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STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR CONVEX CO-COMPACT
HYPERBOLIC SURFACES

JIAN WANG

ABSTRACT. Using recent work of Bourgain—Dyatlov [BoDy] we show that for any
convex co-compact hyperbolic surface Strichartz estimates for the Schrodinger equa-
tion hold with an arbitrarily small loss of regularity.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a recent paper [BoDyl, Bourgain—Dyatlov showed that any convex co-compact
hyperbolic surface enjoys a resonance free strip with corresponding polynomial bounds
on the resolvent. As is well know (see Datchev [Da]) such estimates imply local smooth-
ing with logarithmic loss of regularity. Using the procedure going back to the work of
Staffilani-Tataru [StTa] we show that this implies Strichartz estimates with an arbi-
trarily small loss of regularity.

In the case of quotients for which the limit set has dimension ¢ satisfying § < %,
Burq—Guillarmou-Hassel [BGH] showed that these estimates hold without any loss
and we suspect that this might be the case in general. However, until [BoDy]| the only

estimate valid for surfaces with § > % was the same as that for compact surfaces, as
in the work of Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [BGT].

In this paper, we always suppose M = I'\H is a convex co-compact surface (for the
definition see for instance [Bo, Section 2.4]). Then we have the following result:

Theorem 1. Suppose M = T'\H, and uy € C§°(M), then for p,q > 2 satisfying
(p,q) # (2,00) and 5 + 3 = 3

e ug|| Lo (po.11.La(ary) < C|luo]

He(M)- (1.1)

We briefly outline the proof. Since M is a convex co-compact hyperbolic surface, it
can be written as a union of a compact set and finitely many half-funnels ([Bo, Section
2.4]). In the compact part, there exist a (fractal) set of trapped geodesics. From
Theorem 2 in [BoDy] we know that we can bound the cut-off resolvent by h~!|log Al
(see inequality (2.20) below), and this enables us to derive Strichartz estimates with
only e-loss of derivatives for arbitrary positive e. There is no trapping in the half-
funnels, hence we have Strichartz estimates for these parts (see [BGH, Lemma 2.2]).

However, since we are only concerned with Strichartz estimates with e-loss for the
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whole surface, we only use Strichartz estimates with an e-loss for these half-funnels.
These are obtained by a direct self-contained argument. We remark however that the
results of Bouclet [Bou2| give stronger estimates which could be used in case no-loss
estimates are obtained in the compact part.

As an application of Theorem 1 we obtain new local well-poseness results for non-
linear Schrédinger equations. Specifically we have the following

Theorem 2. Consider the Schrodinger equation
10w — Au = F(u), u(0,-) = up, (1.2)

where F is a nonlinear polynomial of degree B satisfying F(0) = 0. For any s >
— m, there exists p > [ —1 such that for any ug € H*(M), there exists T > 0
and a unique solution

w € C(I=T, T); H*(M)) 0 L([~T. T}; L*(M)).

Moreover,

(1) 1f o]
(2) If ug € H" for some r > s, then w € C([-T,T], H"(M)).

me () 18 bounded, then T can be bounded from below by a positive constant.

Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov proved a similar result where the same conclusions hold for
s>1-— m (see [BGT, Proposition 3.1]). Thanks to Theorem 1, regularity can
be lowered. In particular, for cubic non-linearities (8 = 3) we have well-poseness in
H¢ for any € > 0.

Proof of Theorem 2. We indicate modifications needed in the proof of [BGT, Propo-
sition 3.1]. Since s > 1 — m, we can find p > max {8 — 1,2} such that
5 > 1—% = %. Now we choose ¢ > 0 satisfying s > §+e. Let 0 = s —€ > 2.
We can define the space Yr in the proof of [BGT, Proposition 3.1] with this new
o. Now the rest part of the proof of [BGT, Propostion 3.1] can be applied without

change. U

This paper is organized in the following way: in Section 2, we prove Strichartz
estimates for the compact region and in Section 3 we deal with estimates in the funnel.
A combination of the two gives the estimate for the entire surface.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Maciej Zworski for suggesting this prob-
lem and for helpful discussions and Jin Long for comments on the first version of this
note. Partial support by the National Science Foundation grant DMS-1500852 is also
gratefully acknowledged.
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2. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR THE COMPACT REGION

We recall from [Bo, Section 2.4] that a convex co-compact surface M can be decom-
posed as M = My U Gy - -Gy where OM, = |_|;V:1 G, and G; ~ [0,00), x (R/k;R),
with the metric glg, = dr? + cosh? rdz?. We refer to M, as the compact part and to
G, as half funnels. The full funnels are given by F; = (2 — k;2)\H

In this section we prove the Strichartz estimates for the compact region:

Proposition 2.1. (Strichartz estimates for the compact region). Suppose M = T'\H,
X € C(M), and ug € C°(M). Then for all € > 0, and p,q > 2 satisfying (p,q) #

(2,00) and % + % =1, we have

Ixe™ " uo| oo,11,0ary) < Clluoll mrean)- (2.1)

for some constant C' > 0.

