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Orthonormal Strichartz estimates for Schrodinger operator
and their applications to infinitely many particle systems
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Abstract

We develop an abstract perturbation theory for the orthonormal Strichartz esti-
mates, which were first studied by Frank-Lewin-Lieb-Seiringer. The method used in
the proof is based on the duality principle and Kato’s smooth perturbation theory. We
also deduce the refined Strichartz estimates for the Schrédinger operator in terms of
the Besov space. Finally we prove the global existence of a solution for the Hartree
equation with electromagnetic potentials describing the dynamics of infinitely many
fermions. This would be the first result on the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for
the Schrédinger operator with general time-independent potentials including very short
range and inverse square type potentials.

1 Introduction

This paper is devoted to the proof of the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the Schrédinger
operator and their applications. The orthonormal Strichartz estimates are studied by
Frank-Lewin-Lieb-Seiringer [FLLS| for the first time. They are the following inequalities:
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Here {f,} is an orthonormal system in L?(R?) and p, g, a € [1,00] satisfy some conditions
specified later. 2 denotes the free Schrodinger propagator.

The aim of this paper is to extend the orthonormal Strichartz estimates to the Schrodinger
operator: H = —A + V. We are going to develop an abstract perturbation method based
on Kato’s smooth perturbation theory [K| and apply it to potentials of very short range
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or inverse square type. The magnetic Schrédinger operator satisfying the assumptions in
[EGS] is also dealt with.

After proving the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the Schrodinger operator, we
verify the refined Strichartz estimates in terms of the Besov spaces:
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Here P,.(H) denotes the orthonormal projection onto the absolutely continuous subspace.
For the free case: H = —A, this is proved in [ES]. And finally we prove the global existence
of a solution for the Hartree equation describing infinitely many particles:

{ i0py = [H +w * py, 7],
7(0) = 70

where H = (D + A(x))? + V(z). Here v is an operator-valued function and p, denotes its
density function. Global existence for H = —A is also proved in [FS].

The orthonormal Strichartz estimates (II]) is important from two perspectives. First
it is a refinement of the usual Strichartz estimates:

lle™" 2 ull 2p 20 S Ilulla,
which has been used in the analysis of the nonlinear Schrédinger equations for about fifty
years. This estimate was first deduced by Strichartz [St] for p = ¢ and has been extended
to more general p,q by Ginibre-Velo [GV] and Yajima [Y] except endpoint case. Finally,
Keel-Tao [KT] proved the endpoint estimates and gave an abstract method to prove the
Strichartz estimates from dispersive estimates. Note that if we take f, = 0 for n > 1 in
the orthonormal Strichartz estimates, we obtain the usual one. Second it is used in the
analysis of the Hartree equations describing infinitely many particle system of fermions.
This was first studied in [LS] and the local or global well-posedness was proved under
various conditions. For higher order or fractional cases, [BLN] proved the local existence of
a solution. Recently the asymptotic stability of stationary solutions is considered in [Ha].

After [FLLS], the orthonormal Strichartz estimates have been extended by Frank-Sabin
[E'S] for more general p, ¢, «. Bez-Hong-Lee-Nakamura-Sawano [BHLNS| extended the es-
timates for the case when {f,} is an orthonormal system in H*®. In Bez-Lee-Nakamura
[BLN], the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the fractional Schrédinger, wave and Klein-
Gordon equations are also treated.

As far as the author knows, the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the Schrodinger
operator H have been considered only for the special operator: the special Hermite op-
erator, the (k,a)-generalized Laguerre operator (including harmonic oscillators) and the
Dunkl operator. In [MSI1], the special Hermite operator is discussed. In [MS2], the local in
time orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the (k, a)-generalized Laguerre operator and the
global in time orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the Dunkl operators are proved under



some restriction (harmonic oscillator is also treated in [BHLNS]). On these operators, the
recent result [TT] proves the usual Strichartz estimates under more general assumptions.
As far as we are aware of, we do not know any other results except for the above on
the global in time orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the general Schrédinger operator.
On the other hand, the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for H = —A + V(¢,z) where
Ve LILY for pu < oo, 2 + g = 2 are recently considered in [Ha].

For the usual Strichartz estimates, such generalization has been done by many re-
searchers. In [RS], Rodnianski-Schlag proved the Strichartz estimates for H = —A + V
when |V (z)| < (z)727¢ except endpoint. The above potentials are said to be very short
range. They also gave an abstract perturbation method for the Strichartz estimates, which
enables us to deduce the Strichartz estimates from the Kato smoothing estimates. In
[BM], Bouclet-Mizutani proved the Strichartz estimates for inverse square type potentials
including endpoint and double endpoint estimates. They also generalized the perturbation
method above including double endpoint cases. In [M1], the Strichartz estimates for H
satisfying |V (z)| < (x)™* for some p € (0,2) and further assumptions are considered. In
that case, it is difficult to use the abstract perturbation method. Hence Mizutani used the
method of microlocal analysis, which has been used to prove the Strichartz estimates for
variable coefficient operators.

For the magnetic Schrédinger operator: H = (D + A(x))? + V(z), D = —iV, the
Strichartz estimates are also proved by [EGS] except endpoint using the above perturbation
method. The endpoint case is discussed in [DEVV].

For variable coefficient operators: H = —0;a,;0; +V, where a;; is an asymptotically flat
metric, the Strichartz estimates are considered in [MMT] when |V (z)| < (z)~2(log(x))~2.
In [MYT], they considered inverse square type potentials using the above perturbation
method and [MMT].

It is also possible to consider the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the fractional,
higher order, wave and Klein-Gordon equations with potentials. They would be discussed
in the forthcoming paper including magnetic potentials.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we explain our main results and give
some remarks. In Section Bl we collect some lemmas used in the proof of our abstract
perturbation method (Theorem 2.3]), e.g., the duality principle, the Christ-Kiselev type
lemma and the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the free Hamiltonian. Finally in
Section 4, we give the proof of main results.

