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SOME LOWER BOUNDS FOR SOLUTIONS OF SCHRODINGER
EVOLUTIONS

MIKEL AGIRRE AND LUIS VEGA

ABSTRACT. We present some lower bounds for regular solutions of Schrédinger
equations with bounded and time dependent complex potentials. Assuming that
the solution has some positive mass at time zero within a ball of certain radius,
we prove that this mass can be observed if one looks at the solution and its
gradient in space-time regions outside of that ball.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we are going to study the behavior of the solution of Schrodinger’s
initial value problem

(1) { Ou = i(Au+ V(z,t)u)

u(x,0) = ug(x)

where V(x,t) is a bounded complex potential. For the case where the potential is
identically zero, V = 0, we can write down the explicit formula
1

2 o) = " uole) = g [ 1SR de

where e*?uy(z) denotes the free solution and

A

f&) = @ [ e f(a) da

is the Fourier transform of f. Simple computations give that identity (2)) can also

be written as
2

u(z,t) = ri) /Rn e 1 ug(y) dy

fpia 2
(A |yl

~ (Amit)n2 /Rn e Ve it ug(y) dy.
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As a consequence
i|z|? /4t
itA _ € F (T
() = e <2t> ’

with f,(z) = el"*/4%q(z). This identity implies that to give size conditions of u
at two different times, say t = 0 and ¢t = T is equivalent to give size conditions
to fr and fT. This idea has been largely exploited by L. Escauriaza, C.E. Kenig,
G. Ponce, and L. Vega, see for example [5] to revisit some classical Uncertainty
Principles (UPs), as those by Hardy, Paley-Wiener, and Morgan. They give al-
ternative proofs to these classical results using techniques of Partial Differential
Equations, more concretely the so-called Carleman type inequalities. These UPs
are rigidity results in the sense that the conclusions are that the only function
satisfying the desired properties is either the trivial one, or some specific function,
as for example the Gaussian in the case of Hardy’s UP. Unlike this, the use of Car-
leman inequalities is rather flexible and allows perturbations by potentials V' # 0.
Moreover, some lower bounds for general solutions are also proved.

All these results rely on assuming decay at two different times. The main purpose
of this paper is to start to explore the way to reduce the hypothesis from two times
to just one. Besides the fact that we consider this a very natural question by itself,
our main motivation has been to try to adapt the PDE techniques to prove more
sophisticated UPs as those proved by F. Nazarov in [7].

Our starting point is a general lower bound obtained in [4] (cf. Theorem 3.1) for
solutions of ([II) for bounded potentials. The main assumption in that result is that
the solution has some nontrivial mass in a space-time cylinder with height ¢t ~ 1/2
and the basis given by a ball of radius 1. Then, the conclusion is that there exists
a constant ¢ that depends just on the dimension such that the lower bound

1
(3) / / lu(z, )| + |Vaul(z, t)|dedt > e,
0 JR-1<|z|<R

holds for all R sufficiently large. In Theorem 2. we will obtain lower bounds
similar to (3) just assuming conditions at one time. In Theorem we give some
uniqueness results about solutions of ([II) for x € R".

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we gather the main
results of the article. In sections 3 and 4 we give some auxilliary results necessary
for the proof. In particular, we introduce the so called Appell’s or pseudoconformal
transformations. They give us the extra parameter we need to avoid to assume
conditions at two different times. Here we use similar arguments to those in [6].
Finally the proof of Theorem [2.1] is given in section 5.



LOWER BOUNDS 3

Acknowledgements: Both authors were partially supported by an ERCEA Ad-
vanced Grant 2014 669689 - HADE, by the MEIC projects MTM2014-53850-P and
SEV-2013-0323, and by the Basque Goverment BERC program.

2. THE MAIN RESULTS

By H}..(R™) we mean the set of functions f that together with their gradients are
locally in L?*(R™) . We have the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let u € C([0,1] : H},.(R™)) be a solution of
Ou = i(Au+ V(x,t)u)
u(,0) = uo(z),

where V€ L>®(R™ x [0, 1]) is a complex potential and
|Vl zoe@nxpoan=< L.

