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§1. Introduction
Let us consider the reduced wave equation
— Au(x) + q(x)u(z) =0 (1.1)
on the domain 2 such that
QD Er, ={rcRY : |z| > Ry}, (1.2)
where Ry > 0and N > 2. Suppose that ¢(z) has the form
q(x) = —L(x) + s(x), (1.3)

where {(x) a positive function, and |s(x)| is supposed to be dominated by ¢(x). The
equation (1.1) has been studied extensively especially in the relation to the operator

H, = —A+V(IIJ) (14)
in Ly(Q), or
1
Hy = _MA (1.5)

in the weighted Hilbert space Lo(2; pu(z)dx) with boundary conditions on the bound-
ary 0f) and at infinity. In this work we are concerned with the asymptotic behavior
of the solution w of the equation (1.1) at infinity. One of the important conclusions of
the study is that we can establish the nonexistence of a class of (nontrivial) solutions
of (1.1) which includes the Ls-solutions. And this result plays an important role in
the attempt (the limiting absorption method, see, e.g., [1], [4]) to prove the existence
of the boundary value of the resolvent (H; — z)™! or (Hs — 2)~! of the operator
H, or Hs when the complex parameter z approaches the real axis.
Consider the equation

— Au(z) + (—k* + s(z))u(x) = 0, (1.6)

with k > 0, i.e., £(z) = k% in (1.3). In the celebrated work Kato [9] he showed, among
others, that, under the condition

T=(2k)"! | 1|1_m lz||s(x)| < 1, (1.7)
xTr|—0o0
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a nontrivial solution w of the equation (1.1) satisfies

r—00

lim 727+ /ﬂ:T (\W(@P + \u(x)\Q) dS = oo (1.8)

for any € > 0. One of the important features of the work [9] is that the coefficient
s(z) does not need to be spherically symmetric which makes the scope of application
much wider than the preceding works (cf., e.g., Miiller [10], Rellich [11]). Another
important feature of [9] is that the method is based on differential inequalities satisfied
by several functionals of the solution u so that the problem was successfully treated
as a local problem at infinity. As a result we do not need to use any boundary
conditions at the boundary 0N of 2 or at infinity such as radiation condition (cf.,
e.g., Wienholtz [15]). As is well-known this result has many applications. In Ikebe
[3], in which the spectral theory and scattering theory for the Schrédinger operator
—A + V(z) in R3 was developed under the conditin that

Vi(z) = O(|z[7) (lz] = 00,7 >2), (1.9)

the result of Kato [9] was used to prove the existence of the boundary value of the
Green function on the positive real axis as well as the nonexistence of the positive
eigenvalues. After the work [9] various extensions and modifications were presented as
many efforts were made to treat more general operators in a similar method. See e.g.,
Ikebe-Uchiyama [5] for Schrodinger operators with magnetic potentials, Jager [6] for
the second order elliptic operators, Weidmann [14] for the many body Schrédinger
operators, and Ikebe-Saito [4], Saito[13] for Schrédinger operators with long-range
potentials.

Now let us consider the case that ¢(x) is a positive function which may be discon-
tinuous. One of the motivations to consider such ¢(z) comes from the study of the
reduced wave equations in layered media. Consider the equation

—u(z)'Au— A =0 (r € RY) (1.10)

in layered media, where p(z) is a positive function on R". Suppose that the function
p(x) is a simple function with surfaces of discontinuity (separating surfaces) which
may extend to infinity. Roach and Zhang [12] proved the nonexistence of the solution
of the equation (1.10) under a geometric condition (“cone-like” discontinuity on the
separating surface, see also [2]). Then Jéager and Saito [7] proved a similar results
under another geometric condition (“cylindrical” discontinuity) on the separating
surfaces. In these works the method is not local at infinity, but some global integral
identity of the solution u are used. And the method seems to need some modifications
in the case where p is a perturbation such as

p() = po(x) + pe(z) + ps (), (1.11)
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to being a simple function, and pue(x) and ps(z) behaving like a long-range and
short-range potentials at infinity, respectively (cf. [8]).

In this work we are going to obtain an extension of the result (1.8) by Kato [9]
which can be applied the reduced wave equation (1.10) with u(x) satisfying (1.11)
as well as the equation (1.6) where s(z) is the sum of a short-range potential and a
long-range potential. Under the several assumptions (Assumptions 2.1, 4.2, 5.5 and
5.8) on the coefficient ¢(z) the following (Theorem 5.10 in §5) will be proved:

Suppose that a solution u of equation (1.1) satisfies

lim {‘—

r—o0 J |z|=r or

— Re (¢q(2))|ul*} dS = 0. (1.12)

Then w has a compact support.

Our method is a local method at infinity which is similar to the method of Kato [9].
As in [9], some type of differential inequalities on functionals of the solution u will
play important roles. However, we shall first establish the differential inequalities
not in the ordinary sense but in the sense of distributions, and then they will be
interpreted in the ordinary sense.

In §2 we define our reduced wave equation and give the main assumption (As-
sumption 2.1) on the coefficients. In §3 we introduce and evaluate the first func-
tional M ™ (v,r). In order to complete the evaluation of M (v, ), another functional
N(v,m,r) is introduced and evaluated in §4. §5 is devoted for proving the main the-
orem (Theorem 5.9). Some examples are discussed in §6. In §7 we shall discuss how
our result can be applied to some reduced wave operators which were studied in [§].
A lemma on distributional derivative is given in Appendix.

