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UNIQUE CONTINUATION PROPERTIES FOR ONE DIMENSIONAL
HIGHER ORDER SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

TIANXIAO HUANG, SHANLIN HUANG" AND QUAN ZHENG

ABsTRACT. We study two types of unique continuation properties for the higher order
Schrodinger equation with potential
iOu=(A)"u+V(t,xu, (x)eR™ 2<meN,.

The first one says if u has certain exponential decay at two times, then # = 0, and this
result is sharp by constructing critical non-trivial solutions. The second one says ifu = 0
in an arbitrary half-space of R'*", then u = 0 identically. The uniqueness theorems are
given when n = 1, but we also prove partial results when n € N, for their own interests.
Possibility or obstacles to proving these unique continuation properties in higher spatial
dimensions are also discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the higher order Schrodinger equation with potential
i0u = (=A)"u+ V(t, u, (t,x)€R™, 2 <meN,, (1.1)

where A, = 8)2” +-- -+8)2€n is the spatial Laplacian. In the case m = 2, this type of equation
was originated in a non-linear setting introduced by Karpman [30], for considering the
effect of higher order dispersion term on the self-focusing. The general linear analysis of
(1.1) has been more focused on, for examples, estimates for the fundamental solution and
its regularity for the free case [31,40,41], L” — L9 and L” estimates [52], wave operators
and scattering theory [5,20], and the dispersive estimates [14, 15] recently.

The aim of the current paper is to inspire more unique continuation properties for
equation (1.1), mainly by studying the Carleman estimates. The two types of problems
we consider are much more known in the second order case m = 1, i.e. the Schrédinger
equation, for their interesting connections to two important topics in harmonic analysis:
the Hardy’s uncertainty principle and Fourier restriction estimate. The unique contin-
uation theorems (Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.5) we obtain are limited in one spatial
dimension, but partial results (Examples 1.2, Proposition 1.3 and Lemma 2.1) and dis-
cussions in higher dimensions are also given for expected further studies.
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1.1. L? quantitative unique continuation from two times.
Our first main result concerns time-independent potentials. Consider
iOu=D"u+V(xu, (1,x)eR> m>2, (1.2)
where D, = i7'9,.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose V € L®(R) is real-valued. Then there exists ¥y > 0 depending
only on m, such that if u € C(R; L*(R)) solves (1.2) and

m 2m_
(T, x), M W(T, x) € LA(R),
e (1.3)

(To-T) a1
for some Ty < Ty, then u = 0.

We first remark that no further regularity assumption is needed than u being a con-
tinuous solution, i.e. u € C(R; L*(R)) is only assumed to satisfy u(f) = e"'t(Dinl*V)u(O).
Moreover, Theorem 1.1 is sharp in regard to the decay exponent 23{2 7> by the following
examples where non-trivial solutions having such exponential decay can be constructed

in all spatial dimensions.

Examples 1.2. For any n € N, and real-valued V € L*(R"), there exists a non-trivial
u € C®(R; H*™(R")) solving

i0u = (=A™ u+V(xu, (t,x)eR"*™, (1.4)
such that ,
ORIy, x) <C(+)", reR, (1.5)
LAR™)
for some function h strictly decreasing in |t|, satisfying
C
h(t) £ ————. (1.6)
(1 + i3

Moreover if V = 0, the non-trivial u can be found analytic in R™", satisfying

2m
c|x|zn=T

2m
(1+1ih7

lu(t, x)] < Cexp {— } (1, x) e R, (1.7)

for some C, ¢ > 0.

Consequently, if Theorem 1.1 holds for (1.4) concerning decay et g higher
dimensions, it should also be sharp, but this is unknown even in the case V = 0. We note
that constant (1 + |t|)‘2r2n_'fl in (1.6) and (1.7) is weaker than the one in (1.3), (the one in
(1.3) can be checked by scaling,) and this is due to the use of higher order heat kernel for
the complex time variable in the constructions, see subsection 2.4.

Unique continuation from two times for dispersive equations seems to originate in
control theory since the works [50,51] of Zhang, and it has attracted plenty of attention
in the last three decades. For nonlinear equations, a typical consideration is to assume
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spatial support constrains for the difference of two solutions at two times, and conclude
that difference is identically zero for the time in between. See [32,33] for such study on
the k-generalized KdV equation, and [26,27,34] on the nonlinear Schrédinger equations.
For higher order models, such problem was considered in [4] for non-linear one dimen-
sional higher order Schrodinger equation, and in [35] for higher order KdV type equation
(1.10) that we will turn back to later. We also mention that recently, the works [22,49]
for linear Schrodinger equations and [39] for the KdV equation also considered the sizes
of supports at two times in the view of observability.

Other than constraining the support, Escauriaza et al. [6] first realized for Schrodinger
equations, that assuming certain quantitative spatial decay of the solution at two times
is enough to ensure uniqueness. Such idea was motivated by an interesting relation
between the free Schrodinger equation and the Hardy’s uncertainty principle in harmonic
analysis. The Hardy’s uncertainty principle says: if f(x) = O(e_ﬁb"z), f© = O(e“”f'z)
and off > %, then f =0, ifaB = }L, then f is a constant multiple of e P Here

7© = (F P = fR e fd

In [6], this principle was pointed out in fact equivalent to a unique continuation property
for the free Schrodinger equation

0 = —Aw, (t,x) e R, (1.8)
which says: if u(0,x) = O(e‘ﬁp"z), w(T,x) = O(e“”x'z) and afp > #, then u = 0; if
ap = #, then u(0, x) is a constant times e~#*7 ) Such connection is given by the

Fourier expression of the solution

u(t, ¥) = (Arity 35 F (e%u(O, .)) (%) (1.9)

iy
which is a computational result by the fundamental solution (47rit)‘%e% of (1.8).

In a series of works [6,9-12], Escauriaza et al. extended such type of results to the
case of variable coefficients, which applied to the difference of two solutions of certain
class of non-linear Schrodinger equations. See [13] for a more complete overview on
this topic. It should be noticed that the formula (1.9) is hardly useful in the case of
variable coefficients, and Escauriaza et al. have developed an equation-based scheme to
prove quantitative uniqueness for Schrodinger equations, which combines upper bound
estimates in appropriate weighted energy spaces, and Carleman estimates which match
the upper bounds quantitatively.

It is then natural to ask whether such scheme can give quantitative unique contin-
uation properties from two times for more general dispersive equations, while to find
perfect matching uncertainty principles seems rarely possible. In [7], Escauriaza et al.
considered the k-generalized KdV equations

Ou+Pu+u*du=0, (1,x)€[0,1]xR, keN,,
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and obtained that if the difference of two solutions w = u; — u; and its derivatives satisfy
spatial decay at two times

w(0,%), w(l,x) € H'™ dy), a = a(u,u,k),

. . 3/2 .
then u; = up. Here x; = max{0, x}, and it was pointed out that the decay e™“*+ , which

is the same spatial decay of the fundamental solution for the linear problem appearing as
a scaled Airy function, is optimal by constructing a non-trivial solution. We refer to the
recent works [1,2] for Zakharov-Kuznetsov equations as higher dimensional analogues.

