dual operator of d,
we conclude

2R(h" Aiig, 9) = (A, d(lg*)) = (d" A, 1g*) =0, (5:3)

where the last equality is due to the Coulomb condition. Therefore, (5.3])
and (5.2)) yield

(—Ag+Wg,9) > (Vg,Vyg).
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Proposition 5.1. Let o > 0, and e be the Coulomb gauge on Q*TN. Then
p~ (I + WG(0))™1p® is invertible in L.

Proof. Let T(e) = p=“W(—A — 1 + ie?)"1p®, for € € (0,1) and let Ty =
p“WG(0)p®. We first calculate the spectrum distribution of T'(¢). By
Fredholm’s alternative, T'(¢) only has pure point spectrum. Assume A is
an eigenvalue of T'(¢), then for some u € L? it holds T(e)u = Au. Let
g=(—A—1+ie*) " p®u, then we have

1
A=A =g+ ie?)g = Wy. (5.4)
Thus we obtain
(A—I—l)(—A—Z—I—ze )g:(—A—Z—l-ze +W)g. (5.5)

Since % — i€? belongs to the resolvent set of —A, p®u € L?, we see g € H?.

And thus integration by parts yields

1) (19090 = (= i)(0.0)) = (<A~  +ie + Wg.g). (50)

Without loss of generality, we assume ||g||;2 = 1, and then it holds

(T — To) (T — i€?)

A=
I3+ et

; (5.7)
where we denote 'y = ((=A — £+ W)g,g) and T'y = (Vg,Vg) — 1(g,9). In
the Coulomb case, by Lemma B.1] (5.7)) gives

RA > 0. (5.8)

Suppose that 1 + Ty is not invertible in L2, by Fredholm’s alternative, —1
is an eigenvalue of Tp. Since the only possible accumulated point of o(7p)
is 0 due to the compactness, we see —1 is an isolated spectrum of Ty. Let
0B(—1,0) be a small circle centered at —1 with radius § > 0. Define the
projection operator Py by

PO = / (T(] - Z)_le.
9B(—1,9)

Since —1 is an isolated spectrum, we have a uniform bound for all z €

OB(—1,6)
1(To = 2) 22 < C(0). (5.9)

Then by the resolvent identity, Lemma[3.5] and Neumann'’s series argument,
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we have for all z € 9B(—1,6) and € € (0,€(0)) with 0 < () < 1,

I(T(e) = 2)7H < MI(To = 2) ™I+ (T(e) = To)(To — 2) ™) Hlz2sz2 < Ci(6).
(5.10)

Similarly we define the projection operator P. by

P = / (T(e) — 2)"dz.
9B(~1,06)

Then by the resolvent identity, (5.9) and (5.10]), we obtain for e sufficiently
small,

|1Pe = Poll2— 12
= [T - ) O ~ T T~ e ad
8B(~1,8)
< C1(0)C(6)de.
Let e < 1, one has ||P.— Py| 2,2 < 3. But we have shown B(—1,6) is away
from the spectrum of T'(e) for any € > 0, thus P. = 0. Hence we arrive at

|Pollz2—r2 < &, which contradicts with the assumption —1 € o(7p). Thus
I + Tj is invertible and the lemma follows. O

Now we deal with the small frequency part.

Lemma 5.2. Let e be the Coulomb gauge on Q*T'N, o > 0. There exist
d >0 and C > 0 such that it holds uniformly for 0 < |o| < 0, So > 0 that

<C. (5.11)

1
p*(H — = +0)""p°
4 L2112

Proof. Denote (—A — % —0)~! = Z,. By the formal identity

1
(H — i o)l =2,I+WZz,),

it suffices to prove for some C' independent of 0 < |o| < §, S > 0

10°Zop* |22 < C (5.12)
(I + p= "W Zop®) |22 < C. (5.13)

has been verified in Lemma [3.0] By resolvent identity, we have for-
mally that

(I+p W Zep®) ™t = (I+p “WG(0)p*) (I + Z(I + p‘”‘WG(O)pa)(‘l)‘la
5.14

where Z denotes p~“W (Z, — G(0))p®. Then by Lemma 3.5, Proposition
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(.10 and Neumann series argument we obtain for 0 < |o| < §, So > 0
1T+ Z(I + p*WG(0)p*) ™) [ g2sp2 < 2.

Hence (5.13)) follows by Proposition 5.1 (514). The (—A — 1 +0)71 case is
the same and thus our lemma follows. O

5.2 Mediate Frequency Resolvent Estimates

The mediate frequency resolvent estimate is standard in our case by applying
the original idea of Agmon [1] and the Fourier restriction estimates obtained
by Kaizuka [28].

Lemma 5.3. If I + p *WRo(\ + i0)p® is not invertible in L? for some
A >0, then i + X is an eigenvalue of —A + W in L2.

Proof. By Fredholm’s alternative, we can assume there exists f € L? such
that

F+p “WRo(A £0)p*f = 0. (5.15)

Let g = Ro(A+i0)p f, then Lemma36 with (37) shows g € L" for r € (2,6),
Vg € p~®L? and

1
(—A — Z)g:)\g—i-Wg (5.16)

in the distribution sense. By density arguments and (5.I5]) (the potential
part decays exponentially), one can verify

(p"f. Ro(A£i0)p"f) + (Wg,g) = 0 (5.17)

By the self-adjointness of W, we deduce
S(p™f, Ro(A £ i0)p"f) =0 (5.18)
Let f = p®f. Hence (3IR) implies | Ff(r,b)c~! ()| 2 vanishes when 72 = A.

Then the Fourier restriction estimate in [[28], Equ. (4.4)] gives for any
6 € (0,1)

/ U () Ff(r,b) — LA FF(AR, b)|db) 2
< Clr = A2 P ()2 £ . (5.19)
By the vanishing of ].Ff()\%,b)c_l()\%)F, (519) further yields

T T < INF = o) 3,
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Thus by Plancherel identity, one has for 0 < §; <« 1 and % <y <1,

lgll7> < / / — N2 N () Ff(r,b)| *dbdr
W) 2F0 (12, + [[(z) 202 £ 12,

( ) Flze-
This implies g € L?, thus by (5.16) and Wg € L?, Ag € L?. Hence g € D(H)
and A + i is an eigenvalue of H. O

The proof of the following lemma is quite standard, see [[24], Lemma
4.6]. For completeness, we give the detailed proof below.

Lemma 5.4. For all A > 0 and € € [0, 1], we have

sup
AE[5,671],e€]0,1]

< (). (5.20)

1
p*(H — = — X £ ie)p®
4 L2—L2

Proof. The non-existence of positive eigenvalue of —A + W in (i,oo) is
standard by Mourre estimates, see [Prop. 5.2 [5]] for the electric potential
case and [15] for the original idea. Thus by Lemma [(5.3] for all A > 0

I+ p ®R(\ £i0)p® is invertible in L2 (5.21)

By the identity Ry (3 + A £ ie) = Ro(5 + A £ ie)(I + WRo(F + A £ie)) ™!
and Lemma [B3.0] (5.20) follows by

sup I+ p~ O‘WRO( + A tie)pY 22 < C(0). (5.22)
AE[5,671],e€]0,1]

Denote T(\, €) = p~ W (—A— 1 — A+tie)p®. Assume (5.22) fails, then there
exists f,, € L? with || f,]/z2 = 1 and (\,,€,) € [§,071] x [0,1] such that

(I + T (An,€n)) full2 — 0. (5.23)

Up to subsequence, we assume A, — A, and €, — €,. And one may assume

fn — f« weakly in L?, then (3.19) to [3:22) give
T (A €n)fn = T(As, €) fo strongly in L2 (5.24)
Thus (£.23)) shows for f, € L2 it holds in the distribution sense that
fs + T(Ai, &) f = 0. (5.25)

If e, > 0, it is obvious f, = 0 by (5:25]). If €. = 0, we also have f, = 0 by
(G.21). Then (5.23) and (5.24)) yield

Jim £l = 0. (5.26)
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which contradicts with || fy |72 = 1. O

5.3 High Frequency Estimates

Let x(x) € C°°(H2) be a cutoff function which equals one in {z : d(x,0) >
26} and vanishes d(x,0) < ¢. To separate the long range part of the magnetic
potential away, we introduce the following decomposition:

VI x@V, VI — (1= x(x)V o7
X0 = o (@) A, Xner =21 — (@) ki A, O
Let us consider the operator Hy := —A + X/o" + V/o7 first. The high

frequency resolvent estimates for H;y in the weighted space is given by the
following lemma. The proof of Lemma is an energy argument based on
[6] where high frequency resolvent estimates for Schrodinger operators with
large long-range magnetic potentials in R™ are considered.

Since the polar coordinate (r,6) for M = H? will be used below, we first
rewrite Hy in the following form

Hip=—Ap+ V.0 + Vysinh™ 19y + Upp + Upyp (5.28)
where we denote
V, = —x(z)A;, Vg =—x(z)sinh ™ rAy

Urp = _X(x)Ar-AT’SD + X(x)((gr A (:0)(/57’
Upp = —x(2) sinh =2 rAgdgp + x(2) simh =2 7(dg A @) g

Noticing that due to the fact H is independent of the coordinates cho-
sen for M, the results obtained in the polar coordinates can be directly
transformed to coordinates given by (2.1).

Before stating the following lemma, we remark that although H; is not
self-adjoint due to the cutoff function y, the numerical range of H is still con-
tained in the real line. This can be verified by applying the Coulomb condition.

Thus, % + A2 + e lies in the resolvent set of H for any € > 0.

Lemma 5.5. Let 0 < oo < 1 be fized and let § > 0. If A\g > 0 1is sufficiently
large depending on «,d, then for all A > \g, € € [0,1], it holds that

pO‘RHl(i + A2 & je) p® <O, (5.29)

L2112

where C' is independent of 9, €.

Proof. See [6] for a R™ analogy. We will only prove (5.29) for Ry, (++A\2+ie),
the negative sign case is the same. Introduce a weight function

Vo (r) = (tanhr)*1p2.
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Let (r,0) € RT x [ 2] be the polar coordinates for H?, and u = sinh? rf.
Let X = (R" x [0,27],drdf). Define the operator P : g — Pg by

1
Pg = A2 sinh% T(Hl — Z —)\2 + ie) (sinh_% rg) .
Since p® < 1)y, for ([5.29) it suffices to prove

[aullL2xy < Ol Pull g2 (x)- (5.30)

All the inner product (-,-) in this proof denotes (-, )72 x). Denote
D, = M‘l@r, Dy = i)\_lag.

It is easy to verify

1 cosh?
Pu = D2u + sinh ™2 rDju — \72 o8 5 "
4 sinh® r

+ A2V, 0,u + A2V sinh ! rdpu,

+ A2 Lu + (ieX™% — 1)u

where L =1 —1v, csht 7 4 1y (see (B2R) for V.., Uyp)

T sinh r

Divide L into the long range part Ly and the short range part L; by

1 1. coshr
Lo= - r , L1 =—=V,— . 31
0 2+U+U9 ! 2 sinhr (5:31)
Define the energy functional E(r) by
E(r) = | Dyl + (A2 sinh ™2 rAgu + u, u) — A2 (Lou, u) (5.32)
— A 2R(Vgsinh ™! rdyu, u), (5.33)

where we denote
1
Agu = Ofu — Z(cosh2 r)u.

