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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 Rt × R2

x:
{

i∂tu(t, x)−DAu(t, x) = 0,

u(0, x) = f,

where DA = −iσ · (∇− iA(x))+σ3m with m ≥ 0 being the mass and σi being

the Dirac matrices and the potential A(x) = B0
2
(−x2, x1), B0 > 0. In par-

ticular, we show the L1(R2) → L∞(R2) type micro-localized decay estimates,
for any finite time T > 0, there exists a constant CT such that

∥

∥

∥
eitDAϕ(2−j |DA|)f(x)

∥

∥

∥

[L∞(R2)]2

≤ CT 22j(1 + 2j |t|)−
1
2 ‖ϕ(2−j |DA|)f‖[L1(R2)]2 , |t| ≤ 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 Schrödinger Hamiltonian reads
as

HA,V = −(∇− iA(x))2 + V (x) = ∇2
A + V (x), in L2(Rn;C) (1.1)

where ∇A := i∇+A(x) is the magnetic gradient and the electric scalar potential
V : Rn → R and the magnetic vector potential

A(x) = (A1(x), . . . , An(x)) : Rn → R
n (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(x) = curl(A) = ∇×A(x). (1.4)

In general dimension n ≥ 2, B should be regards as a the matrix-valued field
B : Rn → Mn×n(R) given by

B := DA−DAt, Bij =
∂Ai

∂xj
− ∂Aj

∂xi
. (1.5)
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The Schrödinger operators with electromagnetic potentials have been extensively
studied from the aspects of spectral and scattering theory. Avron-Herbest-Simon
[3, 4, 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 (1.1) 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 [L2(Rn;CN )]2 describing a spin- 12 charged particle

under the influence of the constant magnetic fields, where N = 2⌈(n+1)/2⌉. It is
a standard way to demonstrate its interaction with a particle by replacing the
derivatives ∂k with their covariant counterpart ∂k − iAk as follows:

Dm
A,V =

{

−i∑3
k=1 αk(∂k − iAk(x)) + βm+ V (x)M4×4, n = 3,

−i∑2
k=1 σk(∂k − iAk) + σ3m+ V (x)M2×2, n = 2,

(1.6)

where A = (A1(x), ..., An(x)) : Rn → Rn, MN×N is a N × N complex matrix on
Rn, α = (α1, α2, α3) and β are N × N Dirac matrices which satisfy the following
canonical anticommutation relations

αjαk + αkαj = 2δjkIN , 1 ≤ j, k ≤ n,

αjβ + βαj = 0, j = 1, 2, · · · , n
β2 = IN .

(1.7)

Here IN is the N×N identity matrix and δjk denotes the Kronecker symbol (δjk = 1
if j = k; δjk = 0 if j 6= k).

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

σ1 =

(

0 1
1 0

)

, σ2 =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

, σ3 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. (1.8)

Therefore, when n = 2, the magnetic Dirac operator (1.6) becomes

Dm
A,V = −i

2
∑

k=1

σk(∂k − iAk(x)) + σ3m+ V (x)M2×2

= −
(

−m (i∂1 +A1 − i(i∂2 +A2)
(i∂1 +A1 + i(i∂2 +A2) m

)

+ V (x)M2×2.

(1.9)

The system associated with (1.6) is called massless if m = 0, otherwise it is called
massive. Moreover, the canonical anticommutation relations implies the free Dirac
operator satisfies

D2 = −∆IN .

Then the Dirac equation can be listed within a diagonal system of wave equations

(i∂t +D +mσ3)(i∂t −D −mσ3) = (−∂tt +∆−m2)IN .

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.

• The first one is the magnetic potential AB(x) = (A1(x), A2(x)) which is given
by the Aharonov-Bohm magnetic field (see [2]), that is, for magnetic flux α ∈ R
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AB(x) = α
(

− x2
|x|2 ,

x1
|x|2

)

, x = (x1, x2) ∈ R
2 \ {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.

• The second magnetic potential A(x) = ~A(x) = (A1(x), A2(x)) is given by the
constant magnetic field (also called as uniform magnetic field), that is,

A(x) =
B0

2
(−x2, x1), B0 > 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 R2, where the magnetic field B is given by

B(x) := DA−DAt, Bij =
∂Ai

∂xj
− ∂Aj

∂xi
, i, j = 1, 2. (1.12)

As in [27], we define the vector field Bτ : R2 → R2 as follows:

Bτ =
x

|x|B. (1.13)

Observe that Bτ · x = 0, hence Bτ is a tangential vector field. Obviously, the
potential A(x) is unbounded at infinity and the magnetic filed Bτ (x) 6= 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, 31]
for a well established theory of the constant coefficient Schrödinger and the wave
equations. We refer to [11, 14, 15, 18, 19, 24, 25, 26, 29, 39, 12, 13, 28] for the
Schrödinger, 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, 9] 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, 21, 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,

DA = −
(

−m (i∂1 +A1 − i(i∂2 +A2)
(i∂1 +A1 + i(i∂2 +A2) m

)

:= −
(

−m D+

D− m

)

,

(1.14)

where A(x) = ~A(x) = (A1(x), A2(x)) is in (1.11). The purpose of this paper is to
study the dispersion behavior of the solution of the Cauchy problem

{

i∂tu = DAu, u(t, x) : Rt × R
2
x → C

2,

u(0, x) = f(x),
(1.15)

where u(t, x) are vector-valued wavefunctions

u(t, x) =

(

u1(t, x)
u2(t, x)