Such problem for higher order dispersive equations seems computationally difficult in
their own nature. An odd order model closely related to the higher order Schrodinger
equations (1.1) or (1.2) is the higher order KdV type equation

A+ (=12 Ny 4 Pw, 0, ..., 0%u) =0, (1,x) €R? k> 2, (1.10)

where P is a polynomial. In [29], Isaza proved that (see Dawson [3] for an earlier study
for k = 2,) if the difference of two solutions w = u; — u, satisfies

L2 d), if p<2k—1ande> 0,
w(0, x), w(l,x) € ) Qk+1)/2k .
L (e™+ dx), if p < kand a = a(k),
then u; = up. We remark that in the less non-linear case p < k, the decay e
was pointed out to be the same spatial decay of the fundamental solution for the linear
problem.

To motivate a similar form of quantitative uniqueness for the higher order Schrodinger
equation (1.1), we in the first place however, lack of a formula like (1.9) to make a
connection between the solution of the free case

{iatu = (~A)™u, (t,x) € R m>2,

w0, %) = u. (1.11)

and the Fourier transform of the initial data ug, thus any uncertainty principle for Fourier
transform seems not immediately inspiring. From another perspective of fundamental
solution as just mentioned for the KdV and higher order KdV cases, one may also notice
that the exponential decay condition in Theorem 1.1 is not a reflection of (1.11)’s funda-
mental solution, since which only obeys polynomial decay (e.g. [25, Examples 3.3])

: m n n(m—1)
[ 771, x = )| < QU QL+ e =y )BT, 1 #0, 5, y e R

In fact, we think of Theorem 1.1 as a ”limit” of its closely related parabolic version:
the quantitative backward unique continuation. For any € > 0, consider Cauchy problem

(1.12)

ot = —(e + D(=A)"u, (t,x) € [0,+00) X R", m > 2,
u(0, x) = up.

Also recall an uncertainty principle originally due to Morgan and Beurling (see Escau-
riaza et al. [10]): if f € L'R) or f € >R forn >2, 1 < p <2 1/p+1/qg =1,



and

P[P

Bl
e 7 f(n) e v f(&)
L L

then f = 0. Now since the solution u to (1.12) has Fourier transform

+ <oo, aB>1, (1.13)
1 1

ama=6mww%@, (1.14)

if we put f(x) =u(T,x), p = 2m 7 and g = 2m in (1.13), the following is immediate: if
uy € L'(R) or up € L>(R") for n > 2 and
2m —1

2m_
M (T, x) € L)lc, c> — —,
(2m)2m-1 (€T ) 2m—1

then uy = 0.

The above argument fails for the equation (1.11), because #(t, &) = it 1ip(¢) does
not have a priori decay like (1.14). However, if in addition the initial data ug decays
like e‘C|x|2m/(2m71), the situation may be compensated. Such possibility is encouraged by
the following property of Fourier transform. Let p > 1 and Zg be the class of analytic
functions ¢ in C" satisfying

n .C:l7.|P
P < CeXm 9B e,

where C, C; > 0, ¢, = -1 when z; € R, and €; = 1 when z; ¢ R. In Gel’fand and

Silov [16] it was proved that 925 = ZZ where 1/p + 1/g = 1. Now consider (1.11) with

Uy € ZZm/(Zm—l)

~ 2m . .
2m/(2m-1)° we have iy € Z2m and in PaﬂlCUlar,

(1, )| = le” ™" ig(&)] = i (€)] < C'eCE"

This, and the backward uniqueness argument suggest that it is reasonable to work

. _ 2m/(2m—1 . . . .
with the decay e~M e given at two times. In fact, such decay persists for all times
in between.

Proposition 1.3. Suppose n € N,, V € L®(R") is real-valued, and u € C(R; L>(R"))
solves (1.4). If there exists v > 0 such that

2m
M40, %), e P u(T, x) € LA(R™),

for some T > 0, then fort € [0, T], we have

T—t
T 2m 2m
< C“T WVl || M7 ) x) e y(T, x)

X X )t

om
My, x) (1.15)

Considering logarithmic convexity of weighted energy was initiated in Escauriaza
et al. [9] for Schrédinger equations with Gaussian weight, and variants were obtained
in [8]. The idea there was to bootstrap the formal calculation for the second order time

derivative of, for example, log ||e"(’)|’“| u(t, x)||2 with some well chosen a(f). What is
somehow different in proving Proposition 1.3 is that instead of working with the weight
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e directly, we shall first consider proving with the linear exponential weight e~

for all A € R”, and then lift the estimate by a subordination inequality proved in [10]

n(qg-2)
c;’;elxlp/p Sf gy Td < cn,pelxlp/p, xR, (1.16)

where p € (1,2] and 1/p + 1/q = 1. The point of such approach is to formally keep
the conjugated operator e**(—A,)"e~** having constant coefficients, so that the energy
method is more applicable to log [le!*u(t, x)lliz. This formal argument seems irrelevant

231’21 , however, as indicated in Examples 1.2, the bootstrapping requires

knowledge from the higher order analytic semigroup {e=“-2"+V)}p. o, the kernel of

which has spatial decay e~V \We remark that the solution u is neither assumed
to be more regular than continuous in L2, nor in advance to have any spatial decay when
t € (0, T), but working with the regularized solution e~ EFIEA" V) 0) will gain both.

to the exponent

Following the upper/lower-scheme for proving uniqueness, our final step needs a
quantitative Carleman estimate that matches Proposition 1.3 regarding the exponent

Zrzn"_’l . But we are only able to do so in spatial dimension one.

Proposition 1.4. Suppose ¢ € C*([0, 1) is real-valued, and define

Q1. ) = 2R (5 + (1))

Consider all u € C?((0,1) X R) such that 0 < d; < I% + ¢(1)| < dy holds in supp u for
some fixed dy < dp. Then there exist yo, Ry, C > 0 such that

f f @Dt + D2} dxdr > Cy*" R f f CluPdxdr, 7y 20, R2Ro. (1.18)

Here D, = i710,.

2 Y R>0, (1,0 [0, 1] XR. (1.17)

In the proof of Theorem 1.1, exponent % in (1.17) plays the role of matching the
|2m/(2m71)

weight e? in Proposition 1.3. We mention without proof that when n > 2, if

~ dm . . o .
t,x) = 2yR3n-1|% + ¢(f)e;|* where e the first unit vector in R”, a similar techniques
Y R q
shows the lower bound

A 2 dm_ 0,
f e? |Dtu + (—Ax)'"u| dxdt > Cy3’"R3fn—1 f eQ\ul>dxdr.
[0,1]xR [0,1]xR

If a unique continuation result for (1.4) is expected with the exponent 3;‘%1 involved,

331’f T > zgﬁ r when m > 1, we more or less need an analogue of Proposition 1.3 on

|4m/(3m—1)

since

—clx]

the faster decay e , which is however not evident.

1.2. L? global unique continuation.

Our second main result concerns unbounded potentials over the whole space-time.
Consider

O = D*"u+ V(t,x)u, (t,x) €R?, m>2. (1.19)
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2m+1

Theorem 1.5. Suppose D is an arbitrary half-plane in R?>, V. € L72n (R?), and u €
W%(R2) where

Wt (R2) = {u € Lani (R); du, D"u € L%(Rz)}.
If uis a solution to (1.19) and u = 0 in D, then u = 0 in R2.

Remark 1.6. If'V is analytic and 0D is non-characteristic to id;— D>", the conclusion is
trivial by the well-known Holmgren’s uniqueness theorem. If V = 0, and 0D = {(t, x); t =
0, x € R} which is characteristic, since one is able to construct by Hormander [19,

Theorem 8.6.7] a non-trivial C* solution u with suppu = D, our result implies u ¢
4m+2

Wit (R?). Thus for a global unique continuation property like Theorem 1.5 to hold,
certain regularity condition must be needed.

