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GROWTH OF SOBOLEV NORMS FOR LINEAR SCHRODINGER
OPERATORS

LAURENT THOMANN

ABSTRACT. We give an example of a linear, time-dependent, Schrédinger operator with optimal
growth of Sobolev norms. The construction is explicit, and relies on a comprehensive study of the
linear Lowest Landau Level equation with a time-dependent potential.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

The aim of this paper is to present an example of linear, time-dependent, Schrodinger operator
which exhibits optimal polynomial growth of Sobolev norms. Moreover, this operator takes the form
H+ £(t), where H is an elliptic operator with compact resolvent and where the perturbation .Z(t)
is a small, time-dependent, bounded self-adjoint operator. Our construction is actually entirely
explicit and it is based on the study of linear Lowest Landau Level equations (LLL) with a time-
dependent potential.

In Maspero-Robert [3I], the authors study linear Schrodinger operators, obtain global well-
posedness results and prove very precise polynomial bounds on the possible growth of Sobolev
norms under general conditions (see Assumption [Tl below). We show here that these bounds are
optimal.

Our setting is the following: consider the 2-dimensional harmonic oscillator
H=—(0240)+ (2° + ) = —40.0z + |2,

where z = x + iy, 0, = %(85,; — 10,). This operator acts on the space

~ z 2
E={u(z) = e_%f(z), f entire holomorphic } N .&’(C),

and if we define the Bargmann-Fock space £ by

lz|2
E&={u(z) =e 2 f(2), f entire holomorphic } N L*(C),
then the so-called special Hermite functions (¢, ),>0 given by
A
onl) = ——e"'F,
n!
form a Hilbertian basis of £, and are eigenfunctions of H, namely

Hp, =2(n+1)¢,, n>0.

Let 0 <7 < 1 and set p(1) = ﬁ € [1/2,00). We define the operator H, = (H + 1)?(7), which

in turn defines the scale of Hilbert spaces (}ﬁlf_) by

s>0

T

H: = {uec L*C), H*uec L*(C)}nE, HY=E,
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and we denote by L the Lebesgue measure on C.

For X a Banach space, we denote by Cp (R;X ) the subspace of C(}R;X ) composed of bounded
functions:

Co(R; X) = {t — u(t) € C(R; X) : sup |lu(t)||x < 4oo}.
teR
Similarly, for all kK € N we define the space C{f (R, X ) by
ChR; X) = {ueC(R; X): dJuecC(RX),V0<j<k}.

Let 0 <7 <1 and s > 0. For a family (Z(t)) 1er Of continuous linear mappings
2L(t)  HS — HS,
we consider the following assumptions :
Assumption 1.1. (.f(t))teR

(i) One has t — ZL(t) € Cy(R; ﬁ(]ﬁlﬁ)) for all s > 0.
(i) For everyt € R, Z(t) is symmetric w.r.t. the scalar product of ]ﬁlg,

is a family of linear operators which satisfies:

/ﬁiﬂ(t)udL = / wZ(t)wdL, Yu,veH.
C C

(tit) The family (.i”(t)) 18 ]?IZ—bounded in the sense that t — [f(t),]?IT]I;TT_T c (R,ﬁ(]ﬁlﬁ))
for all s > 0.

(iv) For all { € N, one has t — Z(t) € Cp(R; ﬁ(]IT}If_;]IT]If__ZT)) for all s > 0.

teR

Finally, for s > 0, we consider the initial value problem
iOu = (Hy + Z(t))u, (t,2) €ERxC,
’ (1.1)
U(t, ’)‘t:to =ug € Hf’u

and we are able to state our main result :

Theorem 1.2. For any0 < 7 < 1 and any € > 0, there exists a family of linear operators (.i”(t))
which satisfies Assumption [, so that for all s >0 :

(1) There exists Cs > 0 such that

teR

iglg Hg(t)”g(ﬁg) < Cse.

(1) The problem (1)) is globally well—poseii mn ﬁf_ : for any ug € ﬁf., there exists a unique solution

u(t) :=U(t, to)ug such that u € C(R,Hi) to (LI)). Moreover, U has the group property

U(to, t1)U(t1,t0) = U(ta, to), U(t,t) =14, Vit t1,ta €R,
and U is unitary in }ﬁlg
HL{(t,to)uoHﬁg = ||u0\|ﬁ9, VteR.
(#i1) Any solution to ([IT), with initial condition ug € ﬁf., satisfies for allt € R
[24(t, to)uol

fis < Clluollg, (e(t — )2

(iv) There exists a nontrivial initial condition uy € ﬂkzllﬁl]ﬁ such that the corresponding solution
to (L)) satisfies for allt € R

Hu(t7 tO)UO‘

fis = Clluollgs (e(t — t0))>=7.
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Actually, items (7i) and (ii7) directly follow from [31, Theorem 1.5]. The novelty in our work is
item (iv) which shows that the upper bounds obtained in [3I, Theorem 1.5] are optimal without
further assumptions, even for small perturbations .Z(t), see item (7).

It seems that the example of Theorem is the first one which covers all the possible values of
0 < 7 < 1, and it is noticeable the result of Theorem is obtained for any value of 0 < 7 < 1,
by essentially the same example, written in different scales of Hilbert spaces. An example of such
growth was given in [I4] in the case 7 = 0 (see also [30] for an alternative proof), and in [6],
Appendix A] in the case 7 = 1/2, but it seems that the other cases were left open.