We first state Strichartz estimates with logarithmic loss for spectrally localized data:

Lemma 2.2. (Strichartz estimates for spectrally localized data). Suppose M = I'\H,
¢ € C5°((3,2),R) and x € C°(M). Then for any ug € Cg°(M) we have

Ixe™ 33 o(h* A )uo|| o o.a1,Laqary < Cllog hl[luoll z2(ar)- (2.2)

Before proving the lemma we recall the following lemma due to Bouclet (see [Boul,
Corollary 1.6]).

Lemma 2.3. Suppose P is an elliptic self-adjoint differential operator of order m > 0
on M =T\H. If oo € C5°(R) and ¢ € C5°(R\ {0}) satisfy

Po(N) + (27 =1 (2.3)

k=1
for all A € R. Then for2 < q < oo and f € C*°(M) we have

1o < CUleo(P) flloaan + QO 1027 P) fll7aan)?)- (2.4)
k=1
We will also use the following result:
Lemma 2.4. If x € C3°(M) and ¢ € C§°(R) then for x1 € C3°(M) satisfying x1 = 1
on supp(x) and ¢, € C§° satisfying o1 = 1 on supp(p) we have
[ p(=h*A)] = hAxio1(=h*A) + R(h), (2.5)
where for g > 2, A= Opa_ra(1) and R(h) = Og-~n_ g~ (h>).

This Lemma can be deduced from results of Bouclet [Bou3], but we give a direct
argument.



4 JIAN WANG
Proof of Lemma 2.4. First we show that
xp(—=h*A) = xp(=h*A)x1 + O(h>®) -~y (2.6)

In fact, by the Helffer-Sjostrand formula (see for instance [Zw, Theorem 14.9]) we have

xp(—h*A)(1 = x1) / 9.9z —2)7H (1 = x1)dm, (2.7)

where ¢ € C§°(C) is an almost analytic extension of ¢. Now we choose a sequence
of cut-off functions {Xj};?‘;2 such that x;1]supp(x;)usupp() = 1 and X1|supp(y;) = 1 for
j > 2. Then for any N

X(=RPA = 2)7H (1 = x1) =xxz v (=h*A = 2) 7 (1 = x1)

=(—1)""tyad,, - --ad,, (—h*A — 2) "1 — xy). (2:8)
We note that
ady, (~h?A — 27! 1= [(—h2A = 2)7), ;)
—(—h2A = 2) g, —HPA = (KA = 2 = Oy s (] T 2| 2)
for some K; > 0. Hence by iterating we know
ady, - adyy (—h?A = 2)71 = Oty (R Tm 2 7), (2.9)

for some K n > 0. Inserting this in (2.8) and then (2.7) gives (2.6).

Equation (2.6) allows us to define the symbol class as in [DyZw, Definition E1 -
E3] since now we can work on a compact surface without boundary M, containing
supp(x) Usuppx:. In particular, we can use the space W, *(Mp).

Now we turn to proving (2.5). We first show that
[ o(=R2A))(1 = 1) (—h*A) = Op-w_,pyx (h%), (2.10)
that is,
P(=h*A)x (1 = 1) (=h*A) = Oy~ v (R%). (2.11)
We now define ¢; in a similar way to y; in (2.8), then
(=P A)X(1 = 1) (—=h*A) =p(=h*A)pa(=h?A) - - on(=h*A)x (1 — ) (=h?A)
:(—1)N_1g0(—h2A)ad¢2(_th) ce adspN(_th)X(l — gO)(—h2A)

From [Zw, Theorem 14.9] we know that ¢;(—h?A) € W, *°(My). Hence ad,,_p2a)x =
Op-i_+1(h) and (2.11) follows. Now a similar argument to the proof of (2.6) gives
(2.5).

