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SHARP CONVERGENCE RATE ON SCHRODINGER TYPE
OPERATORS

MENG WANG AND SHUIJIANG ZHAO*

ABSTRACT. For Schrédinger type operators in one dimension, we consider the
relationship between the convergence rate and the regularity for initial data.
By establishing the associated frequency-localized maximal estimates, we prove
sharp results up to the endpoints. The optimal range for the wave operator in
all dimensions is also obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a > 0, the solution of the fractional Schrodinger equation
i0wu+ (—A)2u=0, wu(z,0)=f(z) € H(R")
can be formally written as the Schrodinger type operator
) a 1 . ay 2
5% fant) = MO fla) = i [ ey
(2m)" Jrn

Here, H*(R") is the inhomogeneous Sobolev space of order s. When a = 2, S? is
the standard Schrodinger operator.

Carleson [5] initially proposed the problem of determining the optimal regularity
s such that

(1.1) %iir(l)S“f(x,t) = f(z), ae xzeR"

holds for all f € H*(R™) when a = 2. He proved that the almost everywhere
pointwise convergence holds for s > 1 when n = 1 and a = 2, which is also
necessary as shown by Dahlberg-Kenig [9]. For the standard Schrédinger operator
S? in higher dimensions, this problem is much more complicated. Du-Guth-Li [11]
and Du-Zhang [12] showed that (1.1) holds for s > 5% when n > 2 and a = 2,
which is sharp up to the endpoints according to the counterexamples by Bourgain
[2] and Luca-Rogers [17]. See [19, 22, 3, 21, 16, 1] and references therein for more
previous results related to this problem.

For the case a > 1, Sjolin [19] showed that (1.1) holds for all f € H*(R) if and
only if s > % when n = 1. Miao-Yang-Zheng [18] and Cho-Ko [6] obtained partial
results in higher dimensions when a > 1. For the case 0 < a < 1, it was shown by
Walther [23] that the critical regularity in one spatial dimension is §. However, the
endpoint problem s = § remains open. Related results in higher dimensions can
be found in [26]. For the case a = 1, it is well known that, in any dimension, (1.1)

holds if and only if s > %. See [24] and [25] for more details.

]

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42B25.
Key words and phrases. convergence rate, maximal estimate, Schrédinger type operator.
* Corresponding author.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.14134v1

2 MENG WANG AND SHUIJIANG ZHAO™

A natural generalization of the pointwise convergence problem is to consider the
convergence rate of S*f as t — 0. More specifically, we are interested in the sharp
range of ¢ such that

(1.2) Sef(x,t) — f(x) = o(|t]®), ae xzcR™ as t—0.

holds whenever f € H?®(R™). Since critical values of regularity are unknown in
higher dimensions for general a > 0, we focus on the case n =1 in this paper.

By a slight modification of [4, Proposition 2.1], it is clear that 6 < 1 is necessary if
(1.2) holds. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the earliest results regarding this
problem were established by Cowling [7, 8], using harmonic analysis on semigroups.

Theorem 1.1 ([8], p.85). Let H be a self-adjoint operator on L*(R™), and let
§ € (3,1). Suppose that f € L*(R"), and |H|°f € L*(R™). Let Msf be defined by

the formula
Msf(-) = sup{|t| |  f — f| : t € R}.
Then Msf is in L*(R™), and
M5 f|lL2(rm) < C((s)mHléfHL?(Rn)'

Applying Theorem 1.1 with H = (—A)%, by a standard argument (see, e.g., [19,
Theorem 5]), we obtain

(1.3) tlgr(l)R(;f(x,t) =0, ae z€R"

holds for all f € H*(R™) when s = aé and £ < § < 1. Here and in what follows we
use the notation

it(—A)3 .
Rif(e,0) = D=,

Since (1.3) is equivalent to (1.2), we obtain the convergence rate ¢ for all f €
H®(R") in any dimension when § < § < 1.