Then by direct calculations we have

dE

= A0, 0Pu) + A*(02u, ru) —2(A7(coshr) sinh ™ rAgu, u)
r

d
28y Lo)u, u) — X2R(9, (Vg sinh ™ r)dpu, u)
+ (A2 sinh ™2 rAg + 1)0pu, u) — A 2(Lodru, u) — A 2R(Vysinh ™ 79p0,u, u)
+ (A" Zsinh ™2 rAgu + u, Opu) — A\ 2(Lou, Opu) — A" 2R(Vysinh ™t rdpu, d,u)

€ c a

1
- i(simh_1 A2 cosh r(u, u).
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Meanwhile, we have for P=P—iex2— A2L,
INS(Pu, Dyu) = K + K, (5.34)
where K denotes

K = X\"2(0%u, 0pu) + (A2 sinh ™2 793 + 1)u, dpu) — X\~*(Lou, Opu)
d e c
— (A 2V sinh ™t rdpu, pu) — A2V, 0,u, Opu) .

a b

Integration by parts with respect to 6 in [0, 27] yields
(030,u,u) = (Oru, Dju). (5.35)
By integration by parts and the skew-symmetry of Vg, one obtains
(Vg0pOru,u) = (Opu, Vodgu) — (09(Vg)Oru,u). (5.36)
Hence we obtain
R(sinh ™ rVeydru, u) + R(sinh ™ rVydgu, 0,u)
= —R(sinh ™ 7(9y V) u, u) + 2R(sinh ™ 7'V pdpu, d,u). (5.37)

This will lead to part cancellation of all the terms with low index (a) in
% — 2X\(Pu, D,u). Since Ly is self-adjoint, we have

(LoOyu,u) + (Lou, Opu) — 2R(Lou, Oru) = 0. (5.38)

This will lead to part cancellation of all the terms with low index (¢). By
(538), (B.37) it is easy to see all the terms with low index (d) appear-

ing in % — 2/\(ﬁu,Dru> cancel. Pind by R(V,0,u,0ru) = 0 (V, is skew-
symmetric), the (b) term in K 4+ K vanishes. Therefore, by (5.38]), (5.37)
and comparing the terms according to their low indexes we conclude

(Z—E = 2X\(Pu, Dyu) — 22 2(cosh r)(sinh =3 r) (Agu, u) (5.39)

”
— \72{((0r Lo)u, u) — A2R(D, (Vg sinh ™! 7)dgu, u)
— A\2R((09 V) sinh ™ rdpu, u) — %)\_2 coth r{u,u) (5.40)

1 1 1
Since Ay is positive, we define A7 by (AJu, Aju) = (pu, Jpu)+cosh? r(u, u).
Then by Lemmald.21and the fact that the supports of Vg ,., U, g are away from
zero and noticing that the non-positive last term in (.40) can be absorbed
to the second term on RHS of (5.39), one obtains

de 1 1 1
= > 5)\_2(cosh 7)(sinh ™2 ) (A2 u, A u)
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- 0<5>A—2||¢au||i2m — CON  aDrull2a ) — 2AN(r),  (5.41)

where N (r) = ! Pu Dru ! Therefore,

/ E(r)dr

< CON M baDrullZa ) + CON2bat]Za ) + 2X / N(r)dr.
(5.42)

And by integration by parts on [0,27], one has the last term in (5.33) is
equal to

A 2R (usinh ™t rdp Vg, u), (5.43)

which can be absorbed to the (u,u) term in (5.32)) if A is sufficiently large
depending on . And it is easy to see for A sufficiently large the term

~A"2%(Lou,u) can also be absorbed into (u,u). Hence, for \ sufficiently
large E(r) defined by (5.32]) has the following bound

1 1
—E(r) < A" %(sinh 2 r) (A2 u, AZu). (5.44)

N =

Multiplying (5.41)) with 1) cosh ™! 7sinh r, by integration by parts we deduce

/ to cosh™ rsinhrE'(r)dr = —/ d%(?/)a cosh™! 7 sinhr) E(r)dr.
0 0

(5.45)
Since d%(?/)a cosh™! rsinh r) < cat), with a universal constant ¢ > 0, then
shows
/ e cosh™ rsinhrE (r)dr < a/ Yol E(r)|dr. (5.46)
0 0

Meanwhile (5:42]) and (5.44]) imply
/ Yol B(r)ldr < C(8, )X [YaDrul|Fa(xy + C 6, )N [¢au 2,
0

1
+2C(« / N (r)dr + )\ ?[[4b& (sinh ™" r)Bgu[ 2 x)-
(5.47)

Therefore by (5.47), (5-46]) and (5.41]), we obtain
T
5)\ %||4h& (sinh 17‘)89u||%2(X)

1
< caX™?|[d (sinh ™! )50U||L2 y T+ C0,a)A _2||¢au||i2(x)

36



T C(6, N gaDytl22 ) +2C ()N / N(r)dr.
0
Let 0 < aw < 1 be fixed say a = 1/100. Then we conclude

1
A72(|9d (sinh ™! #)dpul72 )

< C(6, )2 a2 ) + C(6, N[ aDyt]22 ) +2C(@)A /0 N (r)dr.
(5.48)

Meanwhile, since ||Lg||re is bounded (V vanishes near zero) , one has by
(G33) that when A > 1

/ Vo (r)E(r)dr > Hiﬁoch UHL<X ”%UHL(X
— 2)\‘2\\1/13 sinh—erg ullZ2(x)- (5.49)
Combing (5.48)), (5.47) with (5.49]), we arrive at
il + 68Dyl + 102 sinh ™" rAZul3a
< 06, )N WA Dol 2a ) + OB )N [ ul2a
+ Cla) /0 N()dr. (5.50)

Define P = P +ieA™2 = P — A 2Ly, M* = |(Pu,D,u)|, and M(r) =
|(Pu, D,u)|. By Lemma [4.2] and the support of V, we see

[e'e) 1
A / M*(r)dr < CEON bdullZa 0 + CON 203 Dyulla )

TN 2 PulZay + 03Dl (5:51)

Now we are ready to show (5.30)) is a corollary of the following Claim: when
A>1

o0 1
A2Jull2s ) < / (Pu,w)ldr + CON2[gdullary,  (5:52)
1Dyl ) <2 /0 [(Pu, u)ldr + 4]ul22 (5.53)

In fact, inserting (5.52)), (5.53) and (.51 to the inequality
N(r) < M*(r) + X7 e(llull 22 x) + 1DrullZ2(x),
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one immediately obtains that the RHS of (5.50) is bounded by

1
O(6, )N [ Drul2a ) + C (8, )N [l 2,
- C(a)™ 22 PullZa ) + plle3ullZe - (5.54)

Let 0 < a < 1 first be determined, then take 0 < p < 1, and finally let
A > 1 depending on the size of C'(d, ). Then (5.54]) can be absorbed by the
left of (5.50) and thus giving (5.30) with C independent of 4.

Hence it remains to verify (5.52) and (5.53). Consider [ R(Pu,u)dr,
then (5.53)) follows easily by integration by parts and the L> bounds of 9, V.
and Vy implied by Lemma (recall that V vanishes near zero). Applying
mtegratlon by parts and Lemma [£2] we also have (5.52]) by considering
Io° S(Pu, u)dr,. O

We also need the gradient resolvent estimates for H;.

Lemma 5.6. Let 0 < a < 1 be fized and let § > 0. If A\g > 0 is sufficiently
large depending on «v, 0, then for all A > Ao, € € [0,1], it holds that

1 1 1
w2 VRHl(Z + A2 +ie)2 | 22 < C, (5.55)

where C' is independent of 0, €.

Proof. As before we only prove the positive sign VR, (3 + A% + i€). (5.54)
and (5.50) yield

1 1

48 (sinh ™" r)gul| 12 (x) + 118 (cothr)ullr2(x)
1 1

+ 1Yaullz2xy + & Drull p2(x)

1
S Allva PUHLZ(X)

Recall u = sinh? rf, X =Rt x [0,27]. D, = iAx7'0,, Dy = iAx"10y, P =
A2 sinh? r(Hy — 3 — A2+ ie) sinh ™2 7, then one has
3 —1y1,3 Lo
A& Pullpzxy = A7 [[va (Hi — 1 A +ide) fl 2 m2)

1 1
[44 sinh ™! rDoul| 2 (x) = A Hlpd (M)VafllL2m2),
where with abuse of notation we denote Vof = 9y fdf, V., f = 0, fdr. Thus

we have

1 1 1 1 .
v (r)Vafllrzmey + 1V& fll2@zy < llva (Hy — 1 A+ i€) f | L2 u2) -
(5.56)
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By direct calculations, one has

1 1 L1
N30, fll 2y S W& Drullr2(xy + A7 |48 (sinh ™2 ) cosh r f | p2(x).-
(5.57)

Split X into X; = [1,00) X [0, 27] and X ; = (0, 1] x [0, 27]. Then it is easily
seen that

| 1 1
[1a (sinh™2 r) cosh g fll r2(x,) < Cllva fll 2gm2)-

Meanwhile we have

1 1 1 1
lvé (sinh_% r) cosh 7‘¢3cfHL2(XH) < [va (sinh_1 r) cosh 7’7/15U”L2(XH)-
(5.58)

Thus by (5.56), (558) and (5.57), we conclude

1 1 _1 1 .
va fll2@zy + Ve Vil e@e) S 1Ya (A — 1 N ti€) fll p2az). (5.59)
|

Now we transform the resolvent estimates for the long range part Hi to
1

the full Schrodinger operator H by viewing the short range part as a ¢3 L™
perturbation for H;.

Lemma 5.7. Let 0 < a < 1 be fized and let § > 0. If A\g > 0 is sufficiently
large depending on a0, then for all X > Ao, € € [0,1], it holds that

1
pO‘VRH(Z + A2+ je)p®
where C' is independent of €, \.

<o, (5.60)

1
P Ru (7 + M =+ i) p®
L2112

<C, (5.61)

L2112

Proof. We only consider the positive sign. Recall the definitions of far and
near electric/magnetic potentials in (5.27). Denote z =  + A2 +ie. We aim
to use the formal identity

Ry (2) = Ry, (2)(I 4 (V7 4 X" YRy )L, (5.62)

Hence we first show for A > A\g(d),
o™ (VI + X Ry p || 12y 12 < 0(1). (5.63)
where o(1) denotes a quantity which tends to zero as § — 0. By the identity,

Ry, (2) = Ry — Ro(V/™ + X/*\Ry (2), (5.64)
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Denote A" = (1 — x(z)).A, then by Lemma [3.6]
[(p= (V™4 4 X7 Rop® | o 12
< [lp™ 4w TV | oo 163 Rop® | 2 1
o A 452 | o 0V Rop® 2 12
< 063017,

where we used Lemma 2] and the inequality 1, !(r) < 717% in the supports
of Vmear - An€4 which are contained in {z : d(z,0) < d} in the last line. The
same arguments show

o™ (Ve 4 X" ) Rop® | 2y p2 < CB30—),
Again due to Lemma B.6], one has
[P X Ro(XT ) Ry (2)p% 12, 12
< Nl A o |64V Rop® [ 2 2l 0™ AT | o 0V Ry (2067 12,12
< 063, (5.65)

where we applied Lemma [5.6] in the last line. Hence (5.63)) follows by (5.64)
and similar arguments as (5.65). Thus by first choosing 0 < § < 1, then
letting A > 1, we have

1
o™ (Ve 4+ X Ry, % 122 < 5

We remark that this is possible because the constant C' in Lemma and
Lemma is independent of §. Therefore (5.62]) makes sense and we have

lp*Rer(2)p™ll 22 < 2010° Rey (2)p™ [l g2 p2 < CX7
10V Ru (2)p% || 22 < 2/p"V Ry (2)p% | 1212 < C.