We stress that our example is an operator which takes the form H, 4+ % (t), where H,isa (time
independent) elliptic operator with compact resolvent and Z(t) a bounded self-adjoint operator.
Moreover, this perturbation is small and satisfies indeed for all £ > 0

sup ||0F.Z(t) ”g(]ﬁ]s fis—try < Cs c€.
teR T

If one allows unbounded perturbations, it is simpler to obtain growth of Sobolev norms, as it is
shown by an elementary example given in Appendix [Al In this latter context, growth of Sobolev
norms can occur even with time-independent operators.

Observe that the ¢,, are the eigenfunctions of ]?IT, namely
}Nlﬂpn — 9p(7) (n + 1)P(T)(’Dm n>0.

Hence in our example, we see an exact correspondence between the asymptotics of the eigenvalues
of H; and the rate of growth for (II)). If p > 1 (which corresponds to 7 > 1/2), the operator H,
satisfies a gap condition, but in our example, d{.Z(t) is not regular enough (see item (iv) in
Assumption [[T]) to meet the hypotheses of [3I, Theorems 1.8 and 1.9], in which better upper
bounds are obtained.

Let us recall the following characterization of the Sobolev spaces }ﬁli By [20, Lemma C.1], for
any s > 0, there exist ¢, C' > 0 such that for all v € H?

el Dull2cy < ullg, < CIPDullpaey, (=) = L+ =)

As a consequence, in the Bargmann-Fock space, a growth of Sobolev norm corresponds to a transfer
of energy in the physical space. In our example, the growth will be induced by a traveling wave.
This is in contrast to the previous known examples [14], [6, [30], where the growth was inherited by
a time-periodic phenomenon.

We end this section by reviewing some results on the growth of linear Schrodinger equations on
manifolds with time-dependent potentials

i+ Au+ V(t,z)u = 0. (1.2)

In [I0] Bourgain proves a polynomial bound of the Sobolev norm for (I2), when V' (¢, x) is a bounded
(real analytic) potential. Moreover, when the potential is quasi-periodic in time he obtains in [11] a
logarithmic bound (see also [I3] [37) 1’7, 24], for more results on norm inflation phenomena in various
settings). Delort [14] constructs an example with polynomial growth for the harmonic oscillator
perturbed by a (time-periodic) pseudo-differential operator of order zero. In [6], the authors give
the example of a time-periodic order one perturbation of the harmonic oscillator which induces
polynomial growth. In [2], the authors prove exponential growth of the energy norm for a linear (and
nonlinear) harmonic oscillator perturbed by the angular momentum operator (see [2, Theorem 4.5]).
We refer to [30] 26] for more examples with growth of norms and to [7] for bounds on abstract linear
Schrodinger equations. Let us mention the article [29] in which the authors obtain very precise
results on the dynamics of a family of perturbations of the harmonic oscillator. Finally, in the
recent paper [19], Faou and Raphaél give examples of solutions to perturbed harmonic oscillators
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which grow like (log¢)®. Interestingly, although being different to ours, one of their approach relies
on the study of the so-called continuous resonant equation (CR) which contains the dynamics of
the LLL equation.

2. THE LINEAR LLL EQUATION WITH TIME-DEPENDENT POTENTIAL

We now present our example more in details. Let W € L>®(R x C,R) be a real-valued time-
dependent potential and consider the linear equation

(2.1)

iOu— 0Hu =T(W(t,z)u), (t,2) eRxC, §eR,
u(t7 ')‘tzto = Ug € 57

where II is the orthogonal projector on the space £ (the kernel of II is very explicit, see (23]
below). The equation (2.IJ) is the linearization of the Lowest Landau Level equation

10 — SHu = H(|u?u), (2.2)

which is used in the modeling of fast rotating Bose-Einstein condensates. See e.g. the introduction
of [20] for physical motivation, and we refer to [II, 32, 20, &, @ B5] for the study of (2I). Equa-
tion (ZI)) is a natural mathematical toy model, for which we can try to exhibit some particular
dynamics.

The dispersion parameter 6 € R does not play a role in the dynamics of equation ([2:2]). Actually, u
solves ([22) if and only if v = e®*Hy solves () with § = 0. This comes from the crucial property
e_itHH(eitHa eitHp eitHc) =1II(abc), Va,b,c€C,
see [21, Lemma 2.4 and Corollary 2.5]. However, the transformation v = ¢®*#y does not preserve
the left hand side of (2.1]), that is why we must keep the parameter § € R in our study (nonetheless
we will see that it does not affect the dynamics of equation (2.1), excepted in the reducibility result

stated in Appendix [A]l where we need § # 0).

In the sequel, by a time translation, we restrict to the case ¢ty = 0.

In this section, we state global well-posedness results with optimal bounds on the growth of the
Sobolev norms for (2.I). We are also able to obtain reducibility results for (2.I]), when W is a small
quasi-periodic potential, but these results are direct applications of [25], thus we have postponed
the statements to the Appendix [Al

2.1. Statement of the results. Our first result concerns the global well-posedness of such an
equation under general conditions on W. For s > 0, we denote by

L** ={u € L*(C), (z)*u € L*(C)}, (z) = (L +|z*)"/? (2.3)
the weighted Lebesgue space and L?S = L?>* N &. Then our well-posedness result reads:

Theorem 2.1. Let § € R and W € L*(R x C,R). For all ug € &, there exists a unique solution
u € C(R,E) to equation 2.1). Moreover, for every t € R,

2 = Upl 2 2 zZ).
/C|u<t,z>| dL(z)—/c| o(2)2dL(2)

Furthermore, if for some s >0, ug € L?:’s, then u(t) € L?s for every t € R.