Cao-Fan-Wang [4] obtained partial results for the case @ > 1 in one spatial
dimension when i <s< %

Theorem 1.2 ([4], Theorem 1.2). Let n = 1,a > 1,0 < 6 < 1, and assume
ad + + < s. Then (1.2) holds for all f € H*(R).

When n = 1, we extend the above results to the sharp range for the case a > 1.

Theorem 1.3. Letn=1,a>1,0<4§ <1, and assume
1
(1.4) (a —1)§ + max{J, Z} < s.

Then (1.2) holds for all f € H*(R). Conversely, if (1.2) holds for all f € H*(R),
then (a —1)6 +max{6, 1} < s.

We also obtain the following sharp results for the case 0 < a < 1.

Theorem 1.4. Letn=1,0<a<1,0<46 < 1, and assume max{%,&}-a < s.Then
(1.2) holds for all f € H*(R). Conversely, if (1.2) holds for all f € H*(R), then
max{%,6}-a <s.
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F1GURE 1. The relationship between the sharp convergence rate &
and the regularity s for @ > 1 when n = 1. The endpoint problem
for the open edge (A, B) and the closed edge [B, C] remains open.
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FI1GURE 2. The relationship between § and s for the case 0 < a < 1
when n = 1. The endpoint problem for the closed edge [FE, F] is
unknown.

Remark 1.5. For the case 0 < a # 1 and % < § < 1, the borderline s = ad
is covered by Theorem 1.1 (see the open edges (C, D) and (F,G) in Figure 1 and
Figure 2 respectively). Note that, for the case 0 < a < 1, there is a surprising jump
for & when s is bigger than the critical regularity § even though we do not know
whether (1.1) holds true for the endpoint s = §.

For the exceptional case a = 1 which corresponds to the wave operator, we can
obtain the optimal range in all dimensions n > 1. As in the case 0 < a < 1, there
is also a surprising jump for § when s > %

Theorem 1.6. Let n > 1, a = 1 and 0 < 6 < 1. Then (1.2) holds for all
f € H*(R"™) if and only if s >  and s > 6.
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Notations. Throughout this paper, we shall use ¢ and C to denote positive con-
stants, which may differ from line to line. By A < B, we mean that there exists a
constant C' independent of the relevant parameters such that A < C'B and similarly
we use A < B to mean that A is far less than B. We write A ~ B if A < B and
B < A. We denote the annulus {¢ € R : |¢| ~ R} by A(R). f and f denote the
Fourier transform and the inverse Fourier transform respectively.

Our paper is organized as follows. We prove sufficient conditions and necessary
conditions for the case a > 1 in Section 2 and Section 3 respectively, which provides
typical methods for other cases. The proof of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.6 is given
in Section 4.

2. POSITIVE RESULTS FOR THE CASE a > 1

By a similar standard argument, it suffices to show the following maximal esti-
mate.

Proposition 2.1. Leta > 1, 0 < § < 1. Then for any f € H*(R) with s >
(a—1)0 +max{d, 1}, we have

(2.1) | e 127G,

< Cllfllas )

where B denotes the unit ball in R and the constant C' is independent of f.
Proof. By Littlewood-Paley decomposition,

+oo
f = kav
k=0

where fo is supported in B(0,1) and fr is supported in A(2F) for k > 1. We claim
that

(2:2) | e 18 Ao, ) < CUFlzegey

Without loss of generality, we assume § > 5. Otherwise, we can replace ¢ by some
& >3 Sincf |RS f(x,t)] <|R f(z,t)| when ¢ € (0,1). Applying Theorem 1.1 with
H = (—A)z, we obtain that

sup| B2 fo( 0|, o < Cllfollamce

Note that fo is supported in B(0,1). Thus, the H*(R) norm of fy is controlled by
the L2(R) norm of f, which proves (2.2). To get (2.1), by Minkowski’s inequality
and direct summation, it is sufficient to show the following frequency-localized
estimate. (]

Proposition 2.2. Ifa > 1 and 0 < § < 1, then for k > 1 and s = (a — 1)d +
max{d, 1}, we have

(2.3) | e 127G, 0 < ORI e,

whenever suppf C A(2F). Moreover, the factor k can be removed when § # %.

