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DECAY ESTIMATES FOR MASSIVE DIRAC EQUATION IN A
CONSTANT MAGNETIC FIELD

ZHIQING YIN

ABSTRACT. We study the deacy and Strichartz estimates for the massive Dirac
Hamiltonian in a constant magnetic fields in Ry x R%:

i0su(t, z) — Dau(t,z) =0,
u(0,z) = f,

where Dy = —io- (V —iA(x))+o3m with m > 0 being the mass and o; being

the Dirac matrices and the potential A(z) = %(—xle), Bg > 0. In par-

ticular, we show the L!(R?) — L>(R?) type micro-localized decay estimates,

for any finite time T > 0, there exists a constant C'r such that

e"Pap(277|Da|) f

(m)H[Lw(R‘Z)P
. . 1 .
<Cr22(1+271t) "2l [Dal) fll 12y, 1H < T,

and we further prove the local-in-time Strichartz estimates for the Dirac equa-
tions with this unbounded potential.

Key Words: Decay estimates, Strichartz estimates, Dirac equation, con-
stant magnetic field
AMS Classification: 42B37, 35Q40.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. The Motivations. We are interested in the model of dispersive equations
in the electromagnetic fields. The electromagnetic phenomena play a fundamental
role in quantum mechanics and the electromagnetic Schréodinger Hamiltonian reads
as

Hayv =—(V—iA@)?+V(z)=V43+V(z), in L*R™;C) (1.1)
where V4 := iV + A(x) is the magnetic gradient and the electric scalar potential
V :R™ — R and the magnetic vector potential

A(x) = (A'(z),...,A™(z)) : R® = R" (1.2)
satisfies the Coulomb gauge condition
divA =0. (1.3)
In three dimensions, the magnetic vector potential A produces the magnetic field
B which is given by
B(z) = curl(A) = V x A(z). (1.4)
In general dimension n > 2, B should be regards as a the matrix-valued field
B :R"™ - M, xn(R) given by
oAt QA
B:=DA - DA', Bj=—-——— . 1.5
’ J ax] 8(Ei ( )
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The Schrodinger operators with electromagnetic potentials have been extensively
studied from the aspects of spectral and scattering theory. Avron-Herbest-Simon
[3, 14, 5] and Reed-Simon [38] have discussed many important physical potentials (in
particular the constant magnetic field and the Coulomb electric potential). How-
ever, the Hamiltonian (II)) can not explain finer electromagnetic effects very well
due to the lack of an inner structure of electrons, for example, the spin.

For a clear understanding of finer electromagnetic effects, we give a more detailed
analysis of the Dirac operator in [L?(R™; C")]? describing a spin-% charged particle
under the influence of the constant magnetic fields, where N = 2[(»+D/2] Tt is
a standard way to demonstrate its interaction with a particle by replacing the
derivatives 9 with their covariant counterpart 9, — iA* as follows:

P {—i Zi:l g (O —iA¥(z)) + Bm + V(z)Myxa, n =3,
AV =

1.6
~i 35y k(O — iA%) + o3m + V(1) Maser, n=2, (1.6)

where A = (Al(x),...,A"(x)) : R® - R", Mnyy is a N x N complex matrix on
R™ a = (a1,a3,a3) and B are N x N Dirac matrices which satisfy the following
canonical anticommutation relations
ajap + ooy =205y, 1< 4,k <mn,
a]ﬁ+6a]:07 j:17277n (17)
B2 =1In.

Here Iy is the N x N identity matrix and d,, denotes the Kronecker symbol (§,, = 1
ifj=k 0p=0if j #k).

For n = 2, there are at most three linearly independent anticommuting matrices:
the Pauli matrices

a=(00) = (25 ) w1 0)

Therefore, when n = 2, the magnetic Dirac operator (LG) becomes

2
Ty = =i on(Ok —iA¥(x)) + o3m + V(2) Maxs
k=1 (1.9)
o —m (101 + Al —i(i0g + A?)

= \(i01 + A +i(i0, + A?) m
The system associated with (L)) is called massless if m = 0, otherwise it is called

massive. Moreover, the canonical anticommutation relations implies the free Dirac
operator satisfies

>+V@Mw,

D? = —Aly.
Then the Dirac equation can be listed within a diagonal system of wave equations
(10 + D + mos3)(i0; — D — mos3) = (=0 + A — m?)Iy.

