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Abstract

For the solution ¢(t) to the one-dimensional continuous Schrédinger equation
i0q(x,t) = —03q(x,t) + V(wa)q(z,t), = €R,

with w € RY satisfying a Diophantine condition, and V a real-analytic function on
1
T<, we consider the growth rate of the diffusion norm ||q(t)||p == ([ *|q(, t)|*dz)?

for any non-zero initial condition ¢(0) € H'(R) with ||¢(0)||p < co. We prove that
llg(t)||p grows linearly with ¢ if V' is sufficiently small.
1 Introduction and main result
We consider the quasi-periodic Schrodinger equation in one space dimension:

10yq(2,t) = —9%q(x,t) + V(wz)g(z,t), =z €R, (1.1)

with ¢(z,t) € C and (z,t) € R x R, where V : T¢ — R is analytic in a complex neighbour-
hood of T¢ {z € C%: |Jz| < r < 1}, and w € R satisfies the Diophantine condition, i.e.,
there exist v > 0, 7 > d — 1, such that

inf

jez

(k:,;)) —jw‘ > #, Vkezi\ {0}

We would like to observe the growth rate with ¢ of the diffusion norm

la@®llp = </R$2|CI(x,t)|2dx)%

provided that ¢(0) € H'(R) \ {0} with ||¢(0)||p < oo.

The diffusion norm || - ||p is a weighted L?—norm. It is well known that the L?—norm

(Jx ]q(x,t)]zdx)% is conserved for Eq.(1.1) since e7*# is unitary. The initial condition
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lg(0)||p < oo indicates the concentration on some range at the initial moment, and the
diffusion norm ||¢(¢)||p measures the propagation into the range where |z| > 1.

With the well-localized initial condition ||¢(0)||p < oo, we have that ||¢(t)||p < oo for
any finite ¢. More precisely, for the bounded potential V' as in (1.1), we have the general
ballistic upper bound, i.e., there exists a numerical constant ¢ > 0, such that

la@®llp < llg)lp + c(llgO) 11 gy + [l2(0)][ D). (1.2)

(See Theorem 2.1 of [19]). This is also related to the Lieb-Robinson bound[16].
Since we are considering the linear equation (1.1), the behaviour of its solution is
determined by the spectral property of the linear Schrédinger operator

H: CPR) — L*R)
q(x) = —q"(x) + V(wzr)g(z).

It has been shown in [8] that the spectrum of H is purely absolutely continuous if V' is
sufficiently small. Inspired by RAGE Theorem[3], it is natural to get the propagation
which is related to the growth of ||¢(¢)||p in this case.

More rigorously, one could expect “ballistic motion” for Eq.(1.1) if the spectrum of
the corresponding linear operator has the absolutely continuous component. Normally,
it is interpreted as the linear growth with time of the diffusion norm. A time-averaged
statement by Guarneri-Combes-Last theorem[15] shows that, in the presence of absolutely
continuous spectrum, we have

1 T
o N
timint - [ la(®)llodt = CT

for some positive constant C'. A recent work by Karpeshina-Lee-Shterenberg-Stolz[14]
shows the existence of ballistic transport for the Schrodinger equation with limit-periodic
or quasi-periodic potential in two space dimension, under certain regularity assumptions on
the potential which have been used in prior work to establish the existence of an absolutely
continuous component and other spectral properties. Related to the lower bound of the
Cesaro means of the diffusion norm for the solution to the continuous Schrédinger equation,
we can also refer to [1, 5].

In this paper, we try to go beyond the time-averaged version of ballistic transport in
Guarneri-Combes-Last theorem. For the solution to Eq.(1.1), we are going to show the
linear growth of the diffusion norm.

Theorem 1 Consider the solution q(t) of Eq.(1.1) with the non-zero initial condition
q(0) € HY(R) and ||q(0)||p < oo. There exists an e, = (7, 7,7) such that if |V |, = &g <
Ex, then there is a constant 0 < C' < oo, depending on €y and q(0), such that

fming 4@l o € la®lp o C

t—o0 t 1+ t—00 13 B 1—&78

for some numerical constant 0 < ( < 1.



There are also some recent works on the ballistic motion for the discrete Schrédinger
operator on ¢2(Z) with purely absolutely continuous spectrum. This is described by the

1
linear growth of the diffusion norm (3°,,c; n?|¢n(t)?)2. See [4, 9, 13, 21, 22] for details.

Idea of proof. For the case where there is no potential, we can see the linear growth
of diffusion norm simply by the Fourier transform(see Appendix A). In the presence of
potential, our principal strategy is to relate the growth to the spectral transformation,
instead of the Fourier transform. Roughly speaking, for g(E,t) = [;q(z,t)¥(E,x)dz,
with ¢(F,x), E € o(H), a generalized eigenvector of H, we have i0,g(E,t) = Eg(E,t),
then

/Rq(x,t)w(E,a:)da: =g(E,t) = e_iEtg(E,O).

So if ¥/(F,x) has nice differentiability and the derivative is well estimated, we can get

/R o(2, )0s0(E, 2)dz = dpg(E,t) ~ t.

If, with some suitable measure dp supported on o(H), we have

H/RQ(a:,t)@Ew(E,x)dx e~ (/R x2!q(m,t)]2dx)%, (13)

the linear growth of ||¢(¢)||p is shown.

The above process can be realized by the “modified spectral transformation”, by gener-
alizing the method in [22]. The generalized eigenvectors, with the Bloch-wave structures,
are constructed by the previous works of Eliasson[8] for the reducibility of Schrédinger
cocycle. By adding some smoothing factors to the generalized eigenvectors(in a small part
of the spectrum), the differentiability is improved.

The main difference from [22] is that the spectrum of linear operator is unbounded,
so is the rotation number of the corresponding quasi-periodic cocycle. To overcome this
disadvantage, we construct a measure supported on the spectrum, with a factor decaying
with respect to the spectral parameter F.

In this way, the L?—norm of the derivative(w.r.t. F) of the modified spectral trans-
formation is close to the diffusion norm and (1.3) is obtained.

The remaining part of paper is organized as follows. Based on some basic notions on
the Schrodinger operator and Schrodinger cocycle in Section 2, we introduce the previous
works on the reducibility of Schrédinger cocycle and some further properties in Section
3. This is devoted to compute some special integrals on an unbounded interval in Section
4. Then we shall define the modified spectral transformation in Section 5, and finish the
proof of Theorem 1 in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Schrodinger operator and Schrodinger cocycle

In this subsection, we recall some basic notions and results for the quasi-periodic



Schrédinger operator H : L?(R) — L2(R),
(Ho)(x) = —q"(z) + V(wr)q(z), z€R,

with V and w given as in (1.1). Since here the potential is bounded, H is essentially
self-adjoint on C2°(R), i.e., the subspace of smooth functions with compact support, and
we can interpret H as the unique extension to L?(R). It is known that its spectrum
o(H) C [0,00) is unbounded.

We also introduce the corresponding Schrédinger cocycle (w, Ag + Fp):

( j, ) = (Ao(E) + Fy(wz)) ( j, ) ,

0 1 0 0
F =
-E 0 and Fy(wz) V(wz) 0
equivalent to the eigenvalue problem Hq = Eq.

with Ag(E) = ) Note that (w,Ag + Fp) is

2.1.1 Rotation number of Schrédinger cocycle

We follow the same presentation as in [11] to give the precise definition of the rotation
number for the time-continuous Schrdodinger cocycle (w, Ag + Fp).

Let ¢ : R — SL(2,R) be continuous with ¢5(0) = Id.. Given any X € R?\ {0}, let
(:DE(tv X) = arg(¢E(t)X)7 Le.,

¢E(te, X) —¢p(t1,X) =S (/F %Ck) ;

where I' is the curve ¢p(t)X, t; <t < t9, in the complex plane. We fix 0 < arg(X) < 27
so that o is a continuous single-valued function in R x (R?\ ([0,00) x {0})).

Suppose that ¢p(t,X) — ¢g(t,Y) = 2nm. This implies that ¢p(t)X = adr(t)Y for
some a > 0, i.e., pp(t)(X —aY) =0. Hence X = aY. It follows that

lop(t, X) —ep(t,Y)| <, VX, YecR*\ {0} (2.1)
We say that the cocycle (w, ¢g) has the rotation number p(E) if
. @E(tv X) _
Ji 20— i)

for some, and hence for all, X € R?\ {0}. (2.1) implies that the convergence is uniform
with respect to X. If (w, ¢) has the rotation number p, then

t. X)— X
lim op(t, X) — pp(to, X)

t—o00 t

= p(E),

which shows that the rotation number does not depend on the values of ¢ (t) over a finite
interval. These limits exist and define a continuous function of £ € R. For more details,
we can refer to [8, 12].

For the Schrodinger cocycle (w, Ag+ Fp), the gap-labelling theorem relates the rotation
number to the spectral property of the corresponding Schrédinger operator:

Theorem 2 [12] Given any open interval I contained in [inf o(H),00)\ o(H), there is a
unique | € 24\ {0} such that p = @ onZT.



2.1.2 Classical spectral transformation

Let u(E,z) and v(E, z) be solutions of the eigenvalue problem Hq = Eq such that

u(E,0) v(E,0) (10
( dpu(E,0) 0,v(E,0) ) B ( 0 1 ) ' (2.2)

Theorem 3 (Chapter 9 of [2]) There exists a non-decreasing Hermitian matriz p =
(Kjk)j,k=1,2 whose elements are of bounded vam’atz’on on every bounded z'ntemal on R, such
that for any q € L*(R), with (91(E),g2(E)) := ([p ¢(z)u(E,z)dz, [, ¢(x)v(E,z)dz), w
have Parseval’s equality

/!q \zd:c—/ Z 9;(E)gi(E)dpjk(E).