Theorem 1.5 was first proved in Kenig and Sogge [37] for the Schrodinger equation
i0u = —Au+ V(t,0u, (t,x) € R neN,, (1.20)
where V € L*5* (R'*") and D is an arbitrary half-space in R'*"*. Such unique continuation
property was shown by establishing the L” Carleman estimate

e 0] 2 < C et + A 2 iy WECT®RI,(121)

where C > 0 is independent of (4,v) € R X S", and (-, -) is the inner product in R!*". The
pattern for proving uniqueness by (1.21) is now quite known, and it is no surprise that
an L? Carleman estimate like (1.21) allows one to consider unbounded potentials with
certain integrability in the view of Holder’s inequality. On extending results for equation
(1.20) or the associated Carleman estimate (1.21), Lee and Seo [38] as well as Seo [44]
considered mixed norms in LfL‘;, and it was further extended in Seo [43] to Wiener
amalgam norms. Clearly estimates like (1.21) can not be applied to the equation with a
time-independent potential V(x), however in the works [45,46], Seo proved certain L?
type Carleman estimates where |V (x)| plays a role of weight in the norms, and global
unique continuation results were still obtained.

We also remark that the special weight ¢! in the Carleman estimate was considered in
many works to show unique continuation from two times when spatial supports are con-
strained, as previously mentioned in Kenig et al. [32-34] for the KdV and Schrodinger
equations, [35] for higher order KdV type equation (1.10), and Duan and Zheng [4] for
non-linear one dimensional Schrodinger equation. In particular, the following Carleman
estimate was proved in [4, Proposition 3.1]

le®ull anageay < € lle™ s = DIt g s we COR?), (1.22)
where C > 0 is independent of 1 € R, and we will see later that this is a special case of
Lemma 1.7 below.

For higher order Schrodinger equations like (1.1), the general topic of unique con-
tinuation across hypersurface is more understood in the case of bounded coefficients,
but actual relevant results are quite few, and the higher dimensional progress is indeed
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recent. An earlier effort in this direction goes back to Isakov [28], a conclusion there in
one spatial dimension is the local uniqueness (and stability) of the Cauchy problem for

k
ia(t, )0 + Dku + Z bi(t,)DIu=f, (t,x)€(0,T)x(0,1), k > 2,
j=1
where the data is given on the spatial boundary (0, 7') x {0}. Note that this result also ap-
plies to higher order KdV type equation (1.10) earlier studied by Saut and Scheurer [42].
In higher dimensions, the first author recently considered the higher order Schrodinger
inequality in [24]

Zlaflg[%] Iaiul, m >3,
Yiaie2 103Ul + Djaj= 108l m =2,
and proved unique continuation across the hyperplane {(z, x) € R*7: x; =0, |1 < 1).
Such property is only global in the X’ = (xp,...,x,) variables, and a completely local

result for (1.23) was also proved in [24] concerning saddle-shape hypersurfaces. The just
mentioned results of [24,28] were all based on L? Carleman estimates.

|idu — (—Ax)"™u| < c{ (1.23)

To consider unbounded potentials and motivate an L Carleman estimate for the higher
order Schrodinger equation (1.1), we now turn back to the second order case for a review
in more details. First note that in Kenig and Sogge [37], the idea of proving an L” global
unique continuation property for the Schrodinger equation had an implication from the
Fourier restriction theory. To be more specific, the special case 4 = 0 of L” Carleman
estimate (1.21) is actually a consequence of the Fourier restriction estimate originally
due to Strichartz [48]

f KNP 2162, £)de
Rn

Here the Fourier transform is taken in all variables. The proof of (1.21) relies on showing
the “uniform Strichartz estimate”

181l 2202 100y < CUGDy + A + LD 2008 g€ CORM™), (1.24)

0 e (Rl+n)’

. < C||f||LG+4

L2 @ @y

where C > 0 is uniform for all first order differential operators L(D,) with constant
coefficients. This is of course a stronger claim than Carleman estimate (1.21), for we can
write eIV (0, + A)eMEOY) = o, + A, + Ly,(D,). To show (1.24), a special case

el 2 1y < NGB+ A+ 208l e g €COR™)zEC (125)

namely the “uniform resolvent estimate” is crucial, because a frequency localization
argument in the direction of 1-homogeneous part of L(D,) reduces (1.24) to (1.25). The
above heuristics was earlier considered in Hérmander [18] for elliptic equations and in
Kenig et al. [36] for hyperbolic equations.

If we follow the same heuristics for the higher order Schrodinger equation (1.1)

iOu = (-A)"u+ V(t, Ou, (¢, x) R,
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since the relevant restriction property is a known consequence of oscillatory integral
estimate (see Stein [47, p. 369]):
< C||f|| s

2m
U K0068"0) FePm £)dé 1
) (R1+m)

a corresponding Carleman estimate for id; — (—A,)™ to consider is on the horizon. But
so far we are only able to prove the following in one spatial dimension.

(1.26)

4m+ 2n

R“‘ )

Lemma 1.7. It follows that
[0 < C e, = DY sz, w e CO®D, (1.27)

(R?)

”” [A2(R2) =

where C > 0 is independent of (1,v) € R x S.

The special case A = 0 is of course a result of restriction estimate (1.26) when n = 1,
and the mentioned Carleman estimate (1.22) is the special case v = (0, 1).

To give a quick overview of what comes different in the higher order case, we shortly
sketch the proof of Lemma 1.7. Denoted by v = (v, v1), the scaling ((Av;)*"t, Av;x) —
(t, x) reduces (1.27) to the case A = 1 and v = (b, 1) for all b € R. We thus further set
g = &G0y and consider the conjugated form of (1.27)

llgllpan2g2y < ClIEO; — (Dy + i)™ — D)8, 2 wy 8 C(R?), b eR.

Apparently, this should be implied by the uniform Fourier multiplier estimate

|7~ (My(x, &) f(x, f))”L4m+2(R2) < ClIAl gme2 =2

for all f = (id, — (D, + i)*" — ib)g with g € CZ"’(RZ), where C > 0 is independent of
b eR, and

(1.28)

1
T+E+D)+ib

My(7,8) =

(1.29)

Following the scheme introduced in [37], our priori to consider is a uniform resolvent
estimate” like (1.25), and we claim it in a different form for technical reasons.

Claim 1.8. Let P(¢) = Re (¢ +i)*". Then

H P ( f@,8€) )

T PG 12 < ClI g2

feC®R?, ze C\R.  (1.30)

L4m+2(R2) Rz)

The reduction from (1.28) to (1.30) will be a frequency localization argument by
the Littlewood-Paley theory, along with a delicate analysis of the zeros of polynomial
0p(&) = Im (¢ + i)™ + b which is the other part of My(t, &), and the boundedness for a
bunch of Fourier multipliers frozen at different frequency scales accordingly to the zeros.
When m > 1, since the zeros, and consequently the Fourier multipliers encountered are
all implicitly depending on b, the difficulty there will be showing that the estimates for
them are uniform in b € R, for the goal of achieving the uniform estimate (1.28). We
note that the dependence on b is explicit when m = 1, and in [37] the above mechanism
in all dimensions was processed in a quite straightforward manner.



10 TIANXIAO HUANG, SHANLIN HUANG" AND QUAN ZHENG

Our main obstacle to proving a Carleman estimate in higher spatial dimensions is
relevant to a proper version of Claim 1.8 that extends the restriction estimate (1.26). The
issue says due to a highly possible phase degeneracy problem, certain oscillatory integral
estimate we need seems false in higher dimensions, whereas it is true in dimension one by
the van der Corput lemma, and it is also true in the second order case for all dimensions
for there is no degeneracy at all. We will discuss this in more details in Remark 3.1. Upon
any indefinite resolution of such an issue, however, the higher dimensional argument for
the frequency localization seems not clearly similar to that in the proof of Lemma 1.7.