A natural question is the control of higher order Sobolev norms of the solution for large times and
this will be achieved, under some additional conditions on W. The notation W € Cp? (R x R2, R)
means that W is continuous and bounded in ¢ and smooth in the variables (z,y). We stress that
derivation in the time variable is not needed. For notational convenience, we sometimes identify
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(r,y) € R? and z = = + iy € C. In particular, for a function of the variables (x,%) we use the
notations

1 1
0, = 5(85,; —10y), Oz = 5(850 +1i0,). (2.4)
Theorem 2.2. Let 6 € R and s > 0. Assume that W € Cp? (R x R?, }R) s such that
sup ||8,I:W(t7 ')HLOO((C) < 007 le R7 (25)
0<k<|s]|

then any solution to (211), with initial condition ug € L?s, satisfies for all t € R
[{2)*u(t)ll2(c) < Cli(2) uollz2(c){Cot)®, (2.6)
where the constant C > 0 only depends on s > 0.

Condition (23] is rather natural in the space £. For instance, it is satisfied by the following
class of potentials: assume that V (¢,-) € £, uniformly in ¢ € R, then W = |V|? satisfies ([2.5)) for all
k >0, by Lemma [C.2l and ([215]). We stress that in (ZT) one needs the operator 0, (not d, or 9y).

This bound is indeed optimal as shown by the next result:

Theorem 2.3. Let § € R. For all € > 0, there exists W, € (R x R%,R) such that for all
1 <p< oo, [[Welt, )ze(c) < €, and such that for all k,j > 0 and uniformly in time

|20 (t, Mo < eCjr, teR, (2.7)
and there exists a nontrivial initial condition ug € ﬂkzo L?k such that the corresponding solution
to 1)) satisfies for all s >0 andt € R

{20 w2y = esll(2) uoll L2(c) (et (2.8)
Moreover, we have the following equivalence, when t — 400
1{z) u(@)l L2y ~ €[t luoll L2(c)- (2.9)

The inequality (2.8)) is stated like that in order to give a counterpart to (2.6]). Actually, as shown
in ([23), the coefficient of the leading order of the lower term depends on |lugl[z2(c) (and not on

2)%uo||z2(cy).- The inequalit holds true since ug € L%* is here fixed, and the constant
L2(C) Yy k>0+¢E
cs > 0 depends on ug.

Observe that using the notations ([2.4)), the condition ([2.7) can be rephrased as
||8%8§WE(75, ‘)HLOO((C) <eCjp, teR.

The result of Theorem 2:3]is a direct consequence of [35, Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.6] and we
can make the explicit choices

1 3 3
up = \/E(§900 + Zg(pl)v o = 32£7T€’
and .
. —2i6 2
We(t,z) = 4—‘1 —iV/3(e 0 4 ozt)‘2e_|e fetat]® (2.10)
T

Actually, in [35, Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.6] (see also [35, equation (2.4)]), unbounded trajec-
tories where constructed for the system

i0pu — SHu = (|Jv[*u), (t,2) € R x C,
i — 6Hv = —TI(|u*v), (2.11)

'LL(O’ ) = Uog, U(Oa ) = Yo,
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and the idea is here to consider the second equation in (211 as given, and to interpret the term |v|?

in the first line as a given time-dependent potential.

Notice that the growth of Sobolev norms is not obtained by a periodic potential as in [13], [6].
Here, as it is shown in (2I0)), the growth is exhibited by a time translation (more precisely, by a
magnetic translation in the Bargmann-Fock space).

In general, growth of Sobolev norms is a phenomenon which happens due to resonances of the
equation. Recall that the dynamics of the cubic LLL equation id;u = II(|u|?u) is included in the
so-called cubic resonant (CR) equation, which was derived in [I8] as a resonant approximation of
NLS (we also refer to [2I] for a comprehensive study of the (CR) equation).

In the last result of this section we show that if W has additional spacial decay, then the possible
growth of the solution of (21]) enjoys better controls :

Theorem 2.4. Let 6 € R and s > 0 and let W € Cp? (R X RQ,R).
(1) Assume that

Sup szk_jagw(t’ ')HL“’((C) < 017 teR,
1<j<k<s)

then any solution to (211), with initial condition ug € L?’s, satisfies for all t € R

1(2)*u(t) L2 (cy < Cll{z) uollr2(c) (Crt)'/?,

where the constant C > 0 only depends on s > 0.
(7i) Let € > 0. Assume that for all k > 1 and uniformly in time

()2 OEW (¢, | pe(c) < Chr t ER, (2.12)
then any solution to [211), with initial condition ug € Li«’s, satisfies for all t € R

[{2)°u(®)l|L2(c) < Cli(z) uollL2(c) ()"
where the constant C > 0 depends on W, s > 0 and € > 0.

This result is the analogous to [I0, [I3] in which similar bounds are obtained for the linear
Schrodinger equation with time-dependent potential, but in our case the proof is much simpler.

The result of Theorem [2.4] shows that growth of Sobolev norms can occur only if W is concen-
trated in the region |z| > 1 when ¢ — +oo. This is typically the case with the example of the
traveling wave exhibited in Theorem 23] (see (210)).