When a magnetic potential participates in, an electromagnetic wave equation will
be a naturally result from the above reduction (discussed in [34, Chapter 4]). In
the two dimension, there are two interesting magnetic fields in physics.

e The first one is the magnetic potential Ap(z) = (A'(z), A%(x)) which is given
by the Aharonov-Bohm magnetic field (see [2]), that is, for magnetic flux a € R
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- xTo T - 2
AB(x)—a(—W,W), z = (r1,22) € R*\ {0}. (1.10)
The Dirac equation in Aharonov-Bohm magnetic fields has been studied by F.
Cacciafesta, P. D’Ancona, Zhang and the author [7], in which we prove the weighted
dispersive and Strichartz estimates.

e The second magnetic potential A(z) = A(z) = (A'(z), A%(z)) is given by the
constant magnetic field (also called as uniform magnetic field), that is,

By
A(z) = 5 (=w2,21), Bo >0, (1.11)

which is quite different from the Aharonov-Bohm magnetic fields studied in [7]. We
stress here the model is on the plane R?, where the magnetic field B is given by

0A"  QA)
B(z):= DA—DA', Bjj = — — 5 =1,2. 1.12
(JJ) ’ J 8$j 8171 ’ 2 ’ ( )
As in [27], we define the vector field B, : R? — R? as follows:
T
B, = 1B (1.13)
||

Observe that B, - x = 0, hence B, is a tangential vector field. Obviously, the
potential A(z) is unbounded at infinity and the magnetic filed B, (z) # 0 leads to
a trapped well. So there is no hope to prove global-in-time dispersion estimates.

In the present paper, we aim to study the decay estimates and Strichartz es-
timates of 2-D Dirac equation under the uniform magnetic fields, which give rise
to very interesting phenomena and strange spectral properties of Dirac operators.
From the physical point of view the Dirac equation describes the spin of a particle
and its magnetic moment in a completely natural way due to the influence of an
external potential in a relativistically invariant manner.

The decay estimates and Strichartz estimates of the dispersive equations has
a long history due to their significance in analysis and PDEs fields. Especially
the dispersive equations with the Aharonov-Bohm potential, as a diffraction physic
model and scaling critical purely magnetic potential, has attracted more and more
people to study from mathematic viewpoint. In particular, we refer to [30, B3]
for a well established theory of the constant coefficient Schrodinger and the wave
equations. We refer to [11, [14] 15 18| 19} 241 25 26| 29| 39, 12, 13| 28] for the
Schrédinger, wave and Klein-Gordon equations with electromagnetic potentials in
mathematic and physical fields. However, for the Dirac equation, the picture is
far from complete. To the best of our knowledge, due to the rich algebraic struc-
ture of the Dirac equation, there only few available results in this direction are
provided in [8, @] proved the local smoothing and Strichartz estimates in the cases
of the Coulomb potential perturbation and [10] for the Aharonov-Bohm magnetic
field. Very recently, Danesi [17] has established the Strichartz estimates for Dirac-
Coulomb equation with a loss of angular regularity. We also mention that our work
is very different from the works in [20, 211 22], for the perturbation approach there
breaks down for our model since the magnetic potential is unbounded.
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1.2. The main results. In this paper, we focus on the massive Dirac operator
with the uniform (constant) magnetic field, that is,

Dae— —m (101 + Al —i(i0y + A?)
A (101 + A + (i + A?) m

N —m D+
T D. m )’
where A(z) = A(z) = (A(z), A2(z)) is in (LII). The purpose of this paper is to
study the dispersion behavior of the solution of the Cauchy problem
i0pu = Dau, u(t,z): Ry x R2 = C?,
u(0,2) = f(x),
where u(t, z) are vector-valued wavefunctions
_(wn (tv .I) 2
u(t,z) = (m(t,x)) e C. (1.16)

Before stating our main results, let us introduce some preliminary notations. We
define the magnetic Besov spaces as follows. Let ¢ € C°(R\ {0}), with 0 < ¢ < 1,
supp ¢ C [1/2,1], and

Do =1 9N =e@7A) €L, do(N) =D p277N).  (L17)

JEZ J<0

(1.14)

(1.15)

Definition 1.1 ( Magnetic Besov spaces). For s € R and 1 < p,r < oo, the
homogeneous Besov norm of || - [|5: g2y is defined by
p,T

. 1/r
1l ) = (100 Fm0) sy + 27 s (V) )+ (L18)

i>1
where Hp, = (iV + A(z))?. In particular, p = r = 2, we denote the Sobolev norm
11325 2y = Fllgg sy 1F Il r2y = |(H s, +m? + Bo) % fll 22y = [1£ 1|35, e2)-

(1.19)
Remark 1.2. Alternatively, the Sobolev space is defined by
T (R?) == Hp 2 LA(R?), (1.20)
with norm
1l ey 2= IR 1] o (1.21)

The two norms in ([LI9) and (L2I)) are equivalent, see Proposition 23] below.