1.3. Organization and notations.

The rest of this paper is organized as what follows. In section 2, we shall first prove
Proposition 1.3, Proposition 1.4, and then combine them to show the first main result
Theorem 1.1. The constructions for Examples 1.2 will be placed at the end of this section.
In section 3, we shall first show how to use Lemma 1.7 to prove our second main result
Theorem 1.5. After that, we establish Claim 1.8, and then use it to complete the proof of
Lemma 1.7.

Throughout the paper, C denotes a generic positive constant whose value may vary
from line to line. We generally use D = i~'0 for the convenience of taking Fourier
transform, and the subscript will be specified when necessary. For f, g € L?, (f,g) =
f fgdx denotes the inner product. The Fourier transform of f in R” is defined to be
(F ) = f(f) = f e~ ¢ f(x)dx. We sometimes use f(t, &) = f e~ ¢ f(t, x)dx to denote
the spatial Fourier transform of f.

2. L2 QUANTITATIVE UNIQUE CONTINUATION FROM TWO TIMES

2.1. Logarithmic convexity of weighted energy.

We shall prove Proposition 1.3 in this part. Assume m, n € N,. First, we need a
parabolic decay estimate, the version of which was earlier considered in Escauriaza et
al. [9]. Let K(t, x,y) be the kernel of higher order heat semigroup (e A"V 0 on
L*>(R") where V € L®(R") is real-valued. It is known (see Huang et al. [23, Theorem
1.2]) that there exist Cy, C;, wq > 0 for the following to hold

K(t, x,y)| < C1t" % exp {—czfﬁpc — Y|+ w0f||V||oo} , t>0,x yeR"

By Zheng and Zhang [53, Theorem 2.1], it further follows that for some C, ¢ > 0, the
kernel K(z, x,y) of the analytic semigroup (e d A"+ Ve >0 satisfies

2m
IK(z, x,y)| < C(Rez)” % exp {—cRez(%)“‘ + woRe leVIIm}, Rez>0, x, y € R".
2.1)
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Lemma 2.1. Suppose A > 0, B € Rand V € L¥(R") is real-valued. Then there exist
N1, No > 0 which are independent of A, B and V, such that

2m_ R m n
e@)A,B()')IXI =1, ~(A+iB)(=Ay) +V)f < NlewoAllVllm (1 +A—232)2

ECES fH .2

12 12
/=l f € LX(R"), where wy is the same in (2.1), and
Y

(1+ NA(1 + A2B2ymny2m=lyzr

holds for all y > 0 and f with e

O, 8(y) =

(2.3)

Proof. Letz = A +iB, then (2.1) reads

Ce@0AlVIls Alx — |7
KA +iB.x,y) £ S exp{ AR I ]
A2 (A% + B?) -1

2m

}, x, yER",

Denoted by p = %, we thus have for a > 0 that
e AHBERTL] < f MW IK(A +iB, x IFGdy|
R* L
AllV]leo
< Ce® f P =blx=ylP =ylyl? |67|)’|” FO)ldy
N Aﬁ n L2 ’

where b = cA/(A% + BY) 1. If we take
Y

(1 +(2%)p%1)l7—1

by the convexity of | - |P, we have for all x, y € R" that

2

alx|” = blx = yIP = ylyl

QBT L+ @by | (1 + Qb

L+ Qy/b)rT @y/b)7 1+ Qy/b)7

1P
-—r ‘(1 + @y ) 5| = blx =l
1+ (2y/b)r1!
L 11 p
e 7L Ll (VR e 2 b L S|
L+ Qy/b)7T Qy/b)7T
b
== §|X =P

Using Young’s inequality we derive

f Q=B IOV £

<
12

f e—%blx—yl”|eyly|”f(y)|dy

_n x|P
<Connb™? [l ] 2

L2
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where Cyy = [, ¢ 3" dx. Thus (2.2) holds for ®4 5(y) = a, N = CCpy(2)2m=D/2m
and N, = (3)>"1. O

For u in Proposition 1.3 and any € > 0, we define
ue(t) = e V() = o EFINCEA Y ) e R, (2.4)
By semigroup analyticity, we have u, € C*(R; H*"(R")) and
i0iue = (=A™ + V)ue.
We still use p = 5575 in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.2. There exists y. > 0 such that

Z sup Heyflxlpa"ue(t x)”L2 + sup ||e7€|x|'( A u(t, x)HL2 < 0. (2.5)
0<

vI<2m—1 O<r<1

Proof. Applying Lemma 2.1 with A = € and B = ¢, we have, with
YO = y(1 + Noe(1 + €221y =z,
that

sup

0)| P
e My, x) , <
0<t<1 L

‘X

0. (2.6)

Ifk<2m-2and

D7 sup 1l 3uet, ),z < oo,
0<t<1
Iv|=k

then forany j=1,--- ,n, by taking y**1 < %k) we have

|| YD P

05,05

k+1 k+1 _—
=— f P )|xlp8;u58§j8;u5dx —2py*HD f x|~ % x jezy( ’ )|xlp8;u58xj8;u5dx (2.7)
n R’l

<C sup (IIuE(t Dl - |7 0 2),
0<t<1 Ly
which inductively implies
sup |e7am*l)|x|p(9; (2.8)

[v|<2m—1 0<t<1
Finally we take y, < P , and by (2.6) we have

) ”e%m/ (—Ax)mMEHL% < ”e)’elxlp((_Ax)m + V)MEHL% +C

=—i f M (A uducdx — i f MV ducdx + C.

Similar to (2.7), we integrate by parts, use (2.8) and the regularity of ((—A,)" + V)u, to
obtain (2.5). O
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The following abstract lemma for logarithmic convexity was proved in [8,9].

Lemma 2.3. Suppose S and A are symmetric and anti-symmetric differential operators
in R™ with time-independent smooth bounded coefficients. Then

(Sg.8) _ (Sg Ag) + (Ag, Sg) - 3l16,g — Ag — Sgll*
gl T gl
holds for all g € C*([0, T]; . (R™)) with g(t) # 0 forall t € [0, T], where||-]| = ||- IIL)zC(Rn).

0 , te(0,7),

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 1.3.

Proof of Proposition 1.3. Since (1.15) is scaling invariant, we may just assume 7' = 1.

Weuse p = Zrzn"_’l in the proof.

First take a decreasing 6 € C*(R; [0, 1]) such that 6(s) = 1 when s < 1 and 6(s) = 0
when s > 2. Define gg(x;) = foxl 0(s/R)ds for R > 1, we have pg(x;) T x; when

R — +o00. Next, for any € € (0, 1) and 4 € R, we define

fe R, x) = Ry (1, x),

where u, is defined by (2.4). Since ¢y and all its derivatives are bounded, we know that
fear € C([0, 11; H*™"(R™)). If we employ the notations fz = Sear, P(Dy) = (=A™
for convenience, where D, = i~'V, and P¢) = |§|2’", we have

0ifr = —i(P(Dyx+id0r(x1)e1)+ V) fr = Srfe+ Arfr—iVfr, (t.x) € (0,)xR", (2.9)

where 0g(x1) = 6(x1/R), e; is the first unit vector in R”, and

Sk = %(P(Dx + idOr(x1)e1) — P(Dy — id0g(x1)er)),
A = L(P(D, + idbr(x1)er) + P(Dy — id6g(x))er)) = i (=A™ + L.O.T..