Let Ry > 0 be such that for some cy > 0,

2 2
ug|“dx = cj,
/BRO o ’
and let also M > 4Ry + 1 so that

(4) sup [ Jule, O + [Vu(z, ) *de = A* < +o0.
0<t<1J By

2564 o914 (co
colL ? A

¢, that depends just on the dimension such that if 0 <t < t*,

4
Then, there exist t* = min( ) , R2, %) and a universal constant

2
enfe 13t
(5) - / / lu(y, s)|> + s|Vyu(y, s)*dyds > 2, Ry < p< M.
t /4 Sllyl-p-p3l<dpvi

We state a few remarks about the theorem.
Remark 1: Observe that M can be infinity.

Remark 2: (The periodic setting) Take T = [0, 27]. Assume now that we have
a periodic in space solution u € C([0, 1]; H!(T)) of the problem () and

/11‘ luo|*dz = cf.

Choose p = 27. Then the observability region has the form

y & 2 <1+§> < 8mVt, sct/4,3t],
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that by periodicity becomes

‘y + 27r§‘ <8mVt, s€t/4,3t].

Hence as a consequence of the above theorem there exists a universal constant c;
such that

(6)

Cl/t

/ / [u|? + s|Vu|*dyds > c3.
yi27rs\<87r\[

This result can be seen as some kind of one dimensional observability inequality
for periodic solutions of (1), as shown by N. Burq and M. Zworski in [3] for time
independent potentials. Observe also that the variable ¢ is very small, as estated
on Theorem [Z11 The drawback of () is that involves Vu, and it is a very natural
question to know if this term is needed. Also, and because of this dependence on
the gradient, it is not clear up to what extent (@) implies a controllability result.
Nevertheless, observe that our result allows potentials that can depend on time
and holds in any dimension. The geometry of the controllability set becomes more
complicated as the dimension grows, and it would also be very natural to explore if,
with the methods used in this paper, one could get closer to the results obtained
for the two dimensional case by N. Anantharaman and F. Macia in [1], and J.
Bourgain, N. Burq, and M.Zworski in [2].

Our second main result is a uniqueness one and it is an immediate consequence of
Theorem 2.1, and therefore the proof will be omitted. As far as we know this type
of uniqueness result is completely new.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that for any ug € H'(R™) there exists a unique solution

we (0,1 : HY(R")) of

du=i(A+V(zx,t))u xeR", te(0,1)
u(zx,0) = uo,

with V€ L™ (R” x |0, 1]) If ¢,, is as in ([Bl) and there exist R;, j € N such that
for all 5

llIIl ec” t / / .S 2 s VU .S 2 d dS o 0’
0 ¢ llyl—R;(1+s/t)|<4R; \/| u(y: )l Vu(y, s)|” dyds =
then u = 0.

As a side result to Theorem 2.2l we could let the spatial parameter p tend to infinity
and obtain a similar conclusion.
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Theorem 2.3. Assuming the same conditions as in Theorem and that there
exists tog < t* such that

li e [ u(y. ) + 5 [Vu(y, )/ dyds = 0
im —e "t u(y, s)|” + s |Vuly, s s=0,
Pty to/4 Jllyl—p(1+s/to)|<4pv/to Y Y Y

then u = 0.

Remark 3: Notice that our results are perturbative and allow complex potentials
that can depend on time. Therefore, it can be applied to solutions of non-linear
equations as long as a nice local in time well-posedness theory is available. We
can proceed as done in [5] and consider for example

(7) Oru = i(Au + f(|ul*)u),

with f: R — R, and f(0) = f’(0) = 0. Then, given two smooth solutions u; and
ug of (), the difference w = u; — uy satisfies an equation as (), and therefore
Theorems and 2.3 apply to w.

3. APPELL’S CONFORMAL TRANSFORMATION AND CARLEMAN’S ESTIMATE

We use the following result from [8] to generate a new family of solutions for
Schrodinger’s problem that depends on two parameters.