)

∈ C
2. (1.16)

Before stating our main results, let us introduce some preliminary notations. We
define the magnetic Besov spaces as follows. Let ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R \ {0}), with 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1,
suppϕ ⊂ [1/2, 1], and

∑

j∈Z

ϕ(2−jλ) = 1, ϕj(λ) := ϕ(2−jλ), j ∈ Z, φ0(λ) :=
∑

j≤0

ϕ(2−jλ). (1.17)

Definition 1.1 ( Magnetic Besov spaces). For s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p, r < ∞, the
homogeneous Besov norm of ‖ · ‖Ḃs

p,r(R
2) is defined by

‖f‖Bs
p,r(R

2) =
(

‖φ0(
√

HB0)f‖rLp(R2) +
∑

j≥1

2jsr‖ϕj(
√

HB0)f‖rLp(R2)

)1/r

, (1.18)

where HB0 = (i∇+A(x))2. In particular, p = r = 2, we denote the Sobolev norm

‖f‖Ḣs
A
(R2) := ‖f‖Ḃs

2,2(R
2), ‖f‖Hs

A
(R2) := ‖(HB0 +m2 +B0)

s
2 f‖L2(R2) = ‖f‖Bs

2,2(R
2).

(1.19)

Remark 1.2. Alternatively, the Sobolev space is defined by

Ḣs
A
(R2) := H

− s
2

B0
L2(R2), (1.20)

with norm

‖f‖Ḣs
A
(R2) :=

∥

∥H
s
2

B0
f
∥

∥

L2(R2)
. (1.21)

The two norms in (1.19) and (1.21) are equivalent, see Proposition 2.3 below.

Definition 1.3. The pair (q, p) ∈ [2,∞]× [2,∞) is said to be admissible, if (q, p)
satisfies

2

q
≤ 1

2
− 1

p
. (1.22)

For s ∈ R, we denote (q, p) ∈ ΛWs if (q, p) is admissible and satisfies

1

q
+

2

p
= 1− s. (1.23)

Now we state our main result.
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Theorem 1.4. Let A(x) be in (1.11) and define the Landau Hamiltonian HB0 by

HB0 = (i∇+A(x))2. (1.24)

Let u(t, x) be the solution of (1.15) and assume that the initial data f satisfies

ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f(x) ∈ [L1(R2)]2 where ϕ is in (1.17). For any t ∈ I := [0, T ] with
any finite T , then there exists a constant CT depending on T such that

∥

∥

∥
ϕ(2−j

√

HB0)u(t, x)
∥

∥

∥

[L∞(R2)]2

≤ CT 2
2j(1 + 2j|t|)− 1

2 ‖ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖[L1(R2)]2 , t ∈ I.

(1.25)

Let u(t, x) be the solution of (1.15) with m > 0 and the initial data f ∈ [Ḣs
A
(R2)]2,

then the Strichartz estimates hold

‖u(t, x)‖[Lq(I;Lp(R2))]2 ≤ CT ‖f‖[Hs
A
(R2)]2 , (1.26)

where the pair (q, p) ∈ ΛWs with 0 ≤ s ≤ 1.

We sketch of the proof here. In contrast to [7], due to the fact that A(x) ∈
L2
loc(R

2;R2), 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

(DA)2 =

(

HB0 +m2 −B0 0
0 HB0 +m2 +B0

)

(1.27)

where
HB0 = (i∇+A(x))2. (1.28)

If u(t, x) solves (1.15), since (i∂t + DA)(i∂t − DA) = −∂2t − (DA)2, then u(t, x) =
(

u1(t,x)

u2(t,x)

)

solves the equations










∂ttu
1(t, x) +

(

HB0 +m2 −B0

)

u1(t, x) = 0,

u1(0, x) = f+(x),

∂tu
1(0, x) = iD+f

−(x) −mf+,

(1.29)

and










∂ttu
2(t, x) +

(

HB0 +m2 +B0

)

u2(t, x) = 0,

u2(0, x) = f−(x),

∂tu
2(0, x) = iD−f+(x) +mf−.

(1.30)

Therefore we are reduce to study two wave equations, in which the component
HB0 +m2 −B0 in (1.27) denotes the restriction of the Pauli operator on the spin-
up subspace, while HB0 + m2 + B0 stands for the restriction on the spin-down
subspace.

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

H1
A
(R2;C) = {f ∈ L2(R2;C) : (i∇+A)f ∈ L2(R2;C2)} (1.31)

and

H2
A(R2;C) = {f ∈ H1

A(R
2;C) : (i∇+A)2f ∈ L2(R2;C2)} (1.32)

IfA ∈ L2
loc(R

2;R2) and divA ∈ L2(R2), then (i∇+A)2 is essentially self-adjoint on
C∞

0 (R2) by the Leinfelder-Simader theorem [35]. The Pauli operator P (A) is also
essentially self-adjoint on C∞

0 (R2;C2) 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 HB0 is self-adjoint and the eigenvalues of HB0 are
given by

λk = (2k + 1)B0, k ∈ N.