Here Sy is symmetric with order 2m — 1, Ag is anti-symmetric with order 2m, and
they both have time-independent smooth bounded coefficients. From now on we assume
fr(t,-) # 0 for (t,R) € [0, 1] X (1, +00), otherwise it is easy to see that u = 0. We may
also assume that

inf t =M=>1 2.10
RO 1 ooy R D12 > 1, (2.10)

otherwise consider M~'u.. Now apply Lemma 2.3 with S = Sg, A = Az, g = g ;€
C>([0,1];.7(R™) with g; — fx in L!([0, 1]; H*"(R")), we have by (2.9) that for all
¢ € C2((0, 1);Ry),

! 1 (Srfr, A Arfr» Srfr) = IV fzl2,
~ (SRfR’ZfR)atsbdth (SrSR, ARSR) + ( RfRz ®fR) = 31V I} ot
0 ||fR||L§ 0 ||fR||L%

. fl (Srfr: Arfr) + 2(JltRfR,SRfR) it — IVIZ- fl ot
0 /Il 2 o

2.11)
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Since V is real valued, it follows from (2.9) that

2(Srfr, fr)

9 log Il fzll?, =
L 1/lI7,

therefore (2.11) reads
1 1 1
Srfr, A + (Arfr, S
j;loglllelz)%@tz(bdtzj; Orfr, Arfr) + (Arfr RfR)(ﬁdt—llVll%mj; ¢dt. (2.12)

L 2
Ifell,

In order to consider sending R — +co in (2.12), we first note that

P(Dy + id6g(x1)e1) fr = e ¥V P(D,ue,
P(D, — id8g(x1)e1)fr = e ¥R P(D )2 R0y = RO P(D | — 2iA0r(x1)er ue.

Since g and all its derivatives are bounded uniformly in R, we have

[Sefel <Ca Y. e au),

v|<2m—1

AR frl <Ca [e'“l' (8"l + D eliavud (2.13)

v|<2m—1

<Cae™M(=AY" + Voue + Cav D e

v|<2m—1
On the other hand, we have the almost everywhere convergence as R — +oo:

{SRfR — L(P(D, + ider) — P(D — ider)f: 1,

1 ) ) 2.14)
Arfr — 5 (P(Dy +idey) + P(Dy —ide1)) fe 2

where fc 1 = eMy,. By Lemma 2.2, (2.13), (2.14) and dominated convergence, we let
R — +00in (2.12). Recall the assumption (2.10), we have

: 2 52 > (g WV >
log |fell;;07¢dr =~V | gdt=—1= | 1(1-0d7¢d.
0 * 0 0

This just means that the distribution

t(1—1)
1 logl|fe.a(t, ), = VIl =———
is convex in [0, 1]. In the other words,

2 t(1-1) 2 2(1
et uet, Dl < e i le™ 0, 0
‘X ‘X

et uct |5, re0,1, AR,

By the rotation symmetry of (—A,)™, we also have

1(1-1)

ettt < ¢ e, e o

L’

t€[0,1], 1€ R",
(2.15)
where we have abused the dimensionality of A.
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Recall the subordination inequality (1.16). If we replace x by (2p®5,0(y))%x in (1.16),

replace A by %(2p®5,0(y))%4 in (2.15), multiply both sides of (2.15) by e~ H!"/4|aa=2)/2
and integrate over R” with respect to A, we have by Holder’s inequality that

€@ u(t, |5, <e T Ml @0y, (0, x)”Z(H) [0
: (2.16)

1(1-1)

<Ce 2 IVIE o Heﬂxlpu((), X)”i(zl H || ylxP u(l, )”Lz’

for ¢ € [0, 1], where the last line comes from u.(j) = e~ (A" j) for j =0,1, and
Lemma 2.1. Finally, if we truncate uc(z, x) in the left hand side of (2.16) by yz(x) with
supp yr contained in a ball with radius R, by first letting € — 0 and then R — +o0, (1.15)
is proved when T = 1. O

2.2. Carleman estimate in spatial dimension one.

We shall prove Proposition 1.4 in this part. The main tool is the Treves identity (see
[21, Lemma 17.2.2]), and the following is a special case in dimension one.

Lemma 2.4. Let Q(x) = ax + x + ¢ be a real quadratic function in R, and P be a
polynomial in R with real constcmt coefficients. Then for all u € C”(R), denoted by
v =22y, we have

k
f e?|P(Dyyuldx = f |P(Dy — DQ/2)v|*dx = Z b f |PO(D, + D,0/2)[ dx,
R R

k>0

where P® is the k-th derivative of P and the summation above is obviously finite.

Proof of Proposition 1.4. Denoted by p = = yRP and v = ¢2/%u, we first write

2m 1’

f f ¢ |Dyu + D¥"uf’ dxdt = f f (D, = D,Q/2)v + (D — Dy 0/2)"™| dxdt
=[+ 11 + 111,

I = ff|(Dx —DXQ/2)2mv|2dxdt, Il = ffl(D[ —D[Q/2)v|2 dxdt,

I = 2Ref (D, — D:Q/2)v(D, — D,Q/2)*"vdxdt.

(2.17)

where

dag(n)
R

To treat /, notice that Q = X+ 4‘” s 22+ 2a(p(h))?, we apply Lemma 2.4 in the

spatial integral to have

(4 /R2)k (2m) 2m— k
= ; [ [ar s+ peor)

I
> f f |(Dx+DxQ/2)2mv|2dxdt+ 61’;12“ f f (D + D0/2)" | dxat.

dxdt

(2.18)
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To treat II, notice that the commutator
[D; + D,Q/2,D; — DiQ[2] = 37Q = 4ol (1)* + 4ag” (1) (% + 6(1)),

by using |5 + ¢(t)| < d> in supp v, we have from integration by parts that

Il > f f (D, + D,Q/2)v|* dxdi — Ka f W2 dxdt, (2.19)

where

K =4 sup ((¢'(0)* +dale” 0)]).

te[0,1]

To treat III, since [D, + D,Q/2,D; — D,Q/2] = 8,0,0 = %’qﬁ’(t) and consequently

[(Dx + DxQ/2)*", D, — D:Q/2]
2m—1
= > (D + D0/ KDy + D.Q/2, D, - DiQ/2)(D; + D, 0/2)f
k=0
_8mag' (1)
R

integration by parts and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality then give

(D, + D, Q/2)" !,

IIT =2Re f f (D, + D,0/2)*"W(D, + D,Q/2)vdxdt

16 S
e f f (D, + D,0/2)*" Vv (tyvdxdt
(2.20)
>2Re f f (Dy + D,0/2)*" (D, + D,Q/2)vdxdt
8m o 2
W dxdr - 8o [ | WPdxd.
Combining (2.17), (2.18), (2.19) and (2.20) gives
0 2m |2 om. |2
ffe |Due + D2 dxdt2ff|(Dt+DtQ/2)v+(Dx+DxQ/2) V| dxdt
8m a

v| dxdt (2.21)

— (K + 8)a f v dxdt.

Next we study the lower bound of the second line on the right hand side of (2.21).
Notice that

(D, = D.Q/2)(D, + D,0/2) = D2 + 42 (£ + ¢(0)) - 2,



17

if yg is known and Ry = (d%yo)_%, since I% +¢(1)| = d; in supp v, we have dea— 1> d%oz
when y > vy and R > Ry, and thus

f f |(Dy + D, 072" " dxdt
2
= ([ 1pu0.+ Doz s+ 2 ([ (% +60) (02 + D027
= f f (D, + D, /2" [ dxdt

2d2 2
f f |(Dy + D, 072" > dxdt

2m—1

d2 2
z( ) f V2 dxdt.