Under additional conditions on W (analyticity in time and quasi-periodicity) one can show the
solutions are indeed bounded, see Theorem [B.1l

2.2. Plan of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We end this section by
giving some notations. In Section Bl we study the linear LLL equation (2II). We are then able to
apply these results to prove Theorem in Section @l In Appendix[A] we give an another example
of Schrodinger operator with unbounded orbits and in Appendix [Bl we state a reducibility result

for (21)).
2.3. Some recalls and notations. The harmonic oscillator H is defined by
H = —40,0; + |2|%,

with the classical notations z = x + 1y and

9, — %(ax —i9,), 0= %(ax +id,).
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Recall that the family of the special Hermite functions (¢, )n>0 is given by

Zn

The family (¢5,)n>0 forms a Hilbertian basis of £ (see [39, Proposition 2.1]), and the ¢, are the
eigenfunctions of H,

_ 1z
2

e

Hp, =2(n+1)¢,, n>0.
We can show (see [20]) that II, the orthogonal projection on &, is given by the formula

(TT) (2) = %e_‘zf /C 7= w) dL(w), (2.13)

where L stands for Lebesgue measure on C.
Recall (see [23)) that for s > 0, the weighted Lebesgue space L?* is defined by

L* = {u e L*C), ()u e L*(C)}, (2)=(1+|z[})"?
and L?CJS = L?>*NE. For s > 0, we define the harmonic Sobolev spaces by
H* = {u € L*(C), H*?u € L*(C)} n&,
equipped with the natural norm ||uljgs = HHS/2UHL2((C)' Then by [20, Lemma C.1], we have

H* = Lz«’s with the equivalence of norms

ez ulla ) < llullws < Cll(2)*ull o)y, Vue Lg* (2.14)

Recall the hypercontractivity estimates (see [12] or [35, Lemma A.2] for the bounds without the
optimal constants which will be enough for our purpose) : forall 1 <p <g< +ooand u € &

g\ p\ /P
(55) " Mullzee < (=) Iulliae: (2.15)

In this paper ¢,C' > 0 denote universal constants the value of which may change from line to
line.

3. STUDY OF THE LINEAR LLL EQUATION

3.1. Global existence. To solve equation (2I]) we find a fixed point in a ball of £ to

t
Fiuvr—s e Oy — ’L/ e_ié(t_S)H(H(Wu)(s))ds.
0

Let us sketch the proof: since /™ is unitary in L?, we have
t
[F)(@)llzz < luolz2 +/O [TL(Wu)(s)llL2ds
< luollzz + €t sup Ju(s)|2[[W|zee,

s€[0,t]

where we used the continuity of II in L? in the last line (for continuity results for IT we refer
to [20, Proposition 3.1]). Contraction estimates are obtained similarly, and this gives a local in
time solution. Globalization can be obtained by the Gronwall inequality since the equation is linear.
The L? norm of a solution is a conserved quantity, since the potential T is real valued.

If moreover ug € L?:’S, we can prove the wellposedness in L?s, thanks to the following lemma,
which we quote for future reference:
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Lemma 3.1. Let W € L*>®(C) and v € L?S, then

1{2)° TH(W )| 2(c) < CIW | oo () 1{2)° vl L2(c) (3.1)
and '
1{z)%e ™ || 12 = [|(2)"]| 2. (3.2)

Proof. The bound (B.J]) is a consequence of [20, Proposition 3.1]. For ([3.2]), we first observe that
for all u € & = L?O, we have e’™Huy(z) = e?Tu(e?7z), as can be seen by testing on the complete
family (¢n)n>0. Then ([B2) follows from the change of variables z — e =272, O

3.2. Bounds on Sobolev norms: proof of Theorem Now that equation (1)) is well-
posed, let us inspect the behaviour of the norms of the solutions. For this we need a result, which
is an consequence of [35, Lemma 2.1] :

Lemma 3.2. Let k € N and let W € C*(R x R2,R) be a real valued function. Assume that u € L?:’k
satisfies

10w — 0Hu = H(Wu)
Then

k
c(ljt/ 2| ?F|u(t, z)|2dL(2) 22 < ) /Czkfk_j\u(t,z)\z((‘)gW(t, z))dL(z). (3.3)

Jj=1

Proof. We compute
d
—/ 2P uf2dL = me/ 2 T0yud
= 2Jm / |zP*TIL(Wu)dL 4 26Tm / |z|**THudL.
C C
Let us first show that ﬁm/ |z|**THudL = 0. Since H = —49.95 + |2|?, it remains to show that
C
ﬁm/ |2)?*10,0zudL = 0. Write u(z) = f(z)e” 3l , then
C
’Jm/|z|2k68285udl/ = 3m/|z|2k76 3lel? 9.0=(fe” el ) L
C
1
= =g [P 0.5 = 5leP e L

1
= ——Om / HHF (0, e P dL
2 C
= 0,
by integrating by parts, hence the result. To complete the proof, we apply [35] Lemma 2.1]. ]

We are now able to prove Theorem2.2 By linearity, it is enough to consider the case ||(z)*uol|f2(c) = 1.

We use the identity (33). Then, since |3 W] reo(cy < Cp for all 1 < j <k, we deduce by Holder

d
%/ 22K uPdL < CCO/<2>2k_1]u\2dL
C C

L
< CCO</<>%|U| L)’ /|u| ar)™,
C

therefore, using the conservation of the mass,

d

91
aH<2>kUHQL2(C) < CCO|’<Z>ku|’L2(I<E)’
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which in turn implies, by time integration,
k k 1/k k k
I )22y < (1) uoll ey + CColt])* < C1 + Colt))F,
hence the result when & is an integer. The general case follows by interpolation.

3.3. Bounds on Sobolev norms: proof of Theorem [2.4l The proof is similar, excepted that
now we have better controls on W.

(i) Again, by interpolation, it is enough to consider the case s = k is an integer. By (B.3]) we
have

d
—/ 122 ufdL < ccl/ luf2dL,
which implies the result by time integration :
2 2
H<Z>kuHL2(C) < H<Z>ku0HL2(C) + CC[tllluollZ2 o).

(27) We assume that the stronger condition (ZI2]) holds. We use here interpolation theory for
linear operators. Fix s > 0, € > 0 and set k£ € N such that s/k < e. Then from (i) we have

(=) u(®) 2y < COM2II(=) uollp2 (o).