2 Main Results
Before stating our main results, we give some notations.

Notations

e For a measure space (X, dp), LP(X) denotes the usual LP-space and its norm is || ||.



e F denotes the Fourier transform on &’. Here S’ denotes the set of all the tempered
distributions.

e For a Banach space X, LY X denotes the set of all the measurable f : R — X such
that || fllzx = (Jg If @)% d)/P < oo

e For a self-adjoint operator H and a Borel measurable function f, f(H) is defined as
f(H) = [z f(\)JAE(X). Here E(X) is the spectral measure associated to H.

e For a self-adjoint operator H, P,.(H) denotes the projection onto the absolutely
continuous subspace Hae. Here u € Hac iff (E(X)u, u) is absolutely continuous with
respect to .

e For a normed space X, B(X) denotes the set of all the bounded operators on X.

Kato’s smooth perturbation theory

We also need to recall Kato’s smooth perturbation theory. The next theorem is one of the
key lemmas in the smooth perturbation theory by Kato [K].

Theorem 2.1 ([K]). Suppose H is an arbitrary Hilbert space. Let A be a densely defined
closed operator and H be a self-adjoint operator on H. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) HAe‘itHuHLgH < ullg holds for any u € H.
(2) sup.covg [(Im(H — 2)7 A*u, A*u)| S Jullf, holds.
In particular, if sup,eo\g [|A(H — 2) 7' A*||gy S 1, we have (1) and (2).

The above smoothing estimate is called the Kato smoothing estimate or the Kato-
Yajima estimate.

Definition 2.2. If A satisfies the condition in Theorem 211 we say that A is H-smooth.
Now we give our main results. First we prove the following abstract perturbation theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let (X,du) be a o-finite measure space and H = L*(X). Assume that
for self-adjoint operators H, Hy and densely defined closed operators Y,Z on H, H =
Ho+ V.,V =Y*Z holds in the form sense, i.e.

D(H)UD(Hy) c D(Y)ND(Z) and {(Hu,v)= (Hyu,v)+ (Zu,Yv)

for allu,v € D(H)ND(Hy). We also assume Y is Hy-smooth and Z Py.(H) is H-smooth.
If we have
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for some p,q € [1,00], a € (1,00) and all orthonormal systems {f,} in H, then we also
have

T Poc(H) fal? S lvnllea
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As a corollary of this theorem, we have the following concerning the Schrédinger oper-
ator on R%.

Corollary 2.4 (Very short range potentials). Let H = Hy+V, Hy = —A, V : R? = R,
|V (z)| < (2)727¢. We assume zero is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance of H. Then
we have

n|€_itHPaC(H)fn|2 S vnllea
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for p,q, a satisfying either of the following.
(S1) d>1,p,q € [1,00],2/p+d/qg = d,q € [1, ), a = 2%
(52) d>3,2/p+d/q=d,q € (45, 7%),a <p.

Note that zero is called a resonance iff there exists u # 0 satisfying —Au + Vu =
0,u € L?, for some a > 1/2. Here L2 is the weighted L? space and its norm is defined by

lullzz = [I{z)%ull2.
Corollary 2.5 (Potentials of inverse square type). Let H = Hy+V, Hy = —A, V : R? —

R, d > 3. We assume V € XJ :={V:RY 5 R | [z]V € M%7 x.VV € M¥%°} for some

ae(d 17[21) and

(Hf ) Z IV (—A=V —z-VV)f, ) Z V£

hold for any f € C§°(RY). Then we have

n‘e_itanP S llvnllea
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for p,q,« satisfying (S1) or (S2). In the definition of X3, MP4 denotes the Morrey-
Campanato space. See Section2 of [BM|] for its definition and properties.

Remark 2.6. Under the conditions in Corollary 2.5 P,.(H) = I holds. Thus we omit
P,.(H) in the estimate. Typical examples of potential V in Corollary 2.5 are inverse square
potentials: V = c|z|72,¢ > —(d — 2)?/4. Note that (d — 2)2/4 is the best constant of the
Hardy inequality. Also see [BM] for more details about properties of H in Corollary



Remark 2.7. In Corollary 5] the critical inverse square potential V = —(d — 2)?|x|72/4
is not included. For the usual Strichartz estimates for H = —A — (d — 2)?|z|~2/4, the
non-endpoint Strichartz estimates are proved in [Su]. However, in [M2], Mizutani proved
that the endpoint Strichartz estimates does not hold. We prove the following orthonormal
Strichartz estimates for H when (p, q) is close to (o0, 1) .

Theorem 2.8 (Critical inverse square potential). Let H = —A — (d — 2)?|x|72/4 and
d > 3. P,aq denotes the orthogonal projection onto the subspace of radial functions: Pr.q :
L2(RY) — L2 (RY), f \Sd—1*1| Jga—1 f(|z]|0)do(8). Then we have the following estimates:

(1) For p,q,« satisfying (S1) or (S2),

o
Z Vn’e_utHPrJz;dfn’2 S lvnllee
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holds. Here Prlac1 =1—P..
(2) For p,q,« satisfying d =3,1 < g < 35’—%4 and (S1),
o0 .
Z Vn’e_ZtHPradfn’2 S ”Vn”fa
n=0 LPLa
t
holds.
Hence
0 .
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holds for p,q, « satisfying the above condition in (2).

Remark 2.9. We have seen the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for very short range
potentials or inverse square type potentials. It is also interesting to consider the case when
V is a slowly decaying potential (i.e. |V (z)| < (x)™* for some p € (0,2)). In that case the
usual Strichartz estimates are known to hold under the condition that V' is C*, |0*V (z)| S
(z)=r=lel V() > (z)~* and —z - VV(z) > (z)~* for large = ([MI]). Although there is
no positive result concerning the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for slowly decaying
potentials, we have the following counterexample, which was found by Goldberg-Vega-
Visciglia [GVV] for the usual Strichartz estimates: Assume V € C3(RN{0};R), V(z) =
]w\_“V(‘—z‘) for some p € (0,2). If min,—; V(z) = 0 and the minimum point is non-
degenerate, then the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for H = —A + V fail for all p, ¢, «
satisfying (S1) or (S2) except the trivial case: (p,q) = (00,1). Note that o(H) = 0ac(H) =
[0,00) holds in the above example since V' is a repulsive potential.



Next we consider the magnetic Schrédinger operator.

Theorem 2.10. Assume d >3, A: R — R4V : RY = R satisfy |A(z)| + [(2)V (z)] <
()71, ()1 A(z) € W22 A e CORY) for some 0 < € < e. Let H=—A+ A(z) -
D+ D-A(x)+V(z) or H= (D + A(x))?> + V(z). Here D = —iV. If zero is neither an
etgenvalue nor a resonance of H,

S lvnllee
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holds for p,q,« satisfying (S1) or (S2).