Definition 1.3. The pair (¢, p) € [2,00] X [2,00) is said to be admissible, if (g, p)
satisfies

2 1 1
2 1.1 1.22
For s € R, we denote (g,p) € AV if (¢,p) is admissible and satisfies
1 2
R (1.23)
qg P

Now we state our main result.
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Theorem 1.4. Let A(x) be in (LII) and define the Landau Hamiltonian Hp, by
Hp, = (iV + A(x))%. (1.24)
Let u(t,z) be the solution of ([LIX) and assume that the initial data f satisfies

©(279\/Hpg,)f(x) € [LY(R?)]? where ¢ is in (LIT). For any t € I := [0,T)] with
any finite T', then there exists a constant Cr depending on T such that

279\ /Hg, ul(t,z
ECRVE N ICE] - o5)

< Cr2¥(1+ 2|t) 72 (27 \/Ha,) fllrr oy, tE L

Let u(t, x) be the solution of (LIH) with m > 0 and the initial data f € [H5 (R?)]?,
then the Strichartz estimates hold

ut, 2)ll[Lar;er @2z < Ol f i w2))2, (1.26)
where the pair (¢,p) € AW with 0 < s < 1.
We sketch of the proof here. In contrast to [7], due to the fact that A(z) €
L2

2 (R?%;R?), our idea here use the spinorial null structure to relate the Dirac equa-
tion to the Klein-Gordon models. By squaring the magnetic perturbed Dirac oper-

ator, we obtain
Hp, +m? - B 0
2 _ Bo 0
(Da)” = ( 0 Hp, +m? + Bo> (127)

Hp, = (iV + A(z))%. (1.28)
If u(t, z) solves (ILIH), since (i0; + Da)(i0; — Da) = —07 — (Da)?, then u(t,z) =

x
1
(5283) solves the equations

Ouu'(t,z) + (Hp, + m* — Bo)ul(t,z) = 0,
ul(0,7) = fH (), (1.29)
Opu' (0,2) = iDy f~ () —mf™,
and
Ouu*(t,z) + (Hp, + m* + Bo)u?(t,x) = 0,
u?(0,z) = f~ (), (1.30)
0u?(0,2) =iD_fF(x) +mf.
Therefore we are reduce to study two wave equations, in which the component
Hp, +m? — By in (ILZ1) denotes the restriction of the Pauli operator on the spin-
up subspace, while Hp, + m? + By stands for the restriction on the spin-down
subspace.

We typically consider the above equations as an initial value problem in the
Hilbert space

HALR?%:C) = {f € L*(R%;C) : (iV+ A)f € L*(R*C?)} (1.31)

and
HA(R*C) = {f € H{(R*C) : (iV + A)?f € L*(R?% C?)} (1.32)
If A € L} (R?* R?) and divA € L?(R?), then (iV+A)? is essentially self-adjoint on

C§°(R?) by the Leinfelder-Simader theorem [35]. The Pauli operator P(A) is also
essentially self-adjoint on C§°(R?; C?) under mild regularity assumptions on B. In
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physics the Pauli and Dirac operators represent the non-relativistic and relativistic
quantum mechanical Hamiltonians of a spin 1/2 particle confined to a plane and
interacting with the magnetic field (0,0, B).

Remark 1.5. The operator Hp, is self-adjoint and the eigenvalues of Hp, are
given by
M = (2k+1)By, keN.

The two operators Hp, +m? F By are positive operators for any nonnegative mass
m > 0. Therefore, the systems (L29) and (I30) can be regards as Klein-Gordon
type equations respectively, hence we need to study the propagator

¢itv/Hpo+m?FBo

which is much difficult than the Pauli equation considered in [32]. To this end, as
done in our previous paper [44], we use the Bernstein inequality to deal with the
low frequency. For the high frequency, we use the classical subordination formula

o0 2
eV Hs T3 Y e s(Hpo tm*FB0) o~ 55 g3 s 4 >0,
2v7 Jo

which provides a connecting bridge between the Schrédinger propagator and the
half-wave propagator.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] as a preliminary step, we recall
the self-adjoint extension of D4 and the spectrum of the operator Hp,, and prove
the equivalence between Sobolev norm and a special Besov norm. In Section [2]
we construct the heat kernel and prove the Gaussian upper bounds and we modify

the subordination formula about e”V#Bo+tm*FBo Iy Section 24, we prove the
Bernstein inequalities and the square function inequality by using the heat kernel

estimates. Finally, in Section [3.J] and Section [3.2] we prove the dispersive estimate
(CZ8) and the Strichartz estimate ([L26]) in Theorem [[4] respectively.