Combining (2.21), (2.22) and the notation « = szm/ @m=1) e have

f f e? D+ D)%mu|2 dxdt > (8m2(2df)2m-1y4m—2 - K- 8) YR f f eClul>dxdt.

Now we can choose g large enough to complete the proof of (1.18). O

(2.22)

2.3. Proof of uniqueness.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By translation and scaling, we may assume (1.3) with 7 = 0,
T, = 1,and ||V~ = O(T). We shall see in the proof that the ¥ will be found independent
of T > 0. We still denote by p = 2m 7 in the proof.

First consider uc (1) = e™ Oy (r) for € € (0,1), and we apply Lemma 2.1
with A = ey~ @D B =0and f = u(t,-). Then

Uey € Co(R; Hzm(R)),

i0tte.y = (D™ + Ve o, (1, %) € R?,
2m—1

sup 3,
0<t<1 k=0

(2.23)
Ty Oue (1, %)

< CEV < 00,
Li(R)

The conclusion in the last line of (2.23) for k = 0 is based on Proposition 1.3 and the fact
(see (2.3)) that

L ey
(1+NemT  1+N

The other cases are shown following the proof of Lemma 2.2. In the sequel, we let

®E,yf(2mfl), 0(')/) =

’ Y
- 224
Y T+ Ny (2.24)
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Next, we take n € C.°((0, 1); [0, 1]) such that = 1 on [%, %]; and take 0 € C°(R; [0, 1])
such that 8(x) = 1 when |x] < 1, 8(x) = 0 when |x| > 1. Denoted by 6z(-) = Or(%), we
define Ug ¢ ,(t, x) = n(t)0r(xX)ue (¢, x). Then Ug ¢, € C([0, 1]; H*"(R)) satisfies

2m—1
DiUp.c.y + DY"Ug ey = =VUg ey = i0mfgite,y +1 ) Cd?"*0pdkuc .
k=0
Let ¢(¢) = —4(t — %)2 + %. Since % <z + @) < % when (7, x) € supp Ug ¢y, We can
now apply Proposition 1.4 to Ug ¢ , with such ¢(7). Denoted by O = 2y0Rp(% + ng(t))2
for the yg found in Proposition 1.4, we have when R > Ry for some Ry > O that

Cyg" 'RP f f Q|Ug I dxdt

< f f e? |D,Ug e, +D§mUR,€,y|2dxdz

<C'IVIl o f f eQlUg. ¢ ,PPdxdt + C’ f f Qlu, I dxdt
supp d;nxsupp Og

2m—1
+CR? ff 2|0 u, , Pdxdt.
k=0 supp nxsupp 87" *6g

When R? > ||V|?. = O(T?), the potential term on the right hand side of (2.25) is
absorbed into the left hand side. Then we can restrict the domain of integration on the
left hand side to (z, x) € [%, %] X B(é%), where Ug ¢ , = U, and

(2.25)

0220k (~dy + 3 - &) = 20R? - (3 - %)

Therefore

2
CRP R (3-%) ff |u5,y|2dxdl‘
. & 1xB(&)
- (2.26)

< ff Plue,,Pdxd + R " ff 210  uc ., Pdxd.
supp dynxsupp g P supp pxsupp 02" kg

In supp 9,1 X supp 6, it follows that (¢, x) € [0, i] U [%, 1] %X B(R), so if we take o~ with

(G = D1 +0) = (3 - 3 one has

0 <2yoR? - (|&]+ § - 1)
<2yoR? (£) (1 + L) +290R7 - (3= 1) (1 + o)
<230 (1+ L) 15 + 290R7 - ($ - %)’

Therefor, if
Y > (1 + (ir))’o, (2:27)
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we have

(2-4)? e 2
I OlueyPdxdr < T2 sup M uey 0] ey 228)
supp d;mxsupp Og 0<r<1 *

In supp 7 X supp aim-keR it follows that (¢, x) € [0, 1] X (B(R) \ B(R/2)), then
2
Q <2yoR? - (1 + %)
2
=2y = (2512 - 290k - (£

/ 2
<2y'|x|P — 2(% — (14—3) yo)R”.

Thus when
y =20 (B, (2.29)
we have
2m—1 2m—1
> f f 20k ue ,Pxdr < C sup 3 [l Bty 1, )y, - (230)
=0 supp npxsupp 02" o O<t<1 7o

Combining (2.26), (2.28), (2.30) and (2.23), we get
CRP 2YoR" (Z‘ﬁ) ff |ME y| dxdt < C,, ( 2y0R? (Z_ﬁ) +R™ ) (2.31)
l i]xB
16

for large R. Eliminate the exponentlal in(2.31) and let R — +o0, u., = 0 follows on
[&. %] x R and thus on [0, 1] X R, because

o~ —C2m=1) n2m s 2m A —2m=1) n2m
us,y(t) = (DY +V)u(t) —e it(DY"+V) (e €y (DY +V)M(O)) )

The choices (2.27) and (2.29) for the largeness of y’, together with (2.24) suggest that ¥
is found independent of € and V, so we may let € — 0 to complete the proof. O

2.4. Constructions for Examples 1.2.
For (1.5), we first take f(x) = e‘2|x|2m/(2m_l), x € R". By the strong continuity of
{eT AV o on L2(R"), there exists € > 0 such that e €A +V) £ 2 0. Let

u= e—(e+it)((—Ax)’"+V)f

then u € C*®(R; H¥"(R")) by semigroup analyticity, ||u(?, x)IILz = [le=¢(= A‘)m“/)fll 2 # 0,
and u solves (1.4). We can apply Lemma 2.1 withA = ¢, B = 't and v = 1to have

¢ KD T u(t, x) <C( + )"

< IVIeu)oellVllN (1 + 6—2t2)§
Ly

2 —1
T f
L

Now h(t) = e, (1) is found (see (2.3)) decreasing in |¢|, satisfying (1.6). A similar
construction earlier found when m = 1 was in [9, Remark 1], where the (1 + |#])"-loss can
be avoided by a more straightforward energy method.
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For (1.7), let K(z, x) = .Z ! (e_Z|'|2m)(x) be the convolution kernel of the analytic semi-
group {e_z(_AX)m JRe z>0- If

ut,x) = K(1 + it, x) = (e-i“—A»x)’”K(L .)) (x), teR, xeR",

then u is obviously a non-trivial analytic solution to the free equation, and (1.7) follows
by (2.1).

3. LP GLOBAL UNIQUE CONTINUATION

4m+2
4m+1

Till the end, we denote by p = and p’ = 4m + 2 for convenience.

3.1. Proof of uniqueness.

For the sake of completeness, we first show how Lemma 1.7 implies Theorem 1.5 in
a standard way.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By translation, we may assume D = {(t,x) € RZ; (1, x),v) > 0}
for some v € S'. We are left to show that u = 0 in the strip

Sy.p = {(t,x) € R*; —p < (1, %), v) < 0}

for some p > 0.