Next, the L?—conservation yields ||u(t)||;2(cy < lluollz2(c). Then by interpolation, we get that for
all0<6<1

1) ()]l 2 ey < C%4)*2(1(2) " woll 2 -
The result then follows by taking 6 = s/k.

3.4. Growth of Sobolev norms: proof of Theorem Let us define the magnetic transla-
tions by the formula

Rs ¢ (u,0)(2) ¥ (u(z + a)ez(Fa=28) (4 4 a)e%(m_za)), a€C,
as well as the space rotations
Ly : (u,v)(z) — (u(ewz),fu(ewz)), 0 eT.

As it can be checked on the (¢p)n>0, we have et = 2L, for all t € R. Now we refer to [35]
Section 1.7.2]. The system

i — 6Hu = (|v|*u), (t,z) €eR x C,
10w — 6Hv = —TII(|ul?v),
u(0,2) = uo(2), v(0,2) = vo(z),
admits the following explicit solutions:
(u,0) = (e—i)\te—MtHRatU, e—iute—MtHRatV)

= (e_i(/\+25)tL—26tRatU, e_i(u+26)tL—26tRatV)7

with /3 73
1 V3 1 V3
U=vVe(spo+i—msp1), V=ve(zp0—i-—s1),
2 2 2 2
and
Te Te V3
= _— =——-—, a=_-—¢
3277 1T T 3on 321
It remains to check that W := |v|? and u satisfy the assumptions and the conclusions of Theorem 2.3

On the one hand, for all ¢ € R, ||u(t)|/z2 = /¢, and for s > 0,
z)*uoll 2 = [{2)*Ullp2 < csve. (3.4)
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Let us prove that there exists ¢s > 0 such that for all t € R
I(z) u(t)ll 2 = cov/e(et)”. (3.5)
We have
1) u@®)]172 = 1{2)° RasU |72 = [[{z — at)°Ul|72 = /(C (1+ ]2 = at?)*|U(2)]dL(z).

Therefore,

[ uOl: > 5 [ (14 | = at) TP AL, (3.6)
e By the triangle inequality we have

lat|** < (12 — at] + |2))* < 4°(|z — at** + [2]*),

which in turn implies

|z — at]? > 47%|at|* — |2)%.

As a consequence, by ([B4) and (B.6)

s 2 2s 2 2s 2
e u@®lE > ot /C U(=)PdL(z) - C /C |22 |U (=) [2dL(2)

(clat** — C)e

>
> (clet]* = O)e, (3.7)

where the constants ¢, C' > 0 have varied from line to line. From (B we deduce that there exists
Co > 0 such that if |et| > Cp we have

1{z) u(®)ll 2 > c{et)*Ve.

e In the regime |et| < Cp, we use the inequality ([B.6]) to write

1{2) u(®)llL2 = c||U|lz = ev/e > e(et)* Ve
As a consequence, we have proven (33]).

On the other hand, we have the explicit expression
Wi(t, z) = i‘l — iV/3(e 20y 4 oaf)‘26_‘6722'(%2"“’“*2 = |L_25tRatV(z)‘2.
Therefore we have
Wl = IL o5 RatV |72 = V|72 = €

and from (2.I0) we have

Wiz = [ LozstRatV 1 = Vi <.
Moreover, from Lemma [C.2] we deduce

”8%8§W”L°°((C) = ”%af(w—%tRatV’z)HLoo(c) < Cjpl| L2651 RatV |70 < €Cig,

which was the claim.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM
4.1. Some notations. For 0 < 7 < 1 we set p(1) = ﬁ > 0 and we define the operator
H, = (H + 1)*") where H is the harmonic oscillator defined by

H = —40,05 + |2%.
We then define the family of Hilbert spaces (ﬁi)5>o by
H: = {u € L*(C), H*uec [*(C)} nE, HY=¢.
Recall that, by [20, Lemma C.1], we have
el Dl p2(c) < llullgy < CHPVullzey (=) = L+ =)V

Observe also that

HS = H*(") (4.1)
where H? stands for the harmonic Sobolev space based on the harmonic oscillator H, and we have
cll(z)’ullrz2c) < llulles < Cli(2) ull p2(c)- (4.2)

In the sequel, in order to alleviate notations, we simply write H=H, and H* = ]ﬁli

4.2. Definition of the operator Z(t). Define the potential Wy(t, z) as follows:

1 \/g € . —|z4a \/g
V= \/E(§SOO - 27901)7 Wo(t, 2) = [RatV (2)[* = E‘l —iV3(z + at)|2e l=+ t|27 = 39.

and with Lemma [C.2] we show that all the derivatives of W} are bounded uniformly in ¢ € R:
10205 Wo (t)]| e (c) = 10205 (1Rt V) () < Cinll RaaV 3 = CitllV 3 < eCipe (43)
Now we define the mapping
L) B — H

= = . , (4.4)
U — e—thH(WO(t)ethu) — e—zt(H—i—l)/’H(Wo(t)ezt(H-i-l)ﬂu),
and we consider the initial value problem
iOu = (H+Z(t))u, (t,2) eRxC,
~ (4.5)
U(t)'t:to =ug € H®.