5.4 Assemble Resolvent Estimates in All Frequencies

Lemma [5.2] Lemma 5.4l and Lemma 5.7 give the desired resolvent estimates
for H.

Lemma 5.8. Let H be defined in Lemma with e being the Coulomb
gauge. The limit  lim (H — % == z)_l exists strongly in L. And if

2—0,32>0
we denote

2—0,32>0 4

1 —1
Ry(A2+i0) = lim <H —— Xz z> , (5.66)
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then we have

p*“Rer (A% 4 40)p% || 122 < Cmin(1,A7h). (5.67)
Proof. Lemma [5.4] shows Mg (A2 £ 40)(1 + W9o(A\2 £i0))~! makes sense in
L2 for any A > 0. Thus for 3z > 0 with 3z < d,, we can pass the identity

1 1 1
i N4 27 = Ry(\ + T EAI+ W Ro(\? + i 27 (5.68)

to the following by Lemma [3.4]

(H —

R (A2 +140) = Ro(A2 +40) (1 + WR(A\? £i0)) L.

Moreover the estimates of (5.68]) can be transformed to Ry (A2 +i0). Thus
Lemma (5.2, Lemma [5.4] and Lemma [5.7 yield (5.67]). O

Proposition 5.2. The operator VH satisfies the resolvent estimates,
lp*(VH = 2)"p* || 2512 < C, (5.69)

where C' is independent of z € C\R. As a corollary the Kato smoothing
effect holds

o e ™l S £ 11z2s (5.70)
Proof. The original idea is due to [13]. Since we have the identity for z > 0
(VH — 27" = (VH +2)7 +22(H - 227, (5.71)
and z € (—00,0) belongs to the resolvent of v/H, by Lemma [5.8, Lemma [3.4]
and Phragmén-Lindelof theorem, it suffices to prove (5.69) for z € R.
Case 1. Let z < 0. Proposition 1] shows

I(VH = 2)flI7, = IVHSI7; — 2R(f,VHS) = |VHSI7, = (f Hf)
> Cll -

Thus we have
I(VH +2)7 fl72 S M1F1lz2s
from which
" (VH = 2)7 9" fllzz < Cfllz2 (5.72)
Case 2. Let z < 0. Then (5.69)) follows by (5.71]), Lemma 5.8 and (5.72).

Then applying Kato’s theorem (see Theorem (1)) gives (B.70).
U
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6 Smoothing effects for Heat Semigroup and Strichartz
Estimates

6.1 Heat Semigroup Generated by the Magnetic Schrodinger
Operator

Let 0<d <<y < i be given constant to be determined.
In this section, we shall consider the LP-LP estimates and smoothing
effects for the heat semigroup e .

Lemma 6.1. Let H be defined in LemmalZ8. Then for any p € (1,00) and
some 0 < 91 < 1, we have

le™ flly < e f 1z (6.1)

Proof. Denote e~ f(z) = u(t,z). Considering the tangent vector field ue
defined by ue = uje; + uges, one deduces by the proof in Proposition 3.1
that

Or|ue|® — Aluel® + 2|V (ue)|? <0,
which further yields
Orlue| — Alue| < 0.
Thus by maximum principle,
jue|(t, ) < | f(@)].

Then (6.1) follows by (B.I1). O

Lemma 6.2. Let H be defined in Lemma 2.0, Then for A = —do + in with
0<52<51<%,776R,p€(1,oo) we have

I(=H =X fllz < Cllfllz, (6.2)
where C' is independent of 1.

Proof. Assume that f € L?NLP, by standard theories of semigroups of linear
operators, for A > 0

(“H - N1 = /0 e MetH f . (6.3)

Let £(A) be the RHS of (6.3]) with A slightly enlarged to O = {\ € C : R\ >
—0a}, ie.

EN) = / e Me g N e O, (6.4)
0
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First we verify (6.4]) converges in the uniform operator topology in L(L?; LP)
for A € O. In fact, Lemma shows

J e

Since £()) is analytic with respect to A € O, (6.3]) shows (—H — \)~! coin-
cides with £(A) when A € O. Thus (G.5]) implies (6.2]). O

e / e~ o1+t gy (6.5)
Ly 0

Lemma 6.3. Let H be defined in Lemma [2.60. Then for any p € (1,00),
t > 0, we have

1He ™ fllpp < Cet™ =™ £l| 2, (6.6)
for some d3 > 0 and any € € (0,1).

Proof. By standard theories of semigroups of linear operators (e.g. [Theorem
7.7,[51]]), for any f € LP N L2, ¢t > 0,

e tHf = % /Fe’\t(—H —A)7Lfd), (6.7)

where I' is any curve lying in the resolvent set which connects ooe™ and
—ooe™ with 2 < 9 < 7. And the convergence of the integrand in (6.7) is in
the L? norm.

Let curve I' be made up of three components:

I := {—a +iNa :a € (52700]}
P2 = {—(52 + iNT] ne [_52752]}
Pg = {—CL — iNa ac [52700]}

The constant X > 0 will be chosen to be sufficiently large later. Let arg(z)
denote the argument of a complex number z € C in the range of (—m, ).
Given A € T'y, by definition there exists A\, € [d2,00) such that \ =
g +iNN,. If 6 < N\, < %, then it is easy to check 0 < arg(\ + i) < 5 and
0 < cot (arg()\ + %)) < N—%Q. Hence by choosing R > 100’1‘%52_1 for sufficiently
large k € N*, one obtains |cos (arg(A + 1)) — @] < }%. Thus we get if
R > 100651, A € 'y and —% < RA < —09, then the number ¢ € C in the
half regime {o € C: Ro > 0} which solves o — £ = A, must satisfy
1 1 1 1 1 1 k—1
%021’)\4-1‘221\/% :Z NAGEZ\/Négle . (68)

Similarly, if X > 10056, %, A € T'; with A = —\, + iR\, and A\, > %, then
one has 7 < arg(A+ 1) < 7 and

1 2
0 < cot <7T —arg(\ + Z)> < oy
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5"

Thus |cos 3 (7 — arg(A+ 1)) — §| < & Since the number o in the half
2 % = A\ must satisfy

regime {0 € C: Ro > 0} solving o

1 1
argo = g -3 <7T—arg()\+ Z)> ,

we deduce that if R > 1005551, A € T'; and R\ < —%, then Ro > 10+~1.
Therefore, we conclude for A € I'y the number o in {oc € C: Ro > 0}
solving o2 — % = )\ satisfies

Ro > 10571, and arg(o) ~ (6.9)

NE

provided that N > 100"362_1 and k € NT is sufficiently large. So letting k& > 1,
o satisfies the conditions in Lemma [0.2) the constant ¢ in Lemma 0.2] now

can be chosen as %) And then we have for A € I'y and r = 2, p,
I(=H =X fllzg < Clo™>* flles,

where A = o2 — %, provided R > 100%6;1, & > 1. Since for A € Ty,

IA| ~x |o|?, we conclude
I(=H =X fllzy < Cmin(L, A7) £z, (6.10)

for Ndy > 1 and any € € (0,1).
The same arguments show for A € I's, r = 2, p and any € € (0, 1)

I(=H =27 fllg < Cmin(L, XTI f] ;.- (6.11)
Lemma shows for A € T'y and r = 2, p,
I(=H =X fllry < Cllfllz;- (6.12)
Thus (6.7) holds in L? N LP by using (6.10), (611, (6.12) and noticing
M| < e tHIA (6.13)

for,u:\/liwand)\eflufg.

Moreover, by (6.7]) we have

He i = o [ NHH -2 fi
27 Jr
1
_ __‘/e)‘tfd)\— / MAN—H — N fdA. (6.14)
21 T T

44



Combining (6.10), ([€I1) and ([©I2]), we have by (€.14)

”HC_tHfHL; SJ (/ )e_MtTdT _|_/ e—MtTTedT + e_CtN2)HfHL;

c¢(N,d2 (N,d2)
(6.15)
Hence we arrive at
||H€_tHf||L’;c = t_l_ee_t63||f||L§,
for some d3 > 0, thus giving (6.0). O
Proposition 6.1. For s € (0,2), p € (1,00), we have
I(=2)2 fllzz SNHZ fllge + 1l (6.16)
1H 2 fllze S H(=A)2 Fllge + 1 f ]z (6.17)

Proof. By Lemma [B.1 e’'*e~*H whose infinitesimal generator is 6; — H,

is a Cy semigroup of contractions in LP. Thus Lumer-Phillips theorem or
[Corollary 3.6 of [51]] shows {\ : RA > 0} C p(6; — H). And for R\ > —14y,

[(—H — N ooz < (RA+61) 7 (6.18)

Due to Balakrishnan formula we deduce for s € (0,2) (see [Lemma 5.2, [45]]
for the proof)

H = (—A)3 +c(s) / MO ALW) WA (6.19)
0
By (6.19)), it is obviously that for (6.16) and (6.I7)), it suffices to prove
/ NI = A+ W) W = A) 1o irdd < C.
0

Case 1. 0 < s < 1. Inthis case we consider s € [0,1). Let A = —1+02,
Lemma B.7 and (6.18]) give

[e.9]

/ A2[|[(A+ H) "W (A — A) 7Y o ped < G, ﬁ ¥ 2do < 1,
0 3

provided s € [0, 1), thus yielding (6.16), (G.I7) in Case 1.
Case 2. s = 1. In this case we consider s = 1. Let A\ = —% + o2,

Lemma B.7] and (6.I8]) show

/ A%||()\+H)_1W()\—A)_1||Lp_>Lpd>\5051||V||Lgoﬁ o2do (6.20)
0 1

2

o0 1
+ / 1X(0 — 5 = A) oy podo (6.21)

2
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by recalling W := V + X with X denoting the magnetic part. Thus it

suffices to deal with the magnetic part (6.2I]). By the boundedness of Riesz
transform we see

=

1X(0* = § = A fllr S I-A)30* — 5 = A) fllus

1 _ 1
= lo? = = A =2)H s
< min(L, Jo] ) [(=2) £l s,
where in the last line we used Lemma 371 Thus (621]), (619) further give
1 1
IHZ flle S I1(=28)2 flle + (£l e,

which proves (6.I7) in Case 2. To prove (6.16]), recalling that (6.20), (6.21]),
(€.19) imply

I(=A)E e < 1HE Flloe + | flle + /

1
. ||X(0'2 —1" A)_1f||Lpd0.
i (6.22)

Divide (622) into o € [3,K7) and o € [Kj,00), and apply (@4) of Lemma
@I to o € [3, K1) and ([@3) of Lemma @Il to o € [Ky,00):

K1 e
62| < / o311l edo + / o|(=A): fledo
2

K1

< CED|fllprdo + (K1) 7H(~A)7 f 1.

where we used again the boundedness of Riesz transform in the first line.
Therefore, we conclude

(=22 fllee SUH? flle + 1 flee + (KD (=A)7 flos (6.23)

which gives (6.16]) by letting K7 > 1 and absorbing the (—A)% f on the RHS
of ([6.23)) to the left.