Remark 2.11. Concerning the usual Strichartz estimates for the magnetic Schrodinger
operator, [EGS|] proved the Strichartz estimates except endpoint under the same assump-
tions as above. The endpoint Strichartz estimates are considered in [DEVV] but their
assumptions are different from ours.

When potential V is time-dependent, the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for H =
—A + V(t,z) are considered in [Hal]. By using the results in this paper, it is also possible
to consider the Hamiltonian like H(t) = H + V(t,z). Here H = (D + A(z))? + V(z)
denotes the time-independent Hamiltonian. Actually, we can prove the following theorem.
The proof is done by just substituting H for —A in the argument of [Hal, so we omit the
details.

Theorem 2.12. Let H(t) = H+ V(t,z) and H = (D + A(z))?> + V(z). We assume H is
as in Corollaries 2.0, Theorems or[210 and V (t,x) € LY'LY for p € [1,00), v €
[1,00], 2/u+d/v = 2. Furthermore we assume the spectrum of H is absolutely continuous.
Then the orthonormal Strichartz estimates hold for the propagator U(t) of idwu = Hu as
follows:

S lvnllee
LrLe
Here p,q,« are from Corollaries 2.5, Theorems[2.8 or[2.10, respectively.
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Next we give a refinement of the usual Strichartz estimates in terms of the Besov spaces.

Corollary 2.13. Let p,q,« as in (S1) and d > 2. Let H denote the Schrédinger operator
in Corollaries or[2.8. Furthermore, we assume V > 0. Then we have

He—itHPaC(H)uHL?pLiq Sz HUHBO
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Here ng denotes the homogeneous Besov spaces of order 0. Its norm is defined by

llull go = lloj(D)ullpare, ¢j(D) = F*¢;(§)F, where ¢;(&) is a homogeneous Littlewood-
P,q jo®

Paley decomposition.



Corollary 2.14. Let p,q,« as in (S1), H as in Theorem [Z10. We also assume

/2
||V_HKd <Cd = m, <H'LL,'LL>N<H(]U,U>

Then
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holds. Here V_ = min{0,V'}, Ky is the Kato class (see Definition [{.9).

Remark 2.15. Since ;% > 2 holds under the conditions in Corollary 2.13] and Corollary
214, we have ||u| o \ < |Jul|2. Hence Corollary 2.13is a refinement of the usual Strichartz
2, 44

. q+1
estimates:

_itH
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Before stating the result on the nonlinear problem, we need the definition of the Schat-
ten space.

Definition 2.16 (Schatten space). Let H; and #Hy be a Hilbert space. For a compact
operator A : Hq — Ha, the singular values {u,} of A is defined as the set of all the
cigenvalues of (A*A)'/2. The Schatten space G*(H; — Hs) for a € [1,00] is the set of
all the compact operators: Hi — Hs such that its singular values belong to ¢“. Its norm
is defined by the £* norm of the singular values. We also use the following notation for

simplicity: [|S]lge24,) = [Sllee(3t0—#0)-

For A € B(L*(X)), where X is a o-finite measure space, pa(z) := ka(z,x) denotes the
density function of A. Here k4(x,y) is the integral kernel of A. We sometimes write p(A).

As an application of the orthonormal Strichartz estimates, we prove the global existence
of the solution for the Hartree equations for infinitely many fermions:

10y = [H +w * py, "]
{ ’Y(O) =7 (H)

Here, v is an operator-valued function and p, is its density function. For functions f and
g, f * g denotes the convolution with respect to the space variable.

Theorem 2.17. Let d,p,q be as in (S1), w € Lq/(]Rd), H be as in Corollaries [2.4), (2.3 or
Theorem [2.10. We also assume that the spectrum of H is absolutely continuous. Then for

2
all self-adjoint vy € GH_ql(LQ(Rd)), we have a unique global solution v to (HI) satisfying
2
v € Ct(R;Gﬁ_ql(L2(Rd))), py € LY, Li. Note that f € L{  Li iff f € LP(K )L for all
the compact sets K C R.



Remark 2.18. The Hartree equation (HI) describes infinitely many fermions under the
condition that there is a time-independent spatially decaying electromagnetic potential.
The corresponding N particles system is described as

{ i0pu; = Huj +w* (Y527 [uel?)uy
u;(0) = uo,;

for j =1,2,...,N. See [LS] for more details about its physical background when H = —A.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some notations, definitions and lemmas used in the following
section.
Schatten spaces

For the proof of properties associated to the Schatten spaces, see [Si], [Ha]. We often use
Holder’s inequality for the Schatten space:

15T | g (10—1s) S ISlleer 1y —12) 1T |2 (2t0—201)
Here 1/ac = 1/a3 + 1/aa. We use the following notations for the Schatten spaces:
ta,x = GQ(L?,x)v g—nﬁ,x = GQ(Li — L?,m)) Ggm—m = GQ(L?@ - Li)

Here L%x = L?X for some Hilbert space X and x denotes the variable in X.
The next lemma is used in the proof of Theorem 231

Lemma 3.1 ([FS], [Ha]). Let p,q,a € [1,00], A: R — B(L*(X)) be a strongly continuous
function. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) For any v € 6*(L?*(X)),

[o(AYA@) ) rrs S [llee-
(2) For any f € pr,Liq/,
I AD g, Sl -

Remark 3.2. In [FS] and [Ha], the above lemma is proved for L?(R%). However, the
modification of the proof in the case of L?(X) is straightforward, so we omit the proof
here.

The next lemma is also important in the proof of theorem 2.3l It is the Christ-Kiselev
type lemma in the Schatten spaces. See [CK] for the usual Christ-Kiselev lemma.



Lemma 3.3 ([GK], [BS], [Ha]). Let —o00 < a < b < o0, a € (1,00), H be an arbitrary
Hilbert space. Let K : (t,7) — K(t,7) € B(H) be a strongly continuous function. Assume
that

_ b
Tg(t):/ K(t,7)g(r)dr

defines a bounded operator on L¥*H and T € &*(L¥H). Then
t
Tyg(t) = / K(t,7)g(T)dr

also satisfies T € &*(L¥*H) and |T||ge < ||T | ee-

Remark 3.4. In Theorem 3.1 of [Hal, it is assumed that H = L?(R?). However, the proof
in the case of H is just the same as the comments in Section 3.1 of [Ha]. So we omit the
proof here.

Orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the free Hamiltonian

Here we provide the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for the free Laplacian.

Theorem 3.5 ([FLLS|, [FS], [BHLNS]). The statements of Corollray hold ture for the
free Hamiltonian H = —A.

Remark 3.6. In the above theorem, assumptions on « are known to be optimal. See
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in [BHLNS]| for the precise statement of the optimality.

4 Proofs of main theorems

In this section we prove the main theorems.

Proof of Theorem [2.3. We use the duality principle by Frank-Sabin [FS] and the smooth
perturbation theory by Kato [K]. Since

ple™ ™ Po(H)ye™ Poo(H)) = S vale ™ Pou(H) £
n=0

and ||yllee = (3202 [val®)Ve for v = 320°  vn| fu) (fal, it suffices to show
lp(e™™ " Pac(H)ye™™ Pae(H))| pr s S [1Yllee-
By Lemma [3.1] we prove that

—itH
[l fe™ Pac(H)”Gii(t,x) S ”f”prlLﬁql
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holds for any f € L' L2 . By the Duhamel formula ([BM], [M1], [MY1], [MY2]), we have
fUHPac(H) = fUHOPac(H) - Z.JEFHO‘/UYHPac(I{)v
t
Uy =e ™, Uyy = e, Tpyg(t) = / =0 g (s)ds
0

(we only need to multiply P,.(H) from the right and f from the left of [M1] (5.2)]). The
first term in the right hand side is estimated as

—itH,
U Pacl Dl gz S 157 )\ [ Pacl )l S 111 o g

since Hj satisfies the orthonormal Strichartz estimates by the assumption. Here we have
used Lemma B.1] again.

Next we estimate the second term in the right hand side of the Duhamel formula as
follows. First, we have

1T a0V U Pac(H)llgzor S NP m0Y llesgor 12U Pac (E) 33 12,)
5 ”fFHoY*Hegg”

In the last line we have used the assumption that ZP,.(H) is H-smooth. By Lemma [3.3]
we only need to estimate

5Ty lags Tt = [ e9Mg(s)ds,
T 0
Since

ff;oY* = fUn, - U;IOY*; U}:IOg :/ e~ sHog(s)ds
0

and UIT{O is the formal adjoint of Upg,, we have

”fFHoY*”Ggg’ S HfUHOHG‘g‘L't@ ’ HU]T{OY*HB(Lizﬁz) S ”f”pr’Lﬁq’ ) HYUH()”B(LLW)
5 HfHLfP,qul .
Here in the second inequality, we have used the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for Hy
and Lemma 3. and in the last line, we have used the assumption that Y is Hy-smooth.
Hence we have

£Un Pacl )l S 11 o -

By Lemma [B.I] we obtain the desired estimates. O

11



Proof of Corollary 27 By Theorem and Theorem 23] it suffices to show that YV =
[V[/2sgnV is —A-smooth and Z = |V |'/2P,.(H) is H-smooth. They follow from the next
proposition. Note that |V (z)| < (x)~27¢ holds. O

Proposition 4.1. Under the condition of Corollary (x)"17¢Py.(H) is H-smooth.

Proof. This is the same as Proposition 4.5 in [RS] since o,.(H) = [0,00). So we omit the
proof. O

Proof of Corollary 2.4 As the previous proof, it suffices to show that Y = ]V\l/ 2sgnV is
—A-smooth and Z = |V|'/2P,.(H) is H-smooth. However, they follow from Theorem 2.5
in [BM]. O

Concerning the proof of Theorem [2.8] (1), we prove more general results.
Assumption 4.2. V € L} _(R?) is radial and satisfies the following

o [2%(z- V)V (z) € L™ for [ =0, 1.

e There exists v > 0 satisfying |z|?V > —% +v  and —|z*(V +2-VV) >

_1)2
_%_‘_V‘

o (—A+V)u,u) 2 —||ul3 for u € C°(RY).
Theorem 4.3. Let V' as in Assumption[{.q and H = —A+ V. Then

S llvnllee
LS

o0 .
Z Vn‘e_ZtHPrJa_dfnlz
n=0

holds for p, g, satisfying (S1) or (S2) . Here, Praq and P, are from Theorem [2.8
For the proof of Theorem [4.3] we use the next proposition ([M2]).

Proposition 4.4. Let V, H as in Theorem[].3. Then |V|1/2PrLd 1s H-supersmooth.

a

Proof of Theorem [{.3 By repeating the proof of Theorem [2.3]substituting Pri;d for P,.(H),
it suffices to show that [V|'/2sgnV is —A-smooth and [V|'/2P.L is H-smooth. The latter
follows from Proposition @4l For the former case, since |V (x)|'/? < |z|=! holds by As-
sumption 2] |V|Y/2sgnV € M%29 holds for some o € (452, 4]. Then by Proposition 5.3
in [BM], |V|'/2sgnV is —A-smooth. O

Next we prove Theorem 2.8 (2). We use the ground state representation of H =
—A — (d — 2)%|z|72/4. The ground state representation is used to prove the Strichartz

12



estimates in [Su] for non-endpoint cases and in [M2] for endpoint cases. Precisely speaking,
in the latter paper, weak type estimates;

—itH
||€ 1t Pl‘aduHL?L%*voo S ||uH2, 2* = m
are proved. Mizutani also proved that L2 is sharp in the sense that for any ¢ € [1,00),
there exists a radial function ¢ € L2(R?) such that e~ does not belong to L?Li 9. In
[MY1], the ground state representation for higher order or fractional operators is used to
prove the weak type Strichartz estimates.

Lemma 4.5. (Ground state representation) Define the unitary operator U as U : L2 (R?) —
L7a(R?), f — (%)1/2\$!%f- Then we have

Hu=-U"Ap2Uu for wu€ P.yqD(H).

Here U* f = (Z—d)_1/2|$|_%f and wg = |S971|.

2

The proof of Lemma 5] is omitted since it is proved in Proposition 3.1 in [M2]. From
this lemma, we have ' '
e—ZtHPrad _ U*eZtARQ UPrad-

See (3.2) in the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [M2].
We also use the following refined orthonormal Strichartz estimates.