We recall two important maximal estimates which will be used in the proof of
Proposition 2.2.
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Lemma 2.3 ([15], [19]). Ifn =1 and a > 1, then
(2.4) | sup isesconl| < cifl,

0<t<1

L2(B) TR

This sharp local estimate was first proven by Kenig and Ruiz [15, Theorem 1]
when a = 2 and later generalized to the case a > 1 by Sjolin [19, Theorem 3]. We
also need a variant of the above inequality, which was established by Dimou and
Seeger [10].

Lemma 2.4 ([10], Proposition 2.1). If J C [0, 1] is an interval and 0 < a # 1, then

(2:5) [ supls 7], ) < OO T35 lzegey

L2(®)
whenever suppf C A(2F).

Now let us turn to prove Proposition 2.2. The key idea is to decompose the
interval (0, 1) according to the localized frequency.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. It is clear that
sup [R5 f(x,t)] < L(x) + I2(x) + I3(x),
o<t<1

where

Li(x) = sup |R§f(x,1)],

0<t<2—ak

Ir(z) = sup [R5 f (2, 1)],
9—ak <t<2(1—a)k

Is3(x) = sup [R§f(x,1)].
2(1—a)k <<l

We first give the upper bound for [|I3]|z2(p). Note that
Iy(w) <20 D¥( sup [S°f(z,t)| +|f(2)]).
o<t<1
We invoke Lemma 2.3 to obtain that

sl oy < 2009 (|| sup |5 f(a, 1)
0<t<1

S 207 DR )

~

sy ||f||L2(B))

H(R)
< 2% fll 2y
In order to estimate Iy (z), we use Taylor’s expansion
+oo /. ;
) tlgl)’
pitlEl" _ 1 — (@ | )

Thus we can then write

5/ (1)

3t [ e — e
+o00 i‘ 5 ) o
—5e 2o [ e e

2w =
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Since 0 < 1, by triangle inequality, we get

+2° 5—ak(j~5)

L(z)= sup [|R§f(x,0)] <) ————|(=A)= f(2)].

—a j!
0<t<2—ak = J

It follows from Plancherel’s theorem and the Taylor’s expansion of exponential
function e* that
too 27ak(j75)

M1]lz2®) < Z T(OZk)jaHfHL?(R)
j=1

400 i
a coe
=200y " T”f”LZ(R)
=1
< 2% exp(C*)[| £l L2(r)

< 27| fll e w)-

For the term I»(z), we use dyadic decomposition towards interval (2~*, 2(
so that

l—a)k)

I(z) < sup sup |R§ f(z,t)],
lEN, teJ,
(a—1)k<I<ak+1
where J; = [27!,27+1]. Using the natural embedding ' < [>° , we have
L) <c Y, 2°(sup|S"f(z,0) +|f(2)]).
(a—1)k<I<ak+1 teg,
Applying Lemma 2.4 with J = J;, we derive that
2| L2(R) X sup >
[ 22| S 2" IS“f(, )l
(a—1)k<I<ak+1 ted
< > 292752 || 12wy
(a—1)k<I<ak+1
< 2% fllLewy, if 0# 1,
k26| fll Loy, if 6 =%

+ ||f||L2(R))

L2(R)

Combining all the estimates for ||/;[|z2(p), we finish the proof of (2.3).

3. NEGATIVE RESULTS FOR THE CASE a > 1

In order to prove necessary conditions, we make use of Stein’s maximal principle
[20, Chapter X, §3.4].

