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Abstract

We investigate the validity of gaussian lower bounds for solutions to an electromagnetic Schrodinger
equation with a bounded time-dependent complex electric potential and a time-independent vector magnetic
potential. We prove that, if a suitable geometric condition is satisfied by the vector potential, then positive
masses inside of a bounded region at a single time propagate outside the region, provided a suitable average
in space-time cylinders is taken.

1 Introduction
The study of an electromagnetic Schrodinger equation of the form

Ou =1i(Aa + V)u, (1)
where u = u(z,t) : R™ x [0,1] — C, and

V=V(x,t): R" x[0,1] = C,
Ay:=V%, Va:i=V—id, A=A(x):R"—>R"

has been catching the interest of the applied mathematics community for several years. The free Schrodinger
equation (i.e. equation (1) with A = V = 0) is a somehow canonical example in PDE’s; due to its deep
connection with Fourier Analysis, which is clear by the solution formula for a datum f € L?(R")

|z

u(x,t) == "> f(x) = (2mit) %! 4t2.7: ((2i4_t2 f) (2%) , where Fg(z) := /n e~ Y g(y) dy. (2)

A natural question, arising in Fourier Analysis, is concerned with the fastest possible simultaneous decay which
a function f and its Fourier transform f can enjoy, without being null. It is well known that Gaussians are the
sharpest objects in this sense, as stated by the Hardy’s Uncertainty Principle:

if f(x)=0 (67|m|2/ﬂ2) and its Fourier transform f(€) = O (e’4|§|2/°‘2), then

af<4d=f=0

_lz?
af =4 = f is a constant multiple of e 77 .
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Formula (2) gives the intuition for the following PDE’s version of the above Uncertainty Principle, which answers
the analogous question about the fastest possible decay of a solutions of the Schrodinger Equation at two distinct
times:

if u(z,0) =0 (e"Z'z/Bz) and u(x,T) := eTAu(x,0) = O (e“m‘2/a2), then
af < AT = u=0
af = 4T = u(z,0) is a constant multiple of e_<ﬂ%+ﬁ)m2.
The corresponding L2-versions of the previous results were proved in [7] and affirm the following:

eI p e 2 M/ fe 2 ag<a= f=0

elzlz/Bzu(ﬂﬁ,O) € L? 6‘1‘2/a26iTAu($,0) €L? aff <AT = u=0.

We address the reader to [3,19,23,24] as standard references about this topic. If an electromagnetic field is
present (i.e. A and V are not null in (1)), it is usually difficult to exploit the Fourier Transform, in particular
when the coefficients A,V are rough. In the recent years, Escauriaza, Kenig, Ponce, and Vega in the sequel of
papers [8-13], and with Cowling in [6] developed purely real analytical methods to handle the above problems,
which permits to obtain sharp answers also in the case V' # 0. Some analogous results have also been obtained
by the authors of the present manuscript in [2,4,5], in the presence of a non-trivial magnetic field. The interested
reader can also see [17,18,21], where analogous phenomena are considered for discrete Schrodinger evolutions.
We refer to the recent survey [16] for more details and references to further results.

More recently, Agirre and Vega in [1], inspired by the techniques of the above mentioned papers and motivated
by the results in [22], answered to a similar question for the Schrodinger Equation, when the decay is assumed
at only one time, instead of two. The main contribution in [1] is to prove the following: if a positive mass is
present, for solutions of (1) with A = 0 and V bounded, inside of some region (a ball) at one time, then one
also observes this mass outside the region, if a suitable time average is taken. This fact can be mathematically
translated into a gaussian lower bound for solutions in suitable space-time cylinders. The arguments by Agirre
and Vega are purely real analytical, and rely on suitable Carleman estimates.

As we saw in [2,4,5], the presence of a magnetic field can produce interesting phenomena in this setting. In
particular, since the fields lines are closed curves, the dispersive phenomenon and the space decay of solutions
can be strongly influenced by a non-null magnetic potential, and a mathematical investigation about the relevant
quantities related to A has been performed, starting by [14,15]. In view of these considerations, the purpose of
this note is to complete the results in [1], by considering the more general model in which A # 0.

Given A = (Al,..., A"): R"® — R" a real vector field (magnetic potential), we denote by B : R™ — M, x,(R)
the magnetic field, namely the antisymmetric gradient of A, given by

B(z) = D, A(z) — D, A (), Bji(z) = 0y, A" () — 05, A (2). (3)

In dimension n = 3, B is identified with the vector field curl A, by the elementary properties of antisymmetric
matrices. We are now ready to state the last result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let n >3, u € C([0,1]; H} .(R™)) be a solution of (1), and assume that

IVl oo n x[0,1)) = My < +00, (4)
1
/ A(sz)ds € R™, for a.e. x € R", (5)
0
H:CtB”Loo(Rn) =: Mp < +o0. (6)

Assume moreover that there exists a fized vector v € R™ such that

v'B(x) =0, for a.e. x € R™. (7)



Finally assume that there exist Ro, M, > 0, such that Ry > 4(Ro + 1) and

/ (e, 0)2dz = M, (8)
|z|<Ro

sup / (Ju(z, t)> + |Vau(z, t)|?) dz =: E2 < +o0. 9)
0<t<1J|z|<R,

Then, there exist t* = t*(Ro, R1, My, Mp, My, Ey) >0 and C = C(Mg) > 0 such that

M2<C

2
GCPT 3t
— (uly, )+ 51V auly, 9)) dyds,  Ro<p<Ry,  (10)
/4 lyl—p—p%|<d(p+1)VE

for any t € (0,¢%).