7,k=1

dp11 deia

dpa1  dipaz
vectors G = (g;)j=1,2, with g; functions of E € R satisfying

Given any matrix of measures on R dp = < ) , let £2(dy) be the space of

1G22 () = Z /gj gk dpjr < 0o. (2.3)
j,k=1

Jz ¢(@)u(E, z)dx

Jra(@)v(E, z)dx
between L%(R) and £?(du). We call it as the classical spectral transformation.

The matrix of measures (dp;i); k=12 is constructed via m—functions. It is Hermitian-
positive, and therefore each dy ;. is absolutely continuous with respect to the measure
dpy1 + dpsgo. This measure determines the spectral type of the operator. In particular, if
the spectrum of H is purely absolutely continuous, we have, for any ¢ € L?(R) \ {0}, the
classical spectral transformation is supported on a subset of o(H) with positive Lebesgue
measure.

In view of Theorem 3, the map ¢ — ( ) defines a unitary transformation

As mentioned in the previous section, to see the growth of the diffusion norm, we need
the differentiability with respect to E. But for the classical spectral transformation, there
are some singularities with respect to E. More precisely, u(x, E') and v(z, E) are not well
differentiated with respect to F somewhere in the spectrum o(H).

For example, if we consider the Laplacian (Hq)(x) = —q”(x), which may be the
simplest case, the linear growth of the diffusion norm of the solution to the equation
i0,q(x,t) = —0%q(w,t) can be verified by the Fourier transform(see Appendix A). On the
other hand, we have o(H) = [0,00) and for E € o(H) the rotation number is

£O(E) = p(w,Ao)(E) = \/E € [07 OO)
It is easy to verify that the two generalized eigenvectors

sin(vEx)

uw(E,z) = cos(VEz), v(E,x)= B



satisfy (2.2). We can see that the singularity comes when &, approaches 0.

1
—=dE 0
The matrix of spectral measures is dy = % ( VEO JEdE ) on (0, 00)(see Exam-

ple 1, Page 252 of [2]). Then for any q € L*(R), we have

qu z)u(E, z)ds
q(x)v E,x)dm

2 1

= [/Rz q()q(y) /OOO cos(\/Ea:) cos(\/Ey)da: dyd—\/%

- /R2 4(2)q(y) /OOO Sm(\>/—_x) Sm(f—_y)d dyVE dE

L2(dep)

= 5 [ a@it) [ cos(VE( — y)dedy
= = [ a@aw) [~ costa ~ y)pdsdylar
= /|q |dm (2.5)
since it is well known that
M
Jdm = [V dp [ 1) costa — y)pdy = 5@ —0) + fw+0)

for any a function of bounded variation in a neighbourhood of zx.

2.2 Regularity in the sense of Whitney

Given a closed subset S of R. We give a precise definition of C! in the sense of Whitney,
corresponding to a more general definition in [18].

Definition 2.1 Given two functions Fy, Fy : S — C(or M(2,C)) with some 0 < M < oo,
such that

[Fo(2)], [Fi(z)| < M, |Fo(z) = Fo(y) = Fi(y)(x —y)| < Mz —y|, Va,yeS.

We say that Fy is C! in the sense of Whitney on S, denoted by Fy € C,(S), with the
first order derivative Fy. The Cly,(S)—norm of Fy is defined as

Remark 2.1 By Whitney’s extension theorem[20], we can find an extension F:R— C(or
M(2,C) ), which is C1 on R in the natural sense, such that F|s = Fy and F'|s = F.

2.3 Notations

1) With w the Diophantine vector as above, we denote (k) := @ for any k € 7.

2) For any subset S C R, let f(S) denote its cardinality of set, S be the set of its
endpoints, S| be its Lebesgue measure, and p(S) be its image by p = p(,, Ag+F)-



e Given any function F on S x (2T)%, possibly matrix-valued, let

|Fls, (2rya :==sup sup |F(E,0)].
EeSoe(2m)?

If F is Cfy, on S, then we define |F|Cév(5)7(2md '= SUPge (ot |F(',9)|C‘1}V(S).

o If F' is left and right continuous on E, then F(E+) := lim. o+ F(E £¢€). On the
interval (E1, Ey) C R, if F is left and right continuous on E; and Es, then

E+
Flig, 5 = Flig, gy = F(E2—) — F(E1+), F’Ej— = F(E2+) — F(E1—).

3) For the quantities depending on the spectral parameter E' € R, we do not always present
this dependence explicitly and we simplify the notation “Og” into 0, which denotes the
derivative in the sense of Whitney on a certain subset of R.

3 Reducibility of quasi-periodic Schrodinger cocycle

Based on the general notions of Schrodinger operator and Schrédinger cocycle given in
the previous section, we present some further spectral properties, under the assumption
that the potential function V is sufficiently small.

3.1 KAM scheme for the reducibility

In this subsection, we review the KAM theory of Eliasson[8] for the reducibility of
the cocycle (w, Ag + Fp), which improves the previous results of Dinaburg-Sinai[7] and
Moser-Péschel[17].

With g9 = |V]|,, 0 = %, we define the sequences as in [8]:
€j+1:€]1-+0, Nj:4j+10|lnsj|, jZO

Corresponding to the cocycle (w, Ag+ Fp), the result is formulated by the matrix equation
X'(z) = (Ao(E) + Fo(wz)) X (2), (3.1)

recalling that Ag(E) := < _OE (1) ) and Fp(wz) := < V(S)w) 8 )

Proposition 1 There exists e, = ex(v,T,r) such that if |V|, = g9 < &4, then there is a
full-measure subset ¥ = U;>0%; of o(H) with {¥;}; mutually disjoint Borel sets, satisfying

p(£j51) | < [Ineol Ve, j >0, (32)
such that the following statements hold.

(1) The Schrédinger cocycle (w, Ag+ Fp) is reducible on ¥. More precisely, there exist
B: ¥ — sl(2,R) with eigenvalues =ip
Y : ¥ x (2T)% — GL(2,R) analytic on (2T)%
solution of (3.1).

such that X (x) =Y (wz)eP® is a



(2) For every j > 0, there is k;j : ¥ — 7%, such that

— |kilg; =0 4f 1> ],
— 0 < |kj| < Nj on X1 and 0 < |p — 3 solki)|s; , < 2e7.

(3) B and Y are Cly, on Xo, and, with & := p — Sisolki), s> 2, E1T2B and €5T2Y are
C%V on each ¥jy1, j > 0. Moreover,

1
|Y — Id‘|C‘1/V(Zo),(2T)d7 |B — A0|C‘1}V(Eo) < 58
. . (33)

€Y |ov (2,00, enyas 1€ Blen (5,0 <&, v=0,1

Remark 3.1 The original form Eliasson’s theorem is: the cocycle (w, Ao+ Fp) is reducible
if the rotation number p is Diophantine or rational with respect to 3.

w ”

o “Rational w.r.t. §” means p = (k) for some k € Z%. By the gap-labelling theorem,
this case corresponds to the energies in R\ o(H), where we have the reducibility to a
hyperbolic matriz. Hence, the corresponding eigenvectors constructed via the cocycle
are exponentially growing/decaying vectors.

e In contrast, “Diophantine w.r.t. &” means there exist v, T > 0 such that |p — (I)| >
% for any 1 € 2%\ {0}. This corresponds to the energies in a full-measure subset of
o(H). The corresponding eigenvectors are the “Bloch-waves”(see Subsectin 3.3).

Remark 3.2 Associated with the above Diophantine condition, if, in o(H), p is well
separated from {(I) };cza\ (0}, it is the idealest case for applying the KAM scheme.

e On X, there is no resonance for the rotation number p, so the standard KAM
iteration is always applicable. ¥g is exactly the positive-measure subset of parameters
for reducibility in the result of Dinaburg-Sinaif7].

e On X1, j > 0, there is some k € 74 with 0 < |k| < Njt1, which appears as
k= Z{:o ki, such that 0 < |p — (k)|s;,, < 2¢7. But the resonance stops ezactly at
the % — KAM step. We could also apply the standard KAM on these subsets from the
(5 + 1) —step, because we could renormalize p into & := p— (k) (the renormalization
is done by several steps), which is well separated from {(l)};cza\joy- Note that the
“renormalized rotation number” & is close to 0 on X1 and it vanishes on the spectral
gap where p = (k). So it can serve as a “smoothing factor” on 3;;.

Because of the difference between the procedures on Xo and ¥;i1, the transformation Z
and the reduced matriz B possess different properties. In particular, on X, 1, there are
singularities like ~ €1 (and ~ €73 after the derivation) for Z and B. Then, by multiplying
€%, s > 4 the regularity is well improved as in (3.3). Indeed, to get the C%V reqularity, €
is enough, and the 4" power makes the norms small. For better reqularity, higher power
of £ is needed.

Given M € R satisfying |[M| > 1, with J = J(M) := min {j EN: M| < ej_a}, an ap-
proximation for the reducibility of Schrédinger cocycle (w, Ag+ Fp) can be stated in the fol-
lowing way, which will be contributed to computing several integrals on [inf o(H), 00)(see
Section 4).



Proposition 2 Let |V|, =gy < &, be as in Proposition 1. There is

J+1
U F C [info(H), o),

with {I‘(M }J+1 mutually disjoint and ¥; C FgM), satisfying
i ([infa(H),oo) \ D) ) < \ln&?o](‘]H ‘p (F(M )‘ < \lnso\(jJrl)BdE?, (3.4)

AM) M) 51(2,R) with two eigenvalues =+ iaM)
Yy M) (M) s (2T) — GL(2,R) analytic on (2T)%
statements hold. .

