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STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH
TIME-PERIODIC L"/? POTENTIALS

MICHAEL GOLDBERG

ABSTRACT. We prove Strichartz estimates for the Schrédinger operator H = —A + V (¢, z) with time-
periodic complex potentials V' belonging to the scaling-critical space Ly 2L§’° in dimensions n > 3.
This is done directly from estimates on the resolvent rather than using dispersive bounds, as the
latter generally require a stronger regularity condition than what is stated above. In typical fashion,
we project onto the continuous spectrum of the operator and must assume an absence of resonances.
Eigenvalues are permissible at any location in the spectrum, including at threshold energies, provided
that the associated eigenfunction decays sufficiently rapidly.

1. INTRODUCTION

The past decade has seen considerable progress in identifying classes of Schrédinger operators
which retain the same dispersive properties as the Laplacian. In many cases these operators are
described by a simple perturbation of the Laplacian, taking the form H = —A + L(t,z). Typically L
is a linear self-adjoint differential operator of degree d = 0, 1,2 representing electrostatic, magnetic,
and/or geometric perturbations, respectively. In this paper we consider the Floquet-type potential
L(t,z) = V(t,x) satisfying V(t + 27, x) = V(t,z) for all t € R and xz € R™.

We do not assume any self-adjointness in our main theorem, instead allowing V' to be a complex-
valued function. Further improvements for real and/or time-independent potentials are examined as
corollaries and applications of the first result.

The propagator e "2 of the free Schrodinger equation in R” may be represented as a convolution
operator with kernel (4rit)="/2¢~* */49) | From this formula it is clear that the free evolution satisfies
the dispersive bound |2 ||} 00 < (4n[t])~"/2 at all times ¢t # 0. A TT* argument combined with
fractional integration bounds for the ¢ variable then leads to the family of Strichartz inequalities

1) e uolpz < Cyllwolle, >+ 2 =2, pge (200
P oq 2

for all ug € L?(R™). To be precise, the p = 2 endpoint requires a more detailed computation [12] and
is false when n = 2. We will focus on dimensions n > 3 in order to take advantage of the full range
of exponents p € [2,00] in (D).

The Schrodinger propagator of H generally fails to satisfy estimates like (II) due to the possible
existence of bound states, quasiperiodic solutions obeying u(t+ 2w, x) = e27ri)‘u(t, r) for all t, x € R
and possessing moderate spatial decay. These are best understood in terms of the Floquet Hamiltonian

2) K =i0 — Ay + V(t, 1)

acting on 2m-periodic functions with domain T x R™. Precisely, each bound state ¢(¢,z) solves
the distributional equation (K — )\)e_”‘t(ﬁ = 0. If e7"¢ is time-periodic and belongs to the space
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L?(T x R™) then it is an eigenfunction of K with eigenvalue A\. We say that K has a resonance
at X if the resolvent (K — (A £ i0))~! is singular but the associated “eigenfunction” is not square-
integrable. The precise definition is postponed until Section B, where we attempt to estimate the
resolvent of K in the neighborhood of singularities. The spectrum of K is invariant under integer
shifts, as (K —n) = e ™ Ke™ for any n € Z.

Because our assumptions do not imply that K is self-adjoint, the spectrum of K need not be
confined to the real axis. Each eigenfunction ¢y with A ¢ R illustrates the related lack of an L2
conservation law for solutions of the Schrodinger equation. Since |€2™A| = e=2™™(N) =£ 1 the L? norm
of ¢, decreases exponentially in one time direction and grows in the other.

For each A € C define Ny to be the solution space

(3) Nx={¢: (K —Ne ™¢p=0,e M e L*(T x R")}

Local regularity theory dictates that every true eigenfunction also satisfies e=*¢ € C(T; L?(R")). It
is then permissible to discuss the initial value of an eigenfunction, ® = ¢(0, - ). The projection of Ny
onto the space of initial data has as its image

(4) X, ={®:¢ec Ny} cL}R").

We will show via a compactness argument that both N, and X are always finite dimensional.
Similarly define Ny and X to represent the eigenfunctions of K (the Floquet operator with potential
V(t,x)) that have eigenvalue \. These spaces are all invariant under real integer translations.

In this paper we prove that the Schrodinger evolution of H = —A + V/ (¢, z) observes a space-time
estimate identical to (Il) once a finite-dimensional space of bound states are projected away. Our
primary assumptions are that V(¢,x) be periodic and belong to the scaling-invariant space LZ/ 2Lf°
and that each of the bound states is an eigenfunction of sufficient decay and/or regularity. If we
further assume that V is real-valued with polynomial pointwise decay and some smoothness with
respect to t, then only the bound states at A € Z are a concern, and only in dimensions n < 6.
Improvements of this type are discussed immediately following our statement of the main theorem.

Theorem 1. Let V (t,x) be a time-periodic function on R n > 3, satisfying V (t+ 27, 2) = V (¢, z)
n/2

at almost every t,x and belonging to the class Ly’ “L$°. Suppose that K and K have no resonances
along the real axis, and that their behavior at each eigenvalue A € C satisfies the conditions

(C1) e ™™ Ny and e~ Ny are both contained in L%(R" L*(T)) + (x) "1 L%(T x R"),

(C2) Xy and Xy are subspaces of (x)~'L*(R™) + Wt (R™),

(C3) The L?-orthogonal projection of Xy onto X, is bijective.

Under these assumptions, there exist at most finitely many eigenvalues of K, K in the strip C/Z,
counted with multiplicity. Furthermore, the initial value problem for the Schrodinger equation
(5) (10 — Ag +V(t,z)) u(t,x)=0, zeR"teR

u(0,z) = f(z), zeR"

2n/(n—2)

possesses a unique weak solution in the Strichartz space L? Ly , satisfying

(6) lull p2 p2er -2 + [l @L2@my < 1112
for all initial data f in the L%-orthogonal complement of X = ®,X.

Remark 1. In the general case, where K is not self-adjoint, the conclusion that u € Cy,(R; L?(R")) for
most initial data is a nontrivial L2-stability result.
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Remark 2. 1t V is real-valued, then each eigenvalue A is also real. Since K = K, it also follows that
Ny = N, and X, = X, making the condition |[(C3)| unnecessary.

Remark 3. The unweighted portion of condition |(C2)|is not sharp in terms of the number of derivatives
required. Lemma [I4] and its supporting propositions construct a family of lower-regularity spaces
which may be used in place of W12%/("+2)(R"),

Corollary 2. Suppose that the time-periodic potential V (t,x) is real valued and satisfies the bound
(7) sup (z)? |V (-, 2)|| g (r) < 00

zeR”
for some B > 2 and s > % The Strichartz estimates in Theorem [1l are valid provided that \ € Z is
not a resonance, and any eigenvectors at \ € Z belong to (x)~1L2.
In dimensions n > 7, Theorem [1 is valid for all real-valued potentials satisfying ([{). No further
conditions are necessary.