Lemma 4.6. Let d = 2 and p,q,« as in (S1) with d = 2. Then the following estimate
holds for all the orthonormal systems {f,} in L*(R%).

o0 .
Z Vn‘eZtARQ leradfn’2

n=0

S [vnlea

LPLy?

Remark 4.7. By almost the same way as in the proof of Lemma .6, we can prove the

following estimate:
o
Z Vn‘eitAfnP
n=0

for d,p,q,a satisfying (S1). Note that this estimate is a refinement of Theorem if
q21+%sinceq2p@q21+%.

S [vnlles-

Prq,p
LPLY

Proof of Lemma [[.6 Since UP,,q is bounded on L? (R9),

it A it A
erlt R2 UPrad|’62a’(L2(Rd)_)L%L2(R2)) 5 erlt R ”620/ SJ ”f”prlLﬁql (41)

x—t,x
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holds. In a way similar to Lemma [3.I] we have

S
Z Vn|€ZtAR2 UPradfn|2

n=0

S e (4.2)

Lrrs
as follows. Set A(t) := e®®#2U Ppq : L*(RY) — L%(R?) and A; : L*(RY) — LL*(R?),u

A(t)u(z). Then Ag: L} L*(R?) — L2(RY), f s Jg A(s)* f(s)ds is the formal adjoint of A;.
Now for v € &%(R%),

oA izzz = {| [ pla@rA)) St

Wl <1
{ /Rﬂ(A(t)vA(t)*f(t))dt‘ 1l < 1}

= su

o)

= A * A d / /

sup | [ A@* A 11711, < 1]
sup {| Tr(y A2 S (DA | 1]y < 1]

< llee - sup {1 42f () A lgor | 1£1lpr <1}

S.; ”fYHGO‘ : Sup{”f(t) Al)HGQGI(L2(Rd)—>L3L2(R2)) ‘ ”f”Lfng, S 1}

S llee-

Here in the third line, we have used Tr(ST) = Tr(T'S) for S : § — KRand T : K — 9,
in the fifth line we have used Holder’s inequality for Schatten spaces, in the sixth line we
have used the fact that Ay is the formal adjoint of A; and in the last line (@I]) is used.

Thererfore by taking v = > 07 vn|fn)(fn|, we have ([.2]).
Next we use the following results for real interpolation.

o ((Po (P1)g = (P9 Here 1/p=(1—-0)/po+6/p1
o (LI°LE LILE)g, = LYLLP. Here 1/p = (1—6)/po+0/p1 and 1/q = (1-0)/qo+0/q1

By interpolating [@.2)) for (pj,q;), j = 0,1, we have

S
Z Vn|€ZtAR2 UPradfn|2

S vl 2,

n=0 Lf P
since o = q2+_q1‘ Since qi_—ql < p < g < 3 and this is true under (S1), we have the desired
estimate. ]

14



Proof of Theorem[Z.8 (2). By changing into polar coordinates, we obtain

00 00
ZVn‘e_itHPradfn‘z 5 T% 2:Vn’e_itHf)radfn‘2
n=0 LyLe - LY LA(R?)
2wy o itA 2
=||r« ZV"|6 22U Prad fnl
n=0 LY La(R2)

Set g =p and 1/r = d;22(1 —1/q). Then by Hoélder’s inequality, we have

(o]
P DN R U P £
n=0

)

. d=2 _(q_
SJ § :Vn’eztARQUPradfnP 'HTT (d 2)‘
Loez)  ln=0 Liva(B2)

o
S D vnle ™2 U Praafl®
n=0 Lia(R3)

Lo (RQ)

From now on, we assume p < ¢ & 1+ 3 2<g<1 + d21 holds. Under the assumption in
Theoreml?El( ), we also have 1<q<3<:>q< 3d . Note that 7% <1+d & d>3
and 1 + < 3 1 < d < 3 hold. Hence we have

o
> vnle %2 UP g fol®
n=0

9]
Z Vn’eitAR2 []F)raudfn‘2
n=0

LPLaa(RY) LYLIP(RY)

Sl

In the last inequality, we have used Lemma 6] since 2/p + 2/¢ = 2 holds. Under our

assumption, note that 52431 < q%fl holds. Therefore we have

o0 .
Z Vn‘e_ZtHPradfn’2

<
S Il 2,
n=0

5%

Finally by interpolating this estimate and the trivial estimate:

S e,
LiLg

s .
Z Vn‘e_ZtHPradan
n=0

we have the desired estimates for all d, p, ¢ satisfying the assumption in Theorem2.§ (2). O

For the proof of Theorem 210, we use the following proposition ([EGS]).
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Proposition 4.8 ([EGS]). Let d, A,V,H be as in Theorem [Z10. Then we have the fol-
lowing smoothing estimates:
[(z) =7 [DIY2e™ ™ Pac(H)ul 1212 S ulls for o >1/2 (4.3)
[(x) =7 (DY ?e™  Poc(H)ul| 212 S llulla for o> 1. (4.4)
Proof of Theorem [2.10. The proof follows the same line as [EGS|. Since the case of H =

(D + A(z))? + V(z) is just the same as the case of H = —A+ A(z)- D+ D - A(z) + V (),
we only consider H = —A + A(x)- D+ D - A(z) + V(x). First, we decompose

3
H=-A+) Y;Z;
j=1

Here

Vs = |V|Y2sgnV, Zs=|V|*/? Y} =Aw 'D|D|7V?
Zy=|DI"?*w, Yo=21, Zy=Y) and w={(x)" for 7e(1/2,1/2+¢).
By Theorem 23] it suffices to show that Y; are —A-smooth and Z;P,.(H) are H-smooth.

(1) Hyp-smoothness of Y
First, Hyo-smoothness of Y3 follows from Proposition 1] for V' = 0. For Y5, we decompose

’D‘1/2w — (]D\1/2w\D]_1/2w_1+77) . wl—n’D‘1/2

for sufficiently small . The first factor is bounded on L? by Lemma 6.2 in [EGS]. The
second factor is Hy-smooth by Proposition B8 (&3] for A = V = 0. Therefore Y5 is
Hy-smooth. For Y7, we decompose

D
Y; = B |D|" 2w Aw™ | D|7V2 - Yy

The first factor is bounded by the Hormander-Mikhlin theorem. For the second factor, by
the fractional Leibniz rule, we have

D120 AIDI ™ 2ulls S w2 Allsollullz + 1D 2w 2 Allagll| DI~ 2ull 20 < [lull2.