(S1) [Ra™) — plran < €} and for 0 < j < J, there is k:](-M) - TM) 5 74 constant on
each connected component of M) such that

and , such that the following

1 k™| an = 0if 1= 5,
J
2.0 < [k < Nj on T and [Ra®D — 3L (k™) Lon < 367, 0< 5 <.
41

(S2) Let €M) .= RaM) — Zf:o(kl(M)>-

e On F§+1), 0 < j < J, in each connected component, there is one and only one
subinterval T such that €M) =0 on T, and outside T, €M) £ 0 with

1 _ . _
5 < 0D < NITIERDIE 192 MD] < NFTIERD 7, (35)

_ ot AMD)
o OnTG" if €D 20, we have G = 294 > o

1
(S3) [y () — Y5, 21y |IAM) — By, < €7, and for 0 < j < J,

1
MDY — eV opya, (€M AN —¢ By, <el. (3.6)
Forv=20,1,2,
1
]OV(Y(M) — Id. )’F(M) (@m)® ‘3'/( M) _ AO)’F(M) <&
> ~35 (3.7)
|6VY(M | ZT |8VA(M | —= ‘g ‘1—1—21/ on F]-i—l Zf g(M #
(S4) {E € orM) . Mp(E) ¢ 7z} C OFL(]J\Q. For any connected component (E., E..) of
I‘g‘ﬁ, we have
|Ap | <2778, 0 < B Bo< 50T (3.8)

'Indeed, the only possibility that & (M) — 0 on Ty is in the interval containing inf o(H).



Moreover, k](-M)(E*_) = k](-M)(E;’;), 0 <j < J, and there is 0 < j. < J such that E,,
E.. € 9T, with

1
Ef, EL 3
B |(2m)d E 2
20 (3.9)
(M)y4 y- () [P (M) 4 () [ B 2 .
e R [ B e

Remark 3.3 The mutually disjoint subsets {FS-M)}OSJ-SJH given in Proposition 2 cover
[inf o(H),00) up to finite points(obviously, they are unions of finite intervals contained in
[info(H),00)). They divide the energies according to the extent of resonances. As the
iteration continues until the limit state, we can get the sequence of mutually disjointed
subset {X;};>0 after excluding every gap in the spectrum.

Remark 3.4 ZM) and AM) in Proposition 2 are constructed by KAM iteration at the
JM_step. AM) has two eigenvalues oM, with Ra™) the approzimation of the rotation
number. They are not uniquely determined, and in particular, as shown in (S4), for any
given M € R with |M| > 1, we can choose delicately the endpoints of the “resonance
intervals” at the initial several steps, such that Mp € wZ on these endpoints(since €5 <
ﬁ <e%_4, if J > 1, the endpoints are adjustable within this range when j < J). We can
refer to the proof of Proposition 1 in [22].

Modifications of proof for Proposition 1 and 2: The proofs are similar to that of
Proposition 1 and 2 in [22], since the original idea of the reducibility in [10] is similar
to that of [8]. There is a detailed proof for Proposition 1 and 2 of [22](see Section 3.1
and Appendix A.1, A.2 of [22]), so we do not present it here, just give the modifications
because of the difference between the continuous and the discrete Schrodinger operators.

e For the continuous Schrodinger operator, the rotation number p of the corresponding
cocycle is unbounded, with the renormalized rotation number £ = p — ij()(k:j)
close to 0 in a small part of the spectrum. In this small subset, the singularity of
the conjugation Y and the constant matrix B becomes “~ ¢~1”(see (3.3) and (3.7))
instead of ~ sin~! &(see (3.1) and (3.24) in [22)).

e Because of the unboundedness of p, the transversality of the rotation number in the

spectrum becomes weaker(dp > 2—1p instead of dp > 2Silnp > %) It is similar for
(M)

the approximated rotation number on the large subset of [inf o(H), 00), i.e., I'y 7,
as shown in (S2) of Proposition 2. Note that for the last connected component

(Ey, Eyx) C F((]M), we have F,. = oo.

e In Proposition 2, we focus on the KAM iteration until the (J 4 1) —step. So the

connected components (Ey, F..) C Fy‘ﬂ are only related to the energies where the

rotation number is close to (k), [k| < N;. Hence 0p > 7 on o(H) ﬂFL(]AJQ with some

constant ¢ > 0 depending on w. Combining with the %—Hélder continuity of p and
the estimate of the spectral gaps(both of which will be given in the next subsection),
we can still estimate the Lebesgue measure for each connected component of F%{i

as in (3.8).
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3.2 Further properties
As a result of the reducibility, we have

Theorem 4 [8] With |V |, = ey < €. as in Proposition 1, the spectrum of H is purely
absolutely continuous.

For the rotation number p = p(, a,+r,), We also have the following further results,
which come with the analysis on the reducibility of Schrédinger cocycle.

Theorem 5 [11] With |V|, = eo < €« as in Proposition 1, we have

1L p = p, Ag+Fy) 1S %—H()'lder continuous, i.e., there is a numerical constant ¢ > 0,
such that for any given Eq, Ey € R,

1
|p(Er) — p(E2)| < c|Ey — Exf2.

2. P = P(w, Ag+Fy) 8 absolutely continuous on R, i.e., given finite intervals {Z;}; on R,

for any n > 0, there exists 6 = d(n) > 0, such that if 3, |Z;| < & then 3; ’,0|Ij} <.
Theorem 6 [6, 8] With |V|, = ey < e, as in Proposition 1, we have
(2p)"! < 9p < 00 for a.e. E € o(H). (3.10)

Theorem 7 [11] With |V |, = ey < €. as in Proposition 1, there are two positive numerical
constants ¢, v, and ' = B'(,T,r) such that

(k)] < de PR vk ezt (3.11)

(M)

In view of (3.4), we can estimate the Lebesgue measure of the subset iy, 720, as

‘I‘gﬂfl) ‘ < &, by applying Theorem 6 and 7.
From now on, we always assume that |V, = gp < &4, and ¢ is small enough such that
it is compatible with every simple calculation in this paper. Moreover, we also assume

that (3.10) is satisfied on the full-measure subset ¥ of o(H) given in Proposition 1.

3.3 Construction of Bloch-waves

In general, the Bloch-wave of a self-adjoint operator on L?(R) means the generalized
eigenvector v, of the form 1 (z) = € h(ax), with o, & some real numbers, and h a periodic
function of x € R. Here g is usually called the Floquet exponent.

Back to Proposition 1, we can construct Bloch-waves of Schrodinger operator H on X..

More precisely, for the Schrodinger operator H, by the matrices Y = ( ?1 ?2 ) and
21 Y22

B = Bu Bup given in Proposition 1, we can see )(E, z) = ¢P(F) f(E, wx) satisfies
By B
Hy = Ei, with f: ¥ x (2T)% — C given by

f(E,") :==Y11 (E,) Bia(E) + Y12 (B, ) (ip(E) — B11(E)).

11



Bia

ip— B

< 1{} ) = P Y (wz) < . Bz ) =Y (wz)eP? ( . Brz ) .
(04 ip — Bn ip— Bn

Hence, we can also get the Bloch-wave

Indeed, by noting that < ) is an eigenvector of B corresponding to the eigenvalue

ip, we have

_ . f, Eex
Y(x) = e f(wx) with f { ©F Bev i>0

Remark 3.5 The Bloch-wave depends on the energy E € Y. Recalling (3.3), we know
that the Bloch-wave ) has nice estimates on Yo, In contrast, it has some singularities
“v €717 on Xi41, § > 0, whose union forms a small part of the spectrum. So we add
a smoothing factor &8, just on this small part to cover the singularities and get better
estimates.

Based on the Bloch-wave 1, we can introduce the ingredients of the modified spectral
transformation for the operator H (see Section 5). Let

K(z) :=S(¥(2), T(x):=R((z)) for E €,
and K(7)[p\y = J(7)[r\x = 0. By a direct calculation, we find
Y(z) = 2 f(wz) = Bo(x)e'® + i () pe®?,

where, for [ = 0,1, 5;: ¥ X R — R, real-analytic on R and C%V on each ¥;, j > 0, is given

by B o /8l7 Ee Z0
: 58/3l7 E e 2j-i-17 ]2 0

Bo(x) := Yi1(wz)Bia — Yig(wz)Bi1, fi(z) := Yig(wz).
So for E € 3, we have
K(z) = Bo(z) sin(zp) + fr(z)pcos(zp), T (x) = fo(x)cos(zp) — fr(z)psin(zp).
According to (3.3) and the fact that |{| < 2e7 on Xj44, j > 0, it is obvious that

, with

1
181 = droler, 5oy S €05 1Biler g0y < €75 520 (3.12)

With ¥;, 0 < j < J+ 1, Y, B, ¢ replaced by FgM), y M) AM) - e(M) given in
Proposition 2 respectively, we get the piecewise C? coefficients BI(M) :TM) xR — R, and

Lemma 3.1 Forl=0,1,

1

{ ’ay(ﬁl(M) - 51,0)‘11(()M)’]R < Eg,

05" e < F €02 on TR, 0 <<

Y V:071727

EL 1+2
and for each connected component (Ey, Eyy) C FSAJQ, l(M) < 63( +4).

*

R

12



Proof We only prove for ﬂOM , with that of B£M) similar.
On F , B B M) with

B = v (wa) AGD = YT (wa) AR, (3.13)

1
Then, in view of (3.7), [9”( (()M) = Dlpon , < &g is evident.
0 )

On Fg-]fl), 0<5<J, ﬁ(()M) = (g(M ))8BéM). In each connected component of Fgﬂfl), as

mentioned in (S2), there is a subinterval Z where £ = 0. So BéM) =0 on Z. Outside
T, M) 2£ 0 then by (3.5), (3.7) and (3.13), we have, for v = 0,1, 2,

~ _ 20
|8V58M)|R Sej 5 |£(M)|—(2+2V)’ |au(£(M) | <€5 |£(M |7 21/

(M)
jH+1°
For the connected component (E,, F,.) C Ft(”i, according to (S3), thereis 0 < j, < J,

such that E;, Ef, € o). By (3.7) and (3.9),

Hence, combining the estimates above, |0 ﬂ( lr <e; ]sm gM)5=2v on T

~ E o(1+2
ool P17 <10(B. - B <,

o if j, =0, .