Proof. Due to the self-adjointness of K, there are no eigenvalues off of the real axis. Following the
proof of Lemma 2.8 in [3], resonances can only exist at A € Z, and if A is not an integer then the
eigenfunctions additionally satisfy ¢, € (x)~V H*(T; L2(R")). The main ingredients are an Agmon-
type bootstrapping argument (based on [1]) and the fact that multiplication by a function in H*(T)
preserves the H*~1/2(T) norm.

When A € Z, the bootstrapping process produces only as much spatial decay for ¢, as is present in
the Green’s function of the Laplacian. In general, the Green’s function belongs to (x)? L? (aside from
the local singularity) for all o > 4_7”. For n > 7, the desired value 0 = —1 is part of this range. [

Corollary 3. Let V(z) € LZ(R™) be a complex valued time-independent potential. The Strichartz
estimates in Theorem [1l are valid provided the equation

(“A+V = N)gp=0

has no solutions ¢ € L*™ (=2 (R™) for any \ € [0,00) C C, and condition is satisfied at every
etgenvalue.

Proof. Similar to the preceding corollary, the point is that all of the permitted bound states ¢) =
e\ ® () are necessarily eigenfunctions that decay rapidly enough to satisfy condition In this
case the bootstrapping is based on the relation ® = —(I + (—A — X\)~!V)® Since A ¢ [0,00), the
resolvent of the Laplacian is bounded from every LP(R") to itself, 1 < p < occ.

Starting with ® € L?*/("=2) one iteration brings the exponent down to ® € L2/ ("+2) Furthermore
it is quite easy to take two derivatives: A® = V& — \d € L2/ ("+2) Thus ¢ € W2/ (n12) g ig

required by |(C2) O

Corollary 4. If V € L%(R”) is a real-valued potential, then (B)) holds provided the Schridinger
operator H = —A 4V does not have a resonance or an eigenvalue at zero energy.

Proof. In this case the spectrum of H is purely absolutely continuous on the interval (0,00) due to
the combined results of [4] and [6]. According to the previous corollary, the only remaining spectral
point of concern is the behavior of H at A = 0. The additional assumption ensures that zero is a
regular point of the spectrum as well. O

Although Theorem [I] is presented as a perturbation of the Strichartz inequality (), which in
turn is based on dispersive estimates for the free Schrodinger evolution, we do not attempt to prove
comparable dispersive estimates for H. This is partly a matter of convenience, as the study of
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time-asymptotics for Floquet operators (as in [3]) presents its own set of technical challenges. More
importantly, the conditions for Theorem [I] include numerous potentials for which the corresponding
dispersive estimate are known to fail.

The discrepancy is especially apparent in dimensions n > 4. No pointwise or LP condition on the
potential is sufficient by itself to imply an L' — L> dispersive bound [5]. Either some extra regularity
of V' is needed, as in [I0], or one must expect to suffer a loss of derivatives in the solution [22]. On
the other hand, Strichartz estimates were proven in [17] for time-independent potentials satisfying
|V (x)| < (x)~27¢. In this work the authors used Kato smoothing estimates as the intermediary step
in place of the nonexistent dispersive bounds. Corollary [ represents a modest extension of this work.

We wish to emphasize one additional feature of Theorem [ that appears to be unique in the
literature: the treatment of eigenvalues depends only on the nature of the associated eigenfunction,
not on its location relative to the spectrum of K. While it may be true in certain applications
that threshold eigenvalues and/or resonances enjoy distinct properties from those embedded in the
continuous spectrum or from isolated points, the criteria [(C1)H(C3)| apply equally in all these cases.

The proof of Theorem [ is based on a direct application of Duhamel’s formula. We consider the
behavior of solutions when ¢ > 0; the reasoning for ¢ < 0 is identical. Let U™ denote the forward
propagator of the free Schrodinger equation, that is

Utg(t,z) ::/ e =2 g(s 1) ds.
s<t

We will also allow U to act on functions of = alone by the definition U* g(t, ) := X[0,00) (t)e A g(x).

The adjoint of U™ in both cases is the backward propagator U~. The full range of mapping properties
of U™ are established in [12]; of particular concern are the bounds

Ut L7L2 ) o L2I2M ) 0 O(R; L)
(8) Ut: L2 - L2072 0 oR; L?)
ut. L2 — L2127 (=2 1 0(]0, 00); L2)

Every weak solution of (B on the time interval [0, 00) must solve the functional equation u(t,x) =
Ut f(t,x) +iUTVu(t,z). This leads to the formal solution

u=(I—iUTV)'UTf

where the inverse is taken among bounded operators on L%nggn/ =2 In order to work in the setting
of L?L2, factorize V = ZW, with Z, W € L¥°L? and write
(9) u=UTf + iU Z(I WU Z)"'WUTf.

In the event that I —iW U™ Z is invertible as an operator on L?([0, 00); L?(R™)), one concludes that (@)

holds for all f € L? which implies an absence of bound states. This occurs for all V € LE’OL;L/ 2 of
sufficiently small norm. In every other case, the challenge is to find a condition on f so that WU f
belongs to the domain of the unbounded operator (I —iWUTZ)~1.

Much of our analysis is done with respect to the Fourier transform of the time variable, in deference
to the fact that U+ and V preserve the space of functions satisfying g(t+2m, z) = 2™ ¢(t, x) for each
A € [0,1]. We show that I —iW U™ Z is a compact perturbation of the identity on each of these spaces.
The Fredholm Alternative then equates invertibility with the absence of eigenvalues or resonances at
A

Common sense suggests that the singularities caused by a particular bound state ¢ can be avoided
by requiring the initial data f to be orthogonal to ®. Even in the time-independent case, however,
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eigenvalues at zero energy are known to disturb dispersive estimates after such a projection. This
phenomenon is first identified in [9] and described in more detail in [2]. A full asymptotic expansion
for Floquet solutions has recently been computed in three dimensions in [3]. We note that the intuitive
suggestion above is also incorrect when the Schrédinger propagation is not unitary (i.e. when K has
complex values). The projection employed in Theorem [l is actually orthogonal to a function deX
rather than ®.

In order to determine the success of a projection, we closely examine the behavior of (I—iWU*Z)~!
for all A in the neighborhood of an eigenvalue and assess whether it is compatible with the input
WU f. The resulting eigenvalue condition appears in the form of a discrete-time Kato smoothing
bound. This last computation, parts of which are adapted from [I3] and [19], may be of independent
interest.

2. RESOLVENTS, COMPACTNESS, AND CONTINUITY

In this section we aim to find spaces on which I —iW U™ Z is a compact perturbation of the identity.
For each A\ € C, define

Ya={g€ L2 g(t + 2m, x) = e%i)‘g(t,x)}.