2. THE SPECTRAL THEORY OF D4 AND Hp,

In this section, we first briefly prove that D4 is essentially self-adjoint and collect
some harmonic analysis tools including Sobolev norm for the operator Hpg, from
[43, [44] by setting o = 0 and Dirac operator Dy.

2.1. Self-adjoint extension. We can use von Neumann theory to study the self-
adjoint extension of D4. In fact, the operator Dy is essential self-adjoint due to
that the dimension of deficiency space N1 = ker(dj F i) vanishes, where d; is the
adjoint operator of dj and

m (0 + L — %T)
dk = k Bo T .
O
We refer to [7, Section 2]. For self-contained, we provide the proof of the conclusion

Ny = ker(d; F1i) = 0. First, we notice the orthogonal decomposition [LQ(R2)]2

(L*(R?)? = @ L*(rdr)* ® hi(S"), (2.1)
kEZ
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where hy(S') is the one dimensional space
) k0 k0
hi = h(S7) = |:<ei(k+1)0>:| = {C (ei(kJrl)G) rce C} -
Then, for any f = (i) € [L2(R2)]2, we have

(b _ Z (bk(?")eike, w _ Z wk (r)ei(k+1)9.

kEZ keZ

Hence, we obtain
ik0 ko
Da Z ( Z(k+1)(?k (r)) = de (ei(e’”l)zsi/g:z?“))
k
) ) |

e mey(r) +i (Or + 5
—XXRHM mmw+ua—;+%ﬁﬂﬂ

To ensure the radial Dirac operator dj, is symmetric and well defined, the domain
is restricted on C§°((0,00),rdr) C L?((0,00),rdr). It is easy to verify that dy is
symmetric. In [23] (with x = 0), it implies that dj, is essentially self-adjoint. In
the following we give a simple proof that dj admits one-parameter self-adjoint
extensions di. To see that the operator D4 is essentially self-adjoint, from von
Neumann theory, we need to conclude the deficiency subspaces N4 is empty.

THE CLOSURE di. The operator dj defined on D(dy) = [C§°(R)]?, a dense

subspace of [L?(R4,rdr)]?. For f = (Z) € [C5e((0, —|—oo))]2, it is easy to seen that

k
Ik Wi = 1 Nzeany + | (5 )] + 00200
(2.2)
k+ 1 By
R [ L AU LT et

From [23, Appendix B], we can easily get the functions in D(dy) are continuous
near the origin and vanishing for r — 0", that is

D(dy) = {¢ € L*(rdr)|¢/, /r € L*(rdr), ¢ € C([0,00)), lim (0) = 0}*. (2.3)
T
THE ADJOINT dj. Let us recall the definition of domain of dj, for f = (;z) €

D(dy) iff 3g € L*(rdr)? such that
(f,dru) = (g, u) Yu € D(dy). (2.4)

The adjoint dj, is defined by g = djf. The weak derivative of f is locally in
[L2(rdr)]? away from the origin. Making use of the Sobolev’s lemma [38] and
integrations by parts in (2.4), one conclude dj, acts as same expression as dy.

DEFICIENCY INDICES OF dj. Since dj, is closed, densely defined and symmetric,
von Neumann’s theory applies. Now we compute the dimension of deficiency space
Ny = ker(d; — ) first. For f = ( ) € D(ker(d})),

dpf =1, (2.5)
the coupled differential equations

0~ £ o=+ m, |



8 ZHIQING YIN

this implies

02+ 10, — (5 — Bo(k + 1) + Z202) 4 m? + 1]¢ = 0, @7)
[%+%&—G%%—Bw+z—>+m+4w=0
One can solve this equation by
2 B, 2 B,
o= R (), p=en T (S, (2:8)

since Kummer’s equations (see [1])

2 ﬂrz _ m
Bop2 ERCE (k] 4+ 1) — Bt ST 4 (A miey ey (Bap2) =,

2 d(r2 2B,
§ _BOT _BOT2 — — m
Bop2 LBl t) b [(k+ 1] +1) — Bor?)| 2] 4 (B2 iy (B2y2) =,

The first equation has two linearly independent solutions: M (k_TIkI = H k] +
1, %72) and U(kJrl_V;H‘_2 -5 H JE+ 11+ 1, BO r?), where

oo

M(a,b, s) = ;) EZ)): ‘% b£0,-1,-2,-- (2.9)

with (a),(a € R) denoting the Pochhammer’s symbol

1, n = 0;
(@) = {a(a+1)(a—|—2)-~~(a—|—n—1), n=12,- (2.10)

and

I'(1—1b) ro-1) ,_,
m WS M((I—b+1,2—b,8)
From [I], to ensure that ¢ € L?((0,00), rdr), one requires 0 < |k| + 1 < 2 (see [1}
P508]). Similarly for the second equation, to ensure that v € L?((0,00),7dr), one
requires 0 < |k + 1| + 1 < 2. So there is no k € Z satisfying the two requirements,
therefore we conclude that Ny = N_ = (), that is to say the operator dj, is essentially
self-adjoint and its unique self-adjoint extension is given by the closure of its graph.