Denoted by B = {(t, x) € R?; |(t, x)| < 1}, we first take € C2(B) with fB wdxdt = 1.
We also take ¢ € C°(B) with ¢(¢,x) = 1if |z, x)| < % ForO0 < e < land R > 1,
denoted by (¢, x) = €2y(t/e, x/€) and ¢g(t, x) = ¢(t/R, x/R), we set u = u * . and
Ue R = ¢rute. Then ue g € C?"(Rz), and it follows by the vanishing of u that

suppue C Iy e = {(t,x) € R?: {(t, x),v) < €}

So we can apply Carleman estimate (1.27) to u g and get

”exl((t,x),v)

< C || M (i, — DY"yuc, k|

e | 1eR. (3.1

LY (Tye) LP(Tye)°

Recall u € WP, then the Mihlin multiplier theorem (e.g. [17]) implies Df;u € LP(R?) for
1 < j < 2m. If we consider 4 > 0, since

e 2m—1

Ce i
D IDlud, (el
=0

eA((t,x),V) |(l8t _ D)zcm)ue,R — ¢p(i0; — D)zcm)l/le| < R

we may let R — oo in (3.1) to have

||e/l((t,x),v>ue|’LPI(FM) <C ”e/l((t,x),v)(iat _ D)zcm)uE”Lp(rv’s) . A>0. (3.2)
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The boundedness of e*®9" in T, and the regularity of u also guarantee the conver-

gence of (3.2) when € — 0. We then use equation (1.2) and the vanishing of u to have
A((t,x),v)
et ”HLP’(SV,,»

<C |0 i, — Dim)uHL,,(SW) +C [0, = DI ey

A(t,x),v) =0 |liq _ 2m
SC”V”L%@W”e +Ce™||(id; - D3

“”u'(sv,p) )””LP(RZ) ’

where the last line comes from the fact that % = % + #. If p > 0 is so small that the
first term on the last line above is absorbed into the left hand side, we have

”ea(<(t,x),v>+p) C ”(lat Dzm)uHLP (3.3)

””LP’(SV,J) = (R?) "

By shrinking the left hand side of (3.3) to integration on S, ,_¢ for any small € > 0 where

DV s Jower bounded by e, we can send A — +co to obtain = 0 in the strip
Sy, p» Which completes the proof. O

3.2. ”Uniform resolvent estimate”.

Proof of Claim 1.8. Replace f by e ™eZf(¢, x), the proof of (1.30) is reduced to the
special case z = iB for 8 € R\ {0}. Let

L[ IO o g
(TPt %) = fR D e

If f(t,-) is the Fourier transform of f in the spatial variable, then

(TF)(t,x) = f e f e FOa(s) f(t - s5,&)dsdé,

where a(s) = ﬁR < dr = —2miH(—Bs)e® and H is the Heaviside function. Clearly

‘r+tﬁ
llallr= < 27. Now since P(¢) is real and has degree 2m, we can apply the van der Corput

lemma (see e.g. [47, p. 332]) to have the following estimate in the sense of oscillatory

integral
f o ISPEIXE i
R

This and the fact that ||e~P(P)]| 2®)-12r) = 1 imply the interpolation

<Cls| %, seR\{0). xeR. (3.4)

”e—isP(Dx) C|s|‘m F‘p') seR\ {0} (3.5)

LP(R)-LV' (R) =
Thus we use (3.5) and Minkowski’s inequality to obtain
ds

T )0l g < f f IO f1 — 5, £)de
L ®)
(3.6)

<C f SIS = 5.2 .

and (1.30) follows by applying the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to (3.6) using
L4+ = 5450 = ). O
T 2m )24
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Remark 3.1. We have dropped a hint in the Introduction that a possible higher dimen-
sional Carleman estimate in our context should be some generalization of the restriction
estimate (1.26), and a natural form is

HeA((t,x),v)u”L%(RHn) <C He/K(t,x),v)(iat _ (_AX)m)u”L%(RHn) . ue Cgo(RlJr").

Following the same sketch, and using the rotation symmetry of Ay, one might first be
encountering the following uniform resolvent estimate

3‘;—1 ( f(T’ g) )

T+P(§)+Z L~ n (R“’”)

and here P(¢) = Re|é + ie||”" = Re (|€]> — 1 + 2i&,)" for example. If we roll the proof
of Claim 1.8 in this case, to coherently close the proof of (3.7), the analogue for the first
estimate (3.4) should be

f TISPENE g

However, since (3.8) is in the form of ’sharp dispersive estimate’ typically for disper-
sive equations with non-degenerate Hamiltonian of order 2m, (3.8) is then rarely true.
This is because the phase P(¢), whose leading term is |€|*™, has many lower degree terms
that are varying signs, which generically implies a degenerate situation. As already seen,
such degeneracy is not a problem when n = 1 by the van der Corput lemma. We also
mention that for P(£) with positive lower order terms, (3.8) is true in many cases, see
e.g. Huang et al. [25].

< CIA g feCo®R"™), ze C\R, 3.7)

Amen (R1tn)’

< Cls|"2, seR\{0}, xeR" (3.8)

3.3. L? Carleman estimate.

As explained in the Introduction, to prove Lemma 1.7, we are left to show (1.28) by
frequency localization using Claim 1.8. First recall (1.29), i.e. My(1,¢) = (T + P(¢é) +
iQp(€)! where P(€) = Re (¢ + i)*" and Qy(&) = Im (¢ + i)*" + b. The real polynomials
P(¢) and Qp(¢) are of degrees 2m and 2m — 1 respectively, and we write

2m—1
O =2m | |¢-&,), ¢£€R beR,
j=1
for some &, ; € C, j=1,...,2m — 1. Denoted by a; = Re &, ;, we assume without loss
of generality that
a) < - < dyp—1- 3.9

Proof of Lemma 1.7. For convenience, we divide the argument into 3 steps.

Step 1. Frequency localization.

Let yo be the characteristic function of interval (a; — '“—2”, arp—1 + %], x 7 be the

characteristic function of (1, 2], and y~ be the characteristic function of (-2, —1]. Define

Xi(©) =X+(M), X; (©) =x‘(ﬁ), k> 1,

2k_2 |a2m—1 | 2k_2 |a1 |
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we have yo + Zis1 XZ + Zi>1x;, = 1. As earlier observed in [36, p. 336] for the case
of second order hyperbolic operators, we conclude that (1.28) is a consequence of the
following localized estimates: there is some constant C > 0 independent of k and » such
that

|17~ @My, OF @O 1t g2, < koD fllioza)s (3.10)
and

17~ e @Mb(m. O @ O g2y < CNED I oz, K= 1. ©-11)

By the one dimensional Littlewood-Paley theorem associated with non-smooth dyadic
sums (see [17, p. 349]), Minkowski’s inequality with the fact that p < 2 < p’, (3.10) and
(3.11), we obtain

|7~ My O @ D]

1

<[l 7 co@Mp@. O f @ O 2, + € [Z |77 (i OMy(r. O, §>>|2]

k=1 L ®)
+C [Z 17 (G @My, O fx. &)
= L' (®2)
<C|Ivo(D) o) + ;M,t(Dx)fni,,(Rz)] +[;|w;<Dx)f||i,,(Rz) ]
<C| oD ey + [Z lx,:(Dx)fF} + [Z w,;(Dx)fF]
k=1 @) k=1 LP@®2)
<CIl ).
(3.12)

We remark that y; has translation and scaling factors depending on b, but such opera-
tions for frequency cut-offs in the Littlewood-Paley theorem leave the same equivalence
constants, and thus the constant C in (3.12) is universal.

Now we are left to prove (3.10) and (3.11).
Step 2. Proof of (3.11).