Proposition 3.1. Let a > 0, 0 < 6 < 1 and assume that (1.3) holds for any
fe HR). Let {t,}22, C (0,1) be a sequence with lim,_,o0 t, = 0. Then there is
a constant C, independent of f € H*(R) and « > 0, such that

meas({z € [=1,1] : sup [Re £ (2, ta)| > a}) < Ca2 | fIl%- )

holds for any a > 0. Here we denote the Lebesgue measure of A C R by meas(A).
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It is easy to verify that the above proposition satisfies the assumptions in Stein’s
maximal principle, so we omit the details of proof. However, since this maximal
principle only focuses on a countable family of linear operators, it seems plausible
to replace the supremum over {t, }°2 ; by the supremum over ¢ € (0,1) or any other
bounded interval.

With the help of the above proposition, we are in position to present an explicit
counterexample, which is a variant of construction in [9].

Proof of negative results in Theorem 1.3. We set e(z) = e** for simplicity. Choose
a nontrivial smooth function ¢ with compact support in [—1, 1] such that 0 < ¢ <1
in R and [ ¢(&)dé = 1. We define f§ with 0 < e <1 and X sufficiently large by its
Fourier transform
— 1, /&= N\t
e — > 7).
7 = 30(>—=—)

It is clear that f 5 (&) is supported in the interval [AtFe — X\, A1Fe 4 )], which implies
that
(3.1) £ ey ~ AFAE

Another key point is to choose a time sequence with an appropriate decay rate.
Take t,, = n~7 for all n > 1. For the case a > 1, v = 2(a—1) is enough to guarantee
the sharp counterexample. Change of variables gives that

1
545 ta)] = 5| [ e@i(€ata)ole)d],
lg1<1
where
5852, tn) = 2N+ 28 + AT (14 A7)

It follows from Taylor’s expansion that

(a—1)

(142799 = 1+ ax e+ A2 4 o)

for all £ € supp¢. Consequently,
(3.2)
O5 (&2, tn) = Aoz + ATVt 4 By (€2, t0, A €) + Ea (b, Ay €) + B3(Etn, Ay ),

where
Ei(€) = £ + at, X2 79),
Eq (&) = @
Eg(f) _ tnO()\a(1+€)_3€).

tn)\a(l-‘ra‘) —2552

Here we use the shorthand notation F;(£),i = 1,2, 3, for convenience if it does not
cause any confusion. Set

Ine = [—co)f(lfs), —co)f(lfs)/2],

where ¢y is a small positive constant to be chosen later. We claim that for any
x € I, there exists a n(z, A) € N such that

(33) |Saf§(xatn(m,)\))| > E
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Note that by Fourier inverse transform, we have f(z) = e(A\'*°z)¢(\z). Since ¢ is
a Schwartz function, we have |f(x)| < CxyAN for any x € I, .. Then, by triangle
inequality,

(34) |Saf§(x7tn(z,>\)) ( )| = 871'

when A is sufficiently large. Since the first two terms in (3.2) are independent of &,
we obtain that

505t =g [ el + Ba(e) + Bu@)are)
>on| [ot@de] - 5| [ (eBa(e) + Ba©) + Bale) - Doe)a
2l Jig1<a

EE_%%%MQ@+@@+&@%4L

Hence, to get (3.3), it suffices to show that the absolute value of phase functions
Ei(§),i=1,2,3, is small for our choices of z and n(z, A). For any = € I, ., we can
find a unique n(z, A) € N such that

T € (—atn(m7,\))\(a71)(1+6) —at () LAe=Dae)]

Since |z| is small and a > 1, some simple computation yields that

(3.5) clx| < tn(zﬁA))\(“_l)(Hg) < Clz|.

Moreover, recall that ¢, = n~7, we easily obtain that

y+1  2a-1
v 2(a—1)

tn(m)\) - tn(;ﬂ A)+1 < Ctn(x A)? B =
Then for any |{| <1 and x € I) .

|E1 (55 €L, tn(m,)\)v )‘a €)| Sa/\a(les)iE (tn(m)\) - tn(w,)\)—i-l)
SO()‘G(lJFE)7stn(m,>\))tqll/(zﬁ)\)

1
<CA|x|tn/(g N
<co CXE n(z )\)
<COC'/\‘E (-1 ==
Note that ¢ — (a — 1)1% - 175 < —35=£ < 0since e <1 and vy =2(a—1). Hence

