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Abstract. In this paper, we prove the energy stable property for
time-dependent (generalized) Schrodinger operators by using Hardy
inequality. Such property acts very important roles in quantum scat-
tering theory and nonlinear problem. As an application, we prove
Sobolev type inequality.
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1 Introduction

We consider the (generalized) Schrodinger equations with time-dependent po-
tential;

i0h(t, ) = ((=A)"/(2m) + V(1))o(t, ),
¢(s,x) = ¢(s) € H'(R"),

where 0 > 1/2, x = (21,72, ..., 2,) € R", A = 924+ 05+...4+02 is the Laplacian,
m > 0, s € R is a fixed cnnstant, and V() is a potential; a multiplication
operator of real valued function V' (¢,x) defined later. We use notations p =
—iV = —i(01, 02, ...,0,) i.e., —A = p?. Let H(t) = p*/(2m) + V() and call
energy in t. We say a family of unitary operators {U (t, s) }(; s)cr2 a propagator
for H(t) if each component satisfies

0 .0
ZEU(t, s)=H(t)U(t,s), ZEU(t’S) =—-U(t,s)H(s),

U(t,m)U(r,s) =Ult,s), U(s,s)=ldp2gn).
In this paper, we state the following assumptions on the potential;

Assumption 1. Let V(t,x) : R x R® — R satisfies V € CY(R; CHR")).
Suppose that for all u € HY(R™), there exist positive constants Cry > 0 and
C > 0 such that

(P*u, u) p2rny > C (V (E)u, w) 2Ry (1)
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and

[ e

holds. Moreover, assume that the propagator U(t,s) uniquely exists and that
forallt € R, U(t,s) satisfies

dt < C. (2)
Loo(R™)

U(t,s)H(R"™) c H'(R™).

In order to obtain energy stableness, we further state the following two
conditions;

Assumption 2. For all u € H?(R™), potential V(t) satisfies the following
mequality

t
<<p29/4m +V(s) — / d’T) u,u> > 0.
S L‘X’(R”) LQ(Rn)

Assumption 3. Energy H(t) is strictly positive, that is, for allt € R, z € R"
and v € HY(R™), there exists 6 > 0 such that

(H (0w = (07 @m) + V0 ) >0 (P wn)

(3)

Remark 4. If the potential is independent of the time, the assumption [
admits Coulomb type potential, that is, V = Cp,|x|72%, where 0 < 6 <
0 and Cy, > 0 depends only on the dimension n € N, see e.g. Secchi-
Smets-Willem [3] since we can obtain the unique existence of the propagator
Ut,s) = e = with H = p?/(2m) + V by using the Stone’s theorem and
self-adjointness of H. On the other hand, in the case where potential depends
on time, it seems difficult to include singular potentials such as Coulomb type
potential in Assumption[dl because of [@)). For @ = 1 the unique existence of the
propagator is guaranteed by Yajima [{|] even if the potential depends on time
and has singularities. If V is bounded, then we can easily prove the unique
existence of U(t, s).

Remark 5. As an example, we consider the potential written as the form
V(t,z) = Volz +c(t)) € R,

where Vo € $BY(R), and ¢ = (c1,...,c,) satisfies that for all j € {1,....n},
cj € B (R) and integrable condition

/ | (t)|dt < oo.



Additionally if V (t) satisfies

sup
zeR"™

2V (t,2)| < Cu

for some constant C' > 0 and some 0y > 0 then V satisfies Assumption[d. For
0 =1, such a potential appears for Schrodinger equations with time-decaying
electric fields, see e.g., Adachi-Fujiwara-Ishida [1]. What we emphasize here
is we do not need to assume that |c(t)] — 0 as [t| — co.

Under the assumption [, we have the following Theorem:;

Theorem 6 (Stableness for Laplacian). Let ¢(s) € H?(R") satisfies that for

some 0 < a < R, supp(¢(s)) C {¢€ € R"|a < [¢| < R}, where * stands for the
Fourier transform. If we assume Assumption [ and[2. Then for any t € R
there exists a t—independent constant a > 0 such that

(PU9)0(5), U 9)6()) |, 2 @ll606) 3am @

holds. On the other hand, if we assume Assumption [l and[3. Then for any
t € R there exists a t—independent constant R > 0 such that

(PU(9)0(5), U 9)6(5)) |, < RIS 5)

L2(R™)

holds. Hence if we assume Assumption[d, [2 and[3, then for any t € R there
exist t—independent constants a > 0 and R > 0 such that

166 ey < (P )00 Ut 0()) |, < RIS o

holds.
As the corollary, we can obtain the following energy stableness property;