Ec

N ~ A1 E
e if j, > 1, then for ﬂ(()M) = (S(M))SB((]M), ’(g(M))8ﬂ(()M) is bounded by terms like

R
A ‘ (€D .y () ? €00yt 01 ‘F;M%R < T+
]
Moreover, by (3.6), it is obvious that
\Bz—BZ(M)ygj7R§ 10&%, 0<j<J+1 (3.14)

4 Some integrals on [info(H), 00)

In Proposition 2, we have divided the interval [inf o(H),00) into J(M) + 2 parts for
some given M € R with |[M| > 1, up to a subset of finite points. With this division, we can
estimate the following integrals, which will be applied in analyzing the modified spectral
transformation in the next section.

For 1 =0,1, let hy = hy(z,y, M) := BZ(M) (w)BI(M) (y) for any z,y € R.

Proposition 3 Forl=0,1, we have

2
. e 15
Jisto o (= 10) 2 costbip) pd| < b
pﬁsgz
o2
(hi = 01,0) p* cos(Mp) R
: JpdE| < ,
ﬁlnfo‘(H)%,-oo) 1+p8 14 — |M|1+1_5
p>50

13



and for k =21, 21 + 2,

o (21-%)
el 42, 17
‘/[info'(H),oo) hl pk COS(Mp) ap dE = . |M|12% )
05551 ’
02
hy p* cos(Mp) e’
Juringn HELE 00E| < e
P>50

Remark 4.1 The initial attempt was to bound the above integral by ~ ﬁlg, which guar-

antees the integrability with respect to M over {M € R : |M| > 1}. However, we could
not get this by a simple application of integration by parts since here h is just piecewise C?
on T and it is not continuous at the edge points. For this reason, we expect the bound
~ |M\++% instead. It also guarantees the convergence of the integral on an unbounded
interval, which will be applied in the next section.

Proof of Proposition 3: We consider the above integrals in a more general sense, i.e.,
to estimate the integrals

[ - pF cos(Mp)
ﬁirlfa(H),oo) I pk cos(Mp) dpdE, linfo(H),00) 71 7 .8 OpdE,

7 1+ p8
p<e, 4 p>e, 4
0 0

with f C? on each connected component (E,, E,,) C T™) satisfying

EL
om

1 o o

1 g _ (1+9)

[fleon <25 107 flpon < g, lauf\r(fl) <ef|EMp 0y =12 ‘f <ej o
J

(4.1)
The above integrals are sums of integrals over the connected component (E,, E..) C
I'™) By integration by parts, we have, for k = 0,2, 4,

/[infa(H),oo) f : Pk COS(Mp) ap dE

4

pP<eq
1 P 1 Eix P k.
= 37 Z fp SmMp‘(E*,EM)_M Z /E* f-pisinMpdE
(Bx, Bxx)CD (M) (B, Bxx)CD(M)
pﬁsg% pﬁsg%
1 Eix
U Z f-i?p(pk)sinMpapdE
(Ex, Bxsx)CD(M) Es
p<67%

=0

= Iy1+Tgo+Iyp3,

f - p" cos(Mp)
/[infa(H),oo) s> 0pdE

1+ p8
p>5O
1 - plsin M 1 Bee 9f - pFsin M
_ 1 > J - p"sinMp 1 > / [ - p"sin PR,
M 1+ p8 M . 1+ p8
(Bx, Byx)CD (M) (Ex,Exx) (B, Exsx)CD (M)
-7 -1

pP>eq P>Eq

14



1 B o
— 17 Z / f-0 sin MpOpdE
(Ex, Exx)cD (M)

p>50 1

= Jk1+Tk2+ Ti3.

” denotes the sum over all the connected

>

Obviously, Zp 3 = 0. In this proof, “
(Ex, Bix)CT M)

Y

(M)
(Ex, Exx)CL;

7,0 <j < J+1. Note that for the

components of ') and it is similar for

last connected component (Ej, E..) C FgM), we have E,, = 00
The proof of proposition comes with the following three lemmas

“:I“N

2 0_2 TU
+€] €o |f‘r(M) |._7 |
DiEE =

g
|
—

T .
+15

\Ml

Lemma 4.1 For k=0,2,4, |Ik1|<
\oryh,

Proof: Since (S4) of Proposition 2 implies that sin Mp(E) = 0 if E € oT(M

we can see
S g,
(Ex,Exx)CD(M)
pés;%
k B
_ Z (f P s1nMp’ B ) E) , (4.2)

(M)
(Ex, E**)CFI+1

ﬂésaz‘r
Z f-pFsinMp
8
(Ex,Exx)CD(M) 1+p (Bx,Eas)
p>s(;Z
EL
B Z (f-pksinMp f-pFsin Mp ) (4.3)
pr— 1 8 - 1 8 . .
(Ex, E**)crf]ﬂf) tr (Es,Exx) +p EC
/J>s(;z
o(1+%)
By (S4) we know ‘p’(E*,EM) <2 , so, for k =0,2,4,
Fsin M ‘ < 4\M!5_%060(1+%) for p < ey i
p Plip by < 0 '€y p<e?,
k sin M -4 _o
PR < 4\M!5853(1+2) for p>egy*
1+p®
(E*7E**)
Indeed, we have
M cos(Mp), E=0
0y (pk sin Mp) = ,
kpE=lsin Mp + pF M cos(Mp), k=24

15



M cos(Mp) 8p"sin Mp

, _ , k=0
5 pFsinMp\ 1+ p8 (14 pB)2
P\ 14 p8 B kpF~tsin Mp  pFMcos(Mp)  8pF*7sin Mp =24 ’
1+ p8 1+ p8 (L+p%)2 7 ’

which 1mphes ‘8 (p SlnMp)‘ <2|Mley 7 for p < 50 , and ‘8 (&,—W)‘ < 2|M|e§ for

p>eg*. Hence, for k =0,2,4,

Ej* E+ k .
oot s Mgl | < [ FIEE (B sin (B FED] |6 sind|
1+¢< —ko ke o1
< 63( 5 gp * +’f’F(M) Q‘M’&‘O J( +2)
T T =
< EJL + £ EO ‘f‘F(M) for p <eg, (4.4)
|M |15 M]3
f-p¥sinMp Bl + | | pF sin Mp Pk sin M p
) El -
T < ‘f|E‘ W(E**) + | f(ED)] T s
e ) P SN (0oM0 o
o(1+§) o 01+ z)
< g g + | flran - 2|Mlege
2 2
E—o UT g _2
< 0 for p > ¢ ¥, (4.5)
|M|75 |M|
and similarly, since F,, — E, < £7%5) for the connected component (Ey, Evi) C M)
9 *k * > CF p k9 ok J+1
o(1+g) % B o(1+%)
fp smMp‘ B Bu) < g cgo U+ |flpan - 2|M|ey Teg
ﬁ 0'2 ko‘
< 5}0i efey |f|F(zv) for _60—%,
| M]75 M5
k .
-p¥ sin M o(1+Z a(l
M < EJ( 5 -€§ + | flpan - 2|M|ege; (%)
1+ p8
(E*7E**)
Eﬁ ET o g
L 4 9 for p > g !

=< =
M| M3

Recalling that there are at most | Ingo|(/*1)’¢ connected components in [inf o(H), 0), so

2 2 ko

J+1)3d ET0 o -k
L > h'pksinMp’ < [Ineo| 70 20 +2¢ S0 " flran
M (Ex,Bsx) T (M) (B, Be) ’M‘ | M |15
pﬁsgz
o2 22 ke
e)” +e7 g0 * Iflron
- MptE

16



o2 2 o2
1 Z h - pFsin Mp < |lnz—:0|(‘]+1)3d ' 2e 10 +2¢ f el < e’
8 — o = 1+= -
M (B Bomyer (M) 1+p (B Fu) |M| ’M‘15 ’M‘ +15

p>s; 4

100

100
Lemma 4.2 |Z; 5|, |Jk2| < fJ\T% for k=0,2,4.

1
Proof: Let p™) := Ra(M). By (S1) in Proposition 2, we have |p— p™) | < €3. On
each connected component (Ey, F..) C M ), to estimate Zj, o and Jj, 2, we can consider the
Eve 9f - (pM))k sin M p(M)
E. 14 (p(M))8
instead. Indeed, by noting that [M| < 77, it is easy to verify that, for k = 0,2,4,

dE

E**
approximated integral / 8f-(p(M) )k sin Mp(M) dFE and
E*

1 _c
‘(p(M))k sin M pM) — pF sinM,o‘ < g5 forp<ey?,
1+ p8

(pMNYE sin M pM) pk sin Mp

~5
T+ (p0Ds 15 5 for p>¢y*.

Then, by the transversality of p in (3.10), the gap estimate in (3.11), and the fact that
|0f|lpan < €27 in view of (4.1), we have

E**
Z /E \8f]‘(p(M))k sin M pM) — pF sinMp‘ dE
(E*,E**)CF(M) *

4

p=eq
oy 1
o5
S EO EJ ﬁinfo'(H)o,_oo) dE
pésgz
% % 0" ' 20 % e
< 250063/ pdp+ceg’es Y eIkl
0 kezd
1 _o
< ggey forp<egt,
28 (pPMYk sin MpM) pF sin M p
Z |0f] 1+ (p()3 148 dE
(E*,E**)CF(A{) * p p
p>5(;Z
20 % 1
< gpegg ﬁinfa(m&oo) rpng
p>5(;_
1l foo 1 L
< 26875 /7% %dp—i— ded7es Y eI
o P kezd

[un

< efel forp>eg T

Note that we consider the above integrals over [inf o(H),00) in two parts.
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e In o(H), we have the transversality (3.10) of p, so this is transformed into an integral
with respect to p.

e In the gaps of spectrum, we have dp = 0, so the function of integral is a constant.
This part is controlled by the gap estimate in (3.11).