In the last inequality, we have used the Sobolev embedding and w24 € W1/22d by the
assumption. By the Hy-smoothness of Y, Y7 is also Hy-smooth.

(2) H-smoothness of Z;P,.(H)
H-smoothness of Z3P,.(H) follows from Proposition 4.8 (44) and the boundedness of
(z)=7(D)~1/?(x)? for 0 > 1. For Z; Pac(H), we decompose

Z1 Pac(H) = (|D['?w|D|7*(@)7) - ()77 | D'/ Poc(H)
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taking o > % sufficiently close to % The first factor is bounded by Lemma 6.2 in [EGS]
and the second factor is H-smooth by Proposition 4.8 (4.3]). Hence Z; P,.(H) is H-smooth.
For ZyP,.(H), we have

ZaPao(H) = (1D Aw= (2) =7 [ D[7Y/2).(| D[V (@)= 0+ D12 2))- ()~ | D2 P (H).

[D]

Since the first, second and third factors are bounded by the same reason and the last factor
is H-smooth by Proposition [A.8] (43]), Z3 P..(H) is H-smooth. O

Proof of Corollary [2.13. The proof is similar to Corollary 9 in [FS]. By the Littlewood-
Paley theorem for H (Proposition 2.9 in [M1]), we have

—itH —itH
e Pac (D)3 20 20 < || Y le™" Pac(H ) (H)ul?
nez L’
SIS e Pc(H)ban(HYul|| 4+ || S e Pac(H) a1 (Hul?
nez LPrd nez P

= ‘|p(e_itHPaC(H)%eitHPaC(H))||Lng + Hp(e_itHPaC(H)VoeitHPac(H))HLfLZ'

Here ¢,, is the function appearing in the definition of the Besov spaces and 7. and -, are
defined as follows:

Z |¢2n ¢2n u ; Yo = Z |¢2n+1 ¢2n+1 (H) |

nez ne”L

Then by Corollary 2.4] Corollary 2.5l we have

"P(e_itHPac(H)’YeeitHPaC(H))”L{’LZ + Hp(e_itHPaC(H)’YoeitHPac(H))HLng
S ellee + 7ol
= [[llg2n (H)ull3lles + ll¢2nr1(H w3
< Mln (H ]3] o

Hence .
e Pac(H)ull 20 120 5 ln (Y2 2

The right hand side is equivalent to the Besov norm || - [| 50 ., by Proposition 3.5 in [IMT]

since 2a = So we have the desired estimates. O

+1

Before proving Corollary 2.14] we need some lemmas. First, we give the definition of
the Kato class.
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Definition 4.9. Let d > 3,V : R? — R. Then V € Ky iff lim, 0 sup,epa [, -, |x‘V§f’«3| dy =

0 holds. K is called the Kato class. The Kato norm is defined by ||V k, := sup,cpa fm o<t T WG g,

[z—y[d=2

To prove the Littlewood-Paley theorem for the magnetic Schrédinger operator, we use the
following estimate for spectral multipliers.

Theorem 4.10 ([CD]). Let H be a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on L?>(RY). Assume
the integral kernel of e " satisfies the Gaussian upper bound:

o ()| S ¢ ety

for some A > 0. Let ¢ € C§°,supp ¢ C (1/2,2) be as in the definition of the Besov space.
If g : Ryo — C satisfy supys ||¢(-)g(t-)||ms < oo for some s > d+1

1
oVl S (0-+ ~=)lull

holds for p € (1,00).

Concerning the Gaussian estimates for the magnetic Schrodinger operator, the following
are known.

Proposition 4.11 ([CD]). Let H = (D + A(z))?+V, A€ L} (RY), Vy € K, ||V_| K, <

F(ergil)' Then H > 0 and |e " (z,y)| < t~2elo=vP/8 polds.

Using these estimates, we prove the Littlewood-Paley theorem for H. If A = 0, the
following is proved in [MI] under more general assumptions.

Proposition 4.12. Assume H as in Proposition [{.11] and o,(H) = 0. Then we have

lully = {¢; (VE)u} ezl

for all p € (1,00). Here ¢; is the homogeneous Littlewood-Paley decomposition.

Proof. We follow the argument in [MI]. Set

1/2

Su(x) = |[{¢;(VH)u}|e, Szu= | > |¢;(VH)ul

+5>0

Since zero is not an eigenvalue,

(u,v> = Z <¢](\/ﬁ)u7 ¢k(\/ﬁ)v>

J,kEZ
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holds. By the almost orthogonality of (bj(\/ﬁ ) and Holder’s inequality, we have

ol < 3 [1o;BuaViplde= [ 37 Jo,(VHusn(VEyelds

jkez JKEL,|j—k|<2

<5 [ Sulz)Su(w) < 51 Sul vl

If we prove [[Sull, < |lull, for all p € (1,00), we obtain |ul|, < ||Sull, by the above
inequality and the duality argument. First we consider S;. Let 7;(t) be the Rademacher
functions on [0, 1], i.e. ro(t) =1 for t € [0,1/2], ro(t) = —1 for t € (1/2,1), 7;(t) = ro(27t)
for 7 > 1. Set

mi(s) = > ri(H(57)-

=0

By the support property of ¢;, we have |0¥my(s)] < s™*. Therefore m; satisfies the
condition on ¢ in Theorem [0l since supp ¢ is away from zero. Hence

lme(VE)ull < llully

holds for p € (1,00). Now we use Khintchin’s inequality:

{am} € O Ft) = Y amrm(t) = |Flp = [{am} e

mEZZO
for all p € (1,00). Then we have
1S4 ully 2 e (VE)ull 2 Ilp = llme(VH)ull 1o go11:22) S llully

for all p € (1,00). For S_, Set my(s) = > 5 r;(t)$(27s). Then m; € C§° and the above
argument can be also applied to this case. Hence we are done. O

We need one more lemma, which provides a relation between the usual Besov space
and the Besov space associated to the Schrodinger operator H.