Theorem 7 (Energy stableness). Let ¢(s) € H(R™) satisfies

a1 [|6(s)[|72mny < (H(5)d(s), &(5)) r2rny < Ba [6(5)]72mn)

for some constants 0 < ay < Ry. Assume Assumption [, [2 and[3 Then for
any t € R, there exist t-independent constants 0 < a; < Ry such that

a1 | 6()| 72mmy < (HOU(t,5)(5), Ut 8)6(5)) 2(mny < Ba [[6(5)|[72(moy -

Corollary 8 (Uniformly stableness in H%(R™)). Suppose ¢(s) € H(R™).
If we assume Assumption [ and [3.  Then for any t € R there exists a
t—independent constant ¢, > 0 such that

U (¢, 5)(5) 770y = cm 6(3) 770 () (6)



holds. If we assume Assumption [l and[3. Then for any t € R there exists a
t—independent constant cpy; > 0 such that

10t )6() 20y < enr 1605) 2o (7)
holds

As an application of this theorem, we shall introduce the Sobolev type
inequality;

Corollary 9. Under the assumption [l and[3, for all 0 < v < 0 and ¢(s) €
HY(R"™), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

U $)¢() | Lo mny < €l vy

holds, where p satisfies

| =
32
—_

and ¢ does not depend on t.

For 6 = 1, energy stableness property can be proven for the case where
[Vt )l oo (mny decays in t or [[V(L, )| Loo(grn) is sufficiently small or V (¢, ) is
periodic in time, respectively. However, in the assumption[I] we do not assume
these conditions, and the energy stableness under Assumption [l - [B] has not
been seen yet, as far as we know. For such potentials, linear scattering theory
(in particular asymptotic completeness), Strchartz estimates (see, e.g., Naibo-
Stefanov [2]) and global well-posedness in L for NLS, also have not been
proven yet, as far as we know. The energy stableness and Sobolev inequality
may be applicable to such studies.

2 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we shall prove Theorem [@ Corollary [§ and @ For simplicity,
we assume that || - |l2 denotes || - |[2(g»y and (-, -) denotes (-,+)r2(rn)-
Define F'(t) as

F(t) = lpl"u®)]l3 = (0*"u(t), u(t)),

where u(t) = U(t, s)¢(s). Then, by the assumption ({{l) (Hardy type inequal-
ity), there exists Cy > 0 such that

F(t) > C(V(#)u(t), ut)) =: G(t).

Here, by the simple calculation, we have

%F(t) — (z’[V(t),p%]U(f),u(t)) )



where [, -] stands for the commutator of operators. On the other hand,

%G(t) =Cn (i[p%/?m, V(#)]u(t), U(t)) +Cr (V' (t)u(t), u(t))

= —(Cu/2m) S F(0) + Cur(V'(O)ult), u(0)
Hence we have
G(t) = CH/ (V'(m)u(r),u(r))dr — = (F(t) — F(s)) + G(s) (8)
Condition F'(t) > G(t) implies

MF@) 2 %F(S) + G(s) + CH/ (V'(r)u(r), u(r)) dr

2m
> S 06)+ o (™ + VI = [ IV ey ) 6051.606)) -

If we assume Assumption [2, we notice that there exists a positive constant
C' > 0 such that

F(t) > CF(s),

which implies (@) holds. On the other hand, if we assume Assumption B then
we have

SLF(0) = 5 o (a0 ul0) < 5% (™ + V) it uto))

2m
_ 2# <§—£F(t) + G(t)>

mo
= 2—;5 <G<5> + S—ZF@) +Cn / V(7 oo iy 7 u<z><s>u§> ,

(9)
which implies (@) holds. Inequalities (@) and (@) also hold by (@) and ().

Theorem [7 can be immediately proven by using following inequalities
(H(u(t),u(t) < ((s2/@m) + V() ult), u(t))
< (1/2m +1/Cp) (0 u(t), u(t))

and (3]).

Finally, we prove Corollary @l By interpolating the followings

Il 5) )~

) < Cy
A(L2(R"))



and

< 017

0 —0
[0 @) gy <

we get for some 0 < vy < 6 and (t, s)—independent constant C., > 0,

|lp[ U (t,s) (p)

#2@n) < G

where (-) = (14 -2)1/2, Cy > 0 and C; > 0 are (¢, s)—independent constants
and ZB(L*(R")) stands for the operator norm on L?(R™). That provides for
a pair (p,v) with 1/p +~v/n =1/2,
10t $)6(6) | oy < ClIPPUE $)8(5)
< ClIpPUE5) B gy 140) 65)z

and which is the desired result, where we use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequal-
ity.
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