Lemma 3.1. If u(y, s) verifies
dgu = i(Du+ V(y, shu+ F(y,s), (y,5) € R x [0,1]
and o and [ are positive, then

) B )

o) = (G s ati—ove) T

verifies
0t = (At + Vw )i+ Fla,0), () €R"x[0,1
with f
i t
V(x,t)—( (1—15 + Bt)? ( +5t a(l—t)+5t>
and

n/2+2 ,
F(z,t) = (%) F( ( vopa pt ) (a=p)le]

, e T al-0+50) |
all —t)+ pt a(l—t)+ 0t a(l—t)+ Pt

Although the statement uses two parameters o and [ we are going to define
v = «a/f and rewrite the dilations in a proper way. We need to be careful on
how these functions alter the domains of integration in the proof. It is important
to make a sensible use of the parameter ~ in relation to these functions. For this



LOWER BOUNDS 6

reason, we give some estimations in the next section. We will not be considering
the function F either, since we will not consider outer forces disturbing our system.

Next we recall another result from [4], that plays a fundamental role in the rest of
the arguments. Therefore we include its proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.2 (Carleman estimate). Assume that R > 0 and ¢ : [0,1] — R is a
smooth function. Then, there exists ¢, = c(n, || ¢’ |loo + || ¢" ||ec) > 0 such that
the inequality
/2
o

8

(8) ¢, R?
holds when o > ¢, R* and g € C°(R™1) has its support contained in the set

(@) : |5 +eel=1).

3

H ea‘R-i-go(t 61| g H <” 60|R+<,0 t)el‘ (Za +A)g ”27

Proof. Let f = elwte®eil’g Then,

N 2
ea‘§+<ﬂ(t)el‘ (iat + A)g =S, f —40A,f,

where ,
4o
S —z8t+A+ﬁ§+<p()el\2,
1 x i 1
A, = —(—= — 4+ — (=
o=l Tel)e) V+QRQ+ 5 (7 )

are the symmetric and anti-symmetric operators respectively. Thus,

A =—A,, Si=5,

(&

and ,
| elzre®al” (o, + A)g |2= (S, f — 40 Ao f, Sof — 40 Ayf)
> —40((S, Ay — AgSo)f, f) = —40([S,, A S, f).

A calculation shows that

_ 4o 2 1 21 " 2 2i(:0,
S0 Aol = 58— T2 |2 4ol — 5 [(B+0) o +67] + 220,
and
, 2 160° 2
| elieel o, 1+ A)g |32 200 [ |5+ per| |fPdnde+ 25 [ V5 Pdrdt

ﬂ " / 2 _@
+20/[<R+g0><p +g0]|f|dxdt 20 [ 00 fwit
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Hence using the hypothesis on the support of g and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
the absolute value of the last two terms can be bounded by a fraction of the first
two terms on the right hand side when o > ¢, R? for some large ¢, depending on
the dimension and || ¢’ || + || ¢” |lco. Then the result follows.

t

4. SOME A PRIORI ESTIMATES

Before going into the proof of the theorem, we give some estimates of the support
functions we are going to be using. At some point in the previous section we
have talked about a transformation based on the conformal transformation and
mentioned that the parameters o and § will be replaced by v > 0 defined as the
relation between the former ones, say «/f3. We will also want this parameter «y to
be as big as possible so in principle we see it as v >> 1. Having this in mind, we
define the following functions:

1
) o) = =g T
(1) =~
y(1—¢t)+t
1 1

t) = — .
p) 1—t+~1t ~1—1t)+t
At some point on the proof there will be a change of variables so it is interesting
to see how we can write ¢ in terms of s and see how the measure changes with
respect to . First we see that
sy
10 t(s) = —,
(10) () 1+s(y—1)
and so
8
(1+s(y—1))
Along the proof we encounter two different time intervals due to the definition of

the cut-off functions. The first one is [3/8,5/8]. For this interval observe that «(t)
can be estimated by

dt = ds.

1 3
(11) 7 <aft) < 72

and the variable s lives in

(12) jr R
Y +3 37+5




LOWER BOUNDS 8

The length of this interval can be estimated by

1 2
(13) — <<=,
Ay g
and the differential,
(14) %ds < dt < vds.