The two operators HB0 +m2 ∓B0 are positive operators for any nonnegative mass
m ≥ 0. Therefore, the systems (1.29) and (1.30) can be regards as Klein-Gordon
type equations respectively, hence we need to study the propagator

eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0 ,

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

e−y
√
HB0+m

2∓B0 =
y

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

e−s(HB0+m
2∓B0)e−

y2

4s s−
3
2 ds, y > 0,

which provides a connecting bridge between the Schrödinger 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 DA and the spectrum of the operator HB0 , 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 eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0 . In Section 2.4, we prove the
Bernstein inequalities and the square function inequality by using the heat kernel
estimates. Finally, in Section 3.1 and Section 3.2, we prove the dispersive estimate
(1.25) and the Strichartz estimate (1.26) in Theorem 1.4 respectively.

2. the spectral theory of DA and HB0

In this section, we first briefly prove that DA is essentially self-adjoint and collect
some harmonic analysis tools including Sobolev norm for the operator HB0 from
[43, 44] by setting α = 0 and Dirac operator DA.

2.1. Self-adjoint extension. We can use von Neumann theory to study the self-
adjoint extension of DA. In fact, the operator DA is essential self-adjoint due to
that the dimension of deficiency space N± = ker(d∗k ∓ i) vanishes, where d∗k is the
adjoint operator of dk and

dk :=

(

m i(∂r +
k+1
r − B0

2 r)
i(∂r − k

r + B0

2 r) −m

)

.

We refer to [7, Section 2]. For self-contained, we provide the proof of the conclusion

N± = ker(d∗k ∓ i) = ∅. First, we notice the orthogonal decomposition
[

L2(R2)
]2

(L2(R2))2 =
⊕

k∈Z

L2(rdr)2 ⊗ hk(S
1), (2.1)
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where hk(S
1) is the one dimensional space

hk = hk(S
1) =

[(

eikθ

ei(k+1)θ

)]

=

{

c

(

eikθ

ei(k+1)θ

)

: c ∈ C

}

.

Then, for any f =
(

φ
ψ

)

∈
[

L2(R2)
]2
, we have

φ =
∑

k∈Z

φk(r)e
ikθ , ψ =

∑

k∈Z

ψk(r)e
i(k+1)θ .

Hence, we obtain

DA
∑

k

(

eikθ φk(r)
ei(k+1)θ ψk(r)

)

=
∑

k

dk

(

eikθ φk(r)
ei(k+1)θ ψk(r)

)

=
∑

k

(

eikθ [mφk(r) + i (∂r +
k+1
r − B0

2 r)ψk(r)]

ei(k+1)θ[−mψk(r) + i (∂r − k
r + B0

2 r)φk(r)]

)

.

To ensure the radial Dirac operator dk is symmetric and well defined, the domain
is restricted on C∞

0 ((0,∞), rdr) ⊂ L2((0,∞), rdr). It is easy to verify that dk is
symmetric. In [23] (with κ = 0), it implies that dk is essentially self-adjoint. In
the following we give a simple proof that dk admits one-parameter self-adjoint
extensions d̄k. To see that the operator DA is essentially self-adjoint, from von
Neumann theory, we need to conclude the deficiency subspaces N± is empty.

The closure dk. The operator dk defined on D(dk) = [C∞
0 (R+)]

2, a dense

subspace of [L2(R+, rdr)]
2. For f =

( φ
ψ

)

∈
[

C∞
0 ((0,+∞))

]2
, it is easy to seen that

‖dkf‖2(L2(rdr))2 = ‖f ′‖L2(rdr) +
∥

∥

∥

(k

r
+
B0

2
r
)

φ
∥

∥

∥

L2(rdr)
+ ‖mφ‖L2(rdr)

+
∥

∥

∥

(k + 1

r
+
B0

2
r
)

ψ
∥

∥

∥

L2(rdr)
+ ‖mψ‖L2(rdr).

(2.2)

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

D(dk) = {φ ∈ L2(rdr)|φ′, φ/r ∈ L2(rdr), φ ∈ C([0,∞)), lim
r→0+

φ(0) = 0}2. (2.3)

The adjoint d∗k. Let us recall the definition of domain of d∗k, for f = ( φψ ) ∈
D(d∗k) iff ∃g ∈ L2(rdr)2 such that

〈f, dku〉 = 〈g, u〉 ∀u ∈ D(dk). (2.4)

The adjoint d∗k is defined by g = d∗kf . The weak derivative of f is locally in
[L2(rdr)]2 away from the origin. Making use of the Sobolev’s lemma [38] and
integrations by parts in (2.4), one conclude d∗k acts as same expression as dk.

Deficiency indices of dk. Since dk is closed, densely defined and symmetric,
von Neumann’s theory applies. Now we compute the dimension of deficiency space
N+ = ker(d∗k − i) first. For f =

( φ
ψ

)

∈ D(ker(d∗k)),

d∗kf = if, (2.5)

the coupled differential equations
{

i(∂r +
k+1
r − B0

2 r)ψ = (i−m)φ,

i(∂r − k
r + B0

2 r)φ = (i+m)ψ,
(2.6)
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this implies
{

[∂2r +
1
r∂r − (k

2

r2 −B0(k + 1) +
B2

0

4 r
2) +m2 + 1]φ = 0,

[∂2r +
1
r∂r − ( (k+1)2

r2 −B0k +
B2

0

4 r
2) +m2 + 1]ψ = 0.