Case 3. s € (1,2).
show

As before, (6.19), (6.I8]) and (@.3) of Lemma [0.1]

I(=2)2 fllee S IH flle + |1 £llze + /K o* (= A)2 flrr

SHE fllp + 1 fllze + (K1) (= A)2 £ o, (6.24)

provided s € (1,2). Since on H? there holds ||(—A)%f||Lp < (=22 S| zr
for s > 1, we further have by (6.24))

I(=2)2 fllee S IHZ fllee + 1 fllze + (K1) 1(=2)2 f] 1o, (6.25)
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which gives

I(=2)2 fllee S IH? flle + 1 £lles (6.26)

provided K; is sufficiently large. Thus (6.I6) has been proved. The same
arguments give (6.17) which is the inverse direction of (G.16]).
O

Proposition 6.2. Let H be defined in Lemmal2.6. Then for any p € (1,00),
s €[0,2), and any € € (0,1), t > 0, we have for some 6 > 0

I(=2)2e " fllp < CEUFIe £ 1. (6.27)

Proof. By Lemma 6.1, e *# is a Cy semigroup of contractions in LP. Thus
again by Lumer-Phillips theorem or Corollary 3.6 of [51], {\ : R\ > 0} C
p(—H), and for such A, (G.I8]) holds. And thus by Balakrishnan formula (see

for instance in the proof of [Theorem 6.10[51]]), we have

s 1-2 s
VS £y < £l 2 I FIE, (6.28)

Hence by Lemma and Lemma [6.1],

s(14e€)

1H e fllp S e 2 || £l (6.29)
le™ flly S e 1l (6.30)

Therefore (6.16)), (6.30), ([6.29) give for s € [0,2)

s(1

s _ _sp _s(1+e)
[(=4)ze tHf”Lg < Ce Mt 2 I flles

for some 6 > 0. O
When p = 2, Proposition can be refined to be the following.

Proposition 6.3. Let H be defined in Lemma[Z.8 with e being the Coulomb
gauge. Then for any s € [0,2], t > 0, we have

1H2e™ flls S 7% f]l2 (6.31)
I(=2)2 fllez S IH?flz (6.32)
1E2 fllz S I1(=2)%fl2- (6.33)

Proof. We first prove (6.32]) and (6.33). When s = 2, By (5.I]) and Sobolev
embedding,

1
A Hull 2 [|Vullpz > [[Hull 2 ullL2 > (Hu,u) > (Vu, Vu) > ZIIUII%;-
Then we have

lullzz +IVullz < 1Hul 2
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Hence one obtains by |A| < C and triangle inequality that

[Aullrz S [Hullrz + [IVullzz S [Hullzz
[Hullrz S 1 Aullgz + [1Vullrz S 1AullLz,

from which (6:32) and (6.33]) follow. (6.31]) follows by the same arguments
as Proposition with the following improved resolvent estimates in L2:

[(—H — 2)7 | 12— 12 < dist(z, Line), (6.34)

where Line := {z € R : 2 < —1}. Indeed (6:34) implies the additional e
in (610), (6I1) can be removed. And thus the additional € in (6.I4]) is not
needed and one gets

[He™ ™ fllz St eI llzz-
Then (6.31]) follows by interpolation. O

In addition, we need an almost equivalence lemma for H 2 and (—A)% in
p~ L2

Lemma 6.4. Let 0 < a < g. Let H be defined in Lemma with e being
the Coulomb gauge. For 0 < 64 < 1, A > 1 — 64, (I+p “W(=A+X)"1p?)
is invertible in L2 and analytic with respect to \ in any compact set of
{AA> 1 =64

Proof. Assume I+p~ W (—A+\)~1p is not invertible, then by Fredholm’s
alternative, there exists f € L2 such that

FHp “W(=A+XN)"1pof =0.
Let (—A + \)"'p®f = g, then by Lemma with (B.7) shows
ge L forr € (2,6), Vge p “L2. (6.35)
Moreover, we have
—Ag+Ag+Wg=0. (6.36)

By (6.35), potentials in W decay exponentially in H?, and Hélder, it is
easy to check Wg € L2. Thus (636) shows —Ag + (62 — 1)g € L? and
consequently we have g € L? due to o(—A) C [i, o0). Again by (6.36]), g is
an eigenfunction of —A + W with eigenvalue i — A, which contradicts with
Proposition 2l The analyticity of (I 4+ p~ W (—A + A)~1p®)~! claimed in
our lemma follows by the fact % — A lies in the resolvent set of —A when
A > % — d4. |
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Lemma 6.5. Let H be defined in Lemma with e being the Coulomb
gauge. We have

1
IVfllp=earz S NHZ fllp-arz + [ fll o2 (6.37)
1
IVfllp-earz S I(=A)2 fll-ar2 (6.38)
1 1
1(=2)2 fllp-arz SNIHZfllp-arz + 1 fllp-ar2- (6.39)

Proof. (6.38) has been proved in [45]. Since (6.37) is a corollary of (6.38])
and (639), it suffices to prove (6.39). By (6.19), it suffices to estimate

/Oo A2 (A= A+ W)W (A= A) L f||-ap2dA. (6.40)
0

For any fixed K9 > 0, by the formal identity
A+ H) L= (—A+ NI+ W(=A+N)H7L (6.41)
Lemma [6.4] implies for A € (0, K2)
o™\ + H) "' W (A = A) 7 |l 2
<P (A + N s 2 (1 + p7 W=D+ X)) Hes 2 [0 WA = A) 7| 2
< CE)p* (A + N 02210 W A = A) 7 fl| 2.

Then Lemma [3.7] shows the low and mediate frequency part of the RHS of
(640)) is bounded by

K
/ (A= A+ W) WA = A) ]| 2dA
0
K2 3
< C(KQ)/ A2 min(1, A72)dA[| f| ;-ar2. (6.42)
0
For the high frequency part of the RHS of (6.40), i.e. A € (K3,00) with

K3 > 1, Lemma[3.7 and Neumann series argument show (6.4I]) makes sense
in p~*L? and

lp™ N+ H) ™ o fllze < 200 (= A+ N el fl 2
<A SN2

Thus we arrive at

1P\ + H) W (A = A) 7 f| 2
SATCW) ([0°V(=A+ N fllzzsre + 0% (=A + 1) 7 f22)
A fllyagz + A OOV 0™V (A 4+ X) 7 fll 2.
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where we denoted
C(W) = [lp™** Allpee + [lp™>*V | L~
and we applied Lemma B.7] in the last inequality. By the boundedness of
V(—A)_% in the weighted space p~“L? (see Lemma 4.6 of [45] ) we obtain
_ o 1 _
PV (=A+ X" flle S 0% (=A)2 (A + 27" fll 2
_ 1
= " (=A+ )" (=A)2 f|2
_ 1
SATHI(=A)2 fllpar2

where we applied Lemma [3.7lin the last line. Hence the high frequency part
of the RHS of (6.40) is bounded by

L3 1
C( /K N3N (I fllp-ezz + N(=2)5 fll-ar2) (6.43)
2
Then (6.42), (6.43) with (6.19) imply that

K>
1(=A)2 fll,-aze SIHZ fll,-az2 + C(K2) /O A2 min(1, A7 2)dA| £, a2
_1 1
+ (Ko) 3 [[(—A)2 £ yag2

Letting Ks > 1 we obtain (6.39]) by absorbing the H(_A)%fupfalﬁ on the
RHS to the left.
U

6.2 Non-endpoint and endpoint Strichartz estimates

Theorem 5.2 and Remark 5.5 of Anker, Pierfelice [2] obtained the Strichartz
estimates for linear wave/Klein-Gordon equation.

The author’s companion paper [Theorem 1.1, [45]] proved an abstract
theorem which says the non-endpoint plus endpoint Strichartz estimates
and the weighted Strichartz estimates are corollaries of the Kato smoothing
effects, i.e.,

Theorem 6.1. Let r(x) = d(xz,0) be the geodesic distance between x and
origin point o. Recall p(z) = e "®). Let H = —A+ W be defined above and
0<o<<a<kl. If H satisfies
1 1
1H> flle S I(=A)2flle2 + ([ fll2
1 1
1(=A)2 fll2 S IHZ flle2 + 1 Fll 2
L (0%
10V fll2 S NI H= fllL2 + 10" f 22,
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and the Kato smoothing effect
o= T fll e S F ez

then we have the weighted Strichartz estimates for the magnetic wave equa-
tion: If u solves the equation

Ou—Au+Wu=F
u(0, ) = up, Ou(0,z) = uy

then it holds for any p € (2,6)

|2

L2 + oV fll 22 + 100wl oo 2 + [Vl oo 2
< Vol gz + el gz + 1Pl 1z
Then by Proposition [6.3], Proposition 5.2] Lemma [6.5] we have

Proposition 6.4. Let H = —A + W be defined above and 0 < 0 < a < 1
with the frame e on Q*T N fized by choosing Coulomb gauge. Then we have
the weighted Strichartz estimates for the magnetic wave equation: If u solves
the equation

#u—Au+Wu=F
(0, z) = ug, Ou(0,z) = ug

then it holds for any p € (2,6)

|2

L2z 17V fll g2z + 10rull oo 2 + (V]| poo 2

S IVuollge + [luall gz + 1F 2y 22+

7 The proof of Theorem 1.1.
7.1 Bootstrap of the heat tension filed
Suppose that the initial data (ug,uq) satisfies
[1(duo, ur)ll oo 2 o7 xm2) + | (Vduo, Vur) oo 12 o7 xmz) < Mo (7.1)
Lemma [B.2] shows that
165(0,0,2)[| 2 < p1C(Ro)C(Mo). (7.2)

We will prove Theorem 1.1 by bootstrap. In this section we always
fix the frame {e;}?_; in Proposition to be the Coulomb gauge.
We stop for a while to clarify the notations of connection coefficients
used before. According to Proposition 4.2, choosing the Coulomb gauge for
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Q*TN, we denote the operator Schrodinger operator H as
H:=-A—- 2hiin8j — hij.Ai.Aj — h”((@ A -)(}Ej,

Moreover, the connection coefficient matrices and differential fields can be
decomposed into

Ai = A+ AT AT = [ i(sT) A gs(s)ds!
- 00 ) qua 00 / (7-3)
i = ¢i(x) + [7 0spids’, ¢ = [° Ospids’.
And Proposition 4.2 implies
[Allzge + IVA| Lee < C(Mo). (7.4)

We fix the constants 1,1, 0,0, My to be
0<p <el e CMIF) 5o, My< C(My),  (75)

where the constant C'(M;) is the one in Proposition 2.1 and grows at most
polynomially as M7 — oo.

Let L > 0 be sufficiently large say L = 10'°. For any given constant
a > 0, define w : RT™ — RT by

{ s when 0 <s<1
wa(s) =

sL when s > 1
The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Assume that T is the mazximal time of T € [0,T,) such
that for any 2 <p <6+ 2y with 0 < vy <K 1,

4]l e 12 0,7 xm2) + 1 VAUl Lo 20,71 xm2) < Ma

(7.6)
IV 8eull 1o 12 0,ryxm2) + 196l Lo 2 0,71 m2) + 10l L2 1210,y xae2)
1
Di¢y(0,t, ‘

+H 108D L oy <

(7.7)
_1

HM%D 201 P L1217 + Hw%&fqﬁs Lo L2012 <e

(7.8)
1

Hw%Wﬁs Leereers + ||¢SHL§°L§°L% + HW%DHJSS L L2Lp <er.

(7.9)

Then all for T < T we have

D2,

+ Hw

1
2

leD_%at(ﬁs
2

Lg L2 LE([0,T) <) L2LE([0,T) < H?)
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<e? .
+ “w%8t¢5 L2oLge L2 ([0,T] x H2) + Hw%v% Lo Lo L2([0,7]xH2) — 1¢(M)
(7.10)
and there holds
ldu]l e £2 0,71 xm2) + IVl Lo 2 0,77 0m2) < CMo (7.11)
HatUHL;ng([o,T]XW) + HvatU”LgoLg([o,T]XW) < C(My)ej (7.12)
1
D1 < C(My)és. 1
H 4¢t‘ L2LE((0,T]xH2) S Ch)e (7.13)

The proof of Proposition [Z1] will be divided into several lemmas and

propositions. ([.I0) will be proved in Proposition 7.2. (ZII)-(ZI3) will be
proved in Lemma 7.10.