Functions g € Y\ are naturally associated with the periodic e=#*g € L?(T x R"), and we use this
identification to define a Hilbert space norm on Y.
For each A € R/Z, there exists a “projection” Py from L?L2 onto Y given by

Prglt, ) = 32 e 2N (t 4 2mm, )
meZ
The family of operators Py can be understood as a partial Fourier transform in the time variable,
acting on the space L7L2 = (2 (L*([27mm, 27 (m + 1)]; L(R™))). For example the Plancherel identity
is expressed as

1
(10) [ 1Pl ax = ol

For functions g with support in the halfline ¢ € [0,00), the definition of P\g extends to the strip
A= XN+iu, p <0, N € R/Z with the value e # Py, (efg). The Plancherel identity in this case
becomes

1 1
/0\|PN+,-M9||§/A,WdX:/O 1Pver g3, dX = lle"gll7a s

On the Fourier side with respect to time, P, has a very clear interpretation. Let g(7,z) be the
partial Fourier transform of g. Then (P\g) is the restriction of ¢ to the planes {7 € A+ Z}. If g is
supported on {¢ > 0} then g has an analytic extension to the lower halfplane, making the restrictions
to {7 € N +ip + Z} well-defined. Clearly Py commutes with pointwise multiplication (in (¢,z)) by
any 2m-periodic function.

The action of U™ in this setting is also easy to characterize. Since U™ convolves functions in
the time variable with the integral kernel K (t) = lim. e_im_stxtzo, on the Fourier side it performs

pointwise (in 7) “multiplication” by K () = lim, 104(—A—(7—ig))~. Using the notation of resolvents,

(11) (U—l—g)A(T?x) = iR—(T)g(T7x)

where R~ (7) represents the branch of the resolvent of —A which continues analytically to {Im(7) < 0}.
This shows that U™ also commutes with each of the projections Py. Once again, if supp;g C [0, 00),
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the identity (II]) remains valid for all 7 in the lower halfplane, with the understanding that
g(r,z) = ("™ Dg)(Re(7), z).
Therefore the operator I —iW U™ Z admits a restriction to each Yy, Im()\) < 0, and most importantly,

1
(12) et (I —iWU*Z) WU f|[72, = /0 (I —iWU*2)" Py WU FIIR,, . N

The proof of Theorem [ will be complete once we bound this quantity in terms of the L?(R™) norm
of f, uniformly over p < 0.

The particular factorization we choose for V (¢, ) is to let W (t,z) = w(x) = (||V(- ,a;)Hoo)% By
our assumptions, w € L™(R™). The remaining factor can be decomposed as w(z)z(t,z), with w the
same function as above and z(t,z) periodic and bounded almost everywhere by 1. Multiplication by
z is a bounded operator of unit norm on Y}, so compactness of the operator wU Twz follows directly
from compactness of wU T w.

Proposition 5. Given any function w € L™, the collection {wR™ (T)w : Im(7) < 0} forms a uniformly
continuous family of compact operators on L?(R™) with norm decreasing to zero as |T| — 0o.

Proof. This is a compilation of well-known resolvent estimates, primarily the fact (proved in [13])

that R~ (7) are uniformly bounded as operators from Lf_f? to L%. All of the desired properties —
compactness, continuity, and norm decay — are preserved if w is approximated in L™ by a sequence
of bounded compactly supported functions w*®.

For compactness, observe that (—A + 1)R™(7)w®g = w®g + (7 + 1)R™(1)w®g € L*(R"). Within
any ball of finite radius R, the Sobolev space H? embeds compactly inside L%. If this ball is much
larger than the support of w®, then there is a pointwise bound

— n=3 1-n
[R™(T)wg(@)| S |77 |lgll2]lw®[|2]x] 2
outside of the ball. Allowing R — oo expresses w®R™ (7)w® as a norm-limit of compact operators on
L?.

For continuity, recall that the integration kernel of R™(7) is |z — y|* " F (T%‘LE’), where F' can be
expressed explicitly in terms of Hankel functions. In dimensions n > 3 it satisfies the pointwise
bounds

IF(2)],|1F'(2)] S ()72
Using the mean value theorem, if |7 — o| < 3|7/ then
72 — o2 -y, if -yl < |72

[R™ () = R™(0)(2,9)| < { n-3

|

72 — o2z —y| 2", it lr|7r < |z -yl < |77 o3|
The case where |z — y| is large is unimportant because w® has compact support. The Schur test then
shows that w® R~ (7)w* is continuous with respect to .

Finally, decay as |7| — oo is an immediate consequence of another resolvent bound from [13], namely

that |7|»+T R~ (7) is a uniformly bounded family of maps from L »+3 to L»-1. The combination of
continuity and decay at infinity immediately implies uniform continuity. O

Corollary 6. Given any w € L™(R™), the collection {e~wUTwe : Im()\) < 0} is a continuous
family (with respect to \) of compact operators on L*(T x R™), with norm decreasing to zero as
Im(\) — —o0.

The same is also true for the family of operators e~ MwU wze™ for any bounded 2m-periodic
function z.
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Proof. For every choice of X in the lower halfplane, the Fourier series coefficients of e ~"MwU weT Mg
are precisely {wR™ (A + k)wg(k,z) : k € Z}. At each k this is a compact operator on R", and the
norms decrease as |k| — oo. It follows that their collective action on ¢2(k; L?(R")) is a compact
operator with norm supy, |[wR™ (A + k)w||. As Im(\) — —oo, the norm is bounded by
sup [wR™ (T)w]|
|7[>[Im ()]

which decreases to zero.

Given two numbers \; and Ao, the norm difference of their associated operators is

sup lw(R™ (A + k) = R™ (A2 + k))wl].

The uniform continuity assertion in Proposition [ takes this to zero in the limit Ay — A1.
Neither the compactness nor continuity properties of e~ MyUtwe are affected by composition
with the bounded operator e~ ze!M. O

3. ESTIMATES FOR INVERSE OPERATORS

There are two main elements in the expression (I2)), an inverse operator (I — iwUTwz)~! and a
series of functions Px\wU™ f € Yy. In this section we prove uniform bounds for (I — jwU wz)~! on
Y, where possible, and describe the singularities that occur as A approaches the spectrum of K.

The spaces Y are a natural setting for working with bound states, especially those bound states
that grow exponentially over time. When we wish to vary A as a parameter, however, a unified
approach based on L?(T x R") is preferred. Define the family of operators

T\ = I —ie”MpUTwze™ = T — jw(e” MU T )wz

acting on L?(T x R"). The kernel of T((\) provides valuable information about the spectrum of K,
thanks to the intertwining relations

(K —)\) (e_i’\tU+ei)‘th) = 1wzT(N),
(we_i’\tU+ei)‘t)(K —A) =iT(\Nw.

Each element g € ker T()\) corresponds to a bound state ¢ = Utwze**g. Proposition [7] below shows
that e~ ¢ is a true eigenfunction of K in L?*(T x R") if Im(\) < 0. Additional tools are available
(], [23]) if V is real-valued and \ ¢ Z. In any of the remaining cases it is possible that the spatial
decay of ¢ fails to be square-integrable. We say that K has a resonance at A when this occurs; that
is, when there exists some g € ker T()\) for which ¢ = UTwze"*g does not belong to L*(T x R™).

Note that T'(\ + 1) is a unitary conjugate of T'(\), so one only needs to check the invertibility of
T'(\) inside the strip

Q" ={AeC:Re(N) €][0,1), Im(N\) <0}.

The set 2~ C C is a fundamental domain for the lower halfplane modulo the integers, and will always
be given the quotient topology. We make some remarks about the size and differentiability properties
of e MUt for future reference.