We note that A = h™[x, o(—h?*A)] € &, (M), therefore A = Orq_,14(1) by [KTZ,
Lemma 2.2]. O
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Proof of Proposition 2.1 assuming Lemma 2.2. Let ¢y € CP(R), ¢ € C°(R\ {0})
such that

A) + i 027N\ =1 (2.12)

k=1

for all A\. Then

—i —i - —i 1
Ixe™ "ol rsza <C(llpo(A)xe™ P ugllona + 1D (2 A)xe A ug|[74)?|1r)
k=1

Cllpo(A)xe™ B ugllma + (Y llo(27* A)xe™ ™ uo|35,10)?)

—1 = — —i 1
=C(lIxpo(A)e™ P uollrizs + (Y w2 A)e™ P uo7r.10)?)
k=1

+ C(lllpo(A), Xle™ P uoll riza + ( ZH (27%A), xle™ A uoll3y,4)7)

=T1+1II
(2.13)
By Lemma 2.2,
=C(lIxpo(A)e ™ ugl| oo + (O IIxp (27 A)e " ug|3,,,4)?)
Clluollzz + (O [og 27 [lp(27* Auo|l12)?)
k=1 (2.14)

Cllluollzz + (D 2% (lp(27* A)uoll72)?)
k=1

For II: by (2.6) we know that
llp(=n*A), xle™ P uolloize < Al Axapr(=h*A)e™ g Loiza + | R(h)e™ P ugl| ;s

(2.15)
By Lemma 2.4
[ Ax1p1 (—h2A)e™" P ug|| Lripa <C|lx101(—h*A)e™" | Lo Lo (2.16)
<C|loghlllp(=h*A)e™ " ugl| 2.
For the last term in (2.15):
_itA —itA
[R(h)e™" P uollLre <ClR(R)e™ P uol| Lo, pri-2/n (2.17)

<Chlle™ug| o2 < Chlluo|| 2
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since e~™2 preserves the L? norm.

Finally, we have

11 :=C([[po(A), Xle™" gl o,z + ZH (2728), e " 3,0)%)

- — _ _ _ 1
Cllluollzz + (Y 127" log 27 [l (2 A)uo |72 + 27 |fuol|72) )

k=1 (2.18)
Cllluollzz + (Y 22 A)uol72)* + (327 |luoll7)?)
k=1 k=1
U

We now turn to the proof of Lemma 2.2. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. (Local smoothing with logarithmic loss). Suppose M = T\H, x €
CeP(M), € C5°((3,2),R), and ug € Cg°(M). Then

—i 1
||Xg0(h2AM)6 tAMU()HLZ([OJLLz(M)) S C(h| log h|)2 ||u0||L2(M) (219)

Proof of Lemma 2.5. From Theorem 2 in [BoDy] and the proof of [DyZw, inequality
(6.3.10)], we have the following bound:

|log h|
h )

for 0 < h < hy < 1 with C independent of h. We now use a modification of Kato’s

argument as presented in [DyZw, Theorem 7.2]. In the notation of that reference, we
take K(h) =log(1/h) to obtain (2.19). O

Ix(R*An — (1€)X r2(uy— 20y < C (2.20)

Remark. From the estimate of the resolvent (2.20), as explained in [DyZw, Section
7.1], we have the following estimate

Ixe™ ug

L2(0,1],H % (M) = (221)

Now we state a semiclassical dispersive estimate which together with Lemma 2.7
gives Strichartz estimates for localized solutions. For the proof of the dispersive es-
timates, we refer to the proof of Lemma 2.5 in [BGT] and [KTZ, (4.8)]. Note that
though Lemma 2.5 in [BGT] was proved for compact manifolds, the argument applies
without change since we are only concern with the compact region.

Lemma 2.6. (Semiclassical dispersion estimate). Suppose M = I'\H, ¢ € C§°(R),
and x € C(M). Then there exists a > 0, C' > 0, such that for all uy € C§°(M),
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h € (0,1], we have
w C
||X6 tAMQp(h2AM)XUOHL°°(M) < WHUQHU(M) (2.22)

for every t € [—ah, ahl.

Lemma 2.7. (Keel-Tao [KeTa]) Let (X,S, p) be a o-finite measured space, and U :
R — B(L*(X,S, 1)) be a weakly measurable map satisfying, for some C, o > 0,

WU ||r2o22 < C, tER, (2.23)

and

A
|t — 12|’
Then for any p,q € [1,00] satisfying % + %‘T =o0,p>2and (p,q) # (2,00), we have

||U(t1)U(t2)*fHL1_>Loo < t1 # ty € R. (224)
1UN| 2 1pi00 < O, (2.25)

for some constant C' = C"(C,0,p,q).