Lemma 4.13. Assume H = (D + A(x))? +V >0, |A(x)| < (2)71¢, |V(2)] < (x)~ 17

Furthermore we assume there exists sg, s1 such that sg < 0 < s1, HSJ'HO_Sj is bounded on

L*(R%) for j =0,1. Then we have
gy S g
for all ¢ € [1,00]. Here B%q(H) is the homogeneous Besov space associated to H :
lull gy crry = {1165 (VH a2}l a-
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To prove Lemma [L.13] we use the existence of the wave operator for H, Hy. In [[S], the
existence and the asymptotic completeness of the wave operator:

Wi =s— lim e "Hop (Hy)
t—+o0

are proved under more general assumptions on perturbations.
Proof of Lemma[{.13 By the intertwining property of wave operators, we have
f(H) =W f(Ho)W3

for f € L? (R). Here we have used o(H) = 0ac(H) = [0,00) since H > 0 (0ac(H) = [0, 00)

loc

is proved in [IS]). Then
l6;(VH)ullz = [|Wx6;(| D)Wiullz < [|6;(|D)Wully
holds. Hence we obtain
lull gy ey S Wrullgg -
By the assumption, we have
|Hy Wiully = [|[WEH ully < [|[HYull2 S | Hy ulla.
Hence W is a bounded operator on H?%. Since (H*, H*')p, = Biq, s=(1-0)sp+0s1,
WZ is also bounded on Bg’q. Therefore we obtain
lullgg oy S g

O

Proof of Corollary[2.14) Since (Hu,u) ~ (Hou,u), Hil/2HSF1/2 is bounded on L?. Hence
the assertion in Lemma [£.13] holds. By the assumption, Proposition [£.12] also holds. Hence
by repeating the proof of Corollary 213l we have the desired estimates. O

Finally we prove Theorem 2171 We use the following lemma. This estimate was first
proved in [FLLS] when H = —A.

Lemma 4.14. Let d,p,q be as in (S1) , H be as in Theorem [2.17 and 7y be a solution to

0y = [Hﬁ(t)]zj R(t)
7(0) =0 € & ¥t

1.e.
t
’Y(t) — e—itH,YoeitH - Z/ e_i(t_s)HR(S)ei(t_s)HdS.
0
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Then we have

2q °
SatT

/ eisH’R(S)’e—istS
R

losolizees < Ioll 20, + ‘

Here |T| = (T*T)"/2.

Proof. By the orthonormal Strichartz estimates for H, we have

t
Iovlzzzs S llo(e™ o™ ) ppa + Hp ( /O e—ilt=s)11 R<3)ez<t—s>HdS>

LrPre
t
S ol 2 + Hp (/ e—i(t—s)HR(S)ei(t_smdS)
Gatl 0 Lng
Set A(t ft —i(t=9)H R(s)eit==)H 4. For f € Co(R x E). we have
0 R4 0
oo t
= / / TI' _Zt S)HR( ) ( )H)dsdt'
0 0
oo t
= / / TI' ZtHf —ZtHeiSHR(S)e—isH)dsdt'
0 0
0 t
S / / Tr ZtH’f _ZtHeiSH‘R(S)‘e_iSH)det
0 0
S / TI‘ ZtH‘f ’ —itHeisH’R(S)’e—isH)det
0 0

Tr < th|f —thdt> </oo eisH|R(S)|e—istS>> )
0

In the fourth line we have used |Tr(AB)| < Tr(|A4||B|). For 4 € 6(12%1, set A(t) =
e"HAetH  Then

([ e ) 5)| = | [ sl ehar
[T [ 10inscgdads

5 ”f”Lgng/ : ”p:\/(t)”Ling

) )
Sl 191 2

21



In the last line the orthonormal Strichartz estimates are used. Then by the duality of the
Schtten spaces, we have

o0
[T e ] <15l
0 &24 t Lz
Hence

2
SatT

S

/ f(t,x)Pa(t)(x)dxdt‘ S HfHL”'L‘I' . H/ e*H|R(s)le=*H ds
0 R4 t bz 0

By the same way we can estimate the integral on (—oo, 0] x R%. So by the duality argument,
we have

2q
SatT

o
o5 llzrrs < H/ eH|R(s)le” " ds
—00

O

We also use the following lemma for the existence of the propagator to the linear
Schrédinger equation with time-dependent potentials.

Lemma 4.15. Assume H is as in Theorem [2.17. Let V(t,z) = Vi(t,x) + Va(t,z) satisfy
Vi € LYLE and Vs, € Lngo for somep>1,a>1,>1,0<1/a<1-— 2%. Here L1L,
denotes LY([-T,T); L.,) for T € (0,00]. Then the integral equation:

¢
u(t) = e "=y — z/ e Y (s )ds', t e [-T,T)

has a unique solution u € CpL2 N Ll(’oc L for q = pszl,H = %”. Note that (0,q) is an

admissible pair. Furthermore the mass conservation law ||u(t)||2 = ||Juoll2 holds.
Remark 4.16. The above integral equation is a formulation of the Schrodinger equation:

{ i0pu = Hu(t) + V(t)u(t)
u(s) = ug € L2

When H = —A, the above result was proved in [Y]. Concerning the formulation, it is also
possible to consider the equation

t
u(t) = )P yy — i / ANV () + Vu(sds', te[-T,T)

when H = —A + V. However it seems difficult to solve this equation, for example, when
V is an inverse square type potential since its singularity at origin is strong. Also note
that even if these two integral equations have solutions for the same ug, we do not know
whether these two solutions are the same or not. This is because these solutions are not
differentiable generally. As for the differentiability of these solutions, Yajima gave sufficient
conditions in [Y].
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From the above lemma we have the following.

Corollary 4.17. Under the assumptions in Lemma [{.1)], there exists a family of unitary
operators {U(t,s)} such that

e Ul(t,s) is strongly continuous with respect to (t,s).
e U(t,s)U(s,r) =U(t,r) holds.
e U(t,s)up is a unique solution to the integral equation in Lemma [{.15.