U(a,b,s) = M(a,b,s) +

2.2. The spectrum of the operator Hp,. From ([.TI]), we observe the fact that
A(z) € L% (R?* R?), hence Hp, is an essentially self-adjoint operator on L?(R?;C)
with domain H%(R?;C). The operator Hp, is named after Landau operator. Our
argument is based on the known results in [43] 44] which we restated here.

Proposition 2.1 (The spectrum for Hp,). The eigenvalues of Hp, are given by
Moo= 20+ 1+1|k|))Bo +kBo, { keZ,l>0, (2.11)
and the (finite) multiplicity of Ak is

Mo —JBo 7] +1
: — N ;.
2B, 7 ©

#{jEZ:

z
]

=2 B 2 )
Vk},é(‘r) = |:L'||k?|e_ BO—LL Pk;j (ﬂ) elk97 (2'12)

Furthermore, let 0 = the corresponding eigenfunction is given by

2
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where Py, ¢ is the polynomial of degree m given by
P ) P
e (1) = Z 1+ [&)n !

n=0

with (a)n, (a € R) denoting the Pochhammer’s symbol

1, n=w
(a)n_{a(a+1)"'(a+”_1)’ n=L2

Proof. This is exact same to [43], Proposition 2.1] with a = 0. O

Remark 2.2. The spectrum of the operator Hg, + m? F By is A\g¢ +m? F By >
m? > 0. This fact is important in the following argument in Section 3.

2.3. The Sobolev spaces. From the above spectral property, we obtain the fol-
lowing proposition as a corollary of [43, Proposition 2.5]. The following lemma of
the norm induced by D4 is one of key ingredients for proving our main result.

Proposition 2.3 (Equivalent norms). Let the Sobolev norm and Besov norm be
defined in (L2I) and (LI8) respectively. For s € R, then there exist positive
constants ¢, C' such that

C||¢H7‘{SBO(R2) < ¢l Bs ,(R?) < C||¢H7'{SBO(R2)= (2.13)

and

clldllag, ®2) < lollss,@2) < Clldlas, @) (2.14)

Lemma 2.4. For any s € [0,1], we have
ID5 oo < 1 (2.15)
where the fractional powers of D commute with the flow of (LI3).

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the case s = 1, as the full range of exponents can be
obtained by interpolation because the case s = 0 is obvious.
Denote

Va = (91,05 = (i01 +iA' (x),i0s + A*(x)),
hence
IVafle = [ |10+ A)F2 + (602 + 4%)f P
R2

= [ 10T+ 1A = 21m(@0f A + 0a P + |42~ 21m(00f A2 )
R2
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Without loss of generality, we consider the case m = 0, then for f = (f+) €
(C§°(R?))? there exist possible constant C' such that

IDAflfaps = [ (i00 =0) £ + (iof! + )~ P

:/ [Vaf~|>—2Re(d1f~A%f7) +2Re(A' f~0of )
Rz

+VaAfT 2 +2Re(d fTA%f) —2Re(AL froo fH)d]x
= [ IVaf P = Bulf 4 [9af P + Bl o

<Nl + 1 ey, = 1 Ny -
(]

2.4. Littlewood-Paley theory. For this part, we modify the argument of [37]
and [I6] to provide a the key formula to construct a representation of propagator
etV Heotm*FBo - Comparing with [43, [44], since « = 0, we are easy to use the
Mehler heat kernel of e~!0.50 (e.g. [41, P168]) to obtain the heat kernel of Hp,
B _ Bolz—y|? _iBg _
—tHp, —_ 0  ~Tann(BD = (@1y2 127!1). 2.16
e T Y) = B ¢ ’ (2.16)
Therefore, we use the standard argument, as did in [43], 44], to show the Bernstein
inequalities and the Littlewood-Paley theory associated with the operator Hp,.