4.3. Verification of Assumption m We now prove that Z(t) satisfies the required properties.
(i) Let us check that .2 € Cp(R, £(H?)), with norm H.i”(t)Hﬁ(ﬁs) < Cse. First, by @) it is
equivalent to show that .Z € C, (R, £(H8)). Then, since e*7+1)" ig unitary in H*, and by @2)

He_it(H—l—l)pH(W(](t)eit(H—l—l)pU) ‘ I “H(Wo(t)eit(H+1)pu)| -
< Ol T(Wo ()™ D) | 12y,
Next, by BI) and B2)
H<Z>SH(WO(t)eit(H+1)pu)HL2(<C) < CWy t)HLOO((C)||<z>seit(H+1)pu”L2(<C)

(
= C|Wo(#)l|Le )l (2)*ullr2(c)
< CWo(t)l| oo () 1wl

Recall that Wo(t) = |Ra/V|?, where V € &, then |[Wo(t)||re(c) = |V [|[7e < Ce. Putting all the
previous estimates toghether, we obtain

He—it(H+1)PH(Wo(t)eit(HH)Pu) ‘

Hs < CSE||UHH57
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hence the announced bound. The time-continuity of % follows from the previous estimates to-
gether with the continuity of the translations for the Lebesgue measure and the fact that e'*f ¢

Cy(R, L(H?)).

(74) The symmetry of £, w.r.t. the scalar product of HO =& , is a consequence of the symmetry
of I, the conjugation by the unitary operator e“"+1)” and the fact that W; is a real valued
function.

(iii) Let us check that [H, #(t)] is H™-bounded. By Lemma [CZI] the operators H and II
commute, thus

[H, 2] H T

[(H+1)7,2)](H+1)7""
e MHTVTI[(H + 1)P, Wo(t)| (H + 1) HH”,

Recall that IT is bounded in all the H® spaces, as well as the operators e~ #(H+1)”

e Case s = 0. Let us first prove that II[(H + 1)?, Wy(t)](H 4+ 1)7°" : &€ — & is bounded,
uniformly in ¢t € R. For that, we use the Weyl-Hérmander pseudo-differential calculus (we refer
to [34, 27] or to [33] Chapter 3] for a review of this theory). Denote by z = 1 + iz, £ = & + &2,
and consider the metric
det + dg3

da? + da? + —2L - 22
S TN TE

(4.6)

The Planck function associated to the metric {@8)) is given by h(z, z2, &1, &) = (14|22 +|€2)~1/?
and for m € R, the symbol class S™ is

gm = {a € C®(RYC) + |09)0920.1 02 a(x1, 02,61, )| < Capllzl + €)™, Va,Be N2}.

For a € S™, we define its Weyl-quantization by the formula

w _ 1 i(x—y)- x+y
a (x,D)u(x)—W/R2 /R2€( y)ga( 5 JOu(y)dyde, we 7 (R?).

First, using the functional calculus associated to the operator H, we obtain that (H + 1)” is a
pseudo-differential operator with symbol in S?. By @3), Wy(t) € S° uniformly in ¢ € R, and
therefore the commutator [(H +1)P, Wy (t)] is a pseudo-differential operator with symbol in S2°~ 1,
which in turn implies that [(H+1)?, Wy(t)] (H +1)"*" is a pseudo-differential operator with symbol
in SO (because 2p — 1 — 2p7 = 0), hence it is bounded.

e The proof in the general case s > 0 is similar.
(tv) From ([@4]), a direct computation gives
wZL(t) = e‘itﬁﬂ(atwo(t))eitﬁ - ie_itﬁﬂ[ﬁ, Wo(t)] eith
— I, Wo () — i[H, 2 (1)) (4.7)

From the expression of Wy, we deduce that sup,cg [|0f Wo (t)|| 1o () < Cp for all £ > 0. In particular,
the first term in the right hand side of (£7) is bounded H* —» HF. In item (73i) we have shown
that [ﬁ L (t)] CHS — HST is bounded, uniformly in ¢ € R. As a consequence, for all s > 0,
£ € Cp(R; L(H; }ﬁls_T)). The general case £ > 0 is obtained by induction.



GROWTH OF SOBOLEV NORMS FOR LINEAR SCHRODINGER OPERATORS 13

4.4. Proof of Theorem We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem [[.2] Consider
the problem (4.35]) and for convenience, assume that to = 0. By ([@.4]), the equation (£3]) is equivalent
to

i = I(Wo(t)v), (t,z) e R xC,
0(0,-) = up € H® = H®,

it(H+1)P

with the change of unknown v = e u. As a consequence we can directly apply the results of

Section 2] (case § = 0) to this model.
(7) The fact that ||.Z(t)]| c(iisy < Cse has already been shown in the previous paragraph.
(7i) For all s > 0, the problem (7)) is globally well-posed, in H* by Theorem I The group

property of U is a consequence of uniqueness, and its unitarity follows from the conservation of the
L? norm.

(#i7) The upper bound is given by Theorem 2.2] namely, for all ¢t € R
[u@®)llgs < ClI(z)7*ut)l2c) < Cliz) uoll2(c){et)” < Clluollg, (),

where p = 2(11—7)'

(iv) Consider the function uy € ﬂkzlL?k = ﬂkzllﬁlk given by Theorem 23] (see paragraph B.4])
then [luo|gz. < C+/e and

Ju()llgs > cll(2)u(t)||2c) > evelet)” > c|lugllg. (et)??,
hence the result.

Notice that the items (i) and (i77) also directly follow from the general result [31, Theorem 1.5].

APPENDIX A. A NON-PERTURBATIVE & TIME-INDEPENDENT EXAMPLE

In this section, we give another example of linear Schrodinger operator which yields unbounded
dynamics, and which meets the assumptions (HO)-(H3) of [31]. This example differs from the one
exhibited in Theorem in two main aspects :

e it is a non-perturbative example : it is not a lower order perturbation of a time-independent
elliptic differential operator ;
e it is time-independent.