On the other hand, when t € [1/4,3/4] we can make the following estimations:

1
(15) 172 <aft) < 2

1 1
16 0<3(t) = — < <4
(16) <B) l—t+~y1t ~1—=-t)+t " 1—t4+~y1t~

It should also be noticed that the variable s lives on the interval
7?2 = # i
s 3y+1v+3|’

and its length is bounded from above and below as follows

1
(17) — < |12 < 4
2y g

1

which means that when ~ is large the variable s has size v~ and so we have the

following estimation for the differential

(18) %Gds < dt < ~yds.

Observe next that if we combine (@) with (I0) we can write
(19) Vya(t(s)) =14 sy —s.
Assume now that u € C([0,1], H},.(R")) is a solution to (I). Then, the following

identity holds
(20)

u(z,t)[* — |u(z,0)]* = —2Im /Ot (div(u(x, s) - Vii(z, 5)) + V(x, ) |u(z, 5)|*) ds,

where V' is a complex bounded potential. The proof of this identity is the following;:

First observe that
div(uVa) = |Vul® + uAt = uAu = div(uVi) — |[Vul?,
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and so we compute the derivative on the second variable of the squared term

i|u(:p, t)|? = %(uﬂ) = Oyutu + udsu

= udyu + udyu = 2Re(ud,u)

= 2Re(ui(A + V)u) = 2Re(iulu + iV |ul?)
= —2Im(uAt + V|ul?)

= —2Im(div(uVa) — |Vul* + Vl]u|?)

— —2Im(div(uVa) + V|ul?),

which concludes the proof.

We are ready now to discuss the proof of the main theorem on this paper.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [Z2.1]

We follow very closely the arguments in [6]. The goal is to use the Carleman
estimate (§) in a suitable way so that we can control both u and Vu by the initial
data. For this purpose we want to build an auxilliary function g. First, let v be
large enough, say v > 16 and define R = Ry,/7y. Define also the following cut-off
functions, g, n € C°(R™), ¢ € C*([0,1])

f 0, [z]>R+1 0, |z} <3/2

4, te[3/8,5/8
(1) :{ 0, te %0,/1/4]/u] 3/4,1].

For future purposes we will be assuming that R > 2. Next we use the confor-
mal transformation (B.I]) on the solution u to generate a new family of solutions
depending on the parameter v, say

vz, t) = a(t)?u(a(t)z, 3(t))e’35(t)|m|2 , (z,t) e R" x [0,1]
where the functions «,  and s were introduced on the previous section.

We use all the information gathered above to define the function g as follows:

9z, ) = On(z)n <% + gp(t)el) o(z,t) , (z,1) € R" x [0,1].

Observe that due to the nature of the test functions, ¢ is compactly supported
and,
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e g="0rvon (z,t) € {|lz] < R+ 1} x [3/8,5/§]
o V,u(x,t) = a(t)2e PO (o () Vu — LB(t)x - u)
y 3 8061‘ > 1}

where u = u(«(t)z, s(t)). With the function we just defined, we are ready to use
the Carleman estimate. Recall that for o > ¢, R?

53/2

€T 2 €T 2
(21) = el &0l g 1) [l < | el ROl (i, 4 A)g(a,t) |2 -

n

We need to work out both sides of the inequality. The goal is to give an estimation
from below to the left hand side using the information we have about the initial
data. Once this is done, we will find suitable upper estimates of the right hand
side in order to hide the terms we don’t need using the parameter o. Let’s thus
look at the Lh.s. of the inequality above,

x 2 z 2
|| 60|§+ap(t)el| g([L‘,t) ||§://620|§+§0(t)61| |g(x,t)|2dxdt

/3/8 /|$|<R+1 (z t)| dxdt
/35/8/|$I<R+1 )"|0r(x)ula(t)z, s(t))|*dzdt

o 53 » 2
8 Js(2) Iy\éa(t(s))(R+1)| r(a™(t(s))y)uly, s)|

We have made the change of variables y = a(t)z and s = s(t) together with
the estimate (I4]) on the differential and change of measure we mentioned on the
previous section. Now we want to plug the initial data into the equation. To do so
we measure the size of the difference between our function w and the initial data
U, say

O (t(s))y)(Jul® — |uo|*)dyds| .