E**
Now we consider the approximated integrals / of - (,o(M ))k sin M p(M )dE on the
E*

Eee 9f - (pM))k sin M p(M)

E. 1+ (p(M))8 "

connected component (Ey, E,,) C M) where p < 50_ 4 and

o

on the connected component where p > g, ¥,

E**
e On (E,,E,,) C F(()M), we have pM) = ¢(M) So. to compute the integrals / of -

Eee 9f - (pM)YE sin M pM)

(p(M))k sinMp(M) dE and dE, we assume M) =£ (.

E. 1+ (,o(M))
Hence, by (S2), we have dpM) = ad;;(}@()M) >3 L. Then
(oM (M) — S\ ) (M) 5, (M)

/* of - (p\"))¥sin Mp\"*) dE 2 .. 8detA( ] sin M p\*" 0p\"dE

_3 of - (p(M))k+1 cos Mp(M)

M 0 det AM) (B, Eur)
Bec (0F - (pM)FH (M)
— /* 8<W COSMp dE s

/E** af - (p™ME sin M pM) IE
N 1+

(pt*D)3
_ 2/EM of - (pM))k+1sin M pM)
) admuﬂM>wl+(MMU%
2 of - ( )’f+1cosMp(M)
"M 9det A (1 4 (p(M))8) (Ev,Ess)

2 E**a Af - (pM))k+1
M /g ddet AM) . (1 4 (p(M))8)

opMdE

_|_

) cos M,o(M)dE

fed 1

(3.7) implies that |0 det AM) — 1|, |92 det AM)| < 260, then for p(M) < g T 4 ¢4,

af ( )k+1 %_TJ
|&mmm =%
o (2 UOVN L anpen [ 1021 |01 167 det AW
0 det A(M) - 0 det AM) (0 det A(M))2
L 1051+ ()9
0 det AM)
1
< 26 B2 4 (k+ 1) (pD)F)9pM)
< e - (pMD)Fr20p0),
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o

_z 1 (pM) YR+
and for pM) > g/ — 1 of - (p")

D det ACD) - (1 + (p0)8)

of - (pM))H!
’a <8det ACD - (1 + (p(M))8)>’

|pD|k+1 [ 0% f] F] - 102 det A(M)W

< 55 ,

IN

L+ (pD)F " | 9det ABD " (9det AN )2
0] -9pMD [ (k+1)(pMD)F  8(pID)k+e
0 det AM) 1+ (p(M))8 (1+ (p(M))8)2

) g0
=01+ (pD)E)?
Therefore, for (Ey, E.) C FSM),

1

B (M)©\E (M) €0 M) o« —F | .1

/ of - (p))¥sin Mp\"" dE| < ] for p <eggt +eg,
1

Ees 9f - (pMD)E sin M pM) el oo 53

/* 1+(p(M))8 dE| < W for p >ey ' —e7,

by combining the above estimates, and noting that on the connected component
1 _o 1
(Ey, Eyy) where —e5 < pM) < g * +e3,

fed 1
Ex (M)\k+1 1 peg T4ed
/ a(Wﬂ_))‘dESEg/O ](p(M))k+2dp(M) <

O det AM)
and on the connected component (F,, E,) where ,o(M ) > o

E**
/ P

fed 1

4 4
_€J7

(M)\k+1 1 oo (M))14 9 (M)
< of - (p7) ) ))’dE 55/ Map(M)dE

IN

ddet AM) (1 + (p(M1))8 SR (14 (pOD)E)2

1
< =g

e On (E,, E,,) C F(:\ﬂ)’ recall that there is an interval Z C (E., E.), such that
M) = 0. So (4.1) implies df = 0 on Z. On (E,, E**)\I notmg that 9pM) = g¢(M)

and in view of (3.5), we have for —¢% < pM) < ¢/ + €J,
of -(UD)*| | (05 - (o0 _ 1 e
— |, 0| —FF || < g, k=0,24,
’ 9p0n |’ 9p(M) =70
_a 1
and for p(M) > g/ T — 1,
of - (pMD)*

<ed k=0,2,4.

‘a( Of - (pM)k )
T+ (00 )05

19
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Then, with P; and P, denoting the two connected components of (Ey, Ey) \ Z,

/ af - (pMNkgin MpM) 4B
(Ex, Exx)\T

B / Of - (pM)k sin M pM)
- JE BN OpM)

-1 9f- (p(M)

opM) dE

cos Mp(M)

P1

1 of - (pM))k (M)
+ M/PlUPz 8( 8,00 cos Mp'™/ dE,

of - (p(M))k sin M pM)
/ dE
(Ev, B \T 14 (p(M))8
(

(pM)k

- /(E E.\z (1 —|-afp(Mp ) SinMp(M).ap(M)dE
(
))

(p(M))8)9pM)
—1  9n-(pM)F
M (1+ (p™D)%)dp

M L+ (0050507 N

4
P1

)
an o8 Mp(M)

h- (pM))k WM dp,
/pm 1+ (p(N)$)9p00) | P

) - 0, is shorter than &7,

By noting that every connected component of iy, J 2
9o

9g
we have that both integrals above can be bounded by %, provided that p) <
o 1

_c 1 — 1
g0 "+ et and pM) > T — 1 respectively.

So, for each (E., Fyx) C I‘(M), we have

90 90
Fe (M)©E (M) 20 i _ &0 %
/ af - (p\"))¥sin M p dE_2|M|+5J§ﬁf0rP<Eo ,
E of - ( (M) M (M) 9?0 9?0
o P sin M p €9 i g -<
/* T+ (p0D)F dr §2M+6J§|M| for p>¢4*,
and then
J+1)3d xE
1 > /E Of - (pM))k sin M pM )dE < |Ingo|(/H17d g < £o° (4.6)
= 2 = 3 :
(e, By 1+(p( Ok M A|M|3
pésgz
Eee §f . (p(M) MoM) B
1 k%
1 / f-(p )?\1411 A P (4.7)
. L+ (pUD)8 4|M|3

(Ex,Exx)CD (M)

p>60 4
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Note that in getting (4.6) and (4.7), we need to consider two cases about M:
(I) If |M| < &,°, which means J(M) = 0, then, by noting that [M| > 1, we get

9 1 e
|lmso|(‘]+1)3d€08 < —gy° |M|%

(IT) If [M| > €57, which means J(M) > 1 and |M| > e, = EEJ(HU)JJ, then
90 9o fed 90 o
[Ieg| Ve _ [Ineo|H e cf eyt
M2 N M2 T 4M|
|
_(2k—1)o 231
Lemma 4.3 [Zj,5] < & Upan oo gk = 9,4, and | T3] < Ly for k= 0,2, 4.
|M|2 |M]2
Proof: By the integration by parts, we have
1 E** k .
i Z / f-9, (p )81nMp8pdE
(B, Bax)cT (M) 7%
0555%
1
S IR A% COS(MP)‘(E - (4.8)
(B, Byx)cT(M) B
pﬁsg%
1 E** k
2 Z / 0 (f -0 (p )) cos(Mp) dE, (4.9)
(Ex, Bxx)CT(M) By
pﬁsgz
—— [ 0| ———5 |sinMpdpdE
M (Ex, Exx)cD (M) * L4p
p>507Z
1 ok
= 2 Z f-0, T+ cos(Mp) (4.10)
(E*,E**)CF(M) P (E*7E**)
/J>s(;z
1 Eix pk
= X / 010, (155 ) eosipyae. @

(Ex, Bsx)CD(M)

p>s; 4

In (4.8) and (4.10), for each connected component (Ey, F..) C I'™) we have

10, (o) cosarp)

(E‘a;«7 E**)
< HIFEL)| o cos(Mp)|

_(k=1ao _c
< 16|flpaney * fork=2,4, p<egy?,

+k‘f’(E*,E**)

(Ev, Eux)

21
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g
4

6o _
and since ’8,) (%g)’ <egy for k=0,2,4, p>¢,*,
P K
) (—8) cos(Mp) < 170, ( 8> cos(Mp)
1+p (B, Evy) 1+p (Ex, Evx)
o
T ’f|(E*,E**) 9p <Tpg> (Ex) cos(Mp)(Ex)
6o _ o
< 16|f|paney for k=0,2,4, p>¢gy?
Hence, similar to (4.6) and (4.7), we get, for k = 2,4,
_ (2k—1)o
1 k g °  |flran
— Z f-0,(p")cos(Mp) < 3 , (4.12)
M (Bx, Bxx)CD (M) ( ) ‘(E*’E**) 2|M|>2
pﬁsg%
and for k =0,2,4,
DS fa<”k> (Mp) <5 (113)
— 0p | ——5 | cos(Mp < T .
M (Ex, Bxsx)CD (M) L4p (Ex, Bxx) 2‘M’ 2
p>s;%

In (4.9) and (4.11), we have

E.