Acknowledgement. This work was finished when the second author was visiting
the University of Heidelberg for February 1997. Here he would like to thank Deutsche
Forschungs Gemeinschaft for its support through SFB 359. Also the second author is
thankful to Professor Willi Jager for his kind hospitality during this period.

§2. Schrodinger-type homogeneous equation

Consider the homogeneous Schrédinger equation

— Au(x) + q(z)u(z) =0 (x € ER,), (2.1)
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where Ry > 0, and
Er={recR": |z| > R}. (2.2)

Let SNV~1! be the unit sphere of RY. We set X = Ly(S¥~!) and the inner product
and norm of X is denoted by (, ) and | |, respectively.

Assumption 2.1. (i) Let N be an integer such that N > 2. Let u € H*(ERg,)1oc,
Ry > 0, be a solution of the equation (2.1), where ¢(z) is a complex-valued, measur-
able, locally bounded function on Eg,.

(ii) Set
Q) = gfa) + T-DEZI) (2.3
(ii-a) Then Q(z) is decomposed as
Q) = Qole) + Qu(2), (2.4

where Qo(z) is a real-valued, measurable, locally bounded function on Epg,
such that

and @Q1(z) is a complex-valued, measurable, locally bounded function on Eg,.

(ii-b) For any x € X = Ly(SN1), (Qo(r-)z, x) has the right limit for all 7 > Ry as
a function of r = |z|.

(ii-c) There exist hg > 0 and, for 0 < h < hg, a real-valued, measurable function
Qor(z; h) on Epg, such that

sup { |Qor(z; h)| /2 € G, 0 <h<hy} < o0 (2.6)

for any compact set G C Eg,,

U Qo((r+ 1)) = Qo(r)}9,6) < (Qurlrs 1), )
(p€ X, r> Ry, 0<h < hyg), (2.7)
and the limit
E%(QOT(T-; h)p,¢) = (Qor(r-)d,0) (¢ € X) (2.8)

exists with a real-valued, measurable, locally bounded function Q.(x) on
ER

0



(iii) There exists a positive, measurable function h(r) defined on (Ry,c0) such
that

(iii-a)
h(r) < (r > Ry), (2.9)
(iii-b) and, setting

a(r) = h~'(r) sup |Q1 ()],

|z|=r

(2.10)
br) = inf [~ (Q(x) + A (1)Qor ()]
where h=1(r) = 1/h(r), we have
a(r)? < b(r) (r > Ry). (2.11)

In order to transform the equation (2.1) into a differential equation on (R, c0)
with operator-valued coefficients, we give the following

Definition 2.2. (i) For r > Ry define a selfadjoint operator B(r)in X by

{D(B(T‘)) = D(An),

Bir) = —r2Ay, (2.12)

where D(T) is the domain of T', and Ay is the (selfadjoint realization of) Laplace-
Beltrami operator on SN~1.

(ii) For r» > Ry define a bounded operators Cy(r), Co,(r; h), Co.(r) and Ci(r) on

X by
Co(r) = Qo(r)x,
Cor (15 h) = Qor(r+5 h) X,
Cor(r) = Qor(r-) %,
Ci(r) =Q1(r) x .

(2.13)

Proposition 2.3. Let u be a solution of the equation (2.1) and let v be as in
Assumption 2.1, (ii). Let J = (Rg,00). Then,

(i) veCl(J X).
(ii) wv(r) € D((— An)Y?) for r € J.



(iii) We have

/S {|v'(")|? + |BY2(r)v(r)|?} dr < oo (Ro <1 <s<o0), (2.14)

where v'(r) = dv(r)/dr and BY/?(r) = B(r)/2.
(iv) o(r) €

s < 0.

D(AyN) for almost all v € J, and Bv € La((r,s),X) for Ry <r <

(v) V'(r) € Cac(lr, s], X) for Ry <1 < s < oo, where Cyo([r, s], X) is all X -valued

absolutely continuous functions on |r,s|. There exists the weak derivative v"(r) of
v'(r) for r e J.

(vi) '(r) € D((—An)Y?) for almost all v € J, and BY?*v' € Ly((r,s),X) for
Ro<r<s<oo.

(vii) BY2v € Cue([r, 5], X) for Ry <r < s < 0o, and we have
d

B r)(r), BY(r)o(r) = —= (B2 (r)elr), BV (r)o(r)

+ 2Re(BY2(r)v'(r), BY?(r)u(r))

(2.15)
for almost all r € J.

(viii) We have

—0"(r) + B(r)v(r) + Co(r)v(r) + C1(r)v(r) = 0

(2.16)
in X for almost all r € J.

Proof. See [13], Proposition 1.3. [

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that Qo (x) satisfies Assumption 2.1, (ii-b) and (ii-c).
Let ne CY(J,X). Let

o) = L (Corm(r). () (217)

be the derivative of f(r) = (Co(r)n(r),n(r)) in the sense of distributions on (Rg, o).
Then we have

9(r) < (Cor(r)n(r),n(r)) + 2Re (Co(r)n(r),n'(r)), (2.18)

where the inequality (2.18) should be taken in the sense of distributions on (Rg,00)
again.
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Proof. (I) Let ¢ be a nonnegative C§°((Ryp,o0)) function. Then, by definition

<gp>=—<f¢>
i [ 2R = 0)
_—l}i% . f(r) ’ dr
=time [ (0 = f)e(r) dr. (2.19)

where <, > denotes the dual pair bracketing.
(IT) Here we have

f(r4h) = f(r) = (Co(r + h)n(r + h),n(r + h)) = (Co(r)n(r), n(r))
= ({Co(r + h) = Co(r)}n(r + h),n(r + h))
+ (Co(r)n(r + h), n(r + h) —n(r))
+ (n(r+h) = n(r), Co(r)n(r)), (2.20)

and hence, using (2.7) in (ii-b) of Assumption 2.1, we obtain

L4 ) = F)) < (Conlr: Wt + B, (e + 1)
+ (Colrn(r + h), 7 (a(r -+ B) = n(r))

+ (7 + h) = n(r), Co(r)n(r)).