Proposition 7. For each A\ with Im(\) < 0, the operator e~ MUt s subject to the following
estimates.

(13) \\e_i/\tUJrei/\tg\\L?(Tan) < [Im(A)| ™ 91l L2 (Txrm)

~

i : 1
(14) le= 2 U e g|| p2rumny S MmN 72 |lgll 27, pon /o) gy
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Given two values A1, Ao, the difference can be expressed as

(15) e—i)\ltU-i-ei)\lt . e—i)\ztU-i-ei)\zt — _Z()\l _ )\2) (e—i)\ltU-i-ei)\lt) (e—i)\ztU-i-ei)\zt) )
Therefore the family of operators e MUt e possesses the holomorphic derivative
(16) a [e—iAtU-i'ei)\t] — —ie_i)\t(U+)2ei>\t.

over the domain Im(\) < 0.

Proof. The estimates (I3) and (I4]) both exploit the facts that U"g(t, ) depends only on xs<g(s, x),
and that e decays exponentially as t — —oco. To be precise, if g € L?(T x R"), then the L} L2

2

norm of X(_Oo7t)ei)‘sg is bounded by [Im(\)|~te™™™  Similarly, if g € L2(T;L7+2(R")) then the
L?L?Cn/(wr?) 3 e—ImOVt.

norm of X(_oo,t)eMsg is bounded by [Im(\)|~
estimates (§)) complete the argument.

The difference and derivative formulas can be verified directly, or by expressing U™ according
to its Fourier representation (II]). The equivalent identities for resolvents are R~ (\;) — R~ (\2) =
(M — A2)R~(A1)R™(\2) and L R~(A) = R=()\)% 0

In either case the propagator

Corollary [6] shows that each T'(A), Im(\) < 0, is a compact perturbation of the identity. Fur-
thermore, || T'(A\)~!|| varies continuously over its domain of definition, is periodic with respect to
translation by Z, and is bounded by 2 once the imaginary part of \ is sufficiently negative. If T'(\)~*
existed everywhere, this would suffice to bound its norm uniformly in A. By the Fredholm Alterna-
tive, only an eigenvalue or resonance at A can prevent 7'(\) from being invertible. We examine the
structure of these singularities in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 8. Let w € L™(R™) and z € L>®(T x R™). Suppose the operator T(Xg) fails to be invertible
for some \g € C with Im(\g) < 0. Then the solution spaces Ny, C Yy, and N)\O C Yy, are both
nontrivial and finite dimensional. The set of their initial values, Xy, and X \o» are well defined finite
dimensional subspaces of L*(R™).

If the orthogonal projection from X, onto X',\O is bijective, then T'(X\) is invertible for every other
A in a neighborhood of \y. More precisely,

(17) 1T (B + ha)ll 2 reny < Clw, 2, A0)(IA = Aol ~H Al + [1h2])

where hy = e‘ﬁ‘otm(ﬁ (5 € NAO, and hy belongs to the L?-orthogonal complement of e_i’_\otWNAO.

Proof. The operator T'()\g) is a compact perturbation of the identity, and by assumption it is not
invertible. The Fredholm Alternative asserts that T'(\g) has a finite dimensional kernel, a cokernel of
the same dimension, and that it is an invertible map between their respective orthogonal complements.

Every element g € L2(T x R") in the kernel of T'()\g) is associated to a prospective eigenfunction
e~ Moty by the relations ¢ = UTwzeolg and g = ie " twe¢. Note that wzg € LQ(T;L%(R")),
so the mapping estimate (I4]) implies that e 2t belongs to L?*(T x R™). That makes e~ Moty an
eigenfunction of K, and ¢ € N, by definition. It follows immediately that

ker T(\g) = e~ 0t Ny, .

In general, a function ¢ € L?(T x R") should not have a meaningful initial value ®(x) = ¢(0,z). On
the other hand, ¢ solves the inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation

(i0, — A)p = —V¢ € L2/ +2)
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from which Duhamel’s formula (averaged over all starting times s € [—2m,0]) yields

) $(0,2) = (2m)7" /_027T <eiAs¢(S,x) +Z'/SO ATV (1, 3) dr) i

= (2n)7! </_027r eP3p(s,x)ds + i /0 AT (r 4+ 21V (r, x) dr>

—27

As

The first integral evaluates to a function in L?(R") because % is unitary and ¢ € Li ’lOCL%. The

second integral does likewise, via the dual statement of ({]).

Remark 4. Because ker T'(\g) is a finite dimensional space, the norms of g € ker T'(\g) C L*(T x R")
and ¢ € Ny, CY), are equivalent. These norms are also equivalent to the norm of ® € X, C L*(R")
for the same reason.

The image of T'(\g) consists of all functions orthogonal to the kernel of its adjoint, namely
T(X) =1+ je~ Motz ~ ettt

Every element g in the kernel of T'(\g)* is associated to an eigenfunction e_ij‘otqz; eN Ao Of K by the

relations ¢ = U _@eij‘otg and g = —ie_i;\otqu. The argument which places <;~5 in N ), and establishes
the existence of @ is the same as the one for ¢ above. We can now express the image of T'(\g) as
(19) image T'(\o) = {g € L*(T x Ry,) : (g, e_ij‘otm@ =0, ¢ € Ny, }.

and the cokernel of T'(\g) as the subspace =\ Ao- Our next goal is to find an inverse image for

each hy € coker T'(\g) with respect to the map T'(A), X # Ag.
At first, let g and h be any two functions in L?(T x R"). By Proposition [T, the scalar restriction
of T'(\) described by

agn(A) = (T'(N)g, h)
is a holomorphic function in the lower halfplane, with derivative

(20) lagn (V)] = [(we™ X (UF)2eMwzg, h)| < Tm(N)]~Hg]l|1A]]-

Now fix a particular h; = e—i%tw&sl with ¢ € N \o Of approximately unit norm, and suppose that
g=ePotyp, ¢ € N, By construction a4 p, (Ao) = 0 and

ap, (No) = —i{UTVS, U V1) =i(¢, 1)

2T B
oy /0 (Ot ), Bu(t,)) gz di
= 27i(®, B1) 2

The last line in this chain of equations is a non-selfadjoint version of the unitarity of propagation.
The key property is that <;~51 solves a Schrodinger equation with the potential V.

If the orthogonal projection of X, onto X Ao is bijective, then there exists a unique unit vector
®; € X, such that

(@1, ®1)[ 2 1
while (®1,®’) = 0 for all &’ € X, orthogonal to ®;.
For the associated function g; = e *twe;, this provides the lower bound

‘aghhl ()‘)’ Z ’)‘ - )‘0‘
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while at the same time
lag, (V)] S 1A= Aof?

for all unit vectors h’ € coker T'()\g) orthogonal to h;.
Returning to the derivative estimate (20), we observe that

oy

image T'(Ao) ’S |)\ o )\0|

Switching the roles of g and h gives the bound
(T(N)g,ha + ) < 1A= Nolllgll

for every g € L*(T x R"™) and any unit vector hy + h’ € coker T'(\g).