Proposition 2] has given us the long time and short time behaviors of
|VEdii| along the heat flow. The bounds of |[V*0su| in Proposition 2.1] shall

be improved by using (7.8)) and (7.9).

Lemma 7.1. Assume (7.6) to (7.9) hold, then there exists § > 0 such that
it holds uniformly for (s,t) € Rt x [0,T] that

w1 [Vl r2 + wi[|Vidstllee < e
s7e% ([|[Vhii0,Ai(s) || Lo ree + ||R ;AL ()| pgopee ) S C(Mi)er
t T t x

Loo1e®™ ([070,A2 () | e ze + IVRTAT ()| o1 ) S C (M ey

1 1
|| drsllrz + 52| dsl|Lee + 57|yl L S €1 (7.14)
|Allge < Mo + C(Mi)er (7.15)
[Adllzge + 1Al oo oo S €1 (7.16)
535 (| Vo, 12 + 5¢® | Vsl e < €1 (7.17)
IVREGI | oo < C(Mi)ere* log s (7.18)
w%HVtasﬂHL% +w1HVt88'zZHLgo 5 €1 (719)
(7.20)
(7.21)
(7.22)
(7.23)

1 ~ ~
(s21s<1 4+ 1s>1) V2 dU oo r2 + (s1s<1 4 1s1) [ V2 e, S C(My)

to N

with B1 being any constant in (0,1).

Proof. Since dsu satisfies (0s—A)|dsu| < 0, by maximum principle and (8.9),
we deduce

105l 2 < e 7]|05a(0, t, )| 3
Meanwhile (810) and maximum principle show
0@l 20 < 577 %00, 1, )] 2.

Similarly the same results hold for |0;u| since we also have (9; — A)|0yu| < 0.
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Thus (TI4]) follows by ([C9), (C1). (CI5) follows by ((I14) and (74). And
(T.16)) follows by Lemma 2.5 and (7.14]).
For s > 1, Proposition 2] and (Z.6]) imply
IVdi||Zge + dullie < C(M).
Then (I0.2)) and (.I4]) show

0| Vosu* — A|VOsul?
< ]V@s’dP( (Ml) +3) +C(M1)3 —26s 2 +C(M1)4 Y 2

Fix any s; > 1, let
f(s) = [Voa2els @I (o)t + C(dn)P) s e W0,
then f satisfies for s € (s1,00)
(as - A)f(s) <0.

Hence Lemma [I0.1] gives
s+1
F5) < / / F()dvolpdr < COM) VLI, + C(M)e2
B(z,1 *

Since |Vast| < |Vs| + VAT Aj||¢s|, (TIT) follows by (7.8) and (7.186).
By (I0.I) and ([I0.3]), the same arguments yield (C.I9) and (7.20) respec-
tively. (ZI8) follows by [Vhid;ps| < |VhiiAi¢g| + |VOsti| and (TI8).
Finally, by (Z.3]),

VR0, A4i(s)| < / VIV 04 A diilds’ + / VAV 05 0.l
+ Vhit| Ay Al (7.24)
|70, AT (5)| < / h RV ,05u A O;tl|ds’ + / h K |V;0;t A O] ds’
+ ]hsiiA‘Z?““HAi\. 8 (7.25)
then (7.22) follows by (7.24), (7.25)), (7.14)-(7.20]).
Since |du| satisfies |du| < e“Se SA]du] then by |lduzz + [|Vdullrz <

C(M,) (see Proposition 2.1), Lemma 8.4 and Sobolev embeddlng, we obtain
that for s € [0, 1]

|dil| e S s~ C (M)
for any 1 € (0,1). Thus (Z.2I)) follows by (7.24)), (Z.25), (T.14))-(7.20).

By integration by parts, one has
IV2di]|Z, < V7@, + Va7 ldullZe + ||duls-

o4



Thus by 7(2) = 9su, (TIT7) and Proposition 21l the L2 part in (Z.23)) follows.
The short time L3° part in (23] follows by applying maximum principle
and smoothing effect of ¢*® to (I0.4) with the help of the previously ob-
tained bounds for ||V2du|| rsorz- The large time LZ° part in (7.23) follows by

applying Lemma [I0.1] and the bound ||V2dﬂ||L§oL% to (I0.4]), see the proof
of (Z.I7) above. O

Direct calculations give

Lemma 7.2. Assume (7.6) to (7.9) hold. Then we have for the coordinates
in (2.10)

VAP0, <h”8iA§““ - hiirggAg“a) e < s~ 29 C(My)ey + / \dal||V20,3|ds’.

s

(7.26)
Vim0 S COn) [ 936, + Vs
) (7.27)
We turn to improve the bounds of high order differential fields.
Lemma 7.3. Assume that (7.6) to (7.9) hold, then
w1(8)IV?¢sl oo 2 S C(My)e (7.28)
wi(8) V205l oo 12 S C(M)er (7.29)
Wg(3)||v2asﬂ||L§f; S C(Mi)er (7.30)
Wg(3)||vz¢s||Lg° S C(My)ey (7.31)
VAT || oo S C(My)ey min(s™2, s~ (7.32)

Proof. Integration by parts gives
HV2¢5”L§ SJ ”A¢8”L§ + HV(ﬁSH%g

For (7.28)), due to (TI4)-(TI7) and |Ves| < |VOsu| + Vhii|A;¢g, it suffices

to prove
w1(8)[[A¢speer2 < C(Mi)er.

By Duhamel principle one deduces from the heat equation of ¢, that

s

2

¢s = e‘%%s(;) + / ’ e HE=1G(7)dr, (7.33)

where GG denotes the inhomogeneous part, i.e.,
G = 20" AT 05 + W' (0, AT gy — WT AT ¢ + W AT AT g,
+ W AAT s + WTAT A + B (s A 67" ) 1™

2
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+ 17 (65 A Gi)OT + B (65 A G .
Applying H to (T33]) we get by Proposition

[Houlzz <57 ou ez + [ (6= 1) he” T A zdr, (730

s

2

Then the homogeneous term in (7.34]) is acceptable by Lemma [[Il Again
due to Proposition [6.3], we deduce

1
IH>G(T)ll 2 S IVG(T)] L2 (7.35)

Denote the one order derivative term in G by G; £ 2hiiAg"a8i¢S. And
Go £ W (9;AI"") s — K'TE AT ¢,. The remainder terms in G are denoted
by G3 = G — Gy — G3. By Lemma [7.2 and (7.22)),

IVG1(T)llez S IVREAT Lo Vsl 22 + (/ IVsllLee IV h7 il Lo ds') [V sl 2

T

o / sl 1V FTPP0, 8 oo ) [V sl .2 (7.36)

1 o ~ o~
IVGa(7)ll2 S C(Mi)erm™2e™"T | V| 2 + (/ V205l 2 || d| oo ds”) |05 | 22
(7.37)

We get from Lemma and Lemma [Tl that the G5 term is bounded by
-1 s —oT —oT
IVGs(7)ll2 S 7726 T Miel| sz + €T Ml |V s L2 + ele " (log 7)°|| Vs | 2

+e2r 3¢ log / V@5l 12 ds’ (7.38)

T

Using the inequality

[ 19200205’ S or(5) 2z minlog 7,7 +) (7.39)
V2050 S V25| + B 43|90 | + VAPPR# |0, Ay|6s|  (7.40)
we conclude by Lemma [(I] and (7.34])-(7.38) that
w1 (s)Hs||peor2 S €1+ C(My)er||wi(s)H s poor2,

thus finishing the proof of (T.28]).

(29) follows from (7.28)), Lemma [T1] and (40). Then the large time
part of (.30) follows from (7.29) and Lemma [l by applying Lemma [I0.1]
to (I0A). The short time part of (Z30) follows by (729]) and applying

smoothing effect of e/ to (I05). And due to (T40), (Z31) follows by (Z:30)
and Lemma [T11

Finally, (7.32) follows by (.40)), (7.27)) and Lemma [T.T] O
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The following three lemmas give the bounds for ¢;.
Lemma 7.4. Assume that (7.0) to (7.9) hold, then for q € (2,6 + 2]

16¢()| oo 2y S C(Mi)er (7.41)
1
1 <
‘D4¢t(S)HL§°Lng < O(M)e (7.42)
Ly <
-3 u(s) ez S COME (7.43)

Proof. (41)) follows by the same arguments of [Lemma 7.2J46]]. It suffices
to prove ([7.42]) and (7.43]). The differential filed ¢; satisfies

(05 — A)ge = 21" Airy + D" As Aiy + Wi Aihy — T Ay + W™ (01 A 64) .
Separating the H¢; part away from the nonlinearity terms yields
(O + H)gw = 2B AT 06 + B AT Aigy, + WU A AT 6y + +h7 AT AT g,

+ WO AN — TR ALYy + W7 (g A D)™ + Wi (o A 67" i

+ (A ) (7.44)

Denote the right hand side of (Z.44]) as G. And denote the one order deriva-
tive term of ¢, by Gy, i.e., Gi = 2h"A7"*9;¢;. The other zero order terms

are denoted by Gy. Applying H 5 to ([C44)), by Proposition we have

1_

||H%¢t||L§Lg = ||Hé¢t(0’tv$)”Lng + /08(3 —7)°8 EG_CS(S_T)||gz(7')||L?Lgd7'
i /0 e G (1) | 2 (7.45)
Lemma [7.1] and (7.7)) show
1G2(r)ll 215 £ C(M1)ed min(rz,77H+) (7.46)
By Proposition [6.2] the G; term in (745 is bounded by

1
”e_(S—T)HHggl(T)”L%Lg

< e O H B0 (AL G0)| 120 + le™ DT H S h (0, ALV | 2
(7.47)

The second term in (7.47)) has appeared in Go. By (6.29]), (6.30) and Propo-
sition [6.2] one has for any € € (0,1)

le=C=DH H s h70,(AT¢,)]| 9
S lle DT Hs Ha H™ 2 (—A)2 (—A) " 2h70,(A™ ¢y 1

< (s —7) 78 e 0T (—A) T2 RE (AT, | g
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< (s — ) e VR (AT 8y)| 0 (7.48)

where we use the boundedness of Riesz transform in the last line. Hence

Lemma [T} (Z.6)-(Z9), (Z.45)-(Z.48) give

1HS ¢rll 200 S C(My)er. (7.49)

Then (7.42) follows from (7.49) and (7.8). Similar arguments yield (7.43]).
U

Lemma 7.5. Assume that (7.6) to (7.9) hold, then for any e € (0,1), ¢¢
satisfies for q € (2,6 + 2y] with 0 < v < 1

H“%%(S)Wt(s)HLngLg Sel (7.50)

Proof. Applying H 3 to (7:44]), Duhamel principle gives
1
I ss S V350Gl + [ ZHH CDHG () g7 (751)

Proposition gives the bound for the first term in (7.51])
ws (s )I!H26_5H¢t( Mg < HH8¢t( Mg
which combined with (7.91)), (6.29]), (6.30]) implies
wa (s $)[| HEe™5 6,5 )llzzry S C(Mi)er (7.52)

The second term in (Z.51]) is bounded by
S 2 1
/ Z ”H§e_(S_T)ng(T)HL,%Lng
2 =1

< o(M)e / eI (5 — 1)~V () | 2 0
2

+C(My)er / ) (s — )3 h 4 1) Ldr. (753)

