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A REMARK ON STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR SCHRODINGER
EQUATIONS WITH SLOWLY DECAYING POTENTIALS

KOUICHI TAIRA

ABSTRACT. In this short note, we prove Strichartz estimates for Schrodinger operators
with slowly decaying singular potentials in dimension two. This is a generalization of the
recent results by Mizutani, which are stated for dimension greater than two. The main
ingredient of the proof is a variant of Kato’s smoothing estimate with a singular weight.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this note is to prove the Strichartz estimates for Schrodinger equations
with slowly decaying singular potentials in dimension two. Such results have been recently
proved by Mizutani [6] in dimension greater than two. Throughout this paper, we assume
0 < p < 2. We consider the two-dimensional admissible condition:

p>2, §+§=1, (P, q) # (2,00). (1.1)

The main result of this note is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Letn =2, Z > 0 and H; = —A+Z|z| " +eVs(z), where Vs € C(R?%; R)
satisfies

|05 Vs(@)| < Ca(l + Jaf)~t 70

for all o € Z2%. Then there exists €, > 0 such that for all € € [0,e,) and (p,q), (,q)
satisfying (1.1), there exists C > 0 such that

le™ g | Log; Lagrzyy <Clluol 22y, (1.2)
t
||/ e N (s)ds|| o gizo@2)) SCNF || 1o (rona (ro)) (1.3)
0

for all ug € L2(R?) and F € L7 (R; L7 (R?)).

Moreover, we introduce a family of smooth slowly decaying potential with repulsive
conditions. Assume that a real-valued function V' satisfies
(1) |95V (2)] < Ca(L + |af)™#1
(77) There exists C' > 0 such that V(x) > C(1 + |z|)~*.
(7ii) There exist C' > 0 and R > 0 such that —z - 9,V (z) > C|x|™* for |z| > R.
Moreover, we set

H=Hy+V, Hy=-A.

As is stated above, Theorem 1.1 is proved in [6, Theorem 1.2] for dimension n > 3.
Its proof is based on the Strichartz estimates for the propagator e=## and the smooth
perturbation method developed in [1] and [10]. To control the local singularities |z|~*, we
need Kato’s smoothing estimates with the weight x(x)|x|™* with x € C2°(R™). For n > 3,
such estimates follow from the endpoint Strichrtz estimates for e=## and the result in

[1] (see [6, Remark 1.6] and the proof of [6, Theorem 1.2]). However, since the endpoint
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Strichartz estimates might not be hold in dimension two, we cannot use this strategy for
n = 2. In this note, we supply such a space-time L2-estimate stated in [6, Remark 1.6]
for n = 2. More strongly, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose n =2 and let x € C=°(R?). Then we have

) _ Iy
sup ||x(2)]| "2 (H — 2)~Ha| =2 x(2)]| < oo
z€C\R
Remark 1.3. Using the method written in the next section, we can prove a local smoothing
estimate:
_ 1 _ 1,
sup )7 (D) (H = 2)7HDa) ) 7 < oo, (14)
zeC\R

1

for v > 1+ 4 and for n > 1, that is, (z)"7(D,)? is H-supersmooth. In fact, (1.4) follows

from (2.2) and (2.3), which are true for each n > 1. We also recall that (z)~1(D,)2 is
Hy-supersmooth for n > 3 ([4]).

By the smooth perturbation theory [8, Theorem XIII.25], we obtain a global in time
estimate for the propagator e "

Corollary 1.4. [6, Conjectured in Remark 1.6] Suppose n = 2 and let x € C>°(R?). Then
we have

()]~ 2 e ug|| 2 msy < Clluoll2@ey  uo € L*(R?).

Remark 1.5. By (1.4), we have H<:1:)"Y<Dx)%e*“HuOHLQ(Rnﬂ) < Clluo|| 2@y for uy €
L*(R™"),n>1and v > + &

Proof of Theorem 1.1 assuming Corollary 1.4. The inhomogeneous estimates (1.3) follow
from the homogeneous estimates (1.2) and the Christ-Kiselev lemma [2]. Thus, we only
need to prove the homogeneous estimates (1.2). Let x € C2°(R"; [0, 1]) such that x(z) =1
on the unit ball. Set W = Z|z|™* + eVs. Following the proof of [6, Theorem 1.2}, write
W(z) = Vi(z) + Va(z), where

Vi(z) = x(2)* + (1 = x(2))W(2), Valz) = x(x)*(W(z) - 1).

Then it turns out that V; satisfies the condition (i), (i7) and (iii). Set B = |V4|2 and
A = |Vy|2sgnVs. By virtue of the Strichartz estimates for e=#(#otV1) ([6, Theorem 1.1])
and [10, Theorem 4.1], then it suffices for (1.2) to prove that B is (Hy + Vi)-smooth and
Ais (Hy+W)-smooth. Since |A|,|B| < Cx(x)|z|~% with a constant C' > 0, we only need
to prove that y(z)|z|~% is both (Hy 4 Vi)-smooth and (Hy + W)-smooth. The former
follows from Corollary 1.4 and the latter follows from [6, Proposition 5.1] with £ > 0 small
enough, where we note that [6, Proposition 5.1] holds for n = 2 since its proof is based
on [1, Corollary 2.21]. This completes the proof. O

In the rest of this paper, we prove Theorem 1.2.