Proposition 2.5 (Bernstein inequalities). Let o(\) be a C2° bump function on R
with support in [%,2], then it holds for any f € LY(R?) and j € Z
; i(1_1
12/ Hpo) fllLr@2) S 2(i3) [ fllLoez)y, 1<g<p<oc. (2.17)

Proposition 2.6 (The square function inequality). Let {¢;}jez be a Littlewood-
Paley sequence given by(LIT). Then for 1 < p < oo, there exist constants ¢, and
Cp depending on p such that

ol s < | (X les (V)
JEZL

Lo (R2) S Cull flle(re)- (2.18)

Proof. By using the heat kernel [2.19]), Proposition 2.6l follows from the Rademacher
functions argument in [42]. We also refer the reader for result that the square
function inequality can be derived from the heat kernel with the Gaussian
upper bounds. (|

Remark 2.7. If we replace Hg, by Hp, +m? F By, we will see that

Boe~tm*FBo) _ Byle—y® _ing

—t(Hp,+m*FBo) 206 0 TeemnBgD 3 (zly27m2y1)' 219
‘ ( dnsinh(Bol) ’ (2.19)

T,y) =

2.5. A key lemma. To prove our results, we give the following proposition about
eV HBo+m*FBo which modified the subordination formula (see [16} 37, 44]).

_ 2 T
e~YUVE _ e s 2ds,  xy > 0. (2.20)
2\/7?/0 n
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Proposition 2.8. Given a fited T > 0 and if o(\) € C°(R) is supported in [3,2],
then, for all j € Zyx > By, :=x+m?>F By >0 and 0 < t < T with 27t > 1, we
can write

p(277 )tV
p(277Vx)p (— 2t) + (277 V) (2'1)

Nl=

00 (2.21)
(S 2Jt) 12 Jtsmd
/0
where p(a,t) satisfies

0207 pla, t)| < Cnapla+t)™N, =< % <8,t>1,VN > 1, (2.22)

ol —

and x € C®(R x R) with supp x(-,7) C [16,8] such that
sup [9707X(5,7)| Saus (L+1]s)7*, VYo, 8 >0. (2.23)
TER

Remark 2.9. If this has been done, then by the spectral theory for the non-negative
self-adjoint operator Hp,, we can have the representation of the micolocalized half-
wave propagator

(2 /Ty ) T T

0

— m? <

. L1 [° j
+<p(2—JW/HBO)(2Jt)2/ X(5,27t)e 5" /2 15 (Hug +m*FBo) g,
0

Proof. Our starting point of the proof is the subordination formula

= e =y 3
e IVE = %/ e T sT3ds, & =ax+m>F By,y> 0. (2.25)
To obtain €V? we extend [Z2H) by setting y = € — it with e > 0
VE — im e (e-iVE
e—0t

= lim IE (T, 1),

e—0 2\/_

where
o0
L s(a,t) ::/ eirte =0T eir e~ 3 .,
0

By the dominate convergence theorem, we have that

itﬁ_- E—it ~ - . i,zi. (45
e _2%72\/E Igew(t:v,t)—\/zme 1 ggr(l)le,m(tx,t).

Thus it suffices to consider the oscillation integral
0 .
lim I, z(a,t) = Ino(a,t) = / et T3y, (2.27)
e—0 0

Lemma 2.10. Let
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Then we can write
I(a,t) = p(a,t) +/ e y(r) dr, (2.28)
0
where X(r) € C§°(r) and supp X C [15,8] and p(a,t) satisfies

0207 p(a, t)| < Cnapla+t)™N, =< % <8,t>1,YN > 1. (2.29)

Proof. This is [44] Lemma] which is the consequence of the stationary phase argu-
ment. O

By (2:26]) and ([227) and noticing
I(a,t) = 25 1(2a, 27t),

we have that

—j itV tomi o il
P27 V)T = \ e e V)22 (55, 271).

Therefore, by using this lemma, we prove (2.21])
(279 a)e

1 TN S . tr . o0 20t co—jyn
=——e " (27t)2 (277 /x (~ — 27t +/ Y(s)e 15 e t“ds).
5 (20) %027 Va)(A(55:2'1) | Xe)

We need consider this expression when 27¢ > 1. To this end, let ¢ € C°°([0, +00)
satisfies ¢(t) = 1if t > 1 and ¢(t) = 0if 0 < ¢ < 1, then set

P, 271) = e 4 ()P (279 V)i

This together with (2.29) shows

t(z +m? + By)
27

L 27t) p(27¢).
1020 p(a,t)] < Cnap(l+ (a+1)"N, VN >0.
which implies p(a,t) € S(Ry x Ry). Set
x(s,27t) = e~ 15 (s)p(271),
then y satisfies (2:23]). then we finally write

p(279\/z)etVT

tx . o1 . o0 . 29t io—jia
=p~(2—;§,23t) + (231%)290(2_]\/5)/ x(s,27t)e "5 €271 g,
0
which proves (221]) as desired. O

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [1.4]