3
Thus (Z.53)), (Z52) and (Z.51) yield

1 1
ng+e(5)H§¢t|’LgOL§Lg S C(Ml)glHw%+5(5)H§¢tHLg°LfLZ + C(M)ey
(7.54)

Hence (Z50) follows by (Z.54]) and (6.29), (630)). O
Lemma 7.6. Assume (7.6)) to (7.9) hold, then ¢, satisfies for q € (2,64 27]
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with 0 < v < 1 and any € € (0,1)

Hw% +6(3)V2¢t(s)H <er. (7.55)

LeL2ri ™
Proof. Applying H to (((.44]), Duhamel principle gives
s 2
-2 s —(s—1
[Houlzs S 1He H o) g + [ 3 1He G, ()] ar. (7.50
2 j=1
(629), (630) and Proposition [6.2] yield
—(s—7 L _(s—1 L
|He™ =7 G (7)o S |1H2e™ O H2G, (7)1
S (s = 1) T T HAG ()|
—L e —§(s—7
S (s=7) 2 T(IVG ()l pg + 116, (7)1 pa)- (7.57)

First we deal with the G; term. By the explicit formula of F};j and hY in

[229]), we have
.. 2 i1
[V(RATD60)| S 3 VhPPI0p (WAL 01|
p=1

2
< VIR R AL9,0;64] + VEPP|0, (R AT ;4]
p=1

S VRIAT V2 (@0)| + VRV 3, ATV | + VAT AT [V |
Thus Lemma [7.1] shows that the G; term in (7.57)) is bounded by

ﬁ | He6=DHG, (1) padr
2

~

< [ m e D VAT g g
%

+ﬁ min(r~ 7, 75) ||V e | g dr, (7.58)
2

where f3; is any sufficiently small constant in (0,1). Thus by Lemma [B.8 and

Sobolev embedding, for ¢ < r, 1 + % — % > % and % + % = % we have

IVREAT N2 (60) | g S IVl IV REAT | e
S C(Mi)er||[Adll g (7.59)

Then by the trivial inequality

1Af e S MH fllzg + IV Al + 111z (7.60)
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and Lemma [T (Z59]) implies
IVRFAT (60l 3 S COMen (1H g + [ 96ls + lonlzg). (761
Therefore, (Z50), (Z61]) and (Z58) give the acceptable bound for G,

/ |He -Gy (1) padr
2

s
_1_

(s =)z (| Hull g + bl g + IVl pg)dr + C(Mi)er.

s

2

S C(M1)€1 /
(7.62)

For the Gy term, we first consider the tougher term G = h%9; A" ¢, —
RUTE AT ¢, Lemma [72] Lemma [7]] and the explicit formula of F};j and

h¥ in [29) give for any 31 € (0,1)
|VGa1| S C(Ml)&?l(min(T_%_Bl,T_L)\(ﬁt\ + min(log T,T_L)]Vqﬁt\). (7.63)

We denote the remainder terms in Go by Goo, then Lemma [[.]] and Lemma

[7.3] show
VG (T)| < C’(Ml)sl(min(T_%,T—L)|¢t| + min(log T, T_L)|V¢t|). (7.64)
Hence (7.63), (7.64]) give

Wg+5(3) /Ss |’H€_(S_T)Hg2(7')”L§Lng S C(M1)51|’w%+e(3)V¢tHL§°LfLZ + |’w0(3)¢tHL§°LfLZ’
’ (7.65)
Combining (7.62)), (Z.65)), (C.51) with (Z.50), we infer from (7.42)) that
03 o (8) Ht o228 S COME g 0o (5)H 1l ez g + C(MDe1,

Therefore, we get (Z55) from (Z.50), (Z42) and (6.29)), (630]). O

We consider the high order derivatives of ¢;.

Lemma 7.7. Assume that (7.0) to (7.9) hold, then for p € (2,6) and any
e€(0,1),

5 C(Ml)El. (7.66)

s ces @bl zre] .+ |ogrc@NVoalzzee,

Generally we have for 6 € [0, %), 01 € [0, %]

01 y—1 D3
Hw%+91+e(8)(—ﬁ) D205 LeL2LE * HW%W“(S)(_A) D2és LeL3LE

< C(My)er. (7.67)
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Proof. Step 1. We prove the desired estimates for ¢s in Step 1. First by

(629), [6.30) and (7.9)), we note that (7.67)) follows by
< C(Ml)El. (7.68)

LeL2LE ™

le HOH ¢
§+6+€ s

Step 1.1 It will be useful if we first obtain the following estimate

< C(M1)€1. (7.69)

LeL2Lk ™

1
[0

Applying H 2 to ([33) by Proposition [6.21 we obtain for some § > 0 and any
e€(0,1)

1_

36,0y < s~ et o g + [ e DG (770
3

Split the G into the one order term Gy £ 2hiiAg"a8i¢s and the zero order
terms Go £ G — G4. Then for G, Proposition gives

| 1M B pdr 5 [ s = 1) Gy
2 2
Thus by (7.21]), Proposition and (6.I7), we have
s oyl
wg+e(8)/ﬁ le= M H2 G (7)1 pdr S C(Ma)er|lws sl e 2z (7-71)
2
For the one order term G1, Proposition [6.2] Lemma [7.1] yield
s 1
ogs) [ 1O () ppagdr S COMer oy Toulis s
3
(7.72)
Therefore, (Z10) to (Z72) give
1
”wg+eH§¢s”LgoL§L§ S C(Ml)fluwngeV%”LgoLm +C(My)er.  (7.73)
Thus by ([6.28) and (Z9), (Z73) we get (Z.69) and
”wg+ev¢sHLgoL§L§ S C(My)er. (7.74)

Step 1.2. In this step, we prove (7.G8]). Applying H to (7.33]), by Proposi-
tion we obtain

1 5 1 S $ F) 1 1
1H¢sllp S 572 e 1 H205(5) e +/ e (s — 1) E Y H2G(7)| i

5

2

(7.75)
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The same arguments in the proof of (.53 give

° s—T R —
wgls) [ s =) VE 0

2

S C(M)erf|wsy (s)Ads(T)l o2y + C(Mi)er|lws () Vs (T) [ peorare
+ C(M)er|lwr ¢s(T)ll ez n + C(Mi)er (7.76)
Thus we arrive at (Z.68)) from (Z.75), (Z.76), (Z.74) and (7.9).

Step 2. In this step we prove the desired estimates in (7.67]) for d;¢s. The
proof is almost the same as Step 1 with the help of (.21]). O

The estimates for the wave map tension filed are given below.

Lemma 7.8. Assume that (7.0) to (7.9) hold, then the wave map tension
field Z(s,t,x) satisfies

Hs—%Z(s) s S C(M)e? (7.77)
IVZ($) i r2 S COM)ER (7.78)
\SZAZ(S) . O(M;)e? (7.79)
HW%OSZ(S)‘ s S C(My)e2. (7.80)

Proof. First we notice that Z(0,t,z) = 0 for all (t,x) in [0,7*) x H2. And
[234]) shows

0sZ + HZ = 21" A1 0, Z + W AT A Z + W A, AT Z + h" AT AT 7

+ W (B AL — TR ALY Z + W Z A ¢0) 8" + B (Z A 68") s

+ R Z A @) pI + W9y A O5) V105 (7.81)

Then Duhamel Principle gives
3 N
1Z2(s)lLrrz S Z/O le™ DGy (7)1 L2 d, (7.82)
j=1

where G, denotes the one derivative term of Z, ie., G; = 2h" A0, 7,
G denotes the zero order derivative terms of Z, and G3 denotes 3h%(9;u A

0;u)Vi0iu. When s € [0,1], by Lemmal[ Tl the G5 term in (7.82]) is bounded
by

3

1
C(Mi)erl|Z(s)s™ 2 || peojo, iz (52 + s +s

D=

).
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By (750) and Lemma [Z1] the G term in (Z82) is bounded by

S S
/0 Hda”Lg’oLg|’V¢tHL§Lg”é)taHL%LgdS/+/0 [l poo e |V R Ai el 12 16 (| Okl 2 16 ds.

(7.83)
Thus (Z50) and Lemma [7.1 show that Gs in (Z.82) is bounded by
/Os Gl padr S s3C(My)er. (7.84)
For the G} term in (.82), direct calculations show
||€_(S_T)HhiiAguaa'Z||L2
S eI RE 0, (AT Z) || 2 + [|le” TR (9, AT 2|12 (7.85)

By Proposition and the boundedness of Riesz transform, the first term
in (.85]) is bounded by

|e” = pi0, (AT Z)| 12

e~ H 3 3 (— A)%(-A)‘%hiiai(AguaZ)HLg
)72 D||(—A) T2 RPO, (AT Z) | 12

Db SR ATA 7] (7.86)

S

S (s -

S (s -

Thus by Lemma [T1] (7.86]) and the second term in (7.85]) are bounded as
le= = R AT 0,7 12 S C(My)er(s —7) 7207|121

+ C(My)err— 26| Z]| 5. (7.87)

Therefore, (.82)), (C84), (T.83)), (C.87) give ([T.77) for s € (0,1). Using the

exponential decay to s of {A7"*} and their one order derivatives in Lemma
[T.I one obtains (T.77) for s € [1,00) by the same arguments above.

For (T.78)), applying H 2 to (T8T)) we have
1 1 S 3 $ 1 ~
|H2Z($)llyrz S IHZe D2 s + D / 17 2e TG ()| 2
j=1772

And Proposition [6.3] and Lemma [(T] give for s € (0, 1)

s

A (i S COMe [ (5= 1) HIVED g
2

(NI

[ MG pyszdr S [ (5= 1) 20 gpradr

2
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||H ~H (=) Gy (7 )||L1L2d7-<C’(M1)51/ (s— 7~ br3dr

2

Thus (Z78) follows from (Z77), (629) and (630) when s € (0,1). Similar
arguments give (Z.78) for s € [0, c0).