Remark 1.1. Notice that the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 are gauge invariant. As for condition (5), it has to
be understood as a necessary local integrability condition, in order to get the freedom to choose the so called
Crénstrom gauge (see Section 2.1 below). In particular, condition (5) is not satisfied in the case of homogeneous
vector potentials A of degree —1, which is the case when the Hamiltonian A 4 is scaling invariant. A well known
example is given by the Aharonov-Bohm-type potential A(z) = A(0,...,0, —xp, 2n_1)/(z2_; +22) € R", for
which the validity of Theorem 1.1 is still an open question.

Remark 1.2. The choice of the time interval [0, 1] does not lead the generality of the results. Indeed, v €
C([0,T7], L*(R™)) is solution to (1) in R™ x [0, 7] if and only if u: R” x [0,1] — C, u(x,t) = THv(v/Tz, Tt) is
solution to

Ou = i(Aapu+ Vrp(x,t)u) in R™ x [0,1],

where

Ap(z) = VTANTz), Vp(z) =TV (VTz, Tt).

Remark 1.3. Due to assumption (7), which is crucial in the proof of the main theorem, the case n = 2 is not
included in the result. Indeed, there does not exist any non-null anti-symmetric 2 X 2-matrix with a fixed null
vector. For explicit examples in dimension n > 3, we refer to [2]. This leaves an interesting open question
about the validity of Theorem 1.1 in 2D, were our arguments do not work; we conjecture it should be possible
to produce explicit counterexamples to the result.

We complement Theorem 1.1 with the following results of uniqueness for solutions to (1). They are immediate
consequences of Theorem 1.1 so their proof will be omitted.

Corollary 1.1. In the assumptions of Theorem (1.1), let u € C([0,1]; H*(R™)) be a solution of (1).

o If there exist (R;)jen, Rj — +00 such that for all j € N

R2
CTJ 3t

lim O / / (|u(y, $)|? + s |Vu(y, s)|2) dyds = 0,

=0t Jyya Jiyl- Ry (145 /6 <a(R;+1)VE

then u = 0;

o if there exists (tj)jen C (0,t%), t; — 0 such that for all j € N

lim C

p—+o00 tj

CE
e i 9 2
/ (|u(y, S)IF + s |Vu(y, s)| ) dyds = 0,
St /4 Jllyl—p(1+s/t;) | <4(p+1)\/t;
then u = 0.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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2 Preliminaries

We start with a preliminary section, in which we show the fundamental tools for the proof of our main theorem.
It is useful to generalise (11) to consider a general time-dependent magnetic potential A = (Al,... , A"): R"x
[0,1] — R™: the magnetic field B : R™ x [0,1] = M,,x»(R) is then given by

B(z,t) = D A(x,t) — Dy A'(z,t), Bji(z,t) = 8IjAk(:c,t) — O, Al (2,1). (11)

2.1 Cronstrom gauge

Equation (1) is invariant under gauge transformations, namely if u solves (1), then, given ¢ = p(z) : R” = R,
the function & = e~*u is a solution to

Ot =i (Azu+ V(x,t)a),

where A = A— V. This invariance is useful since it allows us to fix the most appropriate gauge, to simplify the
computations. As in [2], we use here the Créonstrom gauge (also called transversal or Poincaré gauge), which is

given by the following condition
z-A(x) =0 for a.e. x € R™ (12)

If A satisfies (5), it is always possible, via gauge transformation, to reduce to the case in which (12) holds, as
the following classical result by [20] shows.

Lemma 2.1 ([20]). Letn >2, A= A(z) = (Al,...,A") : R" - R", B:= DA — DA!, and ¥(x) := 2'B(z) €
R™ for all x € R™. Assume that

1 1
/ U(sz)ds € R™, / A(sz)ds € R™, for a.e. x €R" (13)
0 0
and denote by
_ 1
Alzx) = —/ U(sz) ds, (14)
0
1
plx) =z - / A(sz)ds € R. (15)
0

Then B = DA — DA', A=A — Ny and (12) holds true.

See [2, Lemma 2.2] for the details.

2.2 Appell Transformation

We generate a family of solutions to (1) by means of the following pseudoconformal transformation (Appell).