E1 (&) is sufficiently small provided that ¢o is small enough. Now we give the upper
bound for E5(§). Using (3.5), we have

B2 (& tn(anys A €)] SCltpyp AT 72
<Clz|A\'F < ¢C.
Similarly, we also obtain
E3(&tneny, Ave) = O(A°),

Combining all the estimates for |E;(£)]| yields the desired lower bound (3.3).
Notice that (3.5) implies

[t | ~ AT
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for any x € I .. Then it follows from (3.4) that
|R§f§($, tn(m,)\))| 2 A[a(1+8)_28]65 Vo € I)x,s-

Combining the above estimate with (3.1), we have

)\5;1 < )\—[(1(1-‘,-8)-28]5)\(1"1‘5)8—%7
according to Proposition 3.1. This clearly implies
(3.6) [a(l+e)—2e]0 < (14+¢e)s—¢e/2,

for any 0 < e < 1. Let e =1 and £ — 0+ in (3.6) respectively, we get
1
(a —1)d + max{0, Z} <s,
which completes the proof. ([

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4 AND THEOREM 1.6

Now we turn to the case 0 < a < 1, whose proof is analogous to that of Theorem
1.3. We first prove the sufficient condition. As we did in the proof of Proposition
2.1, it suffices to show the corresponding frequency localized estimate.

Proposition 4.1. If0 < a <1 and0 < § < 1, then fork > 1 and s = max{4, 1} -a,
we have

< Ck2ks
T Il f 12wy

| s Rz s
0<t<1
whenever suppf C A(2F). Moreover, the factor k can be removed when § # %.

Proof. We can also write

sup |R§f(z,1)| < Li(2) + L(x),
0<t<1

where
Li(z)= sup |R§f(z,t)],

o<t<2—ak
I(x) = sup |R§f(x,1)].
2-ak<t<1
Proceeding as in the estimate for I;(z) in Proposition 2.2, we obtain
11ll 22y < C2%°| f L2y
For the second term I»(z), we use dyadic decomposition towards interval (279% 1)
so that
Ir(x) < sup  sup |R§f(x, 1),
IEN,  teJ;
1<i<ak+1
where J; = [27!,27+1]. Again using Lemma 2.4 with J = J;, we have

Dl r2w) S 2”(Hsup SUf(,t ’ + | f L2]R>
112l L2 (r) 1§l§zak+1 tEJL| (-0l e®) £l 2r)
< > 2272 f e
1<I<ak+1

< 2ks||f||L2(R)7 if 675%7
R ] V2 O
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This completes the proof. O

Now we consider the necessary condition for the case 0 < a < 1. The counterex-
ample here is quite similar to that in Theorem 1.3, except for a slight modification
of the time sequence.

Proof of negative results in Theorem 1.4. We use the same constructions ¢ and f§
utilized in the preceding section. Then || f§| gs®) ~ AAF+e)s =3

Take t, = n~7. Here € and 7 satisfy e(y+2 —a) < a. Arguing as before, we get
that, for all x € I . = [—coA~179) —coA=(179) /2] there exists a unique n(x, \)
such that

S (_atn(m,)\)A(ail)(lJrs)v _atn(m,)\)-l-l)‘(ail)(lJrs)]-
Moreover, we obtain
tn(;v,)\) ~ |I|/\(1fa)(1+5) ~ /\s(2fa)fa <1,

and
a1

tn(z,)\) - tn(m,)\)Jrl < Ct@)\)
Using the identical notations as before, we have

1 1
1S F5 (@ tuga)| = 5= = 5= max[e(Bu(€) + Ea€) + B(©)) ~ 1.