(2.7)

One can solve this equation by

φ = e−
B0r2

4 r|k|F1(
B0

2
r2), ψ = e−

B0r2

4 r|k+1|F2(
B0

2
r2), (2.8)

since Kummer’s equations (see [1])






B0

2 r
2 d

2F1(
B0
2 r2)

d(r2)2 + [(|k|+ 1)− B0

2 r
2)]

dF1(
B0
2 r2)

d(r2) + (k−|k|
2 − m2+1

2B0
)F1(

B0

2 r
2) = 0,

B0

2 r
2 d

2F2(
B0
2 r2)

d(r2)2 + [(|k + 1|+ 1)− B0

2 r
2)]

dF2(
B0
2 r2)

d(r2) + (k+1−|k+1|−2
2 − m2+1

2B0
)F2(

B0

2 r
2) = 0.

The first equation has two linearly independent solutions: M(k−|k|
2 − m2+1

2B0
, |k| +

1, B0

2 r
2) and U(k+1−|k+1|−2

2 − m2+1
2B0

, |k + 1|+ 1, B0

2 r
2), where

M(a, b, s) =

∞
∑

n=0

(a)n
(b)n

sn

n!
, b 6= 0,−1,−2, · · · (2.9)

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

(a)n =

{

1, n = 0;

a(a+ 1)(a+ 2) · · · (a+ n− 1), n = 1, 2, · · · (2.10)

and

U(a, b, s) =
Γ(1− b)

Γ(a+ b− 1)
M(a, b, s) +

Γ(b − 1)

Γ(a)
s1−bM(a− b+ 1, 2− b, s).

From [1], to ensure that φ ∈ L2((0,∞), rdr), one requires 0 < |k| + 1 < 2 (see [1,
P508]). Similarly for the second equation, to ensure that ψ ∈ L2((0,∞), rdr), one
requires 0 < |k + 1|+ 1 < 2. So there is no k ∈ Z satisfying the two requirements,
therefore we conclude thatN+ = N− = ∅, that is to say the operator dk is essentially
self-adjoint and its unique self-adjoint extension is given by the closure of its graph.

2.2. The spectrum of the operator HB0 . From (1.11), we observe the fact that
A(x) ∈ L2

loc(R
2;R2), hence HB0 is an essentially self-adjoint operator on L2(R2;C)

with domain H2
A(R

2;C). The operator HB0 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 HB0). The eigenvalues of HB0 are given by

λk,ℓ = (2ℓ+ 1 + |k|)B0 + kB0, ℓ, k ∈ Z, ℓ ≥ 0, (2.11)

and the (finite) multiplicity of λk,ℓ is

#

{

j ∈ Z :
λk,ℓ − jB0

2B0
− |j|+ 1

2
∈ N

}

.

Furthermore, let θ = x
|x| , the corresponding eigenfunction is given by

Vk,ℓ(x) = |x||k|e−
B0|x|2

4 Pk,ℓ

(

B0|x|2
2

)

eikθ, (2.12)
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where Pk,ℓ is the polynomial of degree m given by

Pk,ℓ(r) =

ℓ
∑

n=0

(−ℓ)n
(1 + |k|)n

rn

n!

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

(a)n =

{

1, n = 0;

a(a+ 1) · · · (a+ n− 1), n = 1, 2, · · ·

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

Remark 2.2. The spectrum of the operator HB0 +m2 ∓B0 is λk,ℓ +m2 ∓B0 ≥
m2 ≥ 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 DA 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 (1.21) and (1.18) respectively. For s ∈ R, then there exist positive
constants c, C such that

c‖φ‖Ḣs
B0

(R2) ≤ ‖φ‖Ḃs
2,2(R

2) ≤ C‖φ‖Ḣs
B0

(R2), (2.13)

and

c‖φ‖Hs
B0

(R2) ≤ ‖φ‖Bs
2,2(R

2) ≤ C‖φ‖Hs
B0

(R2). (2.14)

Lemma 2.4. For any s ∈ [0, 1], we have

‖Ds
Af‖(L2)2 ≤ ‖f‖(Hs

A
)2 (2.15)

where the fractional powers of DA commute with the flow of (1.15).

Proof. It 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

∇A = (∂A1 , ∂
A
2 ) = (i∂1 + iA1(x), i∂2 +A2(x)),

hence

‖∇Af‖L2 =

∫

R2

|(i∂1 +A1)f |2 + |(i∂2 +A2)f |2dx

=

∫

R2

[|∂1f |2 + |A1f |2 − 2 Im(∂1fA
1f) + |∂2f |2 + |A2f |2 − 2 Im(∂2fA

2f)]dx.
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Without loss of generality, we consider the case m = 0, then for f = ( f
+

f− ) ∈
(C∞

0 (R2))2 there exist possible constant C such that

‖DAf‖2[L2]2 =

∫

R2

|(−i∂A1 − ∂A2 )f
−|2 + |(−i∂A1 + ∂A2 )f

−|2dx

=

∫

R2

[|∇Af
−|2 − 2Re(∂1f

−A2f−) + 2Re(A1f−∂2f
−)

+ |∇Af
+|2 + 2Re(∂1f

+A2f+)− 2Re(A1f+∂2f
+)d]x

=

∫

R2

[|∇Af
−|2 −B0|f−|2 + |∇Af

+|2 +B0|f+|2]dx

≤ ‖f−‖H1
A

+ ‖f+‖H1
A

= ‖f‖[H1
A
]2 .