We use the following notations throughout this paper. For Banach spaces X and Y,
B(X,Y) denotes a set of all bounded linear operators from X to Y. We denote the norm
of a Banach space X by || - |[x. We write (z) = (1+ |z[?)2 and D, = (27i)"*V,. We also
denote | - 1y = || - e,z and |- | = || - 2o
Acknowledgment. The author would like to thank Haruya Mizutani for suggesting this
problem.



2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

2.1. Preliminary.
Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ € C°(R) and s,k € R. Then we have

X(@)|2| 75 (D,) "% (x) € BLAR?)), (@) "(D,)*¢(H)(z)* € B(L*(R?)). (2.1)
Proof. By Hardy’s inequality, we have |z|~2(D,)"2 € B(L*(R?)), where we note 5 <
1 = % for n = 2. Moreover, a Eimple (iommutator#argument gives#(D$> Sx(x )(‘L e) %<x) €
B(L*(R?)). Writing y(x)|2|% (D)% (x) = [2[7%(Ds) "% - (Da) 2x(2){ D)% (x), we ob-
tain x(z)|z|"2(D,)" 2 (z) € B(L*(R?)). The boundedness of (z)~'(D,)2v(H){x) imme-

diately follows from a simple commutator argument.

4
Lemma 2.2. We have

sup  [[{x) 7 (Dy)*(H — 2)"1(Dy)* () 7| < o0, (2.2)
z€C\R, |z|>1
forogsgé cmdfy>%.

Proof. This lemma directly follows from a high-energy resolvent estimates due to the
assumption on the potential (7). O

Proposition 2.3. We have
sup  [[(2) 7(Dx)* (H — 2)7(Da)*(2) 77| < o0, (2.3)

z€C\R, |z|<1
for0<s<1 and7>%+%.

Remark 2.4. In our proof of Theorem 1.2, the repulsive condition (iz) and (iii) are used
for this proposition only.

Proof. Let ¢ € C2°(R) satisfying ¢(t) = 1 on |t| < 2. By (2.1) and Nakamura’s result ([7,
Theorem 1.8)):

sup [ (z) 7" (H — 2)"(2) 7| < oo,

zeC\R
it turns out that
b ()™ (Do) Y (H)(H — )" (H)(Da)* (@) || < oo. (2.4)
zE
We note that (H —z)~'(1 —(H)?) is bounded from H*(R?) to H~*(R?) and its operator
norm is uniformly bounded in |z| < 1. Thus (2.3) follows from the estimate (2.4). O

2.2. The case 0 < p < 1. In this subsection, we assume 0 < p < 1. By virtue of (2.1),
for proving Theorem 1.2, we only need to show

S {2) "H(D2) % (H — 2)7{Dy) % () 7| < o0 (2.5)

This bound directly follows from (2.2) and (2.3) since § < 5. This completes the proof.
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2.3. The case 1 < u < 2. In this subsection, we assume 1 < p < 2. In this case, the
inequality (2.5) might be false even if H is replaced by Hy, where the problem is high
energy case |z| > 1.
By (2.1) and (2.3), for proving Theorem 1.2, it suffices to show that
sup [|x(@)|x| 72 (H = 2) M| 2 x()]| < oe. (2.6)
z€C\R, |z|>1

We denote R(z) = (H — 2)~! and Ry(z) = (Hy — z)~'. We shall prove more general
estimates

sup  ||R(2)||psp <00, for 1<p< (2.7)

2EC\R, |2|>1

[ e

which are proved in [3] for middle energy case |z| ~ 1. In fact, since y(z)|z|"2 € LI(R?)
for some 2 < ¢ < 3, the estimate (2.6) follows from Holder’s inequality and (2.7).
By the resolvent identity, we have

R(2) = Ro(2) — Ro(2)V Ro(z) + Ro(2)VR(2)V Ry(2),
which implies
IR(2)llp—sp <I1Ro(2)llp—pr + 1 Ro(2)] pes, o) [V Bz 5 [ Bo(2) | B(zr 37
+ [ Ro(2) | 5w,y | B() e, 5 IV 35+ 5| Ro(2) | Bze 309, (2.8)
where we denote D; = {z € R? | |z| € [2271,27]} for j > 1, Dy = {z € R? | |z| < 1} and

loc loc
=0 JZ
Since (z)*L*(R?*) C B C B* C (z)°*L*(R?) for s > 1 and |V(z)| < C(z)™* with p > 1,
we have V € B(B*, B). The bounds for the free operator

B = {u€ Lio(R) | 32 llullian, < oo}, B = {u € Ly (R?) | sup 27 Jullpan,) < oo}

sup — [[Ro(2)llpprs sup  [[Ro(2)llp,ery,  sup  [[Ro(2)|Berse) <00
z€C\R, |z|>1 ze€C\R, |z|>1 z€C\R, |z|>1
are well-known ([3], [5], [9]). Moreover, the standard limiting absorption principle between
Besov spaces gives

sup  ||R(2)|| B3+ < 00.
z€C\R, |z|>1

Hence the right hand side of (2.8) is uniformly bounded in |z| > 1, which implies (2.7).

Remark 2.5. In the proof above, we can avoid the use of Besov spaces. In fact, if we take
s > 3 such that V € B((z)*L*(R?), (z) *L*(R?)) and if replace B by (z) *L*(R?) and B*
by (x)*L?(R?), the proceeding argument remains true.
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