However, with a change of unknown, we can obtain a time-dependent perturbation of a constant
coefficient self-adjoint elliptic operator, see Remark [A.3] below.

This example is very simple, and that is why we decided to develop it here. Actually the
mechanism involved in the norm inflation is the same as in Theorem it is a traveling wave
measured in a weighted L? space. Actually, our example is close to the one developed in [6],
Appendix A], after change of variables.

On L?(R) we define the usual harmonic oscillator H = —92 + 2% For 0 < 7 < 1, we set
p(r) = 2(1—1—7) € [1/2,00). We define the operator H = (H + 1)*(™) and the scale of Hilbert spaces

(ﬁs) s>0 by

H* = {u e L*(C), HY*uwe [*(R)}, H°=L*R),
endowed with the natural norm ||u||z, := | 5/ r2(r)- By [38, Lemma 2.4], we have the following
equivalence of norms
lullg. = (@) ull L2y + (=02)* *ull 2(m) (A1)
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Now, for € > 0, we consider the problem,

i0u = —iedyu, (t,r) € R xR,
. (A.2)
u(0, ) = ug € H*.

In this framework, we are able to prove the following result for the operator ied, in the spaces HS:

Lemma A.1. (i) One has i€d, € £(]ﬁl8+l/p,}ﬁls)) for all s >0, and

||i€aw||£(ﬁs+l/ﬂ’ﬁs)) < Cse.

(i1) The operator i€d, is symmetric on HY? w.r.t. the scalar product of ﬁo,

/E(ie@xu) dx = / u(iedyv) dz, Vu,v € HY?.

R R

(iii) The operator ied, is HT-bounded in the sense that [ieOy, H/H™™ € L(H?) for all s > 0.
Therefore the operator i0, satisfies the assumptions (HO0)-(H3) of [31].

On the other hand, we have the following elementary result:
Proposition A.2. Let s > 0, then
(i) The problem ([A2) is globally well-posed in H®, and the solution is explicitly given by
u(t,x) = up(x — €t).
(7i) The following bounds hold true : for all uy € H* and for allt € R

c(et) 07 [lug|lge < [Jut) ||z < Clet) T g (A.3)

s

This result is directly obtained using (A.I]) and the expression p(7) = 2(11_7).

Remark A.3. Notice that the function v(t) = e—itH u(t) is solution to
iOpw — Ho = —ie(e_itﬁ(‘)xeitﬁ)v, (t,z) e R xR,
v(0,-) = vy = ug € H,

and satisfies the conclusions of Lemma [A] and the bounds (A3). This yields an example in
the spirit of the one exhibited in Theorem [[2] but in the present case, the perturbation is of
order 1/p € (0, 2] instead of being of order 0.

Proof of Lemma A Ttem (i) is a direct consequence of ([(AJ]) and (i7) is elementary.
(#4i) It is convenient to introduce the Sobolev space based on the harmonic oscillator (s > 0)

H* = {u e L*(R), H*ue [*(R)}, H’=L*(R).

Thanks to the pseudo-differential calculus associated to H (see also paragraph [£.3)), we first prove
that for all » > 0,

[0y, (H + 1)) (H +1)7""3 € L(L*(R)). (A.4)
Here the symbol class S™ reads
S™ = {a € C*(R%C) : |8§‘8§a(x,£)| < Cop(lx| + |£|>m_5, Ya,B € N}.
The symbol of [id,, (H + 1)"], modulo terms in S?"~1 is given by the formula
—i{&, (@ +E+D)"} = —i0e()0: (2" + &+ 1)) +i0:(£)0e ((z° + £+ 1)")
= —i2rz(a? + 2 +1) e s
Since the symbol of (H + 1)_T+% belongs to S™2" 1 we deduce (A).
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Next, for p > 0 and s > 0
(H +1)2[i0,, (H + 1)P)(H + 1) 2(H +1)"% =
= [0y, (H + 1)5](H +1)73%% + [i0,, (H + 1)3+°)(H + 1)~ G403,
and by applying (A4]) twice, we deduce that for all s > 0
[0y, (H + 1)°)(H +1)"%2 € L(H?). (A.5)
Finally recall that H= (H + 1)?, thus (A.5) is equivalent to
[i0,, HHH™" € L(H*),
since 7 =1 —1/(2p), which was the claim. O

APPENDIX B. ON THE REDUCIBILITY OF THE LINEAR LLL EQUATION

We state here a reducibility result for the linear LLL equation. It turns out that the abstract
reducibility result obtained in [25] can be applied to this model, which is close in many aspects to
the usual 1D cubic quantum harmonic oscillator with time-dependent potential. We consider the
linear equation

u(0, 2) = up(z), (B.1)

where § # 0, where ¢ > 0 is small and where the parameter w € [0,27)" is the frequency vector,
for some given n > 1. Up to a rescaling, we can assume that 6 = 1. We assume in the sequel that
the potential

{z‘@tu — 0Hu = ell(W (tw, z)u), (t,2) € R xC,

W: T"xC — R T" := (R/27Z)"
(0,2) — W(0,2),

is analytic in 6 on [Im#| < 7 for some 7 > 0, and C? in z,y (where z = x + iy), and we suppose
moreover that there exists v > 0 and C' > 0 so that for all § € T" and z € C

W (0,2)| < C(z)77, 0105 (0, 2)| < C, (B.2)
for any 0 < j, ¢ < 1.