�

2.4. Littlewood-Paley theory. For this part, we modify the argument of [37]
and [16] to provide a the key formula to construct a representation of propagator

eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0 . Comparing with [43, 44], since α = 0, we are easy to use the
Mehler heat kernel of e−tH0,B0 (e.g. [41, P168]) to obtain the heat kernel of HB0

e−tHB0 (x, y) =
B0

4π sinh(B0t)
e
− B0|x−y|2

4 tanh(B0t)
− iB0

2 (x1y2−x2y1). (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 HB0 .

Proposition 2.5 (Bernstein inequalities). Let ϕ(λ) be a C∞
c bump function on R

with support in [ 12 , 2], then it holds for any f ∈ Lq(R2) and j ∈ Z

‖ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖Lp(R2) . 22j
(

1
q− 1

p

)

‖f‖Lq(R2), 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞. (2.17)

Proposition 2.6 (The square function inequality). Let {ϕj}j∈Z be a Littlewood-
Paley sequence given by(1.17). Then for 1 < p < ∞, there exist constants cp and
Cp depending on p such that

cp‖f‖Lp(R2) ≤
∥

∥

∥

(

∑

j∈Z

|ϕj(
√

HB0)f |2
)

1
2
∥

∥

∥

Lp(R2)
≤ Cp‖f‖Lp(R2). (2.18)

Proof. By using the heat kernel (2.19), Proposition 2.6 follows from the Rademacher
functions argument in [42]. We also refer the reader for result that the square
function inequality 2.18 can be derived from the heat kernel with the Gaussian
upper bounds. �

Remark 2.7. If we replace HB0 by HB0 +m2 ∓B0, we will see that

e−t(HB0+m
2∓B0)(x, y) =

B0e
−t(m2∓B0)

4π sinh(B0t)
e
− B0|x−y|2

4 tanh(B0t)
− iB0

2 (x1y2−x2y1). (2.19)

2.5. A key lemma. To prove our results, we give the following proposition about

eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0 which modified the subordination formula (see [16, 37, 44]).

e−y
√
x =

y

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

e−sx−
y2

4s s−
3
2 ds, x, y > 0. (2.20)
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Proposition 2.8. Given a fixed T > 0 and if ϕ(λ) ∈ C∞
c (R) is supported in [ 12 , 2],

then, for all j ∈ Z, x > B0, x̃ := x +m2 ∓ B0 > 0 and 0 < t ≤ T with 2jt ≥ 1, we
can write

ϕ(2−j
√
x)eit

√
x̃

= ϕ(2−j
√
x)ρ̃
( tx̃

2j
, 2jt

)

+ ϕ(2−j
√
x)
(

2jt
)

1
2

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)e
i2jt
4s ei2

−jtsx̃ ds,
(2.21)

where ρ̃(a, t) satisfies

∣

∣∂αa ∂
β
t ρ̃(a, t)

∣

∣ ≤ CN,α,β(a+ t)−N ,
1

8
≤ a

t
≤ 8, t ≥ 1, ∀N ≥ 1, (2.22)

and χ ∈ C∞(R× R) with suppχ(·, τ) ⊆ [ 1
16 , 8] such that

sup
τ∈R

∣

∣∂αs ∂
β
τ χ(s, τ)

∣

∣ .α,β (1 + |s|)−α, ∀α, β ≥ 0. (2.23)

Remark 2.9. If this has been done, then by the spectral theory for the non-negative
self-adjoint operator HB0 , we can have the representation of the micolocalized half-
wave propagator

ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0

= ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)ρ̃
( t(HB0 +m2 ∓B0)

2j
, 2jt

)

+ ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)
(

2jt
)

1
2

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)e
i2j t
4s ei2

−jts(HB0+m
2∓B0) ds.

(2.24)

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

e−y
√
x̃ =

y

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

e−sx̃−
y2

4s s−
3
2 ds, x̃ = x+m2 ∓B0, y > 0. (2.25)

To obtain eit
√
x̃, we extend (2.25) by setting y = ǫ− it with ǫ > 0

eit
√
x̃ = lim

ǫ→0+
e−(ǫ−it)

√
x̃

= lim
ǫ→0

√
ǫ− it

2
√
π

Iǫ,ǫx̃(tx̃, t),
(2.26)

where

Iǫ,δ(a, t) :=

∫ ∞

0

eirae−δre
it
4r e−

ǫ
4r r−

3
2 dr.

By the dominate convergence theorem, we have that

eit
√
x̃ = lim

ǫ→0

√
ǫ − it

2
√
π

Iǫ,ǫx̃(tx̃, t) =

√

t

4π
e−

π
4 i lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ,ǫx̃(tx̃, t).

Thus it suffices to consider the oscillation integral

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ,ǫx̃(a, t) = I0,0(a, t) =

∫ ∞

0

eirae
it
4r r−

3
2 dr. (2.27)

Lemma 2.10. Let

I(a, t) =

∫ ∞

0

eirae
it
4r r−

3
2 dr.
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Then we can write

I(a, t) = ρ̃(a, t) +

∫ ∞

0

eirae
it
4r χ̃(r) dr, (2.28)

where χ̃(r) ∈ C∞
0 (r) and supp χ̃ ⊂ [ 1

16 , 8] and ρ̃(a, t) satisfies

∣

∣∂αa ∂
β
t ρ̃(a, t)

∣

∣ ≤ CN,α,β(a+ t)−N ,
1

8
≤ a

t
≤ 8, t ≥ 1, ∀N ≥ 1. (2.29)

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

By (2.26) and (2.27) and noticing

I(a, t) = 2
j
2 I(2−ja, 2jt),

we have that

ϕ(2−j
√
x)eit

√
x̃ =

√

t

4π
e−

π
4 iϕ(2−j

√
x)2

j
2 I
( tx̃

2j
, 2jt

)

.