1
h (2.21)

(ITI) It is easy to see from (2.8) in (ii-c) of Assumption 2.1 and (i) of Proposition
2.3 that the right-hand side of (2.21) converges to

g0(r) = (Cor(r)n(r), n(r)) + 2Re (Co(r)n(r), n(r)) (2.22)

boundedly on any compact interval in (Rg,00) as h | 0. Therefore, noting that
@ >0, we have

<g, p>< / go(r)e(r)dr = < go, ¢ >, (2.23)
Ro

which completes the proof. [J



§3. The evaluation of the functional M (v,r)
Let v = v(r-) be asin (2.5). Then we are going to define the functional M (v, r) by
Definition 3.1. Let v be as in (ii-b) of Assumption 2.1. Then set
M*(v,7) = [0/(r)]> = (Co(r)v(r), v(r)) — |BY2(r)v(r)|? (3.1)
for r > Ry.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Assumption 2.1 is satisfied. Let M (v,r) be as
wn Definition 3.1.

(i) Then M (v,r) is a real-valued, locally bounded function on J = (Ry,0).
Further M™(v,r) is right continuous with its left limit for r € J.

(ii) We have

&M (0,r) > — hr) M (0,1) (r > Ro), (3.2)

where the inequality (3.2) should be taken in the sense of distributions on (Rg,c0).

Proof. (i) follows from Assumption 2.1, (ii) and Proposition 2.3. From Propositions
2.3 and 2.4 we see that

%M—'—(U,T) > 2Re(v”(r),v'(r))
— (Corrolr), v(r)) — ZRe(ColrYo(r), (1))
+ 2(B)) o) - (B, () (33

in the sense of distributions on (R, c0). Using (2.16), we have from (3.3)

iMJF(U, r) > — (Cor(r)v(r),v(r)) + 2Re(CL(r)v(r),v'(1))

dr
+ = (B(r)v(r), v(r))
= — h(r)M*(v,r)
+ () [|0'(r) 2= (Co(r)o(r), v(r)) = (B(r)u(r), v(r))]
— (Cor(r)o(r),0(r)) + 2Re(Cy (r)v(r), v/ (r))



Thus, using a(r) and b(r) defined by (2.10), and taking note of (2.9) in Assumption
2.1, we have

+ h(r) [V (n) P = 2a(r)[o (r)[Jo(r)] + b(r)|o(r)[?].
(3.5)

It follows from (2.11) in Assumption 2.1, that is, a(r)? < b(r), that (3.5) implies
(3.2), which completes the proof. [

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that Assumption 2.1 is satisfied. For Ry > Ry we

have
T

M™*(v,7) zexp(—/ h(t)dt)M* (v, Ry) (r > Ry). (3.6)

Ry

Proof. 1t follows from Proposition 3.2 that

exp (/T h(t) dt)%MJr(v,r)

Ry
+ h(r) exp (/RT h(t)dt)M™*(v,7) >0 (r > Ry), (3.7)
and hence
% [exp (/Rl h(t) dt)M‘F(v,r)} >0 (r > Ry) (3.8)

in the sense of distributions on (R;,00). The inequality (3.6) follows from (3.8) and
Lemma A of Appendix. [

§4. The evaluation of the functional N(v,m,7)

Using M (v,r), we are going to define another functional which will be used to
evaluate M (v,r) in §5.
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Definition 4.1. (i) Set
N(v,m,r) = M"T(w,r) + (m(m+1) — F(r))r 2|w|? (w=r"v), (4.1)

where m is a positive number and F(r) is a positive C! function on (R, 00).
(ii) For r > Ry define a bounded operators Cr(r) on X by

Cr(r) = Re(Q(r-))x = (Qo(r-) + Re(Q1(r)) x . (4.2)
Set
M(v,r) = ['(r)]* = (Cr(r)v(r), v(r)). (4.3)
(iii) For r > Ry we set
p(r) = ‘ i?:fr[_ (2Qo(z) + rQor(2))]. (4.4)

Assumption 4.2. The function F(r) introduced in Definition 4.1 satisfies the
following (i) ~ (iii):

(i) There exists a positive constant ¢ such that
F2(r) < cor*h?(r)b(r) (r > Ry), (4.5)

where b(r) is given in (2.10), F?(r) = F(r)?, and h?(r) = h(r)2.
(ii) We have F(r) — oo as r — oo.

(iii) There exists a positive constant c¢; such that

F.(r) = %F(T) <cpr! (r > Ry). (4.6)

Proposition 4.3. (i) Let b(r) be given by (2.10) and assume that h(r) satisfies
the inequality (2.9) and that Qo(x) is nonpositive. Then,

r2h?(r)b(r) < 2p(r) (r > Ryp). (4.7)

(ii) Assume that the inequality (2.11) holds. Then,

(r sup |Q1(2)])* < 2p(r) (r > Ry). (4.8)

lz|=r
(iii) Suppose that the inequality (4,5) holds. Then,

r 2% (r) < 2cop(r) (r > Ry). (4.9)
11



Proof. Since 0 < rh(r) < 2and — Qu(z) > 0, we have

— (Qo(x) + h™ 1 (r)Qor(2))]

h(r)[r ( )(— Qo(x)) +7( = Qor(z))]

2(— Qo(@)) +7(— Qor(2))]

[ - (2Qo ) + rQor(x))], (4.10)

r2h%(r)

—

IA

T
2
2

which implies (4.7). It follows from (2.11) and (4.7) that

(r sup |Q1(x)])”

. ) (07 () sup [Qu(2))’
< r2h?(r)b(r)
< 2p(r). (4.11)
From (4.5) and (4.7) we obtain
F2(r) < cor*h?(r)b(r) < cor®(2p(r)) = 7*(2cop(r)) (4.12)

for r > Ry, which implies (4.9). O

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 4.2 hold. Then there ezist
mo > 0 and rg > Ry such that

d

o (r*N(v,m,r)) >0 (m > mo) (4.13)

in the sense of distributions on (rg,o0).