We will also use the well-known lemma of Christ and Kiselev:

Lemma 2.8 (Christ-Kiselev, [ChKi]). Suppose X and Y are Banach spaces and K €
C(B(X,Y)), where B(X,Y) is the space of bounded linear mappings from X to Y.
Suppose —o0 < a < b < oo. Let

Tf(t):/ K(t, s)f(s)ds, Wf:/tK(t,s)f(s)ds.

If fori1<p<qg<o0

7|l Lo ((asb), X )= La((a),y) < C, (2.26)
then

Wl 2o ((a,6), )= Lo ((ap),y) < C7, (2.27)
for some C" = C'(p,q,C).

Now we are in the position to prove Lemma 2.2. The proof given here is based on
the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [BGH], with some of the ideals also presented in [StTa].

Proof of Lemma 2.2. First of all, form Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7, we have

Ixe™ ™2 o(h? Anr)uo | Lo (o.cnl,La(any < Clltol|L2ar) (2.28)

for some ¢ > 0. By Littlewood-Paley theory, we can assume that wug is localized near
frequency h~! in the sense that o(h?Ay)ug = up. Then we have

Ixe™ ™ uo| Lo o.cnt,aqary < Clluollz2an)- (2.29)
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Now we choose a time cut-off function 1 such that ¢ € C3°[—1,1], ¥(0) = 1, and
dez (s — j) = 1. Denote u = e~ "My, then

Xu = Zw(s/h—j)xu =: Zuj. (2.30)

JEZ JEZ

Let h = %, then uy and ux can be estimated by (2.29). For 1 < 7 < N — 1, note

(i) — Ang)u; = %w’(t/h = 0(th— ) (A4 2VXVu) = wy. (2.31)

By the local smoothing estimate with logarithmic loss we have

- 1
IXullz2o,1),2(ar)) < C'(h[log h|)2 [luol[ r2(ar) (2.32)
for all x € C§g°(M). Let x =1 on the support of x, then
1, . | log h|
Z w172 0,10, 22(ary) < ﬁHXUH%?;L? <C A uol|72- (2.33)
J
Using Duhamel’s formula, we get
t
u; = —z'/ e~ =Ry (5)ds. (2.34)
Let
(G+Oh , (J+Dh
u;(t) = —i/ e~ =98 gy (5)ds = —ie_’tAM/ e AM i (5)ds. (2.35)
(j=Dh (j=Dh
Using the dual estimate of (2.32) we have
(+Dh A L
| e Mw;(s)ds| 2y < C(h[log hl)2 [|lw;l[ 2,2 (2.36)
(J=Dh

Now by (2.29) we get

4]l oiza < C(h|log B)2 ||w)]| r2;re. (2.37)
From Lemma 2.8 we know
;]| £rsza < C(h] log h|)? ||w;]] 2. (2.38)
Hence
N- N-1
> lullieie < C(hlogh]) > |lwjll7a,2 < Cllog hl*|luol7. (2.39)
— o
For p > 2, we have
N—
2
Z ;] 00) 7 < Cllog h||Jug||72- (2.40)

Finally we get
Ixull zr;re < Cllog hl||uol| 2. (2.41)
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3. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR THE FUNNEL

In this section we will give Strichartz estimates for the funnel. Considering the goal
of this paper, we only need the following:

Proposition 3.1. (Strichartz estimates in the funnel). Suppose M = T'\H, and
X € C§°(M) such that 1—x is supported in the half funnels. Then forp,q > 2 satisfying
(p,q) # (2,00) and % + % = % and any € > 0, we have

(1 = x)e™ " *Mug|| Lo o,11,a(ar)) < Cllviol| e (ar)- (3.1)

The strategy we will follow here is that we will use the cut-off function to restrict
the Schrodinger equation to the half-funnel where there is no trapping. Since we are
dealing with surfaces, the funnel can always be assume to be F' = (z — kz) \ H for
some k > 1. This will make some of the computations more explicit and direct. The
main tools we will use are the following lemma and the Remark of Lemma 2.5.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose F' = (z — kz) \ H is a funnel, then for uqg € C3°(F') we have
le™* 2 uo| oo, Lacry) < Clluol|raery- (3.2)

Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 are direct results of [Bou2, Theorem 1.2 and Theorem
1.3], but for the reader’s convenience we give a self-contained argument here.