Therefore, by using this lemma, we prove (2.21)

ϕ(2−j
√
x)eit

√
x̃

=
1√
4π
e−

π
4 i
(

2jt
)

1
2ϕ(2−j

√
x)
(

ρ̃
( tx̃

2j
, 2jt

)

+

∫ ∞

0

χ̃(s)e
i2jt
4s ei2

−jtx̃s ds
)

.

We need consider this expression when 2jt ≥ 1. To this end, let φ ∈ C∞([0,+∞)
satisfies φ(t) = 1 if t ≥ 1 and φ(t) = 0 if 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

2 , then set

ρ̃
( tx̃

2j
, 2jt

)

= e−
π
4 i
(

2jt
)

1
2ϕ(2−j

√
x)ρ̃
( t(x+m2 ±B0)

2j
, 2jt

)

φ(2jt).

This together with (2.29) shows

∣

∣∂αa ∂
β
t ρ(a, t)

∣

∣ ≤ CN,α,β(1 + (a+ t))−N , ∀N ≥ 0.

which implies ρ(a, t) ∈ S(R+ × R+). Set

χ
(

s, 2jt
)

= e−
π
4 iχ̃
(

s
)

φ(2jt),

then χ satisfies (2.23). then we finally write

ϕ(2−j
√
x)eit

√
x̃

=ρ̃
( tx̃

2j
, 2jt

)

+
(

2jt
)

1
2ϕ(2−j

√
x)

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)e
i2jt
4s ei2

−jtx̃s ds,

which proves (2.21) as desired. �

3. The proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4.
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3.1. The decay estimates. We first prove the following results

Proposition 3.1. Let 2−j |t| ≤ π
8B0

and ϕ be in (1.17), then

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)

. 22j
(

1 + 2j |t|
)− 1

2 ‖ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖L1(R2).
(3.1)

In particular, for 0 < t < T with any finite T , there exists a constant CT depending
on T such that

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)

≤ CT 2
2j
(

1 + 2j |t|
)− 1

2 ‖ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖L1(R2).
(3.2)

Remark 3.2. The finite T can be chosen beyond π
B0

. If we could prove (3.2), then

(1.25) follows

∥

∥eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)
≤
∑

j∈Z

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)

≤ CT |t|−
1
2

∑

j∈Z

2
3
2 j‖ϕ(2−j

√

HB0)f‖L1(R2) ≤ CT |t|−
1
2 ‖f‖Ḃ3/2

1,1 (R2)
.

The proof of Proposition 3.1. We estimate the microlocalized half-wave propagator

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)

by considering two cases that: |t|2j ≫ 1 and |t|2j . 1. In the following argument,
we can choose ϕ̃ ∈ C∞

c ((0,+∞)) such that ϕ̃(λ) = 1 if λ ∈ suppϕ and ϕ̃ϕ = ϕ.
Since ϕ̃ has the same property of ϕ, without confusion, we drop off the tilde above
ϕ for brief. Without loss of generality, in the following argument, we assume t > 0.

Case 1: t2j . 1. We remark that we consider t2j . 1 while not t2j ≤ 1, this
will be used to extend the time interval. By the spectral theorem, one has

‖eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0‖L2(R2)→L2(R2) ≤ C.

Indeed, denote λk,ℓ the spectrum of HB0 , by the functional calculus, for f ∈ L2,
we can write

eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f =
∑

k∈Z,
ℓ∈N

eit
√
λk,ℓ+m2∓B0ck,ℓṼk,ℓ(x).

where

ck,ℓ =

∫

R2

f(y)Ṽk,ℓ(y)dy.

Thus we obtain

‖eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f‖L2(R2)

=
(

∑

k∈Z,
ℓ∈N

∣

∣eit
√
λk,ℓ+m2∓B0ck,ℓ

∣

∣

2
)1/2

=
(

∑

k∈Z,
ℓ∈N

∣

∣ck,ℓ
∣

∣

2
)1/2

= ‖f‖L2(R2).
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Together with this, we use the Bernstein inequality (2.17) to prove
∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)

. 2j‖eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖L2(R2)

. 2j‖ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖L2(R2) . 22j‖ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖L1(R2).

In this case 0 < t . 2−j, we have
∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)

. 22j(1 + 2jt)−N‖ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f‖L1(R2), ∀N ≥ 0.
(3.3)

Case 2: t2j ≫ 1. In this case, we can use (2.24) to obtain the micolocalized
half-wave propagator

ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0

= ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)ρ̃
( t(HB0 +m2 ∓B0)

2j
, 2jt

)

+ ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)
(

2jt
)

1
2

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)e
i2j t
4s ei2

−jts(HB0+m
2∓B0) ds.

We first use the spectral theorems and the Bernstein inequality again to estimate

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)ρ̃
( t(HB0 +m2 ∓B0)

2j
, 2jt

)

f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)
.