Proof. (I) By definition w = r™v satisfies

(W' =™ + mr™ v = ™ 4 mrt,
w” = rmy” 4 2mr™m— lv/ + m( _ 1)7°m_2
= ™" + 2mr~ (W' — mr~'w) + m(m — 1)r 2w (4.14)

™" 4 2mr~ ' — m(m + 1)r 2w

=™ (Bv + Cov + C1v) + 2mr 1w’ — m(m + 1)r 2w
12




and hence we have

—w" + 2mr~w + (B + Co+ Cp — m(m + 1)r 3w = 0.

(IT) Set

g(r,m) = (m(m+1) — F(r))r 2.

Then, using (4.15) and Proposition 2.4, we have

—2i 2
r = (r N(v,m,r))

> 2r~ ! (Jw']? — (Cow, w) — (Bw, w) + (gw, w))

2
+ 2Re(w” — Cow — Bw + gw,w') + ;|B1/2w|2

- (COTU)7 w) + (gTw7 U))

=2r ! (|w']* = (Cow,w) — (Bw,w) + (gw, w))

+ 2Re(2mr ! w’ + Crw — m(m + 1)r—%w + gw, w')

2
+ —
T

|BY2w|? — (Copw, w) + (grw, w)

=2(1+ 2m)7°_1|w'|2 + (27°_1g + g,«)|w|2
-|—7°_1([— 2Cy — rCoyr]w, w)
+ 2Re(Crw — m(m + 1)r 2w + gw,w’),

where g, = dg/dr. Note that

2

9(7“, m) — m(m + 1)7~—2 — —F(r)r‘2,

{ 2r~tg(r,m) + gr(r,m) = — F,(r)r=2,

Then the above inequality (4.17) can be rewritten as

—2i 2
r = (r N(v,m,r))

> 2(1 4 2m)r |2 4+ 7 Hp(r) — r L E (1)) Jw]?

where p(r) is as in (4.4).

— 2Re((r2F(r) — Cy)w, w'),

13
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(III) It follows from Assumption 4.2, (iii) and Proposition 4.3, (ii), (iii) that

p(r) =17 Fp(r) > p(r) — err™ = r2(r?p(r) — 1),

_ _ /2 _ 1
PP (r) — Qu(a)] < (2cop(r) " + 7 (2p(r)) " (4.20)
= cor'p'2(r)  (e2 = V200 +V2).
Further, from (iii) of Proposition 4.3 and (ii) of Assumption 4.2 we see that
r2p(r) > (2¢0) "L F2(r) = o0 (r — 00), (4.21)
and hence there exists rqg > Ry such that
r2(r2p(r) — 1) = p(r)(1 — ngl(r)) > 27 1p(r) (4.22)
for r > rg. Thus, we obtain from (5.19)
r‘2i (TQN(U m T))
d'r' ) )
> 2(1 4 2m)r Huw'|? + 27 p(r) | w|?
— 2cor™ ' p 2 (r)|w||w|
=r ' [2(1 4 2m)w'|? + 27 p(r)|w]?
— 2c5p" 2 (r) [w||w]] (4.23)
for r > rg. Therefore, there exists a sufficiently large mgy > 0 such that
2d /o
r d—(r N(v,m,r)) >0 (4.24)
r

for r > rg and m > mg, which completes the proof. [
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§5. Uniqueness Theorem

We are going to prove our main theorem (Theorem 5.10) which shows, under
Assumptions 2.1 and 4.1, and some additional conditions (Assumptions 5.5 and 5.8),
that the solution u has compact support if u satisfies

lim {|5=[* = Re (g(z))[u|*} dS = 0. (5.1)

r—o0 J |z|=r or

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 4.2 hold. Suppose that the
support of u is unbounded. Let ry and mqg be as in Proposition 4.4. Then there exist
my > mg and 71 > o such that

N(v,mq,r) >0 (r>mr1). (5.2)

Proof. Since the support of u is assumed to be unbounded, there exists r; > rg such
that |v(r1)| > 0. Since

r 2™ N (v, m, 1)
=172 (r1)]? = (Co(r)w(ry), w(ry))
— |BY2(r)w(r) P + (m(m + 1) = F(r1))|w(r1)[*}
> —(Co(r1)v(r1),v(r1))

= [BY2(r1)o(r)* + (m(m + 1) = F(r1))|o(r)?, (5.3)
we can choose a sufficiently large mq > mg so that
r 2™ N(v,my, ) >0, or r2N(v,my,r) > 0. (5.4)

Note that, by (ii)-2 of Assumption 2.1, N(r,m,v) is right-continuous. Then the
inequality (5.4) is combined with (4.13) and Lemma A in Appendix to see that
72N (r,m1,v) > 0 on [r;,o0), which completes the proof. [