We only prove in the "+ case. By Claim 1.8, there is a constant C > 0 independent
of k and b such that

p X))
T+ P(&) +1i0p(aom-1,k)

< CHX;(Dx)f”Lp(RZ), k>1,
LY (R?)
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where agm—1,k = am—1 + 2%2|45,,—1|. This and the difference

1 1
THE+DP+ib T+ PE)+iQp(am-11)
_ i(Qp(am-1.1) — Qp(©))
(7 + P() + iQp(©))(T + P(€) + iQp(arm-1.1))’

indicate that (3.11) follows if one can prove the uniform estimates

P [ (Op(am-1,8) = QpEOW; (O F (1. &) )
(T + P(&) + Qp(E))T + P(€) + iQp(arm-1,1))

< C|I/\,/Z(Dx)f||LP(R2)’
LP' (R2)

for k > 1 and b € R. For such purpose, we write

P [ (Qb(am-1,6) = QO Ef(x.6) ] o
(T + P(€) + Qp(©))(T + P(€) + iQp(arm-1.)
B Q) I (O (gt 1) — QpENX] () f(5.8)
- fR fR fR (T + P(€) + Q)T + P() +iQp(@rm-1.1)

~ f S f s g f Q) ™ (Qp(arm-1,8) = Qo@EN ) F(5,€) p
Jr R & (T+ P(€) + Q)T + P(&) +iQp(a2m-1,1)

dsdédr

| QO e IO (O, (o ) — QU EW (5. 6)
— ltpd —l.Spd 5 d
fR erep fR ¢ fR 1 10@)p + 10y am1.0) ¢
— f eitpdp f eisp (e_i([—S)P(Dx)Fb’ k,p(S, )) (x)ds, (3.13)
R R

where in the third equality we change the variable p = 7 + P(£), and in the last equality
Fp i p(s, ) is the inverse spatial Fourier transform of

(Op(@m-1,6) = Qv &) f(5,€)
(0 +i0p(E))p + iQp(arm-1,1)

Notice that the decay estimate (3.5) and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality imply
the following Strichartz type estimate

‘ f i ( FUIPOOE, (s, .)) (x)ds
R

it then follows from Minkowski’s inequality that

f eitpdp f e—i.Yp (e—l'(t—S)P(Dx)Fh, k,p(s, )) (x)ds
R R

Fp i p(s,6) = (3.14)

< C”Fh,k,p”LP(Rz)a
L@

Yz, < C‘ﬁl; ||Fb,k,p||Lp(R2)dp'
Ly
(3.15)

Now we are left to study the L” — L? bound associated with the Fourier multiplier
in (3.14). Since SUPP)(Z C [aym-1 + 2k_2|a2m—1|a aym-1 + 2k_1|a2m—1|]a if we take ¢+ €
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C2((%,3)) such that 0 < ¢* < 1 and ¢* = 1 on [1,2], denoted by
f — om-1 )

22)ag,, )’

we have ¢; = 1 on supp x; . Then it suffices to show the L” — L” bound associated with
(Qp(aom-1.k) — Qp(E))P (€)

(o +1QpE)p +i0p(arm-1,6))

¢ (&) = ¢+( (3.16)

M;kp(é:) =

When ¢ € supp My, C [az-1 + 2SN agm-1l, aam-1 + 5 - 253azm_1], recall (3.9), we
have for 1 < j<2m—1and k > 1 that
E—a; &—aj

Wm-1,k—aj o1 + 2K 2|azm-1| — a;

1 5
- < <z
2 2

and consequently

E—&p,j

Wm-1,k — &b, j

5
< < - 3.17
< <5 (3.17)

1 . \/ (¢ - )’ + (Im§&, )’
: -

(@om-1,k — aj)* + (Im&,_j)?

Here we have used an elementary fact: if x, y, z > 0, C;, C, > 1, and Cl_1 < 2 <0y,
then Cl_1 < ;%; < C,. Now (3.17) implies

C1Qv(@m-1,0] < 1Qp@)| < CIQp(azn-1.0), € €supp My, . (3.18)
where C = (%)2’"‘1. Also notice that when ¢ € supp M, , e have

€1 €1 lazm-11+5 - 2 ag 1|
<

< <
-1,k —aj — 252|ag,_| 252 a1 |

<

9
< o
2
which implies
&esupp My (3.19)

E0g¢ (£) < C,
Thus by (3.18) and (3.19) we have

{|§ang(f>| < ClOv(@mm-1.1)l;

ClOp(azm-1,1)|
P* +10p(am-1,0P
Then we apply the Mihlin multiplier theorem to obtain
ClOp(am-1,1)|
P* +10p(azm-1,0)

M} ]+ E0:M] | <

1E, k pllLrg2y < ”X]-:(Dx)f”LP(]RZ), (3.20)

and thus
f IFs, &, pllLreeyde <Cllxg (D) fllLrz2y f
R R

<Clxz (D) fllzecr2)-
In view of (3.13), (3.15) and (3.21), we have finished the proof of (3.11).

|Op(az2m-1, 1)l o
P? +10p(arm-1, P (3.21)
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3. Proof of (3.10).

The arguments are similar to those in Step 2. Let ¢, be the characteristic function of
(av%”v, %] for 1 <v <2m -1, where ag = a; — |a| and as,, = azm—1 + lazm-1l, we
have yo = 2" xo0.v. (If @, = ay—1 = ay+1, we define xo, = 0.) With y* defined at the
beginning of Step 1, we also set

&-ay ) - - ( &-ay

T X=X s/ —
2k_1(av+l —-ay) 0.7k 2k_1(av —ay,-1)

whenever a,.; > a, or a, > a,_;. They are supported in supp o, ,, and

Xay,k(f)=)(+( ) k<-1,

-1

D (o ® + X0, x©) = 1, £€suppyoy \la).

k=—c0

With an argument similar to Step 1, we only have to focus on proving
177065/ EOME O @O 2y < CING, 3, 1 D) llircez)s (3.22)

where X(J; vk is non-trivial and C > 0 is uniform in v, k, b.

Denoted by

2m—1
a0,k =527 — @), 0p (&) = Q¢ +a) =2m [ | E+ay-&,)),
|

J

and notice that Qp, ,(ag,,,x) # 0, by Claim 1.8 we have
Xo o O 6) }

a1

< CH/\,/(J; V,k(Dx)fHLP(RZ)'

T PE) 1005 |

By the same arguments in Step 2, it suffices to consider the L” — L” bound associated
with the Fourier multiplier

(Ob,v(a0,v,16) = Qp(EN; ,, (&)
(o +i0pE)p +i0p, (a0, 1))’

where similar to (3.16) we are here using

My 0 )6 =

&—ay )
2k_l(av+1 - av) ‘

Since LP — L” bound is translation invariant for Fourier multiplier, we may instead con-
sider M; ko & =My (€ +a).

When £ € supp M; vk
that

0,1 &) =" (

c 2%y, —-ay),5-22%(a,+; —a,)] and k < —1, one checks

ap,y,ktay—aj — 3°
ét+ay—a;
- aO’y’k+ay_aj

{lsm<1 v<j<2m-—1,
1
5

<1, 1<j<y,



27

and
4]

5
lao, v,k +ay—aj| — 3°
5

[
2k_l(ay+l_av) S 2

A discussion parallel to (3.17)-(3.19) leads to

A

1<j<2m-1,

ClQh, v(aO, v,k)|
p2 + |Qb, V(QO, v, k)|2 .
In the view of (3.20) and (3.21), we have proved (3.22) and thus (3.10).

|M};V,k,p(‘f)| + |§a§M};V,k,p| <
Now (1.28) is shown, and the proof of Lemma 1.7 is complete. O
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