On the one hand, by the support of ϕ, one has 22j−2 ≤ λk,ℓ ≤ 22j+2. On the other
hand, we note the condition 2jt≫ 1 and 0 < t ≤ T with finite T , there exist a small

constant c depending on T such that
∣

∣

∣

m2∓B0

22j

∣

∣

∣
≤ c ≤ 1

100 . Therefore, we obtain

1

8
≤ 1

4
+
m2 ∓B0

22j
≤ t(λk,ℓ +m2 ∓B0)

2j
/2jt =

λk,ℓ +m2 ∓B0

22j
≤ 4+

m2 ∓B0

22j
≤ 8

which satisfies (2.29), then

∣

∣ρ̃
( t(λk,m +m2 ∓B0)

2j
, 2jt

)∣

∣ ≤ C(1 + 2jt)−N , ∀N ≥ 0.

Therefore, we use the Bernstein inequality and the spectral theorems to show

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)ρ
( tHB0 +m2 ∓B0

2j
, 2jt

)

f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)

. 2j
∥

∥

∥
ρ
( t(HB0 +m2 ∓B0)

2j
, 2jt

)

ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f
∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)

. 2j(1 + 2jt)−N
∥

∥

∥
ϕ(2−j

√

HB0)f
∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)

. 22j(1 + 2jt)−N
∥

∥

∥
ϕ(2−j

√

HB0)f
∥

∥

∥

L1(R2)
.

Next we use the dispersive estimates of Schrödinger propagator in [32]
∥

∥eit(HB0+m
2∓B0)f

∥

∥

L∞(R2)

=
∥

∥eitHB0 f
∥

∥

L∞(R2)
≤ C| sin(tB0)|−1

∥

∥f
∥

∥

L1R2)
, t 6= kπ

B0
, k ∈ Z,
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to estimate

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)
(

2jt
)

1
2

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)e
i2jt
4s ei2

−j ts(HB0+m
2∓B0)f ds

∥

∥

L∞(R2)
.

For 0 < t < T0 <
π

2B0
, thus sin(tB0) ∼ tB0, then we obtain

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)
(

2jt
)

1
2

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)e
i2jt
4s ei2

−jts(HB0+m
2∓B0)f ds

∥

∥

L∞(R2)

.
(

2jt
)

1
2

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)| sin(2−jtsB0)|−1 ds
∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f
∥

∥

L1(R2)
.

Since s ∈ [ 1
16 , 8] (the compact support of χ in s) and B0 > 0, if 2−jt ≤ π

8B0
, then

∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)
(

2jt
)

1
2

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt)e
i2jt
4s ei2

−jts(HB0+m
2∓B0)f ds

∥

∥

L∞(R2)

.
(

2jt
)

1
2 (2−jt)−1

∫ ∞

0

χ(s, 2jt) ds
∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f
∥

∥

L1(R2)

. 22j
(

2jt
)− 1

2
∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f
∥

∥

L1(R2)

. 22j
(

1 + 2jt
)− 1

2
∥

∥ϕ(2−j
√

HB0)f
∥

∥

L1(R2)
.

(3.4)

Collecting (3.3) and (3.4), it gives (3.1). To prove (3.2), we consider 0 < t < T .
For any T > 0, there exists j0 such that 2−j0T ≤ π

8B0
with j0 ∈ Z+. For j ≤ j0,

then 2jt . 1, then one has (3.2) from the first case. While for j ≥ j0, if 2
jt . 1,

one still has (3.2) from the first case. Otherwise, i.e. 2jt ≥ 1, one has (3.2) from
the second case, since we always have 2−jt ≤ π

8B0
for j ≥ j0 and 0 < t ≤ T .

�

3.2. Strichartz estimate. In this section, we prove the Strichartz estimates (1.26)
in Theorem 1.4 by using (3.2). To this end, we need a variety of the abstract Keel-
Tao’s Strichartz estimates theorem ([31]).

Proposition 3.3. Let (X,M, µ) be a σ-finite measured space and U : I = [0, T ] →
B(L2(X,M, µ)) be a weakly measurable map satisfying, for some constants C may
depending on T , α ≥ 0, σ, h > 0,

‖U(t)‖L2→L2 ≤ C, t ∈ R,

‖U(t)U(s)∗f‖L∞ ≤ Ch−α(h+ |t− s|)−σ‖f‖L1.
(3.5)

Then for every pair q, p ∈ [1,∞] such that (q, p, σ) 6= (2,∞, 1) and

1

q
+
σ

p
≤ σ

2
, q ≥ 2,

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

(

∫

I

‖U(t)u0‖qLrdt
)

1
q ≤ C̃Λ(h)‖u0‖L2

where Λ(h) = h−(α+σ)( 1
2− 1

p )+
1
q .

Proof. This is an analogue of the semiclassical Strichartz estimates for Schrödinger
in [33, 46]. We refer to [45] for the proof. �
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Now we prove the Strichartz estimates (1.26). Recall ϕ in (1.17) and Littlewood-

Paley frequency cutoff ϕk(
√

HB0), for each k ∈ Z, we define

uk(t, ·) = ϕk(
√

HB0)u
i(t, ·), i = 1, 2,

where ui(t, x) is the solution of (1.29) and (1.30) respectively. Then, for each k ∈ Z,
uk(t, x) solves the Cauchy problem

∂2t uk + (HB0 +m2 ∓B0)uk = 0, uk(0) = fk(z), ∂tuk(0) = gk(z), (3.6)

where fk = ϕk(
√

HB0)u
i(0, x) and gk = ϕk(

√

HB0)∂tu
i(0, x). Since (q, p) ∈ ΛWs

in definition 1.3, then q, p ≥ 2. Thus, by using the square-function estimates (2.18)
and the Minkowski inequality, we obtain