Definition 5.2. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 4.2 hold. Suppose that
the support of w is unbounded. Let F(r) and mj be given in Definition 4.1 and
Proposition 5.1, respectively. Then we introduce the following two alternative cases:

Case I: There exists an infinite sequence {r,} such that Ry < ry, r, — oo as
¢ — 00, and

2Re(v'(ry), v(ry)) < (2mary) ™ F (1)) o(ry)]? (5.5)
forall /=1,2,---.
Case II: There exists ro > r1 such that
2Re(v' (), v(r)) > (2myr) " F(r)|v(r) |2 (r>ry), (5.6)

where 7 is as in Proposition 5.1.
15



Proposition 5.3. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 4.2 hold. Suppose that the
support of u is unbounded. Suppose that Case I in Definition 5.2 holds. Then there
exists an infinite sequence {1} } such that Ry <}, r) — oo as { — oo, and

M*(v,r)) >0 (£=1,2,--). (5.7)
Proof. Let {r,} be as in Case I of Definition 5.2. Let w = r"™ v, where my is as
in Proposition 5.1. Then we have forr = r;
2w |12 = o+ myr T o
= [v'|> + 2myr ' Re(v, v) + m3r2|v|?
< )P 4+ mar T (2mar) TLE () o] ? 4 m3r 2 v
= ')+ (27 F(r) + mi)r 3] (5.8)
Let r; be as in Proposition 5.1. For r = r}, such that r;, > rq, it follows that
0< N(v,my,7)=M"(w,r)+ (mi(my +1) = F(r))r 2|wl|?
< 1“2’”1{|v'|2 + (2_1F(T> + m%)r‘2|v|2}
— r*™{(Cov,v) + (Bv,v)}
+ 72" (my (my + 1) = F(r))r—2[o]?
= r?" M (v, 1) + (ma(2mq + 1) = 27 F(r)r—2[of*}. (5.9)
Since F(r) — oo as r — oo, there exists a positive integer ¢y such that
my(2my +1) =27 F(r})) < 0 (€ > ty). (5.10)
Therefore we have only to define ] by
Ty =Ty e (L=1,2,--+), (5.11)
which completes the proof. [J

Proposition 5.4. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 4.2 hold. Suppose that the
support of u is unbounded. Suppose that Case II in Definition 5.2 holds. Suppose, in
addition, that

ReQ(z) <0 (r € ER,). (5.12)

Then there exist r3 > Ry and a positive constant co such that
M(v,7) > ¢ (r>rs), (5.13)

where M (v,r) is given by (4.3).
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Proof. Since F(r) — oo as r — oo, there exists r4 > Ry such that

£(r)
2m1

> 2 (r>ry). (5.14)

Then it follows from (5.6) that

Dhor)P =2 )P (2 ). (5.15)

Let 73 be such that r3 > r4 and |v(rg)| > 0. Then, since

%(r‘2|v(r)|2) = r_z(%\v(r)\Q —2r Ho(r)]?) >0 (r>ry), (5.16)

we have
r2o(r))? > r32|v(rs)|> > 0 (r>rs). (5.17)

Also, using (5.6) and (5.14) again, we see that
2r o (r)]? < (2mar) 7 F(r)u(r)]* < 2Ju(r)[[o’(r)], (5.18)

r ()] < 0'(r)] (5.19)

for » > r4. Thus, it follows from (5.17) and (5.19) that
[0 (n)* = r2[o(r)|* = ry?fu(rs)]* > 0 (5.20)
for r > r3, which is combined with (5.12) to obtain (5.13). O

Assumption 5.5. (i) Let h(r) be as above. Then h € Li((Rg,0)).
(ii) There exists a constant 5 € (0, 1) such that

0> BQo(x) > Re (Q(z)) (x € ER,). (5.21)

Theorem 5.6. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1, 4.2 and 5.5 hold. Suppose that the
support of u is unbounded. Then there exist a positive constant c3 and Ro > Ry such
that

M(v,r) > c3 (r > Rs). (5.22)
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Proof. Note that all the assumptions that are necessary for the conclusions of
Propositions 3.2, 3.3, 4.3, 4.4, 5.1 5.3 and 5.4 are satisfied. Suppose that Case I of
Definition 5.2 is satisfied. Then, by Proposition 5.3 there exists R, > Ry such that
M (v, R,) > 0. Therefore, setting Ry = R} in Proposition 3.3, we have for r > R},
M7 (v,r) > exp (- / h(t)dt)M™ (v, Ry)

/
3

> exp (— /io h(t)dt )M ™ (v, R}). (5.23)

Since we have from (5.21)
M(v,r) = [v'(r)]* = (Cr(r)v(r),v(r))
> [0/ (r)? = B(Co(r)v(r), v(r))
> Blo' (1) = B(Co(r)v(r), v(r)) = BIBY2(r)o(r)|?
= 6M+(’U,’I“>, (524)

it follows from (5.23) that

M(v,7) > c§ (r > R)) (5.25)
with -
dy = Bexp(— /R/ h(t)dt )M ™ (v, RY). (5.26)

Suppose that Case II of Definition 5.2 is satisfied. Then from Proposition 5.4 we have
M(v,r) > co (r >r;3), (5.27)
where ¢y and r3 are as in Proposition 5.4. Now set

c3 = min{d;, ca}, (5.28)
Ry = max {Rj, r3}. '

Then (5.22) follows, which completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.7. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1, 4.2 and 5.8 hold. Suppose that

lim M(v,r)=0. (5.29)

r—00

Then u has compact support.
18



In order to show our main theorem (Theorem 5.10) we need one more assumption.