Recall that T'(\g) is an invertible map between its co-image and image. By continuity, the re-
strictions of T'(\) to these spaces are uniformly invertible within a small neighborhood of Ag. There-
fore, given ¢ as constructed above there exists a unique element ¢’'(\) € coimage T'(\g) so that
TN\ (g1 + g' (X)) € coker T(\g). The norm of ¢’()\) is of order | — Ag|.

Let gn, (A) = g1 + ¢’(N\). This is a vector of approximately unit norm that satisfies both

T(N)gn, () = Cny (A = Ao)h1 + O(Ix = Xol?)

and also T'(A\)gn, (A) € coker T'(Ag). Choose any basis {h;} for coker T'(Ag). The desired inverse image
T(X)~'hy will be a linear combination (with bounded coefficients) of the functions (A — Ag) " gn, ().
For any unit vector hy € image T'(\g), there exists a unique gp, () in the co-image of T'(Ag) so that

T(N)gh,(A) — ha = B’ € coker T'(\g).

The norms of g, and A’ will be of order 1 and |\ — )g|, respectively. Thus T(A\)~h/, and finally
T(N\)"thy = gn, + T(A\)71H will both be of bounded norm. O

The fact that Im(\g) < 0 only played a role to the extent that we relied upon the propagator
estimates of Proposition [l If Ay € R instead, these can be replaced with a weaker set of bounds
based on the mapping properties of R~ (\) along the Real axis.

Proposition 9. For each A € C, Im(\) < 0, the operator e- MUt is subject to the following
estimates.

21 — Xt it <
1) A T [NV,
@1) ()~ te MU e Mtg”Lz(R”xT S K >9HL2 R" xT)
3 — XL T+ 1AL
@) e Nl S Nl

Given two values A\ # Ao, the difference can still be expressed as
(DE) e—i)\ltU-i-ei)\lt . e—i)\ztU-i-ei)\zt — _Z()\l _ )\2) (e—i)\ltU-i-ei)\lt) (e—i)\ztU-i-ei)\zt) )

Proof. The order of variables is interchanged from Proposition [7 so that we may work entirely on
the Fourier side with respect to ¢t. By Minkowski’s inequality for mixed norms [14] and Plancherel’s
identity,

1905 20520 < N3l cmm e = Nl 2y o
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Following the Fourier characterization of U™ given in (II]) leads to the statement of (21J),

—iAt T+ JiALE _ — At T+ AL\~
€U NGy e = UG

< H(G_WUJFGWQ)AH@LLgn/m—z) S 1913 2nsove

< Mol 22 ooy
where the second to last inequality is the uniform Ln%? — L% bound for R~ (A + n),n € Z proved
in [13].

A proof of (I which captures the sharp constant is given in [I9]. The basic argument is the
same as the one above, however the Hilbert space structure of (x)L?(R") and the Plancherel identity
permit precise computation of the various norms. Finally, the statement (2IT)) is equivalent to the
resolvent bound

(22) 1B~ (7)d]]
uniformly over all Im(7) < 0. It is conceivable that (22]) can be derived directly from the resolvent

estimates in [19] and [13] by factorizing R~ (7) through unweighted L2. Theorem 3.1 of [I8] is another

closely related statement, differing only in the weights and regularity of the domain ((x>_%_€H ~3 (R™)
versus (z) 1 L?(R")). We present a complete proof as Lemma [I2] in the section devoted to Fourier
analysis. O

2 < Il

n

Lemma 10. Let w € L?>(R") and z € L>®(T x R™). Suppose the operator T'(\o) fails to be invertible
at Ao € R and that neither K nor K has a resonance at \g. The solution spaces Ny, C Yy, and
N o C Yy, are nontrivial and finite dimensional, and their initial values form finite dimensional
subspaces Xy, Xy, C L*(R™).

If the orthogonal projection from X, onto X}\O is bijective, and if the spaces e_i)‘otNA0 and
e~ MENy are both contained in L%(R”; L2(T)) + (x) "'L?(R"™ x T), then T(A) is invertible for every
other A in the lower halfplane sufficiently close to Ao, with the norm estimate

(23) 1T~ (A1 + ha)ll z2(rxeny < Clw, 2, 20) (A = Aol ™ ||| + [[hal]).

iAot

In this expression hy € e‘i)‘otmNAO, and hy belongs to the L?-orthogonal complement of e~ WNAO.

Proof. As in Lemma [§] one determines that each g € ker T'()\g) is associated with an eigenfunction
¢ € Ny, by the relations ¢ = U teotyg and g = ie” 0t zw¢. Because the available estimate (Z1) for
U™ does not map into L?(R"™ x T), the extra assumption that \g is not a resonance is required in
order to place ¢ € Ny,. It then follows that ker T'(\g) = e**‘wNy, and coker T'(\g) = e~ Motz N \o-

The next step is again to evaluate T'(\)~1hy for hy € coker T()\o) using the function a,;()\) =
(T'(M\)g, h) as a guide. While ag () is holomorphic inside the lower halfplane, in general one expects
it to be merely continuous at the boundary, based on Corollary [Gl

Better behavior occurs locally if h € coker T'(Ag). Choose any hy = e MR, ¢y € N)\O. By
construction, a4 p, (Ag) = 0, and the statements in Proposition [@ imply the local Lipschitz bound

Jag,ny (N = [A = ol [(wzg, e "M U A0V,

Mot T
S A= olllglzz @ senlle™ G1ll 2 o am sy 2y

for all X in the lower halfplane. A similar bound holds for a4, (X)), where g; € ker T'(Ag) and h is any
vector in L2(R™ x T). We do not claim any differentiability unless both g = e~*0w¢ € ker T'(\g) and
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hi € coker T'(\p). In that case,
agn (N) = (A = Xo) (e~ ¢, e MU~ eMwhy)
— (A= A0) (1) + (A — Ag)2 (e~ Pty e INT— (i AR0) Gy
= 2mi(A — Ao)(®, P1) 2
+O(IA = Ao e[ |e™ 2 Gn]]).
The norms in the last line can be taken with respect to L%(Rn; L2(T)) + (z)"'L?(R™ x T), since

e~ MU~ maps this space to its dual (see Proposition [). Once again the finite dimensionality of
Ny, and Ny, makes every norm space for e~*0!¢ equivalent to ||g|| r2(rnxt) and similarly for ¢ and
hi.

If the projection of X, onto X, is bijective, then for a fixed unit vector hy € coker T'(\g) there
exists a unique unit vector g; € ker T'(A\g) with the properties

T (N)g1, h1)] 2 1A = Aol
HT()\)gl‘imageT()\o) 5 ’)‘ - )‘0‘
T (N) g1, h)| S A= Aol

for all \ in a small neighborhood of Ay in the lower halfplane, and all unit vectors h’ € coker T'(\g)
orthogonal to h;.