1
= X |
(Ex, Exx)CT (M) *
1

"9 (f -0, (,ok)) cos(Mp)dE

pSsg
= % ﬁnf"(H)f") /] ’3[2) (pk) ’ OpdE + # /“nfa(mc;ow |0f] \30 (Pk)’ dE,
pgsgz pSE;Z

8

B o
. E?(f-@p <1+p )) cos(Mp)dE

dE

1
TiE
(E*,E**)CF(]\/I)
p>s(;z
1 2 P L= P
< — OpdE + — / ofllo, [ ——
M? /infa(H)| | p<1+p8>| p M? ian(H)| /] p<1+p8
Since |0f| < 2% in each connected component of M) we can see, for k = 2,4,
_ (2k—1)o
* | flpan
402 ’

1 /infa(if)fo) If] ‘8,2, (pk)‘ dpdE < 20

M2 !
p=eq E
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g 20

1 k C,€(2)J _Bl G 2k€gd E(;Z k 50T
Wﬁ“"“ﬁf“ ‘af”a”(”)}dESWlezzde ' e Sy P S e

ey ks

and for k =0,2,4,

3o

1 / o P |[flpan [ 300p" 2
32 [linfo(H),00) ‘f‘ ap ( S OpdE < 3 /,g 783dp < 59
M p>sg% 1+p M 504(1+P) AM
1 / pk 6%0 _ﬁ/'l'b 26(2)0 o0 16p12
72 [linto(H),00) |Oh| 9p <—> dE < —= Z ce + /,cr dp
M2 p>s;% 1+ '08 M2 lezd M2 o ! (1 + '08)2
30
< S0 ,
L
,w 20 3¢
So (4.9) is bounded by =2 22@5(1\4)%0 , and (4.11) is bounded by 7%
Combing with (4.12) and (4.13), we finish the proof of Lemma 4.3. ]

By combining Lemma 4.1 — 4.3, for any f which is C? on each connected components
of I'™) and satisfies (4.1), we get that

2 ko

6% +eg I flpon
\/[\info(H)»oo) I pk cos(Mp)dpdE| < ° ‘]\40’1-1-% . ) (4.14)
pﬁsg%
o2
f - o cos(Mp) e’
. Y OpdE| < ———. 4.15
\/[;nfo(I;I)g,oo) 1 4 p8 P — |M|1+ﬁ ( )
p>eq

In view of Lemma 3.1, we have that, for [ =0, 1, for any z, y € R
’/Bl(M) (x)ﬂz(M) (y)|ran < 288, ’ﬁl(M) (x)ﬁl(M) (y) = duolpan < 23

We apply the inequalities (4.14) and (4.15) to f = h; = ﬁl(M) (:E)ﬁl(M) (y) for k =21, 21+ 2,
and to f=h;— 00 = BZ(M) (w)BI(M) (y) — &1, for k = 21, since the assumptions of f in (4.1)
can be easily deduced from Lemma 3.1. Then Proposition 3 is shown. [ |

As a application of Proposition 3, we have

Lemma 4.4 Forl=0,1, for any z,y € R, M € R with |M| > 1, we have

2
oI5
/[mfa(m,oo) (Bi(2)Bi(y) — d10) p* cos(Mp) dpdE| < | M|°1 T (4.16)
pﬁsg% ’
02
(Bi(2)Bi(y) — 61.0) p* cos(Mp) £g°
/[info(il)&oo) 1+ pg OpdE| < ma (4'17)
p>eg

23



and for k= 2l, 2l + 2,

2

el + 2&?(21_%)0
ﬁnfa(m,oo) Bi(x)Bily) p* cos(Mp) OpdE| < - | M|1JOF1% : (4.18)
pﬁsg% ?
0,2
Bi(x)Bily) p* cos(Mp) &’
/[info(H)%,oo) 14 p° opdE| < MT% (4.19)
p>50

Proof: In (4.18) and (4.19), we can consider the approximated integrals with respect
to E with g;(z)5;(y) replaced by BZ(M) (w)BI(M) (y), i.e., for k =21, 21 4+ 2,

Jutotinr B0 @M ()t cos(2p) Dp .

pSEOZ
M (@)™ () pt cos(Mp)
[inf o (H),00) T OpdE.
,% P
p>60

1
Indeed, dp = 0 outside o(H) with |o(H)\ X| = 0, and, in view of (3.14), |5 — Bl(z)\ < 10ej
onX;, 0<j<J+1 with J=J(M)=min{j € N: M| <e;7}. Combining with the
fact that

302

. 3 o+ =—
|Ujsas1 Sjg1] € > Ingpl0tDdeg < 77T
j>J+1

we can see that the errors are respectively less than

»Q

o0 pk 1U+ﬁ
. dp+ 5T,
g1 1+ p8 Prat

1 e 1 2 1
QOEj/ ’ oF dp+§€§+ 2, 20e]
0

19

o

both of which are bounded by €§+7 < DYE R

By applying Proposition 3 to the the approximated integrals, combining with the
errors, we show the estimates for the integrals about f;(x)5;(y). Since it is similar for
Bi(x)Bi(y) — 010 in (4.16) and (4.17), we finish the proof. |

4
€

5 Modified spectral transformation

Let the matrix of measures dp be

3| -

@Op)"ldE 0
( 0 (0p)~YdE )

( b ldE 0 )
(a )*1 )

24

d(’p|20{p§eag/4} =

d(‘D‘Zﬁ{p>aag/4}

dplp\y =

S 3



Recall the definition of £2—space given in (2.3). Then £2(dy) means the space of vectors

G = (gj)j=1,2, with g; functions of E € R satisfying

1 —

P / —o/4 (’91’2 + ’92’2) (Op) Y4E
Eﬂ{pggo }

i
a -1
}(191\2 0P 92”4 < e

”G”%z(dap)

1
+=

™ Zﬁ{p>eag/4 1+ p8

For the continuous Schrédinger operator H, we define the modified spectral transfor-
mation S on L?(R):

0 < i (@)K (z)do

- fq(w)J(x)dx>’ Vo€ L(®).

recalling that, on X,

( K() ) _ ( Bo() sin(zp) ) N ( B1(w)p cos(wp)
() Bo() cos(zp) —Bi(2)psin(zp)

with the coefficients 3, | = 0, 1, satisfying (3.12).

) =: B()(x) + Bl(az), (5.1)

Remark 5.1 The modified spectral transformation S is constructed for getting better dif-
ferentiability with respect to E, so it is not necessarily a unitary one. Comparing with (2.4)
for the free Schrédinger operator, K(x) and J(x) for S have a smoothing factor €% in a
small part of spectrum to cover the singularities. Moreover, instead of the classical spectral
measures shown in Theorem 3, we use the measures (0p)~'dE and @0 g in different

1+p
parts of spectrum, which has a nice regularity in view of the transversality (3.10) of Op

-1
and hence cover the singularity caused by 0p. Moreover, the second measure %dE will
control the unboundedness of p.

Remark 5.2 With the purely absolute continuity of the spectrum, we can conclude that the
spectral transformation for any non-zero q € L*(R) is supported on a subset of o(H) with
positive Lebesque measure. Hence, in constructing the modified spectral transformation,
we can neglect a zero-measure subset of o(H) and just focus on the full-measure subset X.
This is the necessity of the purely absolute continuity in the proof.

The following lemma shows that S is well defined from L?(R) to £2(dy).

Lemma 5.1 Given any q € L*(R), we have 1Sallz2(4p) < Kllallp2w) for some K >0
independent of q.

Proof: Let d@ := 4p*(0p)3dep, i.e., d(ﬁ\R\z =0,

dg 4 p*0pdE 0
¢ Em{pgag"/“} o 0 p*0pdE
29
dp| = é ﬁdE 2 ; .
2m{p>eg”/“} T 0 leTi%dE
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To estimate ||Sql|z2(qp), We can estimate ||Sq]|z2(45) instead. Indeed, since (2p)" L < 0p <

oo on Y, we have HSQHLZ y < 1S4ll 22 (a)
( Jza(z) Bg (x)dx )
Ez(dgp) I]R ('Z')B§2 (‘T)d‘r

Given any ¢q € L?(R), We have
By a direct computation with the formulation in (5.1), we have, for [ = 0,1,

o)
J2 a(2) B (w)da
‘ (fR ZEB(l :E)d$>

Jy a(@)B?) (2)dx
4

— q(x B(l )dx

R

154l c2(az

£2(dp)

L£2(dp)
2
_|_

[ a@B? @z

2
) p*0pdE

2 2
T ) pop dE

Eﬂ p<€O /4 (

2
+

4

x)dz

Eﬂ p>€0‘7/4 < 1+ 8
4

™

Rl
+;4T - q(7)q(y) /Eﬁ{p>6 0/4} %cos( y)p - OpdE dxdy, (5.3)

by noting that cos(zp) cos(yp) + sin(zp) sin(yp) = cos(z — y)p.
According to the integration on different regions of R?, we decompose the integral in

(5.2) and (5.3) into T;1 + T;2 and U 1 + Uy 2 respectively, with

Bi(@)Bi(y)p** cos(z — y)p Ip dE dx: dy,

70/4} Bi(z) By (y)p* T2 cos(x — y)p Op dE da dy,

\x—y\>sg§

\xfy\>507% Eﬂ{pSzEO
4 _ Bi(@)Buly) p*+2
Uy = %/(z,y)ekfa q(x)q(y) /m{p>€oa/4 Tpgcos( y)p - OpdE dx dy,
\w*y\ésog
4 _ Bi(@)Buly) p*+2
= — —_— dE dx d
U2 ﬂ_/(z,y)GRza q(z)q(y) /Em{p>aof’/4} 1+ 8 cos(x —y)p - Ip Tay.
<3
2

By (3.12) we have |5;(x)Fi(y)| < 5 for any z,y € R, [ =0,1. So,

65y * _
Tl < 22 [ ee la@)la)ldzdy
\w*y\ﬁs(;g
< 2 [P [ a
m R |z|<e, &
1w
< 3500 [la@Pdr, (5.4
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6 _ < dp o
1] < ;/u,mza Iq(:v)llq(y)ld:vdy-/ao% 57 Seo/RIq(:v)lzdw (5.5)

8

lz—y|<eq
As for T, 9 and U 2, we have
4
T2 = — / q(z)q(z + z)dm/ s / o Bi(x) By (z + 2)p?+2 cos(zp) Op dE dz,
T JR |z[>¢, N pSa }

4 _ (z)Bi(z + 2)p**+2 cos(zp)
U, = —/ x + z)dx / OpdFE dz.
L2 ™ JR ( )q( ‘z‘>50 XN p<€ 0/4 1+ p8 g

In view of Lemma 4.4, there is a constant K’ = Kéo > 0 such that

K’
/ o Bi@)Bi(x + 2)p* 2 cos(zp) pdE| < —
Zﬁ{p<£ / } |Z| 2
K’
/ o Bi@)Bi(x + 2)p? 2 cos(zp) OpdE| < -
Eﬂ{p<e o/ } PE=s

Hence, for [ = 0,1

o2

d 8K/ 120
Thal, [Uhal < Dl +2)lde | g e < la()|d.
1+
l2|>e, & |2|"T 15 ™ R
Combining with (5.4) and (5.5), we finish the proof. ]

The following lemma shows that S is injective.