Assumption 5.8. We have
lim (r? inf Re(—q(z))) = . (5.30)

r—00 |m‘:r
Before we state and prove Theorem 5.10, we are going to unify Assumptions 2.1,
4.2, 5.5 and 5.8 in more organized form:

Assumption 5.9. (1) Let N be an integer such that N > 2. Let u € H*(ERg,)10c,
Ry > 0, be a solution of the homogeneous Schrédinger equation (2.1), where Eg, is
given by (2.2) (with R = Ry). Here ¢(z) is a complex-valued, measurable, locally
bounded function on Ep, which satisfies (5.30).

(2) Set
Q(z) = q(z) + Sl 12:5 =3 (5.31)
(2-a) Then Q(z) is decomposed as
Q(z) = Qo(x) + Q1(), (5.32)

where Qo(x) is a non-positive, measurable, locally bounded function on Eg,
and @Q1(x) is a complex-valued, measurable, locally bounded function on
Er, such that

0> fQo(x) > Re(Q(x))  (z € ERr,) (5.33)

with a constant 3 € (0,1).

(2-b) For any ¢ € X = La(SNV1), (Qo(r-)9, ¢) has the right limit for all r > Rq as
a function of r = |z|, where ( , ) is the inner product of X.

-c ere exist ho > 0 and, for 0 < h < hg, a real-valued, measurable function
2-c) Th ist h 0 and, for 0 < h < h l-valued ble f 1
Qor(x; h) on EpR, such that (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8) hold.

(2-d) There exists h(r) € L1((Ro, 00)) such that

~—

0<h(r) <

<IN

(r > Ry), (5.34)

and, setting

b(r) = inf [~ (Qo(@) + K~ ()Qor ()] (5.35)
(W™ (r) = 1/h(r)),
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we have
a(r)? < b(r) (r > Ryp). (5.36)

(3) The function F(r) introduced in Definition 4.1 satisfies Assumption 4.2.

Theorem 5.10. Suppose that Assumptions 5.9 hold. Suppose that the solution
u satisfies (5.1). Then u has compact support.

Proof. Note that

0 < [0 (r)]* = (Cr(r)v(r), v(r))
= \(T(N_l)/zu(r~)),|2 — VL Re (Q(r))u(r), u(r-))

=V u(r) + 271 (N = ) tu(r) 2

— N (Re (Q(r-))u(r-), u(r

3

)
< 2PN M) + 271 (N = 1) P u(r) P
— TN_I({Re (q(r+)) + (V- 2:2 }u(r ), u(r
< 2rN YO () |2 + N1 4_ ! N3 u(r)|?
— V7 H(Re (q(r))u(r-), u(r)), (5.37)
where 0, = 0/0r and we have used
Q) = (o) + KNS,
(N-1?* (N-1)(N-3) N?-1 (5-38)
2 4 T4
Therefore we have
0 < [0/ (r)]? = (Cr(r)v(r), v(r))
< 2rV " [0, u(r)]? = (Re (q(r-))u(r-), u(r-)) }
V([ = 1 2Re (g(r)) — 47 (N2 = D]u(r), u(r)).
(5.39)

It follows from (1) of Assumption 5.9 ((5.30)) that there exists R3 > Ry such that

—7?Re (q(z)) —471(N? —1) >0 (lx| =7, r > R3), (5.40)
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and hence, for |z| > R,
0 < ' (r)]* = (Cr(r)v(r),v(r))

ou 2
< 2/|m|:r{‘a‘ —Re(q(a:’))|u|2}d5, (5.41)

which, together with (5.1), implies (5.29). Thus Corollary 5.7 can be applied to see
that u has compact support, which completes the proof. [
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§6. Examples
In this section we are going to give some applications of Theorem 5.10.
Example 6.1. Let R > 0and let u € H?(Eg)ioc be a solution of the equation
(— A+ Vi(z) + Vs(z) — AMz))u=10 (x € Eg) (6.1)

Here A(x) is a real-valued, measurable, locally bounded function on FEp satisfying
the following (i) and (ii):
(i) There exists mgo > 0 such that

Az) > mg (x € Bg). (6.2)

(ii) For any ¢ € X the function

fo(r) = (A(r-), ¢) (6.3)

is a right continuous, nondecreasing function on (R, c0).

The functions Vy(x) and Vi(x) are real-valued and complex-valued functions, respec-
tively, satisfying the following (iii) and (iv):
(iii) The long-range potential Vy(x) is assumed to be C' function on Ex such

that
lim sup |Vi(z)| =0,

T—00 |1‘|:T‘ (6 4)
oVy :
sup lz)t e ==} < o0
r>§,|x_r{ ‘3|x| 1}

with € € (0, 2).
(iv) The short-range potential Vi(x) is assumed to be measurable such that

sup  {r'T|Vi(2)|} < o0, (6.5)
r>R, |z|=r
where € is as above.
Suppose, in addition, that
, ou 2 2
lim {|==|" + A@)[ul*} dS = 0. (6.6)
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Then wu is identically zero in Eg. In fact, set

((Qo(z) = = Alz) + Vi(x),
Qor(rw; h) = B! /:+h %(sw) ds  (we SN h>0),
Quela) = 2. o0
Qi) = Vi) + TV
Then, since
Re (—q(z)) = A(z) — Vi(z) — Re (Vi(x)) > mo — Vi(x) — Re (Vi(x)) (6.8)