The rest is to prove (Z79). Applying H to (T.81), we have by Proposition
[6.3] that

_1 _ s S L s(s—r ~
[HZ |12 S5 2e 62||VZ(§)HL%L§+Z/ (s = 7)"2e VG (7)1 g2 dr.
(7.88)

The same arguments as the proof of (7.55]) with Proposition [6.3] give

2 S
1 ~
Z ;/S (s—7) 2e_é(s_T)HVGj(T)”LngdT S C(My)ei|lws AZ|peepyrz + C(Mi)er.
(7.89)

It remains to bound (~¥3 Since Vi0;u = V;0u, we have ég = 3h%(¢y A
;) (0;ipr + Aid). Then the explicit formula for Fk and h7* yields

[VG3(7)| S VAP [((9ph™) (e A 6i) + B (Opr) A ¢ + W'y A Ophi) (Dichy + Aiy)]
+ VIR [hT (¢ A )] 10,061 + (OpAs) bt + Aiphr|
< (|dul|V éi| + [Vdul|ge| + [dul |All¢e]) (IV de] + |Allgx])
+ |l |dul(IV2 | + |A|| Ve | + |V Al|ge| + |Allde])

By (755), (Z50) and Lemma [Z.1], the G3 term in (Z8R) is bounded by

SS HHE_H(S_T)ég(T)HLtlL% < C(My)eq ﬁs(s - 7—)—%6—6(s—r)7__§_6d7_’
2 when s € [0, 12],
L S | Hem 6 Ga(7) 112 S C(ML ey / (s )bt L,
2 when s € [1,50).
This combined with (Z.89), Proposition yields (I;ZQI) [80) follows by
([81), (Z79) and previously obtained bounds for HGiHLnga t=1,2,3. O

Lemma 7.9. Assume that (7.0) to (7.9) hold, then for 0 <y <1

Hs_%‘“Z(s)‘ < O(M)e? (7.90)

+ HM%Z(S

L?L%Liﬂ LooLzLBJrW ~

Hw%&g(ﬁt(s H < O(M)e? (7.91)

LeL2LET ™
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||8tAt(3)||Lg<>L§Li+” < C(Ml)sf (7.92)
l A oy S COME (7.93)

Proof. Applying Duhamel principle to (Z.81]), one obtains from Lemma 6.1
that

3 s _
”Z(S)”Lngﬁ“’ < Z/ He—H(s—T)Gi”L%ngL“{dT
j=1"0

< 23: / el T (7.94)
j=1"0
where {éz}f’zl are defined below (.82). Lemmal7.Iland Proposition [6.2] give
/s He_H(s_T)él”L%“VdT
/ e~ =D S B3 (~A)s (~A) 3| g
N/o (s = 1) 30| (= 8) G o yin (7.95)
Due to the explicit expressions for h/, we can write Gy = 21 AT, Z in

the form Gy = 2Vhid;(Vhi AT Z) — 2(h#9; A™*)Z. Then (T95), Lemma
[T and the boundedness of Riesz transform yield

/0 ||e_H(S_T)él||LfL2+7dT 5 /0 C(M1)€1(S — T)_%_EHZHL%LiJr'VdT‘ (796)
The G;,i = 2,3 are bounded by Lemma [}, (750) and (7-91):

S 1N i £ COME [ (5= 1) Z ] gyedr
7j=2,3 0

+O(My)er / (s—7)S-car.  (1.97)
0
Thus we obtain (7.90) from (7.96)), (7.97). By Z = D¢y — ¢, we get
||6t¢t(3)||L§Lg+”/ ~ ||¢s + Ao + Z||L2L3+’Y

Hence, (Z9I) when s € [0,1] follows from (Z50), (Z.9I) and (79). (Z.91))

when s > 1 follows by the same arguments with (7.94]) replaced by

3 s _
20, S / lem =Gl o1
LiLz =173

12() a0 S €3
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[92) follows from (Z.91I), (Z50), (7.66]) and
é)tAt = / at¢t A ¢8d8, + / ¢t A 8t¢5d8/.

([793)) follows by Sobolev embedding, (7.50)), (T.67). O

The rest arguments are similar to [46] in the small energy case. We
present most details here to keep the completeness.

Proposition 7.2. Assume that (7.6)to (7.9) hold. Then we have for p €

(2,6)
leD—%atqas + leD%qbs
2 L L2LE([0,T]xH?2) 2 L2LE([0,T]xH?2)
s s < 3C(My).
* Hw%(?t(ﬁ L L L2([0,T]xH2) + Hw%Wﬁ L L L2([0,T)xH2) — 1¢(M)

(7.98)

Proof. By Lemma and Proposition [6.4], for any p € (2,6) there holds

D3¢,

Wil|0iPsl ooz + Wil Vsl peerz +wi 217

+w) D™ 20,0,

+willp”VollpzLz
t
S W% ||at¢s(07 S, $)||L% + W% ||V¢S(07 S, x)HL% + UJ% ||G||L%L% (799)

L2L%

where G denotes the inhomogeneous term. The ¢4(0, s, z) term is bounded
by Proposition 2.1l and (7I5]). In fact, we have

w1 V12050, 5, 2) |2 S w1 ViedsUl L2 + lwi VAT A 95U | 2
S (Vduo, Vdur)|| 2«2 + C(My)||Vdug 12
< My + MG + C(My)e; M.

where U(s, z) denotes the heat flow with initial data ug. The terms in (7.99])
involved with A; can be deal with as follows

’w%Atat(bs S ”AtHLtngon%at%

LiLg LyoLg

‘W%AtAt(Zss S ||At||L%L§°||AtHL§OL§O

w1
2

L}L2 L°L2

S 10e Al 1 3 || w1 bs

‘WéatAtQSs

L1L2 r2re’

where 1+ ﬁ =1, and a € (2,6). They are admissible by (Z.6)-(7.9), (7.93)
and (.92)). The d;u term in (7.99) is bounded by

(001 A 0,0) (04|

Hw% L2 < HatuHL%LgmwHatUHL?oLngzw W%¢s 1214’
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where 1 + ﬁ = 1, and a € (2,6). This is acceptable due to (Z6)-(7.9).

a
The 057 term in (7.99)) is bounded by (Z.80). The A" terms in (7.99) need
more efforts to bound. We state the estimates for A7** terms as a claim:
We claim that with the assumptions of Proposition [[.2] there holds

lws A AT “Oisll g 12 S e101 107V sl g2z + C(M)e] (7.100)
lwy sh™ AF** Aill 1y 12 S C(M)ed (7.101)
lws dsh™ AT AT | 1 1z S C(My)ed (7.102)
lwy dsh™ 0 AT\ 1y 12 S C(M)ed (7.103)
||W%¢shiiFZAZWHLgL§ < C(My)es. (7.104)

Step 1. Proof of (Z.100) Recall ¢; = bi + [5° 0s¢ids’, then
A= [Monoaan= [ ([T aotriar+6) n ot
Inserting this expansion to the LHS of (Z.I00) we get

H ws pii ATH95,6,

<|

w4W&A/ () ) Di6
2 s LiL?

w1 ( / h bs(K) A < L h 8s¢i(7')d7'> d/-i> h0; b

=I5+ Iy

Lir2

il

LiL3

The F} term is bounded by

By S wllp”Véslipara / p OV N () dr

S

L2Lge
o
o [ el

Lee Hw%ﬁ(s) IVs(s)ll L2 4

107V bl 22 ||o~

H,OJngSHL?Lg J oY

<w

D=

., (7.105)

Lge

<w

D=

where qub, which denotes QASZ-d:E", decays exponentially in spatial space and we
used the Sobolev embedding in the last line. Thus, by Lemma [7.7] we have
an acceptable bound:

P C(M)aiw|[p7V sl pzrs-

The F5 term is bounded by

oo / ”(bS(H)HL?Lgo </ |’v¢S(T)HL%LgodT> dk.

67

F < le Vs
2




Moreover, by Sobolev embedding and Lemma [77], we obtain for ¥ € (%, %)

IV ()31

1—¢ 9 © —s+1 —
S (e V0uzzg) (o] D700,y ) (030) T won ™
(7.106)
where ¢ = 5(192_1). Similarly, the Sobolev embedding ||g|/r= < HD%QHLE
shows
<
Hw%%( )( Lt (7.107)

Therefore choosing ¥ slightly above £, we conclude from (ZI06]) and (ZI07)
that

(7.108)

Lemma [7.7] together with (Z.I05]), (Z.I08) gives (Z.100).
Step 2. Proof of (7.101l), (7.102) and (7.103]) These three terms can

be bounded as [46], we do not repeat the arguments here to avoid overlap.
O
Lemma [7.7 and Proposition [7.2 yield

Proposition 7.3. Assume that the solution to (I.3) satisfies (7.0) to (7.7),
then for any p € (2,6), 0 € [0,1), 61 € [0, 3]

1
3 <
HW%V¢8 Lo L L2 + HW%DZ% Leerzir ~ C(My)ey
0 _1 0y
Hw%+91+e(_A) D200 LeI2LE * HM%JF"JFE(_A) D2 L L3Ik < C@h)e

7.2 Close all the bootstrap

Lemma 7.10. Assume that the solution to (IL3) satisfies (7.6) and (7.7),
then for any p € (2,6 + 2]

ldull oo 2 o, xm2) T VAUl oo 12 (0,77 xm2) < CMo (7.109)

180t e 12 (077 w2y + VOt oo p2 0,17 x 12y S C(Mi)et (7.110)
< 2

H iy ( Loz S COMER (7.111)

Proof. Step 1. We prove (TII1)) first. By Ds¢y = D¢, As = 0, one has

HDi@(o,t,x)( o H/OOO (Dias@(ds

1212
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< | pi @) (7.112)

+ HD%(Atfﬁs)

L1L2LP LlL2LE
Step 2. We verify (ZI09) in this step. (Z.67) shows for ¥ € (1, 3), ¢ € (2,6)

[P @)

L2Le 5 C(Ml)El. (7.113)

And by Sobolev embedding one has

1
[P0 a5 [P 0004]) o
Whereg—%:ﬁ—ﬁ,0<ﬁ<<l,0<’y<<l. Thus the first term in

([CI12) is acceptable by (ZII3]) and (Z50). For the second term in (ZI12)),
by Sobolev embedding

SIVAD) I L1zre

1

S ”V%”LgL;”Lgo HAtHLgOL%Lg + ”VAtHL;L%Lg ”¢s”Lg<>L;>°Lg°’

Meanwhile, we have

o0
IAlzzze < [ Noulzzsalnlip udr
< C(M;)e? min(1, s~ 1)
o0
IVAlzzre 5 [ 19 0lzazlnlip i
< C’(Ml)e% min(1, S_L)

Thus (Z.67) and Lemma [7.1] imply that the second term in (ZII2]) is also
acceptable, thus proving (Z.I11]).

Step 3.1. We prove (ZII0) in this step. Recalling ¢;(0,¢,2) = :#5, +
[5° 9s¢ids’, and |du| < Vg, IVhigillr2 < Q|2 < My, it suffices
to show for all ¢ € [0, 7]

/ [VE"Os¢sl| 2 dr S C(Mi)er.
0
which is acceptable by applying Proposition[7.3] Lemmal[lTland |V h#0s¢;| <
[Vos| + Vhit| A;||ps|. Hence, we get
[dullz2 < Mo.
Step 3.2. Recalling the evolution equation of ¢, in the heat flow direction,

¢s = h* Doy — hF'T? 9,
Osps = W DDy — BMTE Dpgrs + W (s A b1) i,
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one obtains by integration by parts,

d

T 7 (@172 = —2h* (Dyos, Dighs) + <hlk(¢s A B1) P, ¢s> :

Thus by |0tz < e7%, we have
(0.l 5 [ 1 Db Diodas < [ (V6. Voulas
+ /OOO R (Aids, Aips)ds + 4/000 |dti|?|ps|ds. (7.114)
Recall the inequality
IVdul7, < 7@l + dull?, -

due to the nonnegative sectional curvature property of N = H? and integra-
tion by parts. Then (T.I14]) gives

HVd'zZ(O,t,a:)H%ig/ <V¢S,V¢s>ds+/ |di|*| 6| ds
0 0
4 W A, Ao s + a0, ). (T.015)
0 x

Notice that the |du| term has been estimated before, then by Proposition
(L3, Lemma [7.1 and (ZII5)),

IVl oo 12 0,1 xm2) < Mo + e1C(My).
Step 4. Estimates for |Vo,u| in (T.110])) By integration by parts,
d N g g N
—IVOyillF = =2 Digs W7 D; D;60 — WL} Dign ) + 2077 (65 A 6560, Dy

By the parabolic equation of ¢; along the heat flow direction, one has

1d

5T V|52 = — (Digs, Dse)+h? ((ds A bj) b, D) +hiT (Dyps, (61 A b5)b5) -

Consequently, we obtain
\\Vata(07tax)|’%2 < 4/ <8t¢878t¢s>d3,+4/ (Aigs, Ars) ds’
0 0
+2/0 H%HLgHdﬁHLgoHa{ﬁHLgoHVf?tﬁHLgdS'+2/0 10¢l| 2 ||| 7 oo | Debs | 2 "

Hence by Proposition 2Tl Proposition [.3] and Lemma [Tl we deduce that

IV0:a(0,t,x)ll72 S €1C (M)

~
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So, we have obtained all estimates in (110 and (ZIII]). O

7.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1
By Proposition B1] and Lemma [T.10] (1)), (72), (Z.3), (1.1) has a global

solution and ¢, satisfies
18]l L2s + 10:0s]l 214 < C(s). (7.116)

Then Theorem 1.1. follows by the same arguments in [Section 8, [46]].