It is clear that
Es (67 tn(m,)\)a )‘7 5) = O()‘_E)
By a simple computation, we get

e(yt+2—a)—a
v

|E1(§;x7tn(z,)\)u )\75)| < CX\ < 1,

and
|E2(§; tn(m,)\)a )‘7 5)| S C'tn(m,)\))‘a(]:i_g)_z‘E S COC-

Proceeding as in the proof for the case a > 1, we have

[a(l4+¢e)—2e]d < (1+¢e)s—¢/2,

for0<e< ﬁ Then we get ad < s if € — 0. Furthermore, let ¢ — ﬁ and
v — 0+, we obtain another necessary condition s > ¢ . (Il

Now we turn to the case a = 1. The positive result of Theorem 1.6 follows from
Theorem 1.1. It is easy to see that (1.2) for the case a = 1 implies

(4.1) %i_r)r(lJSlf(;v,t) = f(z), ae. xeR™

So the failure of almost everywhere pointwise convergence for S*f(x,t) yields the
failure of (1.2) when a = 1. The counterexample for (4.1) when f € Hz(R") was
established by [24, Theorem 14.2], [14, Lemma A.2] and [25, Section 3.1]. Thus,
it suffices to show the remaining necessary condition s < §. We point out that
the following construction of radial function can be used to generalize the negative
results of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 to all dimensions n > 1.
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Proof. We only consider the case n > 2 since the case n = 1 is much easier. Choose
the same smooth function ¢ as above. Then define the Schwartz function g5 with
O<e< % and A sufficiently large by its Fourier transform

g1 5 )\1+€
7O =TT,
By Plancherel’s theorem, it is easy to see
n—1_1
(42) 5]l 27 Ry ~ A z
Now we take the time sequence to be t,, = n~2. It remains to show that for all
x € A(A\T1F), there exists a n(x) € N such that
If (4.3) holds, it follows from Proposition 3.1 and (4.2) that
A (1=o)(3 )s

By a simple computation, we have
(1-e)d < (14e)s— %

Let ¢ — 04, we get the desired upper bound § < s.

To get (4.3), we recall the well known asymptotic expansion (see, e.g., [13, p.
580])

049 = cy|z| 7 T el 4 O(|z|~"F), as |z| — 0.
§d—1

6 () :#)\—%/ne@ )¢ (|§| )\)\1+€)d§

2#)\7% /0+00 ¢($) (/sd 1 e(z - r9)d9)r"71dr

N R +oo _ Y1l4e
:C_i)\*%hﬂ - / _¢(T A ) (|x|r)dr
m 0

+ #)\_% /0+oo r"_1¢(7r _;\ +€) ((r|x|)_7)dr

1

:(;Ti)ll‘lf — (i|$|>\1+s)/71(r+A5)%¢(r)e(ik|x|T)dT

1 n-l ' £ "Tfl 1+e ,nTH
+ W/\ / (r+ %)= ¢(r)O((AT¢|x|) )dr

—1

Then

=1+ 14277 a7 O((W e[z 7).
Integration by part yields that
Ly = AT [a] =7 O((Na) ™).
Thus, we obtain, as long as x € A(A717¢), that
(4.4) g5 ()| <

Arguing as in the previous section, there exists a unique n(z) € N such that

|I| € [tn(w)atn(;ﬂ)-i-l)
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for all z € A(A~17¢). Moreover, we have

(4.5) to(z) ~ |2l

and

(4.6) tn(z) — tn()+1 < Cla]?.

Proceeding as in the estimate for g5(z), we can write

(4.7) 8303, 1) = I+ 1+ X% fa] 5 O((AHJa) ™),
where

fo— % -t It 1r ) T (e x|)r)dr.
Lo = bl P el(t 2 V) [ 0439 60N £ el

It follows from integration by part that
(4.8) I < OX"2 [~ (M)
Now we estimate the main term I_. It is clear that
Altn@) = [2)7] < Atn(a) = tn@)+1) S Ale> S AT <1,

for all r € suppg and x € A(A\~1F¢). Applying triangle inequality as before, we
have

(4.9) ISPy
It is concluded from (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9) that

n—1 n—1

= 2™

n—1

(4.10) 18363, ()| 2 AT Jo] 7T
Finally, we prove (4.3) using (4.5), (4.4) and (4.10), which completes the proof. O
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