(1) of Assumption 5.9 is satisfied for sufficiently large r. For ¢ € X, we have

%([QO((T + 1)) = Qo(r)] 6, )
- _%( [A((r + h)) = A()] o, 0) + %([Ve((r +h)) = Vi(r)] . 6)
< (QOT(T'; h)¢7 ¢)
— (QOT(T')(ZS? (ZS) <69)

as h — 0 with h > 0. Thus (2-c) of Assumption 5.9 is satisfied. Set

h(ry=r"1"2  (r>R). (6.10)

Then h(r) € L1((R, o)) and the inequality (5.34) is satisfied for sufficiently large r.
Also we have a(r) — 0 as r — oo and b(r) > myg/2 for sufficiently large r, and hence

(2-d) of Assumption 5.9 is now satisfied. Noting that
BQo(z) — Re (Q(x)) = (1 = H)A(z) + (B — 1)Ve(z) — Re (Vi(x)), (6.11)

and that A(x) > mg ((6.2)), we see that (2-a) of Assumption 5.9 holds for sufficiently
large r with any S € (0,1). The condition (2-b) of Assumption 5.9 is verified by (ii)
of Example 6.1 and the smoothness of Vy(z). Define F(r) by F(r) = logr. Obviously
(ii) and (iii) of Assumption 4.2 are satisfied by definition. Since

r*h2(r)b(r) = r*~(A(z) + o(1)) (6.12)
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as r — 00, (4.5) in Assumption 4.2 holds for sufficiently large r. Therefore, by setting
Ry sufficiently large, all the conditions of Assumption 5.9 are satisfied, which implies
that the solution u has compact support in Eg. Therefore it follows from the unique
continuation theorem that w is identically zero in K.

We remark here that, if \(z) is assumed to be bounded from above, too, then the
condition (6.6) is equivalent to

lim + |u*} dS = 0. (6.13)

r—o00 J |z|=r

ou 2
(12

Another remark is that, if V(x) is real-valued, then the condition (6.6) is implied by
the generalized radiation condition

ré—l(% —iv/A(z)u) € Lo(ER) (6.14)

with § > 1/2 and R > R.

Example 6.2. Let R > 0and let u € H?(Eg)ic be a solution of the equation
1
(- ——A-Nu=0 (z€ B (6.15)

Here A > 0 and the real-valued function p(z) on Eg is decomposed as

p(x) = po(x) + pe(x) + ps(z)  (z € Eg), (6.16)

where po(x), pe(x) and ps(x) satisfy the following (i)~ (iv):

(i) po(z) is real-valued and measurable and there exists mg > 0 such that
to(z) > mo (x € Eg). (6.17)
(ii) For any ¢ € X the function

9o (1) = (po(r-)d, @) (6.18)

is a right continuous, nondecreasing function on (R, c0).
(iii) The real-valued function p, satisfies Example 6.1, (iii) with Vp(z) replaced
by i
(iv) The complex-valued function ps(x) satisfies Example 6.1, (iv) with Vi(x) re-
placed by .
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Set

Vi(x) = Mue(), (6.19)

Then wu satisfy the equation (6.1) in Example 6.1, where A(z), Vi(z) and Vi(x)
satisfy (i)~(iv) in Example 6.1. Thus the condition

lim {}g—u‘2+)\uo(1‘)|u|2}dS:O (6.20)

r—oo J|z|=r r

implies that wu is identically zero.

§7 Reduced Wave operator in layered media

In [8] we considered the reduced wave operator

__L in = N xr)ax
H=—s H = LyRY, u(x)da), (7.1)

where p(x) is a real-valued function such that

0 < inf p(z) < sup p(z) < occ. (7.2)

By defining the domain D(H) of H by D(H) = H?*(RY), where H?(RY) is the
second order Sobolev space on R, H becomes a self-adjoint operator on #. In this
section we shall show that the nonexistence of the eigenvalues of H can be proved
in some cases discussed in [8] by using the result of §6 (Example 6.2). Suppose that
w(z) has the decomposition (6.16) with a positive function pg, a long-range perturba-
tion py and a short-range perturbation ps. The functions pg, e and ps are assumed
to satisfy (i) ~ (iv) of Example 6.2. In [8], for the sake of simplicity, we assumed that
only one of a long-range perturbation or short-range perturbation appeared with the
main term po(x), but we can easily modify the arguments in [8] so that we can treat
w(z) of the form (6.16). Let K_ be a nonpositive integer or K_ = —oo and let
K be a nonnegative integer or K, = co. Let K be a set of integers given by

K={k/K_<k<K,} (7.3)
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Let {Q}rex be a sequence of open sets of R such that

QN =10 (k#f),

keK

where A is the closure of A. Further we assume that the boundary 09y of € has
the form
0 =57 usth, (7.5)

where S,g_) N S,(;L) = (), and each of S,g_) and Sl(f) is a continuous surface which is a
finite union of smooth surfaces. We also assume that

S =S (k € K),
S =8 =0  (if Ky #00), (7.6)
S =0 (it K_ # —o00).

Now the function pg(z) is assumed to be a simple function which takes a constant
value v, on each § such that {v4}rek ia a bounded, positive sequence. We assume
that the origin 0 of the coordinates is in €, and po(x) satisfies the condition

Wi — )P (@) 2) >0 (we s =87, ke k), (7.7)

where n(®)(zx) is the unit outward normal of Q at z € Q) and n*)(z) -z is the
inner product of n(*)(x) and z in RY. Then the following theorem has been obtained
in [8] ([8], Theorem 4.6):

Theorem 7.1. Let H be as above. Suppose, in addition, that u takes the form
of either p = po + ps or = po + pro. Let o,(H) be the set of the point spectrum
of H. Then the multiplicity of each \ € o,(H) is finite, o,(H) does not have any
accumulation points except at 0 and oc.