We first prove Proposition 3.1 using Lemma 3.2 and inequality (2.21).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that 1 — x is sup-
ported in a funnel F. Then (i0; — Apr)u = 0 implies

(10, — Ap)(1 = x)u = —[Au, X]u. (3.3)

Denote w = (1 — x)u, then

w|t:0 = (1 — X)UO
By the Duhamel’s formula,
t
w = e (1 — x)uy — / e =R AL ]u(s)ds. (3.5)
0

Denote w = fol e~ =92 [A ), x]u(s)ds. Then by the Christ-Kiselev lemma, we only
need to show that

@] e (j0,1);9(F)) < Clluol|g2e(an- (3.6)
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Let x be a cut-off function such that y = 1 on the support of y, then

Il I+ AVl + IR+ D)y

<Juo|| g2

since [Y, (I + A)z] is a differential operator of order ¢ — 1. Note that [A,, x| is a
first-order differential operator, we find

lAsedull ,  yie < Clluollaseqan. (3.8)

L2([071} 7Hcomp (F))

Now we define T : L*(F) — LP([0,1], LY(F)), u — e ®ry. From Lemma 3.2

1.
we know T is a bounded operator. Let T* : L?([0, 1],Hcoﬁ$ (F)) — L*(F), w
fol e*AFyw(s)ds. The dual estimate of (2.21) shows that 7 is bounded as a map from
L% H~2 to H=¢. Note that if w € L2([0, 1], H~2*¢(F)), then

1
||(I+AF)§/ eitAwa(s)dsHLz
0

1 1

< [ el anioduedsle | [ ¢S+ Aniule (3
0 0

<+ Br)E, Xl oy + 10+ A0,y

SHwHLZ;H*%*ﬁ’

This indicates 7% is also a bounded operator from L2([0, 1], H~2+<(F)) to L2.

Combining the boundedness of these two operators and the fact that
w =TT ([An, x]u), (3.10)
we conclude that (3.6) is true. O

Lemma 3.2 is a special case of [BGH, Theorem 1.1], but for the reader’s convenience
we give a direct proof here.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. By Theorem 1.1 in [Bo], the kernel of €2 is

isz
i [ e s
K(t,2,2) =clt| 2% ds 3.11
( ) 4 , /coshs —coshp (3:.11)

where p = p(z, ') is the hyperbolic distance between z and 2’. For 0 < |[t| < 1 we have
(see [Ba, Proposition 4.2])

C 1% 1
K n< — 2, 12
K(t2 )| < (! (312)
Note A,K = A, K = i0,K, hence for 0 < |t| < 1 and any [ > 0, we have
ALK+ ALK < K] < —— (L), (3.13)

|t]1+2 (sinhp
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This shows that K(¢,z,2') is smooth in z and 2’ when ¢ # 0. Let Kp(t, z,2) =
dover K(t,2,72") = 32,0 K(t,2,k"2), then K is the Schwartz kernel of e UAF If
we can show that for 0 < || <1

C
|Kr(t, 2, 2)] < ik (3.14)
then by Lemma 2.7, we can get (3.2). By (3.12), we only need to show that

Y (<o (3.15)

sinh
nez Pn

where p, = p(z, k"2’ is the hyperbolic distance between z and k™z'. Note

(y _ k,ny/)2 |Z _ k,nz/|2
1+ <14+ — = hp, <efr. 1
+ ey S + o coshp, <e (3.16)
Hence we have -
_ "yy
o< 77 3.17
S k) (3.17)
Since p, > 0, we have o < 4¢3 . Hence
Pn 1 _en 2kMyy" 1 2E" N 1
<C <C — 27 _)i=(C — 3.18
%;sinhpn)2 - ;6 = ;((y+k"y’)2)4 %((k"+)\)2)4’ (3.18)

where \ := % Without loss of generality, we can assume 1 < A < k. Otherwise, since
y, y' > 0, we can find an [ € Z such that k'y/ <y < k'*'y/ and then we substitute g’
with y” := k'y. Since the sum in (3.18) is taking for all n € Z, we know that this sum
will not change and we have A = % € [1, k. Therefore

Pn 1 2kn+l 1
< — i< (. 1
Z:(sinhpn)2 _CZ:(IC2"+1)4 =C (3.19)
nez nez
O
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