From this point onward one can follow the proof of Lemma [§ exactly. By continuity, T(\) is an
invertible map between the co-image and image of T'(\¢). Given g; with the properties above there
exists a unique ¢’'(\) € coimage T'(Ag) with ||g’'(A)|| < |\ — Ao so that T'(N\)(g1 + ¢'(N\)) € coker T'(\g).
The combined vector gi, (A\) = g1 + ¢’()) is still of approximately unit norm and satisfies

T(N)gn, () = Cny (A = Ao)h1 + O(Ix = Xol?)

with the error lying entirely in coker T'()\g). After choosing a (finite) basis for coker T'(\g), the true
inverse T'(A)~*hy is a linear combination of (A — Xg) ™ 'gn, (A).

The inverse image of he € image T'()\g) is first approximated by considering the restricted operator
T(X\) : coimage T(\g) — imageT(N\g). This may produce an error h' € coker T'(\g) which can be
removed via a correction of size proportional to that of hs. O

Corollary 11. Let V = w?z be a complex potential in LZQL;X’. Suppose the associated Floquet
operators K and K have no resonances on the real axis, that condition is satisfied at every real
etgenvalue, and condition at every eigenvalue.

Then K has finitely many eigenvalues \j, counted with multiplicity, inside the strip A € Q.
Similarly, K has only the eigenvalues \; in the reflected strip @ = {\: X € Q™ }.

For all A € Q~, the action of T(\)™! is governed by the bound

27 _ _
||T()\)_19\|L2(1rxw) S gl (rxmny + Z |1+ icot m(A = Aj) ‘ /0 (9 G_Mt%%ﬁ% dt'
J

(24) = lgllzacraeny + > L+ icotmh = Xl (9.7 Z083 |05 ) L
j tHx

where (5]- € ]\~7>\j enumerate the linearly independent eigenvectors of K with eigenvalues in QF.
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Proof. The continuity and norm-decay properties of Corollary 6 imply that 7'(\)~! is invertible for
all A in an open subset of 27, with uniform bounds once Im(\) is sufficiently large. Its complement is
therefore compact in Q7. If conditions and are satisfied, then Lemmas 8 and [I0] show that
the complement is discrete as well, making it a finite set. At each point where T(\)~! fails to exist,
the corresponding eigenvalues of K and K have finite multiplicity as a consequence of the Fredholm
Alternative.

For the quantitative statement, first recall that T'(A + 1) = e ®T(\)e®. This makes ||T(\)7}|
periodic with respect to integer translations. A finite number of local statements such as (7)) and (23])
is sufficient to completely categorize the singularities of T(\)~! in the entire lower halfplane.

The conclusion (24 rewrites these local bounds to make them periodic and gathers them into
a finite sum. For example the single pole (A — )\j)_l is replaced with a cotangent function. The
alterations to the inner product are designed to express projection onto the cokernel of T'(\) as a
periodic operation. Note that coker T(\ + 1) = e~“coker T'()\) for every A, and Ny,; = N, exactly.
In the neighborhood of \; we have the estimate

21 _
/0 (g, e TONIRY o dt = (g, B 12 gy + OUA — gD g ll2l1hl:

and it is bounded everywhere by (1 + e2mIm(Ai—A)|

us

lg]|2|l]]2. Choosing a specific unit vector h; gives

2 P
|14 icot (A — w‘/o (g,e O R, ) 2 dt

1 imt
- 5 mm h n O

in each neighborhood of A; + Z and it is bounded by ||g|| over the remainder of 2~. (To construct
the global bound we have used the fact that |1 + icot ()| ~ e?™m(N) as Tm(\) — —oc.) Taking
hj = e_i)‘jt%q;j, the expression in (24)) is seen to possess the same poles as (I7) and (23) near each
point \; + Z and the appropriate global bound away from these singularities. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

Based on the solution formula (@), it suffices to show that (I — iwU wz) twU*f € L?L2, with

T

support on the time halfline ¢ € [0,00). The method of choice is suggested by (I2), namely to
demonstrate the finiteness of

1
sup ||e* (I — in+wz)_1wU+f||%%L2 = sup/ TN + z',u)_le_’()‘u”“)tP,\/erwUJrfH%Q(TX[Rn) d\N
n<0 e n<0J0

1
= sup [T+ i) e Py U g AN
n<0J0
Using the inequality (24)) to control the behavior of T'(\ + i) ™!, we are left to show that
1
/ [ Pvet"wU™ fj3 dN
0

2 / 2
dX S (112

1 ~
(25) +3 /0 |1+iCOt7T(/\,_/\;+i(M—Nj))|2‘<€MtU+faP/\’(e_utv¢j‘te[0,2w])>L?L%
J
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uniformly in g < 0. To write things in this form we have taken advantage of the facts that Py is
self-adjoint on L?L2 and commutes with pointwise multiplication by w(x).

The first mtegral above is exactly [[e*twU f||? 1212 S < || fll2 as a result of the Plancherel identity (I0)
and the free Strichartz inequality (8). The second integral appears more complicated, but it is also
evaluated (separately for each j) using Plancherel’s identity in the X’ variable. Designate by b; ,(\’)
the function

(26) bip(N) = [1+icot m(N — N +i(u — py))] <e”tU+f, Py (e_“thz;j |te[0,27r}) >L%L?.
The desired bound (25]) is achieved by showing that

165,ull 2(0,17) < Cill fl2

for each j and all p < 0.
Let k € Z be the Fourier variable dual to ). Given any function g € L?L2 and a multiplier M (X'),
the inverse Fourier transform of M (\)Py g has the form

(MPy) gk, ) = 37 W(k — m)g(t + 2mm, )
meEZ

Integration inside the infinite sum is justified in the same manner as the Fourier inversion formula. The
fact that Py resides in the conjugate-linear half of an inner product creates some minor bookkeeping
issues. When we wish to find the inverse Fourier transform of a function B(\') = M(X')(F, Py g), the
end result is instead

B(k) = Z (F, M(k+m)g(t + 2mm, x)).

meZ
The multiplier of interest, M(\) = 1+icot m(\' — A} +i(u — 17)), has as its inverse Fourier transform

(27) M(k}) _ (627ri)\; eQW(M_Nj))k « _2|k21 lf W<
Q‘k <0 it > p;j
We have chosen to handle the case ;o = p; by analytic continuation from g < p; rather than as a
principal value. For our purposes the distinction is irrelevant, as the inner product in (23] will be
made to vanish wherever there is a singularity of the cotangent function.
We are now prepared to evaluate ||b;, M”Q First consider the case u < p;. Applying the ‘top line

from (27)) to the function g(¢,x) = e V(b] Xte[o,2x] and recalling the periodicity relation for qﬁj yields

B(k) = _Q(G_ZWM;E%(“_M)) <F’ e_utv¢j‘t§27rk>'

After substituting F(t,x) = e#'U™ f into this expression, Plancherel’s identity tells us that

— - 2
(28) Hbj,u||%2([0,1}) - Z 4€4W(M_uj)k‘<fv u- (quj |t§27rk) ©, - )>L2(R")
kez

The support of U~ V({ﬁj‘ t<om ,) is contained within the time interval ¢ € (—oo, 27k], therefore the

inner product vanishes for each k& < 0 (It vanishes when k = 0 because of local L? continuity). For
each k > 1 we use the eigenvector property (b] =U" V(b] and the periodicity of e~ t(b to assert that

U™ (Voslyanm) 0. +) = [UT(VEy) = U (Vs ,5) | O, )
(i 27ri)\jke27rikA fiDj
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with the conclusion

1bgll3 20,y < 8 e UTHEI(F,B)) 2 8 elHE|(f, 2mikAG ) 2
k>1 k>1
S = g T @+ [l TIP3

If y1; < 0, then we have shown that ||b; .|| < |i;]~"/2||f| for all f € L*(R") orthogonal to ®; and all
p < prj. The extra assumption is unnecessary in this case.