It is not difficult to extend this result to the general case that u = po + ps + 1.
Using the Example 6.2, we can show a sufficient condition for the nonexistence of the
point spectrum of the operator H.

Theorem 7.2. Let H be as above. Suppose that, for almost all w € SN—1,
po(rw) is a nondecreasing function of r € [0,00). Then o,(H) = 0.
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Proof. The condition (ii) of Example 6.2 is now satisfied since pg(rw) is nonde-
creasing. [J

Here we are going to give some examples.
Example 7.3. Let {U}72, be a sequence of open sets of RY such that
U_k - Uk—i—l (k Z 0)7

Ej U, =RV,
k=0

(7.8)

where the boundary OUjg of Uy is a continuous surface which is a finite union of
smooth surfaces. Suppose that

a®(z)- >0 (k=0,1,2,---), (7.9)

where 72(F)(z) is the unit outward normal of Uy at = € OUj. Set

QO = UO:
Qp = Up\Up—1 (k>1),
1
s — v, (k> 0), (7.10)
S =ouy (k> 1).
This is the case that K_ =0and K, = oo. Let puo(z) be given by
to(x) = vg (x € Q), (7.11)

where {v;}72, ia a bounded, positive, increasing sequence. Then we see that not
only the condition (7.7) is satisfied but also pg(rw) is a nondecreasing function of
r € [0,00) for almost all w € SN~!. Thus Theorem 7.2 can be applied to see that
there is no point spectrum of H. Therefore the limitig absorption principle holds on
the whole positive interval (0,00) (see §5 of [8]).

Example 7.4. Let {c;/k = £1,£2,---} be an increasing sequence of real numbers

such that
c_1 <0<ey,
lim ¢ = +o0. (7.12)
k—+oco
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Let zn be the N-th coordinate of = = (z1,x2, -+ ,xN), and set

{reRNjc_i <an <} (k=0),
Q=L {z e R /ej_1 < zny < e} (k=-1,-2,--), (7.13)
{r e RN /e, < oy < cpyr} (k=1,2,---).
We also set
(£) _ N _
Sy ={reR" Jzny = cu1}, (7.14)
S(+) o {IIJ S RN/‘,Z:N = Ck} (k = _17_27' ’ ')7 (7 15)
g {z e RN /zy = cri1} (k=1,2,---), '
and
zeRYN/xny = k=—1,-2--.),
S}g_): { N/ N k—1} ( ) (7.16)
{r e R" Jxn = ¢} (k=1,2,--+),
Note that, for x € S,Eﬁ,
>0 (k>0)
B) () . '
n'™ (x) :z:{ <0 (k < 0). (7.17)

Define a simple function po(z) by (7.11), where the sequence {vy}72 _ is assumed to
be bounded and positive such that {vy};1___ is decreasing and {v}}$2, is increasing.
Then, as in Example 7.3, Theorem 7.2 can be applied to show that ¢,(H) = (. The
planes {z € R" /xy = c;} can be perturbed as far as the condition (7.17) is satisfied.

Appendix

Here we are going to prove a lemma on distributions on a half interval (a, cc) which
was used when we evaluate the functionals M ™ (v,r) and N(v,m,r).

Lemma A. Let f(r) be a real-valued function on I = (a,00) such that f is locally
Ly and right continuous on I. Suppose that f' > 0, where [’ is the distributional
derivative of f and the inequality should be taken in the sense of distributions. Then
f is nondecreasing on I.
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Proof. Here we are giving a rather elementary proof.
(I) Let » € I and h > 0. Then, for ¢ € C3°(I), we have

[+ = st ar

/f é(r —h)|dr
—— [ o) / _h¢’<s> ds dr, (A1)

where ¢ is supposed to be extended on the whole line (—o0,c0) by setting ¢(r) =

0 for r < q. Since .
/ & (5) ds = / & (t+r—h)dt, (A.2)
r—h 0

/[f(r+h> dr—/ /f ¢'(t+r—h)dr]dt.  (A.3)

1

it follows that

(IT) Let ¢ € C§°(I) and ¢ > 0. Then, since

/f "t+r—h)dr=<f, ¢(-+t—h)>>0 (A.4)

for h > 0and 0 <t < h, where < F, G > denotes the value of the distribution F' for
the test function G, it follows from (A.3) that

[+ = 0o dr= 0 (A5)

1

for any ¢ € C3°(I) with ¢ > 0.
(ITT) Suppose that there exist ro € I, hg > 0 and 79 > 0 such that

f(ro+ ho) — f(ro) = —no. (A.6)

Since f is right continuous, there exists r; > rg such that

|f(ro) = f(r)] <mo/3,
|f(ro +ho) — f(r + ho)| <mo/3
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for ro <r <ry. Then, for 7o <r < rq, we have

f(r—+ho) — f(r)

f(ro+ho) — f(ro) +{f(r+ho) — f(ro+ho)} + {f(ro) — f(r)}
f(ro+ho) — f(ro) + | f(r +ho) — f(ro + ho)| + [f(ro) — f(r)]
—1o/3. (A.8)

A A

Let ¢ € C§°(I) such that
supp ¢ C [ro, 1],
¢ =0,

. (A.9)
/ o(r)dr = 1.
Then, it follows that
/I[f(r + h) — f(r)]e(r) dr = /Tl [f(r+h) = f(r)]e(r) dr
m [
S-73 /TO ¢(r) dr
_ % <0, (A.10)

which contradicts (A.5). This completes the proof. [
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