Lemma 5.2 Given any q € L*(R) \ {0}, we have 184l z2(4p) > O-
Proof: Let d¢ := (9p)2dy, i.e., d95|R\2 =0,

Em{p<a "/4}' T 0 OpdE |’ N {p>ao"/4}' T 0 1_?_’; dE |’

Given any ¢ € L?(R) \ {0}, we have

Jea( 95) ( )dzx
1Sallz2ag) — H( I 4B (@) )

By a direct computation, we get, for [ = 0,1,
2
Je a(@)B}" (2)dw
Jy a(@)B) (2)dx
1

= - /R2 q()q(y) /Eﬂ{p<€a/4} Bi(z)Bi(y) - p* cos(z — y)p Op dE da dy (5.7)

(&mmd%mm)
qu € Bl

S
&
Y
g

L£2(dp) L£2(dp)

L£2(dp)

™

r 2
+%/]R 1=)aw) /zn{p>e “”}%m( Y)pOpdE dudy. (5.8)
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For | = 0,1, we decompose the integrals in (5.7) and (5.8) into V; 1 +V; 2 and Wy 1+W) 2
respectively, with

pSeO

v = = [ et [ y 0/4}<51<x>61<y>—5l,o>,o2lcos<x—y)papddedy

— - [La@aa+2) [ gty GHEIA ) B eo(ep)Dp B

0

1)
Vie = 22 [ q@aty) [ cosla —ppdpdEdady
R Zﬁ{pgao }
s
= %/2 q(m)q(x—l-z)/ ’ p? cos(zp) dp dz dz,
R 0
_ 1 _ (Bu(x)Bi(y) — 61,0)p*
Wia = ;/RZ qa(x)q(y) /zn{pxog/“} 118 cos(z — y)pOp dE dz dy
1 _ (Bu(@)Bi(x + 2) = G10)p™
- 2 + / ’ Op dE dx dz,
7T/]R2 q(z)q(x + 2) 2m{p>eg"/4} 58 cos(zp) Op rdz
Wi = B Q(w)@(y)/ 'O—QlCOS(:E—y)papdEd:vdy
’ T JRr2 Zn{p>ag"/4} L+ p8

S 00 21
- 2wt [ s i

0

In V1 and W1, [ = 0,1, according to the integration on different regions of R2, we
decompose them respectively as

1
Mo = o e a@ite+) /m{ < 0/4}(5z($)61(:n+Z) — 510)p* cos(2p)dp dE du dz
j21<eq © =%
1
+_/ wer q(:lt)q‘(:n+z)/ —e/a (Bi(x) Bz + 2) — 81.0)p cos(2p)Op dE dx dz,
s ‘Z‘>€,% Zﬂ{pgao }
0
_ 21
Win = l/ zeR Q(x)Q(x—l—z)/ i (Bl(x)ﬁl(gi—i_zl O0)p cos(zp)Op dE dx dz
T \z\<57% Eﬂ{p>60 } + p
-0
_ 21
+l/ wer Q(x)(j(a:—i—z)/ o (51(33)51(33+223 Or0)p cos(zp)OpdE dx dz.
Q 1> - Zﬁ{p>ao } 14+p
z EO

By (3.12) we have, for any z,y € R,

1
1B1(@)Bi(y) — brolzo < 2643 BB,y <77, §>0.
So, in the region {x € R,|z| < g, ®}, we estimate the integrals with respect to E as

1

77 p<eq

/Eﬂ{ 0/4}(51(33)51(33 +2) — &1.0)p* cos(zp)Op dE
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IN

2 /Ej”{pﬁeom} |Bu(@)Bu(e + 2) = di0lp* Op dE

J=0

1
251/ 2opdE + 1420 /
0 Eoﬁ{p§550/4}p P Z( J )

—0o/4
>0 Ej+1ﬂ{p£€o i@ }
30

1_3c _a .
beg * + 32(1 + E?U)EO ?|1n Eo](”l)gd&?;’
Jj=>0

IN

2 opdE

IN

IN

cos(zp)OpdE dx dz

/ (Bi(x)Bi(x + 2) — §,0)p*
Eﬂ{p>ag“/4} L+ p8

IN

T p2lap 2 ,02l8p
254 / dE + 1 + 5 0 / dE
0 Eoﬁ{p>eaa/4} 1+ p8 ;)( J ) 2j+1ﬂ{p>880/4} 1+ p8

1 3¢
S 5608 )

recalling the measure of ¥; estimated in (3.2). In the region {z € R,|z| > ¢, %}, by
applying Lemma 4.4, we get

oI5
/hl,ff,(mm) (Bi(2)Bi(a + 2) = 01,0) p* cos(zp) DpdE| < | ‘10+%’
pSE(;% )
o2
/ ! (Bu(@)Bu( + 2) = d10) P ©o8(2P) o, dE 0
[1nfo(1;1)z,oo) 1 +p8 p - |Z|1+ 15
p>s0
Hence,
02
gﬁ dz
Vil < S8 d / .
Vial, Wil ) a@lla@ + 2)lde j2l>eg © |2|1F 15
1 s .
+e0 / ves la(@)](z + 2)|dzdz
lzl<e, 8
1 22 2
< 360" [ late)Pa. (59)
4 R

Obviously, V12 = W2 = 0. So we can deduce that

(&«m%%mm)
Iz q(x)Bgz) (x)dx

We still need to consider

1 <2
=Vii+Wii+Vig+Wia < zg° / lq(z)|*dz.  (5.10)
R

2
L£2(dp)

1 €
Voo = —/ q(:E)q_(:E+z)/O cos(zp) dpdz dz,
T JR2 0
_ 1 . > cos(zp)
Woa = ;/Rz q(z)q(x + z) /EO% 5 dpdx dz.



We have known that 2 [, g(z + 2) [5° cos(zp) dpdz = g(z), then

1 % p8
Voot Woz = [ la@Pdo—— [ q@at+2) [ Peosh) 4 e .
R R

I 1—|—p8

o
We are going to show that

3
: > pfcos(zp)
+ . ——Fdpdzd
/qu(w)Q(fc 2)/50Z Ty dpded:

1

™

<& [ lo@)de.

(5.11)

(5.12)

For the integral < [, g (a: +2) o7 Mdp dz, we can see the convergence by Abel’s test.

1+p8
So, we can take R > ¢, o large enough such that

oo 8 cos(z
[l o) a2 [T B2 gy
z>R 5

or L+p°
1 / (m)’(az—kz)dm/oo Md dz| < /\ )|?da.
— 1/ e 4(@) = e e [ la(x

|z|>R 0 1 +

1

< 5% .
- < & lq(a)|

Then

On the other hand,

1 / _ /‘X’ 08 cos(zp)
— z)q(x + 2 o —————dpdrdz
7| e q(z)q(z + 2) F 1y
< /\q )|?da - / / cos(zp)d p dp
oo 8
< /‘q ) 2da SIH(RP) p
1+ p8
p COS(RP) 1 /°° ptt = 70"
< *d — — | _¢ cos(Rp)——d
< /\q R+ |, RS cos( p)(1+p8)2 p

< 3eb [ law)Pas.
2 R

(5.12) is shown by combining (5.13) and (5.14). Hence,

It

Jra(z)B x)dm £2(dp)
In view of (5.6), (5.10) and (5.15), for ¢ € L?(R) \ {0}, we have

2

02
184l 22(ag) — gl 2@ | < 26° llgll 2wy

(5.13)

(5.14)

(5.15)

(5.16)

Note that the measures (Jp) 'dE and %dE is absolutely continuous with respect

to dpdE and £ 1+ -
that [|Sqllz2(ap) > 0 if ¢ € L*(R) \ {0}. So we get the conclusion of lemma.
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£ dE respectively, and dp is positive almost everywhere on ¥. We can see



For z € R, K(z) and J(x) are differentiable in the sense of Whitney on each ¥; and,
by a direct computation, we have

o8y (@) | _ ( (050) () sin(xp) ) oy ( o () cos(zp) )
o5 (2) (060) () cos ) ~ay(x)sin(zp) )
oB (@) | _ p( (981)() cos(xp) >+ap< B1 (w) cos(zp) )
o5 (2) ~(@61)(x)sin(xp) ~ () sin(ap)

2)

( xf1(x) sin(xp) )
xB1(x) cos(xp) |

Here 0p;(z), | = 0,1, is the derivative in the sense of Whitney on 3;. Since {¥;},>( are

mutually disjoint, 95;(z) and hence 0K (z), 0J (z) are well defined on .

X

X

X

Lemma 5.3 For any q € L2(R) \ {0} with ||q||p < oo, we have
H( Je a(x)0K (x)da )
Jra(2)0T (x)dx

Proof: Recall that for j > 0 and z € R, |0(8;(2) — d10)ley (s;) < €§ for 1 =10,1. So

2

—llallp| < g° lallp + &g llall 2wy (5.17)

L£2(dep)

2

Jy a(@) (98,) () sin(zp)da

( Jx (m)( a:) cos(xp)dx )

L2(dy)

IN

[ —
/ la(2)lla(y o P 0p)THdE d dy
xn{ose )

20 21

€0 / _ P -1
+0 T L _(9p) ' dE dzd
T Lo lg(@)]1q(y)] zm{p>eg”/4} 1erg( P) y

< A W [ 2 dpdeay 1 P pdra
< /Rz!q(x)Hq(y)!/O pr T dpda dy + — /Rz!q( !/0/41+8pwy
150
< & [ la@)lat)|dedy
150 dx
< 16 2 1 2d )
< o ([155) ([ + D@P a
< eF i 2 5.18
< ep (lallp + lallz2g ) - (5.18)

2

< Jra(x)Bi(x cos(x,o)d:n )

qu:v (z)sin(zp)dz

L£2(dp)
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dp

20
2h) / B
+— z dE dxd
o 11@la()] En{p>€aa/4} s y
70
< & (llald + llall3z)) (5.19)

Note that the above bounds still hold if we change the sign of §; or exchange the positions
of cos(zp) and sin(zp).