The calculations are more delicate when p; = 0 because the unitarity of e
provide a satisfactory estimate of the inner product. In its place we use the bound

(29) DR L SUFBIGIT 1 2 wransinen s

keZ

2mikA on L2 does not

which is proved as Lemma [14] in the last section. This is essentially a discrete-time version of more
familiar Kato smoothing estimates

LT 2 S NI s

gathered from [19] and [I8]. It is worth re-iterating that i)j has approximately unit norm in any space
that contains the finite-dimensional subspace X A

The remaining case p; < p < 0 is treated similarly. The same sequence of computations using the
appropriate case of (27)) leads to the identity

Hbj7u||%2([0,1}) = Z4€4W(“_uj)k‘<fv U~ (V¢§j|t227rk)(0’ )>
kEZ

L2(R")

This time the properties of (5]- simplify the inner product so that
||bj,u‘|%2([0,1]) —4 Z 647T(N_Mj)k|<f’ (i)j>|2 +4 Z 647ruk|<f’ eQWikA(i)j>|2
k<0 k>1

Sl = gl T @D+ IFIBI Ry -1 oy wrznsns -

This concludes the proof of Theorem [I with the exception of the technical lemmas whose proofs are
postponed until the last section.

5. FOURIER ANALYSIS

In this section we prove the various technical estimates employed during the proof of Theorem [l A
recurring theme will be the use of Fourier restriction theorems, with particular emphasis on whether
the restriction to a sphere varies smoothly with respect to changes in radius.

Lemma 12. The resolvents R~ (1) observe the following inequality

2) BT (T)Y]l 2o S 1) ll2

n—2

with a constant that is uniform over the closed halfplane Im(7) < 0.

Proof. Let qﬂr(w) = zﬁ(r,w) indicate the restriction of ¢ to the sphere with radius r. Since we have
assumed that (z)1 € L?(R"), the radial derivative 9,1, (w) = Vi)(z) - % is square-integrable with
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respect to spherical coordinates. Combined with the convexity of norms, this means

o d ~ 2 [e9) . ~
(30) | G Wlasen] ) dr < [ 000 @)l sy
< Izl

The left-hand side is a weighted L2 norm of the derivative of ||¢).||. Hardy’s inequality (or the Schur
test when n > 4) then gives a weighted L? estimate for [|1)|| itself,

/0 r"_gHT/AJrH%Z(Sn*l) dr < ||(z)2]3,

1
2

which is in effect a bound on ||(—A)_%¢||2 Applying the LP fractional integration bound for (—A)
on top of this leads to the conclusion

(31) IRT(0)¢]| 2o = Cullyy * 27|l 2o < @)

Applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to (30) gives a pointwise bound for ||, || instead.

n

(32) 1l L2 (sm-1y S 7177 (@) lo-

The resolvent R~ (\) multiplies Fourier transforms by (|¢|2—\)~!. If Re(\) < |Im())| then standard
estimates show that the convolution kernel of R~()\) is bounded pointwise by |z|?>~", uniformly in A
over this range. The conclusion of the lemma is verified by taking absolute values and applying (31)).

The case Re(\) > [Im()\)| requires more care. Let x be a smooth function identically equal to 1 on
[%, 2] and supported on [%, 4]. Decompose the resolvent into two pieces,

(Riy)(€) = (1 — x(IRe(N)[7Z[€])) (1> — X)~14(€)
(Ra)(€) = x(Re(\)~Z[€]) (1€]2 — X)L (€)

The convolution kernel associated to Ry is again controlled pointwise by |=|>~", making it subject to
the same bound as in (3)).
Each restriction of ¢ to the sphere radius » makes the contribution

G (@) = em e [ e ) de

toward the original function . Once the normalization is taken into account, the Stein-Tomas
theorem [21] indicates that

(33) @) Nl 2n S 72 l1drllp2sn-r)

Set rog = \Re()\)]% and write out 1, = (¢, — ¥y, ) + Up,. This splits Ryt into the sum of two pieces.

4rg R R .
Ra(e) = [ ()0 =07 () (@) ar

4

4ro oL
L @) TR = N ) () dr
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For the first integral, B0) shows that r~1/2¢),. viewed as a L?(S"~!)-valued function of r, has
a square-integrable weak derivative. Therefore 1), is Holder-continuous of order 1/2 in the interval
r €[5, 4ro], with constant r(l " /2H( Y |l2. Combined with (B3) this shows

ey < (g™ T dr) ol
4

4rg | _

1/2 T 7”0|

S [, e )@l < el
ey

The primary estimate for I is that

1@re) Nl 2o S Toll{)e )12

by virtue of ([B2]) and ([B3]). After a suitable change of variables, this function can be transformed into
I via a singular integral operator that preserves LP norms. The proposition below completes the
proof. O

Proposition 13. Given the cutoff x as defined above and any A = 7"8 +ip with |u| < 7‘(2], the operator

4rg
sg= [ ()" @) 67 - g (2e) dr

ro
4
satisfies the bounds ||Sgll, < Cprg*llgllp for every 1 < p < oo.

Proof. Consider the logarithmic spherical coordinates (s,w) € R x S"~! defined by s = log |z| and
w= ﬁ The Jacobian factor transforms the IP norms according to the rule

ol = [ [ ot dsdo = [ lgC o)l gy
Snfl R Snfl

In these coordinates the action of S takes place entirely along the s variable. Let p = log(%). Then

log 4
_ g9(s — p,w)
Sgts,) =r" [ eger) .

0 —log4 e — (1 —l—z,u/rg)

np (P
e"’x(e”) i } (5, w)

P— 1+ p/rg)
where the convolution takes place in the s variable only. This is a Calderén-Zygmund singular integral
which can be controlled by the Hilbert transform independently of the value of u. The unweighted
bounds for the Hilbert transform apply here (despite the fact that €™ belongs to no A, class) because
the convolution kernel is supported in [—2, 2] and the exponential function is essentially constant over
any interval of similar length. O

dp

-1
=Ty g*
0 [62

Lemma 14. The propagator of the free Schrodinger equation obeys the sampling estimates

I Contint DT [V (AR

keZ

_omikA
D K AL SR NI o p2ns 2o
keZ

(34)

provided v € [%L n +1] and o + £ > 1.
2 Y
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Proof. For each k the inner product (e=27*4 f 1)) represents the integral

_%/ f(e 27”'“‘5‘ d¢ = (2m) _%/ 2/ F(s,w)(s, w)e?™ ks dwds
Sn—1

where (s,w) are the spherical coordinates s = [£|?, w = ‘ E This in turn describes (up to constants)
the kth Fourier coefficient of the periodic function ) F(s 4+ m), where

F(s) = @7 [ few)ilo.w)

We are therefore concerned with finding conditions on ¢ that lead to ), F(s + m) belonging to
L?(]0,1]). Tt would be sufficient to show instead that F € £, (L?([m,m + 1])).