1 Jyi<at)R
Next we use (20) to obtain,

B— / . /y 6 (—QIm /O (div(uVa) + V|u|2)ds’) dyds
— |2Im / - /0 ) /y 02, (div(uVid) + V|ul?)dyds'ds

+‘2[m// /9%V|u|2dyds'ds
sJs' Jy

< |2Im / / / 02 div (uV ) dyds'ds
sJs' Jy
- Bl -+ BQ.
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Here we study the contribution of both integrals separately and see how to choose
v in a suitable way depending on the parameters ¢y, A and L so that we have a nice
bound from below for the left hand side of Carleman’s estimate on this particular
case. For the estimation of both By and By we use (I3]) and (I4]) so that

B, = ‘QIm / / , /y 62 (a (t()))V (3, ) uly, )| dyds'ds

4]

< —/ /\U\Qdyds’
v sy
8L

< — sup /
TV stany—L YlI<4R/ Y

8A?L
<
v

lu|*dy

As for B; we have, using integration by parts,
B, = ‘éﬂm / / o (#(s)) / (0rV0r) (uV@)dyds'ds
sy~ J0 ly|<a(t(s))R
< ‘4ﬁ1m | ] [ervor)@vaydydsids
syt Syl Jy
<47 [ [ [ uvaldydsds
sey—1 Jslnn—1 Jy

< 167732 sup / luVu|dy
lyl<a(t(s))R

S/N,y—l

<8y sup [ ful? + [Vul*dy
s~y =1 JY|<AR/

_ s

= 32

Now if we put all together and remember that there was a factor v multiplying
the equation, we have

B < 8A%? 8A’L  B8A?
v

_ —1/2
- 71/2 + v o 71/2(1 + Ly )
Therefore, if we choose v > L? we have that

16 A2
VB < W

Now want to hide the contribution of B using ¢y. To do so we need to work out
the extra term introduced when B was defined, say

’V//%Iuo\Qdde-
sJy
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Clearly, the inclusion By (s)r C Ba(i(s))(r+1) and the definition of 6 together with

(I3)) gives us

7// 0% |uo|*dyds > 7// 0% uo|*dyds
s Y Ba(t(s))(R+1) s/ Ba(u(s)R
= 7// |uo|*dyds
s Ba(t(s))R
1 2
>0 [ luoldy
fy BR()

2
> 0
— 4

9}

Thus if % > 16A%y~1/2 then

4

A
> ol <—>
v = o)

and we can hide the contribution of B inside ¢3 and conclude

0|1+g0(t)61|2 2 f 2
(22) I e”1% 9(x,1) [l 5 co-

Now we study the right hand side of the Carleman estimate. First compute the
operator to see how the supports of the resulting expressions change:

(10, + A)g(z,t) = 0rnVv + 05 (i’ 0y, v + 2RIV - Vu + R™2Anv)
+ T](QV@R -Vou + AHRU)
= E1 + Ey + E,

where Fy and Ej3 are supported in

«3/2< | +p(t) <2, te[1/4,3/4]
o {R<|z| < R+1} x[1/4,3/4,]

respectively. From the definition of the conformal transformation and the assump-
tion on V' we have that |V| < Ly~! on the support of g. Thus,
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H ea|%+w(t)e1‘ (iat—l-A)g(:L’,t) Hg ://620‘%4—%7(15)@1‘ \(i@t+A)g(:c,t)\2d:cdt
tJx

< [ 22 U|%+tp(t)e1|2 2
< Loy77 | e%lm g2

3/4
80/ / (J0]? + 4R~2|Vo|?)dwdt
1/4 J|z|<R+1

3/4
+e72"/ / (|0]2 + |Vo]?)dzdt
1/4 JR<|z|<R+1

= 2
:LQ,Y—Z I 60|§+£p(t)e1| g ”g 1T+ € L,

Observe that from (ZI) the first term can be hidden on the left hand side of the
inequality if
o2 2L

>

2 -
(23) 2

So we only need to study the contribution of I; and I5. To see things more clearly
we split [; in the sub-integrals I11, I12, the first one measuring the contribution of
v, and the second one doing the same for the gradient Vuv.