Jp ¢(2)OK(x)dx
Now, for < fR o(2)0F (2)dz

), it remains the terms

ap< Jz q(2)Bo(x) cos(xp)dx )
— fR $Q($),80($) Sin(xp)dx

It is direct to see that

’8p< Je w(2)Bo) cos(ap)d ) _ ( BB (o) )

~ Jrza(@)o(@)sin(@p)de )| 2y, ~ Je(Xq) (@) (@)dw ) || oy

‘p ap( foqcc)ﬁl(x)sin(w)d:c) _ ( h(*o@B! (2 )
Jowa(w)B1(@) cosap)d || za @@ @BY @) )|

where X is the multiplication operator q(x) — zq(x) on the subspace of {q € L?(R) :
Jo 2%lq(z)? dz < oo}, In view of (5.10) and (5.15), then we can get
zq(z)Po(x) cos(zp)dx
Hap< . | - [l@Pa] < F [l
— [z zq(z)Bo(x) sin(zp)dx gy IR

Jo zq(2) B () sin(zp)dz 12 o
pap( Je za(z)B1 () cos(zp)dz ) 550 /R’q( )|“da.

IN

L2(dep)
Together with (5.18) and (5.19), we can get (5.17). ]

Jea(z x)dz

Jea(z x)dx
the modified spectral transformation under some sultable conditions.

The following lemma shows that < ) converges to the derivative of

Lemma 5.4 For any q € L*(R) with

J(@)k(@) do _ (4 uniformly in
(al) ( I ()7 () do ) convergent to F = < 7 ) formly in E,
f]R q(z)0K(x) o gl )
(a2) ( f. (2)07 () d ) convergent to H = ( 7, ) in the sense of L2(dy),

if F is Cjy; on each ¥, then OF = H a.e. onX.
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Proof: For given x € Rand [ =0, 1, let 5{ be the extension of 3;, C* on [inf o(H), 00),
with §|s, = f;, and let
K (2) = () sin(wp) — Bl(z)pcos(ep), T7(x) = H(x) cos(p) — Bl(x)psin(wp).
Obviously, K7 (z) is absolutely continuous on [inf o(H ), c0), so for any compactly supported
C! function ¢ on [inf o(H), o0), by the integration by parts,
/ OK(x) - $dE = K(x) - dly, / K(z)- 06 dE.
%

Here X; is a Borel set contained in o(H). It can be written as

% = [info(H),00) \ | J L,
1>0
with {I;};>0 a sequence of intervals, mutually disjoint, and IC(z) - (b]z, is interpreted as

K@)-ols, = K@) o) o =2 K@
>0

Since Bl‘, ¢ and p are all absolutely continuous on [inf o(H ), 00), we can see the absolute
convergence of 37~ K (z ) - @ I Hence, by Fubini’s theorem,

[ a@) k@) - is)do = ( [ a@iads) -of = F-ol, .
On the other hand, for each 3;, we have, by (a2),
L1 a@oK@) e~ |- |¢ldE
%; Jlz|<N
1 1
—ldE 2 2
< [ s 1 awokee - mpPLEN | [ o opan
—o/4 ‘ZB‘SN 1+ —o/4
p>60 p>50
; !
[ 1 awok@de — mp@ptae | | [ 1ePopdE |
< —o/4 |CC|<N < —o/4
p<eq p<eq

which goes to 0 as N — oco. Hence,

/2j8F1-¢dE = F1'¢|2j—/2_F1'a¢dE
= [ a@)(k@) - ol )do ~ [ gfa / K(z) - 06 dE dz,

:/ /aic ) $dE dz

= lim / / q(x)0K(x) - ¢ dE dz
N—oo 5, J|z|<N

= /I:Il-¢dE.
Xj

So OF, = H; a.e. on each ¥4, hence a.e. on Y. Similarly, 0Fy = Hy a.e. on 3. [ ]
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6 Linear growth of the diffusion norm

Now, let q(t) be the solution to the dynamical equation i = Hgq, with ¢(0) € H*(R).
Let G(E,t) := (Sq)(E,t). Since, for any E € X,

Jela(z,t +6) — q(z, )| K(x)dx
Jela(@,t +6) — q(z,1)|T (x)dx

we can verify the differentiability of G(E,

(G(E,t+9) —G(E,t)) = ( ) for 6 > 0,

SN

t) with respect to t. Then, for £ € 3,
( Je(Hq) (2, t)K(E, x)dx )
Je(Hq)(z, )T (E, x)dx
< Jrale ,t)[ 02K (E, x) + V(wa)K(E, z)|dw )
Jea(@, O)[-02T (B, x) + V(wx)J (B, x)]dx
= EG(E,t).

so G(E,t) = e 'E'G(E,0).

i0,G(E, 1)

Corollary 1 For any solution q(t) to the equation i¢ = Hq, with q(0) compactly supported,
we have, for a.e. B € X,

< Joq(x,t)OK(E, x)dx

I (2, )OT (B, )de ) = it "HG(E,0) + ¢ HOG(E, 0). (6.1)

Proof: Since ¢(0) is supported on a compact subset of R, saying A C R, we have that
O0G(E,0) is well defined on each ¥;, with

Jx q(x,0)0K(x, E)dx

Jrq(x,0)0T (x, E)dx ) ‘

Hence, G(E,t) = e 'E'G(E,0) is differentiable in the sense of Whitney on each X;, with
OG(E,t) = —it - e E'G(E, 0) + e F1OG(E, 0).

9G(E,0) = (

For any finite ¢, [, 2%|q(w,t)|*dz < oo, which implies [, |¢(z,t)|dz < co. Then, recalling
the expression of K(z) and J(z), we have

/\q(m,t x)|dz, /\qwt x)|dr < (2+€5p) /\qwt\dw
R
and by Lemma 5.3, for N > 0 sufficiently large,

Jioi>n (2, 8)0K (z)d
x\>Nq 10T (z)dz

1
3 2 2 2
[ et
2 \Jjz|>N
1
- 2
+ef </ \q(a:,t)\%a:) .
|x|>N

So the assumptions (al) and (a2) of Lemma 5.4 are verified. Applying Lemma 5.4, the
proof of (6.1) is finished. ]

L2(dep)
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Given any solution ¢(t) to i¢ = Hgq with initial datum ¢(0) € H'(R) with ||¢(0)||p < oo.
Let {¢"(0)}nez, C HY(R) be the sequence of functions satisfying that

: N : N
Jim (g™ (0) = (O)ll iy = Jim g (0) — g(0)]1p =0,

with each ¢V(0) compactly supported on [—N, N]| satisfying HqN(O)”L2(R) < Hq(O)HLQ(R)_
By Lemma 5.1,
]\;1_13;0 ”SqN(O)”EZ(dsD) = 1Sq(0) || 2 (ay)-

Let ¢ (¢) be the solution satisfying i¢"V = H¢" with initial datum ¢ (0), and Gy (E,t) =
(Sq™)(E,1).
In view of Lemma 5.3 and Corollary 1, we can see,

[HIGN (B, 0l c2(ag) — Il @)lln| < e gV Ollp + 28 10 (1)l 2y + 10CN (B, 0) | c2a)-

Hence, we have

IGN(E,0) |20y — t71GN(E)
o, <t Y 0o

1+5()2_0 1—¢g5°

- IGN(E,0)] g2(ap) + t1Gn (1)

o2

with Gy (t) := ngqN(t)HLz(R) + |10GN (E,0) £2(4p). By Lemma 5.3 and Corollary 5.4,
combining with the L?—conservation, we can see

G (1) < 24 (14" (0l 2(x) + 2lla™ (0)|p < 2 [|a(0)]| 22wy + 2[1(0) | p-

So, for t large enough(independent of N), t~1Gxn(t) goes to zero, and

SqN (0
< lSq™ ( )Half(dgo)‘ (6.2)

1SaY (0l 2ag)
L@ < gV (1) b

1+ed* 1—e@t

By the ballistic upper bound (1.2), we have
Jim N (1) — gl < ¢ Jim (g™ (0) = gO)llp + 16 0) — a(0)11(s)) = 0.
—00 N—oo

Combining with the fact that limy_,« [|S¢™V(0) — Sq(0)|| z2(apy = 0, we can pass (6.2) to
N — 00. Then Theorem 1 is proven with

o2

C= HSq(O)Hﬁz(dgp)a C = ﬂ

A Fourier transform and ballistic motion for the Laplacian

Given ¢ = q(¢) € LY(R), the Fourier transform is given by

o) = la) i= [ () de.

R
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If ¢ € H'(R), then ¢/(x) = 2niz §(z).

We consider the time dependent equation i0;4(w,t) = —0%G(x,t). By the Fourier
transform, it is transformed into the linear equation i9;q(&,t) = 4m2&2q(¢,t). We can
easily get the solution ¢(&,t) = e‘4i7r2§2tq(§, 0), which implies

Deq(€,1) = —8im2ete ™M™ (£ 0) + e~ E 1 geq(¢, 0). (A.1)

On the other hand, by Parseval’s identity, we have
[ locate.vPds =14z [ liGa,t)da. (A2)
R R
We can conclude the linear growth of ||¢(¢)||p by combining (A.1) and (A.2).
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