Plancherel’s identity dictates that s(=2/4f (s, w) is an element of ¢2 L?([m,m + 1]; L?(S"~1)).
Bounds of the type (4] will follow provided that s("~2/44) belongs to £2, L ([m, m + 1]; L2(S™1)).
Taking ﬂ)s to be the restriction of ¢ to the sphere |£|2 = s, we wish to show that

Z sup S%Wsﬂiz(swl)

m>0 S€lm,m+1]

is controlled by the norm of v in a space of our choosing.
Suppose ¥ € (x)"1L2%. Changing variables from r to s in (30) leads to the derivative estimates

® nwyd 2
(35) |5 (G W) ds < oy

Local differences are estimated by the mean value theorem and Cauchy-Schwartz. For any pair of
points s1, 82 € [m,m + 1],

n— N n— N 2 mt d n— N 2
¢ 4l = 1§ bl < [ (D A ullorn]) ds
m S
m—+1 n—6 . n—2 d R 2
<2 [+ () s

The L norm of a positive function over a unit interval is controlled by its integral and the variation
of its values, hence

n—2 ~ 2 m+1 n—2 n—6 -~ 2 n—2 d -~ 2
sup ST Y [ (57 2 P+ 287 () s
m>1 s€[m,m+1] m>1Ym s
36 0 s . © od .o 2
2 < [T+ [T o (1)) as
1 1 dS

S 03 + ) li3

by Plancherel and (B3]), respectively. The supremum over the interval s € [0, 1] is controlled separately

by the estimate
o d . o 1/2
gt as s (752501 as)

S K@)z
which is a combination of Cauchy-Schwartz and (35).

~ H S anQ




THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH TIME-PERIODIC L"/?2 POTENTIALS 19

For the second statement, the condition ¢ € L*"("+2) is most important in the interval s € [0, 1]
and the Sobolev regularity condition plays a major role as s — oo. It is clearly necessary to have
Y € L?, otherwise the inner product in (34]) could be undefined for one or more values of k.

The dual statement to (B3), when normalized with the correct factor of 7"~! indicates that
s/ || < H¢||% for all s > 0. In particular, the supremum over s € [0,1] is bounded in
this manner. !

The fact that ¢ € L? implies that s"~2)/4||¢), |2 is integrable. Controlling its L norm on a unit
interval in terms of its L' norm generally requires some degree of continuity. In the previous case we
were able to infer differentiability of 15 from the polynomial weighted decay of v. With v merely
belonging to an LP space, it may still be true that 1[1 is continuous, but the modulus of continuity
is not determined by ||¢|| alone. We exploit the observation (also used in [4]), that the norm of 1,
varies smoothly even when the restrictions themselves do not.

2
Proposition 15. Let~ € ["TH, n—+1]. The Fourier restrictions of 1) € L+ (R™) satisfy the continuity
bound
n+1—

n=2 . - 7 |1 — s2 !
(37) m* 2 (a2 = [ ?) S (F—o—

for every pair si,s9 € [m,m+ 1], m > 1.

L/~
)l
v+2

The power of |s; — s2| does not matter much so long as it is nonnegative. Of considerably greater
interest is the factor of m~/7, as it contributes meaningfully to the bound

n—2)/4 n—2)/4 5 —(a+1L —(a+2-"2
s 24P 12 = 11§ 0 2] S (m™ D ™ D)

for each pair s1,s9 € [m,m + 1], m > 1. The first term is derived from (37), and the second (which
is dominated by the first) from the Stein-Tomas theorem. As before, the L> norm of a function on
a unit interval is controlled by the its L' norm and the diameter of its image. Consequently,

. m—+1 R C(asl
sup |G S 1%, + D ( [ s s +w>\|w||3-va,ww>)
m>1

m>0 s€[m,m+1] m
o0
S WP, + 1B+ [ 52/
= HT/’”% + H/l/}”%/i/a,Q"//(W‘FZ) + Hin%

provided the sum of m~(@*1/7) is convergent. O

Proof of Proposition[I3. On each interval [m,m + 1] the function s"~2/4 can be replaced by the
constant m("~2/%. Recalling the proof of the Stein-Tomas theorem, Fourier restriction to the sphere
is described by a convolution operator, with the TT™ estimate

(39) 9007 = G [ | @)K (s @ = ) F) dady,

The kernel is an oscillatory function bounded pointwise by |K (z)| < (z)~(=1/2. The related function

K(z) = zK'(2) is also oscillatory, and bounded pointwise by (z)~("=3)/2_ If f is a Schwartz function
it is permissible to differentiate (38]) with respect to s, obtaining

i bsl?) = Crs™ 2)K (s2(z — T
Z(107) = Cus™ [ F@R (s @ = ) T dady,
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The same interpolation argument that proves the Stein-Tomas theorem also suffices to show that
convolution with K is a bounded operator from L(Z"+2)/("+5)(R") to its dual space LZn+2)/(n=3)(R"),
Combining this with the usual restriction estimate and scaling appropriately,

m 22 iy |2 = by 2] S mae (D) . D sy — sl e ).
These represent the cases vy =n + 1 and v = "—H , respectively. The intermediate cases follow from
Riesz-Thorin interpolation, noting that the norm of a self-adjoint linear operator agrees with the
extremal value of its quadratic form. O

Remark 5. The proof of Lemma [I4] hinges on placing the spherical restrictions of 1[1 inside a mixed-
norm space £?(L>) with respect to the radial variable. This consists of three essentially independent
requirements.

1. Because of the embedding ¢?(L>°) C ¢?(L?) and the Plancherel identity, we must have ¢ € L2.
This is the only way to produce ¢? decay as m — oc.

2. Since 2(L®) also embeds into £°°(L*°), the normalized restrictions s(~2/%¢), must be uni-
formly bounded, in particular as s — 0. This is achieved so long as i belongs to either of the
spaces (z)~'L? or L*/(+2),

3. The norm of the restrictions must also be sufficiently continuous so that the ¢2(L?) bound
implied by the first item can be improved into £2(L>).

Proposition [[5 provides one estimate for the modulus of continuity of ||4s||2 based on the
Stein-Tomas restriction theorem. Another estimate, based on L? trace properties, is available
when ()% € L? for some § > % The latter bounds are well known from the proof of the
limiting absorption principle [16] and spectral theory of Schrédinger operators.

The norm spaces in the statement of Proposition [[5] were chosen to meet these requirements entirely
with weights, or entirely with homogeneous LP conditions, respectively. To create a more compre-
hensive list, one can mix and match the two approaches in any combination. A precise but unwieldy
formulation is presented below.

Proposition 16. The propagator of the free Schrodinger equation obeys the sampling estimates
D e L) S (1 f a1
keZ

where the norm of i is taken in the interpolation space

. n— 1+ 72n+2)

€ L2 (@) R + L) (@) 7HS LR 4 Wk e e R
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