3/4 3/4
/ / (0|2 dedt = / / a(t)[u(a(t)z, s(t)) Pdedt
1/4 Jiz|<R+1 1/4 Jiz|<R+1

s(3/4) )
TN u(y, 5) Pdyds.
(1/4) Jy|<a(t(s))(R+1)

Here we have simply made a change of variables and use the information we have
about the behavior of the functions «(t) and s(¢) when ~ is big enough. As for I,
we use the triangular inequality together with the change of variables y = «a(t)z
and the estimations with =, as we see here

3/4
12 = / / AR?| V| dxdt
1/4 Jie|<R+1

—4 _ 2
R /1/4 /:B<R+1 a(t)Vu 6( Jru|“dxdt
1
<4 _ -1 2
B i ) Vulys) = S () Py
< 43—%/ / <—|vu|2 AR+ 1)2|u|2> dyds
s~1/v Jyl<a(t(s))(R+1)

1
:47/ / ( |Vu|2+4<1+ ) |u|2> dyds.
s~/ Jyl<atio) R
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Using now that R = Ry,/7 > 2 we get

I; < 367/ | [u® + 7 Vul*dyds.

oyt /ylﬁa(t(S))(RH
And if we put both I1; and I;5 together and use (7)) we can estimate I; as follows
n<wy [ ([ul? + 7| Vul?)dyds
s~ Jyl<a(t(s)) (R+1)

< 216 sup

/ (fuf? + 5! 1Vul?)dy
sy 1 Iyl <a(t(s)) (R+1)

< 216 sup (|u|2 + 7_1|Vu|2)dy
s~y J|y|<M

< 216A2.

Following a similar computation we can estimate I as,
L< 32721%3/ / a2 + 7YVl *dyds.
s~ Ja(t(s))R<|y|<a(t(s)) (R+1)

Observe now that the spatial variable y lives in a region of length av. We would
like to rewrite that region in terms of 4. Using (&) and (I9) together with an
appropriate estimation for s we have that I, can be written as

I, < 23232/ / ul? 4~V uldyds.
2= 0 s~y 1 ||y‘*RO*ROS’Y|<%| | 7 ‘ | Y

Now if we put everything together we have the following inequality

(24)

0?2 <0 36 2 —1 2 V2
D0 <164+ 6yRye™ / / (P Vu)dyds |

cnft* 16 s~y=1 J|ly|—Ro—Rosy| < 252

To hide the first term of the right hand side inside the left hand side we ask the
following

o2 5124
>

— o0 > ¢,RY?
aR? T o -

(25)

for some universal ¢, that depends on ¢,, ¢y and A. Since we want (23) and (25)
to be satisfied we impose the following condition on the parameter ~y

2L _ 5124 ol

v T o 7= 9564

(26)
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col . (A)4 1,
> o (2} 2
7= ax <256A’ o) RY )

we can hide the contribution of the first term on the right hand side of (24]) into
the left hand side, so

And thus, whenever

53/2

1/2
o 360 / / A )
< 16Ryve u|* + Vul?)dyds )
CnR2 32 " ( syt HyI_RO—ROS’Y‘<—4§$<‘ ‘ v | ‘ ) Y )

On the other hand ¢ has to be greater than ¢, R? according to Carleman’s estimate,
which is a stronger condition than the one we just found. Hence if o = 64c¢,, R? we
have that for some universal constant ¢, ; which depends only on ¢,,

1/2
s (e [ (0 4 70 )
s~y ly|—Ro—Rosy|< 2
now if we rename y~! =t observe that

. 256 A _ Co 4 1 "
t§m1n<COL,214<Z),RS, ):t,

and
R2

2 < e /3t/ (|u* + s|Vu|?)dyds
0=t JyaJiyl-Ro—Ro2|<aRovE ’

as we wanted to see.

U

On the statement of the theorem we write ¢, for simplicity. Observe also that if
we take p € [Ry, M] the result will still be true. This happens because no matter
what p we choose, ¢y does not change.
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