8 Appendix A

8.1 Intrinsic v.s. extrinsic formulations

The intrinsic and extrinsic formulations are equivalent in the following sense.

Lemma 8.1 ([47]). Assume that @Q is an admissible harmonic map. If
u € ”H’g) then for k = 2,3, then there exist continuous functions Y1, Yo such
that

[ullags, < C(Ros [lullgz) Ta([[ullg) (8.1)
lullgr < C(Ro, [lullzgz ) T2(llullze, ). (8.2)
The Hé space implies the map u has a compact image in the target
N =H?.

Corollary 8.1 ([47]). Suppose that Q is an admissible harmonic map. If
u € ”H’g) then for k = 2,3, then u(H2) is compact in N = H?2.

The same arguments of proving Lemma B.1] (see [47]) give the following
lemma which shows the heat tension field associated with the initial data of
wave map is small under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 8.2. Let M = H? N = H?. If (uo, u1) with ug :, ui(z) € Ty N
for any x € M s the initial data to (1.2) satisfying (1.7) and

[Vduo||zz + l[duol[2 < Mo,
then we have
|7 (uo)ll2 < C(Mo)pa,
where T(ug) denotes the tension filed.
The conditional global well-posedness theory is recalled below:

Proposition 8.1 ([46]). For any initial data (ug,u1) € H> x H?, there exists
T > 0 depending only on ||(ug, u1)||yzxy2 such that (I3) has a unique local
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solution (u,dpu) € C([0,T];H® x H?). Furthermore assume that for all
t € [0,Ty) and some C > 0 independent of t € [0,T) the solution (u,Opu)
satisfies

90yl 2 + 19eulzz + Vel 2 + 1l 2 < (83)
then T, = 0o

8.2 Sobolev inequality
Lemma 8. 3 ([23 2, 43]). Let f € C(H?%R). Then for 1 < p < q < oo,

0<b<l1, - — g %, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality is
0 -0
£l e SUVANZ 111" - (8.4)
The spectrum gap inequality is known as
[flle S IV Fll e (8.5)

For a > 1 the following inequality holds

Il S |25 1|, (8.6)
The Riesz transform is bounded in LP for 1 < p < oo, i.e.,
1
IVl ~ | (224 (8.7)

And we recall the Sobolev inequality: Let 1 < p,q < oo and 01,02 € R such
that o1 — o9 > n/p—mn/q > 0. Then for all f € C°(H™;R)

1(=2)7 fllza S I(=A)7* flz»-

The diamagnetic inequality known also as Kato’s inequality is as follows (e.g.
[[3]]): If T is a tension filed defined on H?, then in the distribution sense
1t holds that

IVIT|| < |VT|. (8.8)
The estimate of the heat semigroup in H? is as follows.

Lemma 8.4 ([I1] 46|, [43]). For 1 <r < p < oo, a € [0,1], 1 < g < oo,
061 > 0, the heat semigroup on H? denoted by e*® satisfies

e fllzz S e 11 flla (8.9)
le*® Fllge S e 5571 flly (8.10)
e (=2)* fllg S 5™ % |1 fllLs, (8.11)
les® fllp S 5o £l (8.12)



And for f € L? it holds that

A 12 F2ds < (£ (8.13)

Estimates of the kernel of resolvent are recalled as follows:

Lemma 8.5 ([5]). Denote the kernel of(—AHn+02—%)_l by ["E]O(”T_H—
o,x,y). Then for Ro >0, |o| > 1, r € (0,00), we have

Cllogr|, |ro]<1l,n=2
+ 0,:E,y)' < Cnr2_n: lro| <1,n >3 (8.14)
Chlo]|

" Rlo(2 ot

2 e ("R | > 1
and for Ro >0, |o| > 1, r € (0,00), any € € (0,1), we have

Cllogr|, |ro]<1l,n=2
+ o',gj,y)' < CnT2_n, ‘7‘0" <1l,n>3
- n—1 n—
Cn,e‘o-‘ 5 _16_( 21+§RO'—6)7’7 ’7‘0” > 1
(8.15)

Moreover, for o >0, |o| <1, r € (0,00) we have

L Cllogr, Il <1, n=2
. +awwﬂg Calr[2, 1| <1, n>3 (8.16)

Culo|"s "t~ (TR |p > 1

n

[ Ro

and for Ro >0, |o| <1, r € (0,00)

"1 Clogr|, Ir| <1, n=2
s [" Ro( 5 +0,x,y)‘ < Cnlr\2_ri,1 r| <1, n>3 (8.17)

Cn’€|0|”7—1e—("771+9%)r, I > 1

Lemma 8.6 ([45]). In the H? case, for Ro > 0, |o| > 1, r € (0,00), we
have

D=

r‘z(sinhr)2(cosh27‘ — 1)_ , rol <1
< 1
|O—|%e—(%+§%)”(sinh r)2(cosh27" —1) 2,|ro] > 1

(8.18)

VR + o) <

and for fo >0, |o| <1, r € (0,00) we have

1
~ 1 r~2(sinhr)?(cosh®r — 1) 72, |r| <1
VL ERG ay)| 5 § 7O (ot oY) 5 bS]
2 lo|2e~ GHRO" (ginh ) (cosh®r —1) 2, |r| >1
(8.19)
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9 Appendix B. Two resolvent estimates in L”

Lemma 9.1. We have the following high frequency LP estimates for resol-
vent of —A on H2.

e (a) Forpe (1,00), Ro > 3, if Ro > c|o], then for any ¢ > 0

1 —2+e€
I(=A+0% = D7 Fllzg S o™+ flle (9.1)
1._ _
IV(=a+0% =7 fllz S lol 11 £lle (9:2)

where the implicit constant depends only on c.
e (b) Forpe (1,0), Ro >0, if R (02 — %) >0, then
-84 02 = Dl Smin (L ) 1l 03
4 R(o?)
IV(-A+0> = 7l S ol 0z (94)

Proof. We prove (O.J)) first. By (818) and Young’s inequality, it suffices to
prove

1

/0 log r|rdr < |o|72t¢ (9.5)
0

/ o 2e” @ TROT Ginh iy < Jo| 72 (9.6)
\

o7t
(@3 is direct. To verify (Q.6]), we consider two cases:

When r € [71, 1] we have

1 1
/ ’U’_%e_(%JrgR")rsinhrdrg/ \U\_%G_(%+§Rg)r7’d7‘ (9.7)
lo]~1 o~
IJI 5 _Rox 5
S [ ol be R 5 jol (9.5)
1

where in the last inequality we used o > c|o].
When r € [1,00) we have

=l (L4 Ro)r wor1 [T 21 3,
/ lo|~ze~ TR sinh rdr < e RO / lo|"2e 2" sinhrdr (9.9)
1 1

< ez < g (9.10)

for any n > 0, where in the last inequality we used Ro > c|o|.
Second, we prove (0.2). By (819) and Young’s inequality it suffices to
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prove

1
Tol 3
|0‘|% / ‘r_2(sinhr)2(cosh2r— 1) 2rdr S |0'|_1 (9.11)
0

1
|0|% / r~2(sinh r)?(cosh 72 — 1)_%6_(%+§Ra)r7“d7" Slol™! (9.12)
\

0\71

’alé/ r=2(sinh r)2(cosh®r — 1) "2~ G e dr < o710 (9.13)
1

(O11)-(@I13)) follow by direct calculations as above. ([@.4]) is much easier and
follows directly from estimating the LHS of (O.11])-(@.13]).

Now we prove ([@3). By &I, e®*et? is a contraction C¥ semigroup in
LE. Since the infinitesimal generator of eOtet® i §; + A. Then by Lumer-
Phillips theorem or [ Corollary 3.6 , [51]], {z : Rz > 0} C p(A + 1), and for
such z, there holds

I8+ 61 =27l < g1
Thus for & (02 — %) > 0 we have
N T [y e —
4 TR +02 -1 ‘
which gives ([@.3]). O

Lemma 9.2. We have the following high frequency LP estimates for resol-
vent of H. For p € (1,00), Ro > 3, if Ro > c|o|, then for any € > 0 there
exists Ko sufficiently large such that for all |o| > Ky

1 —2+e€
ICH + 0% = )7 fllze S 1ol F 1z (9.14)

where the implicit constant depends only on c.

Proof. The proof is an easy application of resolvent identity and Lemma [0.11
In fact formally one has

1 1 1_\*
(H + 0% — Z)—1 =(-A+o%— Z)—1 <I +W(-A+ 0% - Z)_1> .

By Lemma [0.1]it suffices to prove

N |

1,
IW(=A +0° - 7 Ylzr—rry <

By Lemma [0.1] this is easy to obtain by letting |o| > Ky > 1:
1._
IW(=A+ 0% - Z) 1||(LP—>LP)
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1. _
S (Al + [VIe)ll(—A + 0 — Z) Yo rr)
S CRy M,

where we applied Proposition 4.1 to bound the potentials in W. ]

10 Appendix C. Harnack inequality for linear heat
equations and Bochner inequality for heat flows

The following version of Harnack inequality for linear heat equations on
complete manifolds was widely used in heat flow literature.

Lemma 10.1. Suppose that f is a nonnegative function which satisfies
atf - Af S 07

then it is known in the heat flow literature that for t > 1

t
flz,t) < /t_l /B(m,l) f(y, s)dvolyds.

We collect the Bochner inequalities for heat flows in the following two
lemmas.

Lemma 10.2. If (u, d;u) solves (I.3) in Xr, then

05|V, 0su|* — AV, 050 + 2|V V,8,u)* < V85| |[VOst| |8y |dal
+ Vol |0su| |V, |dal + |Vda| 07| |Vdst| [05u] + [Vl |dal,

(10.1)
and it holds
83|VOSZZ|2 — A|V83ﬂ|2 + 2‘V28317|2 < |Vasﬂ|2|dﬂ|2 + |V8317|2
+ |Vosul|0sul|| Vdul|du| + |V8sﬂ||83ﬂ||dﬂ|3. (10.2)

Moreover we have

0s|Vou* — AVl + 2|V30u)? < |Vowul?|dul? + |V o)
+ |04 |dat|? |V O,31| + |V, |0, |V da| |dat) + |V [0, |dul®.  (10.3)
Lemma 10.3. If (u,dyu) solves (1.3) in Xr, then we have
05| V2du|* — AIV2du|? + 2|V3dul|*
< |\V2da|dul® 4 |V2du|? + |Vda||V2da|? + |Vdu)|?|V2daul|d)
+ |du?|V du||V2dal (10.4)
and

8, V20,12 — A|V20,1|% + 2| V39,1
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< [V20sul?(|duf® 4 1) + |0suf*|V?05ul |V du| + 041 |du| |V O] [V 0su
+ |V20,u|?|Vdau| + |du||Vdau||V20su||Vdst| + | V20t |da||0st|+

+ (V24| |da)|0,11| V28| + |da| |V dit| [V s [V 2, ]. (10.5)
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