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.4]
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3.1. The decay estimates. We first prove the following results
Proposition 3.1. Let 277t < s5; and ¢ be in (LI7), then

(2 /Ty Ty

. . 1 .
S29(1+20t) 2l /Hpy) fll Lt v2)-

In particular, for 0 <t <T with any finite T', there exists a constant Cr depending
on T such that

(277 /Hp, etV Hmtmte

(3.1)

1] e
. o1 .
< Cr2 (14 220t]) 2 llp(277 v/ Hp,) fl 1 (r2)-
Remark 3.2. The finite T" can be chosen beyond Z-. If we could prove B2), then
([T23) follows
eV Ty < 3 o VAT

JEZL

(3.2)

_1 3, _q _1
< Orlt]™= Y23l /Hp ) fllerwey < Crlt] ™21 £ gorz gy

JEZ
The proof of Proposition[3l We estimate the microlocalized half-wave propagator

_ it\/Hpo +m2F Bo
(277 \/Hp, )"V TPotm jFBOfHLw(RZ)
by considering two cases that: [t|27 > 1 and [¢t|27 < 1. In the following argument,
we can choose ¢ € C°((0,400)) such that p(A\) = 1 if A € suppy and ¢y = .
Since ¢ has the same property of ¢, without confusion, we drop off the tilde above
o for brief. Without loss of generality, in the following argument, we assume ¢t > 0.

Case 1: 129 < 1. We remark that we consider #27 < 1 while not ¢27 < 1, this
will be used to extend the time interval. By the spectral theorem, one has

||eit,/HBo+m2$Bo ||L2(R2)—>L2(R2) <C.

Indeed, denote A, the spectrum of Hpg,, by the functional calculus, for f € L?,
we can write

) 5 . > -
eZt\/HBoJFm :FBof _ § :ezt\/)\k’g-i-m :':BOC]C7(V]€7[($).

kEZ,
£eN

where

Thus we obtain

e T
it\/ Ak, e+m2FBg 2\ 1/2 2\ 1/2
= (Z ‘e ’ CW’ ) = (Z ‘CM‘ ) = I fllz2(r2)-

keZ, kEZ,
LeN LeN
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Together with this, we use the Bernstein inequality (2I7) to prove

H<P(2*j /HBO)eit. /Hp, +m2:FBOfHL°°(]R2

< 29|V HBoTET B (279 /Hp, ) fl 2 re)
< 20027/ Hp,) fllr2me) S 2% 10277 /Hp, ) fll 11 (®2)-

In this case 0 <t < 277, we have

(277 /Hpy )&t VRt E B p|| o

_ _ _ (3.3)
S 22(1+ 20V o2/ Hp, ) flisaey, VN 2 0.

Case 2: t27 >> 1. In this case, we can use (Z.24)) to obtain the micolocalized
half-wave propagator

(277 [ Hpy )V ot

= (2 Hyp (Lt T B 2jt)

+</7(2_j /HBO)(th)%/ ( 2]t) 12 ]ts(HBO-i-m FBo) ds.
0

We first use the spectral theorems and the Bernstein inequality again to estimate
_ _t(Hp, + m?>F By) .
HSQ(Q ]\/HBo)p( - 9 ’2]t)fHL°°(R2)'
On the one hand, by the support of ¢, one has 22772 < A , < 22772, On the other
hand, we note the condition 27t > 1and 0 <t < T with finite T', there exist a small
constant ¢ depending on T' such that ‘i‘ <c< 100 Therefore, we obtain

1 < 14_ m? :F‘Bo < t( ke + mz F Bo)
8§ ~ 4 227 27
which satisfies (2.29), then
’ ~(t(/\k,m +m? F By)
p 5
Therefore, we use the Bernstein inequality and the spectral theorems to show

(tHBO +m F By

2 2
Ak1£+m F By <4+m F By <8

Ji —
/2t = 22 = 22j -

2 <c+27t)7N, ¥N > 0.

Hsa Hg,) 2jt)fHLoo (R2)

t(Hp, + F B .
p(( = 27? O),2Jt)sﬁ(2 'V Hpg,) f’

52j(1+2jt)—NH<p(2 i/Hp, f‘

<2

L2(R?)