‖ui(t, x)‖Lq(I;Lp(R2)) .
(

∑

k∈Z

‖uk(t, x)‖2Lq(I;Lp(R2))

)
1
2

, i = 1, 2, (3.7)

where I = [0, T ]. Denote the half-wave propagator U(t) = eit
√
HB0+m

2∓B0 , then
we write

uk(t, z) =
U(t) + U(−t)

2
fk +

U(t)− U(−t)
2i
√

HB0 +m2 ∓B0

gk. (3.8)

By using (3.7) and (3.8), we complete the proof of (1.26) after taking summation
in k ∈ Z if we could prove

Proposition 3.4. Let fk = ϕk(
√

HB0)f for ϕk in (1.17) and k ∈ Z. Then

‖U(t)fk‖Lq(I;Lp(R2)) ≤ CT 2
ks‖f‖L2(R2), (3.9)

where the admissible pair (q, p) ∈ [2,+∞]× [2,+∞) and s satisfy (1.22) and (1.23).

Proof. Since fk = ϕk(
√

HB0)f , then

U(t)fk = ϕk(
√

HB0)e
it
√
HB0+m

2∓B0f := Ukf.

By using the spectral theorem, we see

‖Uk(t)f‖L2(R2) ≤ C‖f‖L2(R2).

By using (3.2), we obtain

‖Uk(t)U∗
k (s)f‖L∞(R2) = ‖Uk(t− s)f‖L∞(R2)

≤ CT 2
3
2 k
(

2−k + |t− s|
)− 1

2 ‖f‖L1(R2),

Then the estimates (3.5) for Uk(t) hold for α = 3/2, σ = 1/2 and h = 2−k. Hence,
Proposition 3.3 gives

‖U(t)fk‖Lq(I;Lp(R2)) = ‖Uk(t)f‖Lq(I;Lp(R2)) ≤ CT 2
k[2( 1

2− 1
p )− 1

q ]‖f‖L2(R2).

which implies (3.9) since s = 2(12 − 1
p )− 1

q . �

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

‖u(t, x)‖[Lq(I;Lp(R2))]2 ≤ CT ‖f‖[Ḣs
A
(R2)]2 + ‖ − iDAf‖[Ḣs−1

A
(R2)]2 ,

hence by Lemma 2.4 we obtain

‖u(t, x)‖[Lq(I;Lp(R2))]2 ≤ CT ‖f‖[Hs
A
(R2)]2 . (3.10)

Then we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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8 (2007), 885-916. 15

[34] L.D. Landau, E.M. Lifshitz, Course of theoretical physics, Volume 4: Quantum electrody-
namics, Pergamon Press, 1987. 2

[35] H. Leinfelder, C.G. Simader, Schrödinger operators with singular magnetic vector poten-
tials, Math. Z. 176(1981), 1-19. 5

[36] M. Loss and B. Thaller, Optimal heat kernel estimates for Schrödinger operators with
magnetic fields in two dimensions, Comm. Math. Phys. 186 (1997), no. 1, 95-107.

[37] D. Müller and A. Seeger, Sharp Lp bounds for the wave equation on groups of Heisenberg
type, Anal. PDE 8 (2015), no. 5, 1051-1100. 10

[38] M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of modern mathematical physics. II. Fourier analysis,
self-adjointness, Academic Press, New York-London, 1975. 2, 7

[39] W. Schlag, Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators: a survey, Mathematical
aspects of nonlinear dispersive equations, Ann. of Math. Stud. Princeton Univerity
Press, Princeton, NJ, 163 (2007), 255-285. 3

[40] J. Shatah, M. Struwe, Geometric wave equations. New York University Courant Institute
of Mathematical Sciences, New York, 1998. 16

[41] B. Simon, Functional integration and quantum physics, Pure Appl. Math., 86, Academic
Press, New York-London, 1979. 10

[42] E. M. Stein, Singular integrals and differentiability properties of functions, Princeton
Math. Ser., No. 30, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1970. 10

[43] H. Wang, F. Zhang and J. Zhang, Decay estimates for one Aharonov-Bohm solenoid in
a uniform magnetic field I: Schrödinger equation, arXiv 2309.07635. 6, 8, 9, 10

[44] H. Wang, F. Zhang and J. Zhang, Decay estimates for one Aharonov-Bohm solenoid in
a uniform magnetic field II: wave equation, arXiv 2309.07649. 6, 8, 10, 12

[45] J. Zhang, Strichartz estimates and nonlinear wave equation on nontrapping asymptotically
conic manifolds, Adv. Math. 271 (2015), 91-111. 15

[46] M. Zworski, Semiclassical analysis, Grad. Stud. Math., 138, American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, 2012. 15

Department of Mathematics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081;
Email address: zhiqingyin@bit.edu.cn


	1. Introduction and main results
	1.1. The Motivations
	1.2. The main results

	2. the spectral theory of DA and HB0
	2.1. Self-adjoint extension
	2.2. The spectrum of the operator HB0
	2.3. The Sobolev spaces
	2.4. Littlewood-Paley theory
	2.5. A key lemma

	3. The proof of Theorem 1.4
	3.1. The decay estimates
	3.2. Strichartz estimate

	References