Proof of Lemma [{.15 and Corollary [{.17. We follow the argument in [Y]. Let ¢, 0 be as in
the statement. Set

=

(a) = X(a,q) = C(I; L2) N L°(I; LY)

X*(a) = X*(a,q) = L'(I; L?) + LY (I; LY)
M(a) = L*(I; 1E) + L°(I; L)
for 0 <a <1/2 and I = [—a,a]. Then we have
IVl xe @) < (2a)" [V meay el 2 (a)

for v = min(1 — %, 1— % —1). See Lemma B3/ in [Y] for its proof. By this estimate and
the Strichartz estimates for H, we have

1Qullx@) S IVullxs@ S @IV | ama) 1wl x(a)
t
Qu(t) :/ e =90 Y (5)u(s)ds.
0
Hence if we take a sufficiently small, we have
d: X(a) = X(a),ur e Hyy —iQu
1
[®(u = V)@ < 5”“ =V x(a)-
Then ® is a contraction mapping on X'(a) and our integral equation for s = 0 has a
unique solution u(t) = (1 +iQ) 'uy € X(a). By taking ug = ¢®*Hug and V = V(t + s),
we have a unique solution u(t) to the integral equation with initial data wu(s) = ug on
[s —a,s+a]. Then U(t, s)ug := u(t) is a linear operator on L2 by construction. By glueing

these U(t, s), we have a unique solution on [T, T'] and a family of linear operators {U (¢, s) }
for t,s € [-T,T]. Hence it suffices to show that ||U(t, s)ug||2 = |Juo||2 holds. Instead of the
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regularizing technique in [Y], we use the method in [O]. We assume s = 0 for the sake of
simplicity. Then

2

t
WU (2, 0)uo = [t ug — i / IV (Sputs)is|
0

t
ol + H [ e v s
0

- 2Im/ Huo, V(s)u(s))ds.

Note that the third term is well-defined since e ug, u(s) € CrL*N Ll e TLx ensures that

/0 \(e_iSHuo,V(s)u(s)Hds

SelVilleg , ezlle™  uoll g pallll g, ro +/0 IVa(s)lloolluollzllull g L2 ds

< o0

by the relation: 1/p+1/g+1/¢=1,1/a+1/0+1/6 < 1. We transform the second term
as

t
/e = S)HV() ds
0

—Re [ [0t vt yasas

= 2Re / / (V(s)u(s),e =My (" u(s'))ds'ds
=—2Im / u(s) +i /O ) e~y ($Nu(s')ds)ds
—9Im / Hoo, V(s)u(s))ds.

Then we have [|U(t,0)upll2 = ||uo||2- O
Now we prove Theorem 2171

Proof of Theorem [2.17. The proof is divided into two parts.
(Step 1) In this step we prove the local existence of a solution. The proof follows the
argument in [F'S]. Let R > 0 be such that ||70|| 20 < R and T = T(R) be chosen later.

Set

2gq
o &7 p ' .
X = {(’Y,P) € C([0,T];&71) x LP([0,T); L1) | ny”cqo;@ o2k + el e om0y < CR}
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Here C > 0 is later chosen independent of R. We define
(v, p) = (217, p), P[P1 (7, P)])

t
(I)l(’}/,,())(t) _ e—th,70€th —’L/ e—z(t—s)H[w %« p,’y]el(t_s)HdS.
0

For (v, p) € X, by the orthonormal Strichartz estimates and the unitary invariance of the
Schatten norms, we have

3, (7, < p - . d
0r e ol +2 [ o llelol s

<R 2T1/”
n lwllgllell o oy 171l C(lo.71:67T)
< R+ 2|wl|y C*THY B2

By Lemma [4.14]

T
W@u%mmmmmimsR+24|m*wmmuzq@
< R+ 2|wly C*TV7 R?.

If we take C' large enough and 71" small enough, we have ® : X — X. By the similar
computation, ® is a contraction mapping on X. Hence there exists a unique solution to
(H) on [0, Thaz)-

(Step 2) In this step we prove the global existence of the solution. Note that if T}, < 00
holds, then lim 7., ||7(t )|| 20 =0 holds. By Lemma [£.15], Corollary AI7 and p, *xw €

LY ([0, Trnaz); LY?), for every € > 0, there exists a family of unitary operators {U(¢)} such
that

e U(t) is strongly continuous
e U(0)=1
o U(t)ug = e yg — zfot e~ =)y 5 p. (s)U(s)ugds on [0, Trnae — €.

Now we claim ~(t) = U(t)yU (t)*(=: n(t)) holds for t € [0, T)q — €]. If this equality
holds, we have ||y(t )H 20 = H’yoH 20, for t € [0, Tynax — €] by the unitary invariance of the

Schatten norms. Hence T maz = oo Slnce
t

U(t) = e ™ — z/ e~ sy, 4 p~(8)U(s)ds
0

t
U(t) = e 4 ’L/ U(s)*w * p,y(s)ei(t_s)Hds
0
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hold, we have

t
U(t)yoU ()" = e~ ype™ + ( / e =y x p (s)U (8)d8> o
0

t
. </ U(s/)*w *pV(S/)ei(t_s/)HdS/>
0
t
+2Im </0 e~ =)y pV(S)U(s)’yoe“Hds> .

For the second term, we transform it as

t t
</ e_i(t_S)Hw*p-y(S)U(s)dS> Y </ U(S,)*w*pw(sl)ei(t_S/)HdS/>
0 0

t gt
= Re </ / e~ =)y 5 p (5)U (s)y0U (8')*w py(s')ei(t_sl)Hds'ds>
0o Jo
t rs
= 2Re </ / e =y 5 p (5)U (s)y0U (8')*w pw(s')e"(t_sl)Hds'ds>

=2Re < ’LU * pp}, "YO </ U W0k p ) i(S—s’)HdS/> ei(t—S)HdS>
t * _ st I
2Re ([ s (U0 <7> Gy
I : t ,
= 2Re < / e Hwxp,(s )n(s)el(t_s)Hd.s) —2Im (/ e H 5 pﬁ/(s)U(s)yoeltHd,g)
0 0

- _Z/O —i(t—s)H [w * pfy(s)’n(s)]ei(t—s)HdS omm </0t e it=5)H o pﬁ{(s)U(S),yoeitHds> .
Then we have
0) = U000 = ¢ Page® i [ eI s) sl .
By taking a difference of this equation and
(t) = e~ itH yyitH _Z-/Ot e [y 4 i g
we have

t
Iy @) =0 _ 22, S/O I[w * py,y = 7]l _ 24 ds

SaqtT

S/O 20|lwllglloy($)llqllv(s) = n(s)l _ 2q ds.

Gatl
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By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

for t € [0, Tynar — €]. Hence we are done. O
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