L2(R2)

S 21+ 27N (27 /g, f|

L1(R2)
Next we use the dispersive estimates of Schrodinger propagator in [32]

et

i . _ km
:||etHBOfHLOO(R2)§C|s1n(tBo)| 1Hf||L1R2), t;«éB—O,keZ,



DIRAC EQUATION IN MAGNETIC FIELDS 15

to estimate
o2 VA (1)} [ (s, 2 e ) |

ForO0<t<Ty< thus sin(tBy) ~ tBy, then we obtain

2B’

Hcp \/HBO (2jt)%/ x(s,2jt)eiiite
1

(271) §/ x(s,27t)| sin(2 7 7ts By)|~ 1ds||<p ‘/HB())JCHLI(R?)'
0

(HB°+m2:FBO)de||L°°(R2)

Since s € [{5,8] (the compact support of x in s) and By > 0, if 279¢ < 5B, » then

o0

o2 /Hm) (270) [ x(s,2i0pe B et e B s
0

s@nten [ 2 e VIR )

S 22j(2jt)7§H@(27j V HBo)fHLl(R2

<2¥(1+ 2“)7% 27 VHp) f|| 1 5oy

Collecting (B3) and [@B4), it gives B.I]). To prove B2), we consider 0 < ¢t < T
For any T > 0, there exists jo such that 27707 < ﬁ with jo € Z4. For 57 < jo,
then 27¢ < 1, then one has ([B.2)) from the first case. While for j > jo, if 29t < 1,
one still has (BZI) from the first case. Otherwise ie. 2jt > 1, one has (BZI) from

=

O

3.2. Strichartz estimate. In this section, we prove the Strichartz estimates ([.26])
in Theorem [[4 by using (8:2)). To this end, we need a variety of the abstract Keel-
Tao’s Strichartz estimates theorem ([31]).

Proposition 3.3. Let (X, M, i) be a o-finite measured space and U : I = [0,T] —
B(L?(X, M, u)) be a weakly measurable map satisfying, for some constants C may
depending on T, a > 0, o, h > 0,

IU@)l2wre <C, tER,
[U@U ()" fllLee < Ch™*(h+ [t = s])"7|[ f]l 1.
Then for every pair q,p € [1,00] such that (q,p, o) # (2,00,1) and

(3.5)

1+ o > 9
p 2 q =2z,

there exists a constant C only depending on C, o, q and r such that

1
([ 1w@uls,ar)* < amlul:

where A(h) = h~(@+9) (=3)t

»Ql»—t

Proof. This is an analogue of the semiclassical Strichartz estimates for Schrodinger
in [33], [46]. We refer to [45] for the proof. O
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Now we prove the Strichartz estimates (L26). Recall ¢ in (I.I7) and Littlewood-
Paley frequency cutoff ¢ (1/Hp,), for each k € Z, we define

ur(t, ") = or(\/Hp, Jui(t,-), i=1,2,
where u(t, ) is the solution of (I.29) and (L.30) respectively. Then, for each k € Z,
u(t, x) solves the Cauchy problem
Ofw + (Hp, +m?* F BoJur = 0, uk(0) = fu(2), 0ur(0) = gu(2),  (3.6)

where fir = pr(y/Hp,)u'(0,2) and g, = ¢r(/Hp,)0wu'(0,z). Since (q,p) € AW
in definition [[33] then g, p > 2. Thus, by using the square-function estimates (Z.18)
and the Minkowski inequality, we obtain

1
i 2
Il or@ey S (Xl Dameey) s i=12 6.7
kEZ

where I = [0,7]. Denote the half-wave propagator U(t) = eV 7Bo+m*FBo then

we write

U U(- Ut) —U(—
ug(t, z) = (t) +2 ( t)fk_y%\/%gk. (3.8)

By using (87) and (B8], we complete the proof of (L26) after taking summation
in k € Z if we could prove

Proposition 3.4. Let fi, = ¢p(\/Hp,) [ for ¢r in (LIT) and k € Z. Then
U ) fullLacrzr @2y < Cr2%||fl 2@y, (3.9)
where the admissible pair (q,p) € [2,+00] X [2,4+00) and s satisfy (L22) and ([23).
Proof. Since fir = ¢x(\/Hp,)[, then
U(t) fr = er(\/Hp, e’V ot 50 f .= U, f.
By using the spectral theorem, we see
1Uk(®) fll 22y < Ol fll2me)-
By using ([3.2]), we obtain
[Uk(t)Ug () fll Lo r2) = |Uk(t — 5) fll oo (m2)
< Cr2# (2 4t = sl) 7 ey

Then the estimates (3.5]) for Ug(t) hold for a = 3/2, 0 = 1/2 and h = 27%. Hence,
Proposition [3.3] gives

which implies (3.9) since s = 2(3 — %) - %. O

Then, due to the well known decay estimates for solutions to the wave equation
(see [40]), we deduce

ut, Dl otz < Ol gy e + | — Dl s gy
hence by Lemma 2.4l we obtain

lu(t, o)\l (Lacr;Le@eyyz < Ol flliae w2y (3.10)
Then we conclude the proof of Theorem [1.4]
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