When w = 0, all the solutions to (B.I) are almost periodic in time. This can be proved by
constructing a Hilbertian basidl (Yr)k>0 of € composed of eigenfunctions of the operator u —
Hu + elI(W(0, z)u), such that

Hyy + GH(W(O, Z)¢k) = MY, k>0.
Then (B.I) can be solved by

+o0 +o0
u(t,z) = Z cpe” e (2), up(z) = Z cr(2),
k=0 k=0

which shows that any solution to (B.Il) is an infinite superposition of periodic functions, hence it
is an almost-periodic function in time.

For w # 0, the reducibility theory adresses the question if, by the means of a time quasi-periodic
transformation, one can reduce to the previous case. It turns out that for (B.J), it is the case for
a large set of values w € A, :

LSuch a Hilbertian basis exists, since u — Hu + elI(W (0, 2)u) is a self-adjoint operator with compact resolvent
in £.
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Theorem B.1. Assume that W satisfies (B.2l). Then there exists eg such that for all 0 < € < ¢
there exists a set Ac C [0,2m)" of positive measure and asymptotically full measure: Meas(A¢) —
(2m)™ as € — 0, such that for allw € A, the linear equation (BI) reduces, in &, to a linear equation
with constant coefficients.

We refer to [25, Theorem 7.1] for a more precise statement, giving in particular more information
on the transformation.

Assume that (0, z) — V (6, z) is analytic in 6 on [Im | < 7, that V(6,-) € £ for all § € T", and
satisfies, for some v > 0, the bound |V (0, 2)| < C(z)~7 uniformly in § € T™. Then, by Lemma [C.2]
W = |V|? satisfies (B.2). Such a potential even satisfies |020LW (6, 2)| < C for all k,¢ € N (without
additional assumptions on V € &).

We also have the following result on the dynamics of the solutions of (B.IJ) :

Corollary B.2. Assume that W is C* in x,y with all its derivatives bounded and satisfying (B.2)).
Let s > 0 and ug € H®. Then there exists eg > 0 so that for all 0 < € < €y and w € A, there exists
a unique solution u € C(R; HS) of (B so that u(0) = ug. Moreover, u is almost-periodic in time
and we have the bounds

(1 — eC)|Jupllms < ||u(t)|ms < (1 4+ €C)||uolms, Vit eR,

for some C = C(s,w).

The result of Theorem [B.1l can also be formulated in term of the Floquet operator. Consider the
Floquet Hamiltonian operator, defined on £ ® L?(T") by

K =iy wps, +H+ell(W(0,2) ),
k=1

then we can state

Corollary B.3. Assume that W satisfies (B.2l). There exists g > 0 so that for all 0 < € < €y and
w € A, the spectrum of the Flogquet operator K is pure point.

We refer to [25, Section 7], where similar results are proven for the 1D quantum harmonic
oscillator.

For the reducibility of the periodic Schrodinger equation, we refer to [16] and for the reducibility
of the quantum harmonic oscillator in any dimension to [23] 28] [6] and we refer to [3| 4, [5] for
the reducibility for 1-d operators with unbounded perturbations. For references on the theory of
Floquet operators, see [15] [36].

Finally, let us mention that, concerning the nonlinear cubic LLL equation, the abstract KAM
result of [25] was applied in [20, Theorem 4.3] in order to show the existence of invariant torii,
and that the result of [22] was applied to show an almost global existence result for the cubic LLL
equation. We refer to |20, Section 4.2] for more details.

The arguments of |25, Section 7] can be directly applied to the equation (B.Il), and we address
the reader to this latter paper for the proofs of the previous results. Let us just sketch the idea :
we expand u and @ on the basis given by the special Hermite functions

UZZC]%,D]', U:ZEjGj.

>0 >0
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Then equation (B.I)) reads as an autonomous Hamiltonian system in an extended phase space
¢j = —2i(j + 1)c; — i€, Q(0, c,¢) ji>0

& = 2i(j + 1)¢; + i€d.,Q(8, ¢, ©) j=0

. . (B.3)
szwj ]:0,...,71

Y _—GaejQ(eazag) j:o,...,n

where @ is a quadratic functional in (¢, ¢) given by
Q0,c,c) / W (8, z) chgpk )(chgoj(z))dL(z), (B.4)
]>0 J=0
and the Hamiltonian of the system (B.3)) is

ijYj + 22(]' +1)¢;e + Q(6, ¢, ¢).

Jj=1 J=0
Then, we can check that (B.4) satisfies the assumptions of [25 Theorem 7.1]. The dispersive
estimate [/ || o (c) < Cn~1/* satisfied by the (©5,)n>0, is the key ingredient which allows to follow
the lines of [25] Section 7].

APPENDIX C. SOME TECHNICAL RESULTS
Lemma C.1. The operators H and II commute.

Proof. Recall that
1 FE _ w|?
M) (2) = L3 / 75 ) dL(w),
C

™

and that
H = —40,05 + |2*.

On the one hand, by integration by parts

(10.0:u) (z) = le o / w4 5 Su(w) dIL(w)
= 711 )u(w)dL(w)

1
_ _inu( —izH(wu)( )+ g (lwl*u)(2),

thus
MHu(z) = 2Mu(z) + 2zI1(wu)(z2).
On the other hand
1z _1212 e L 1 =P S L
0. 1u(z) = ——ge e 2 u(w)dL(w) + —e” 2 e 2~ wu(w) dL(w)
C C

™

then
070, 1Tu(z) = —=Tlu(z) + i\zﬁﬂu(z) — gH(@u)(z),

and we get that
HIlu(z) = 2lu(z) + 2zI1(wu)(z) = IIHu(=z),
which was the claim. g

We recall a short version of [35] Lemma A.2] :
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Lemma C.2. For all j,k > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that for all1 <p < oo and v € &,

(1]

Ha%af(‘UF) HLP((C) < C”U”%%(c)-
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