Lemma 2.2 (2], Lemma 2.7). Let A= (A'(y,s),...,A"(y,s)) : R" x [0,1] = R*, V =V (y,s), F = F(y,s) :
R™ x [0,1] = C, u=u(y,s) : R™ x [0,1] = C be a solution to

Osu=1(Asu+V(y,s)u+ F(y,s)) inR" x[0,1] (16)



and define, for any a,b > 0, the function

(1) = (ﬂ> u< zy/ab t >e% (17)

a(l —t) + bt a(l—1t)+bt" a(l —t)+bt

Then u is a solution to

Ot = i <Aga+ %wr Vi(x, t)i+ ﬁ(m)) in R™ x [0, 1], (18)
where
Aw,t) = a(l \/??jL btA< 1- —|—bt a(l —tf)+bt> (19)
Vet = (@ (1—t ) + bt)2 V( 1-1) —|—bt a(l—tf)—i—bt) (20)
Fla,t) = < 1 :/?ert)%Jr F ( (1:C—t()l+bt’ a(l —tf) —|—bt> etiaim, 21)

2.3 Carleman estimate

We now show the main tool, which is a suitable Carleman estimate for the purely magnetic Schrédinger group
10y + A 4. Here we adapt [8, Lemma 3.1] to allow the presence of a magnetic potential.

Lemma 2.3. Let n > 3, R > 1 and ¢ : [0,1] — R a smooth function. Let A = A(z,t) : R™ x [0,1] — R™,
B:=D,A— D A" : R" x [0,1] = Mp,xn(R), and assume that there exists a fived vector v € R™ such that

x-Ay(z,t) =0, v-Ai(z,t)=0, v'B(x,t)=0 forae x€R" tec]0,1], (22)
[|° Bl o (me x [0,1]) < 400 (23)

Then, there exists ¢ = c(||¢’ |loos [|¢” |oos [ Bloo) > 0 such that

3/2

T‘%‘f‘#’(t)’u\? ‘ T|R+</7(t)'u a A ‘ 924
cR21I° LZ(Rnx[o,u) - (10 + Aa)g L2(R7x[0,1]) (24)
for all T > cR? and for all g € C(R™ x [0,1]) with
T
supng{(m,t)ER”x[O,l]: ‘E—i-(p(t)v‘ 21}. (25)

Remark 2.1. In the proof of Theorem 1.1, after using the Appell Transformation, we are reduced to an equation
with a time-dependent magnetic potential. This motivates the necessity to prove the Carleman estimate (24)
for A = A(t, z) satisfying the conditions in (22).

Proof of Lemma 2.3. Without loss of generality, we may assume (22) with v = e; = (1,0, ...,0) € R™. Denoting
by f = eTlF+e®el’g an explicit computation shows that

eTlEteWal (19, + Ay)g =S, f — 47A, f,

where S; and A, are respectively the symmetric and anti-symmetric operators

2

T*Zat‘i’AA‘i’RQ’R“Fsﬁel ,
1y 1o (11
A= (grea) Vatom+ 5 (F+9)



We hence have

xT e 2 .
eI ET (60, + A)gl13ame wjony) = 4TS, Arlf, f) L2@n xio1))-

An explicit computation (see [2, Lemma 4.1]) shows that

2
el #2410, + A)g]| g o

327//’ N
e
R wer1

)

|f|2d1‘dt+R2/ / |VAf|2d:Cdt

(26)
+27// go +<p}|f|2d$dt+—\s// 1+ Va)ffdudt
f_\y/ / Jrgael BVAfd:cdt—— / / Jrgpel) At|f|2d:cdt.
By (22), the last term at right hand side vanishes. Thanks to (22) and (23) we estimate
87’ '
Jrgael BVAfd:Edt f—\y fa!BV A f dxdt

4t
> 2 B e e / [ o sat - / / Vaf P dad.
0 JR»
Also, we have

//n V) ff dadt > —A7|[¢ | Lo (0,1 //IfIdedt——/ / Vafdedt.  (28)

From (26), since R > 1 and thanks to (25), (27) and (28), we have

H67|%+¢61|2(iat + A)g”iz

3273 ! x
> | = 2 (19 w0y + 19 Bwony + 20 BI2) | [ [ |5+ ] 1P et

(R x[0,1])

The coefficient of the first term at right hand side is bigger than o®/c?R*, if ¢ > cR? for a suitable ¢ =
c([|¢ ooy [|€”|loos |2 Blloo) > 0, therefore (24) follows thanks to (25). O

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proof is an adaptation of the proof of [1, Theorem 2.1], taking into account the presence of a magnetic
potential. In the following, without loss of generality, we assume that v = e; = (1,0,...,0) € R".

Reduction to the Cronstrom gauge. We start by a gauge transformation. By Lemma 2.1, thanks to

assumption (5) and denoting by

olx) =z - /0 A(sz)ds, A(z):= A(z) — V()

we have that B = DA — DAt = DA — DAt and for a.e. x € R"®

A(z) = — /0 1(sz)tB(sx) ds, (29)
z-Az) = 0. (30)

Moreover, from (7) and (29) we see that
e1-A(z) =0, for ae. xR (31)



Let 4 := e *“?u. Then (cfr. Section 2.1) @ is solution to
du=1i(Azu+V(z,t)u) inR"x[0,1] (32)
and the conditions in (8) and (9) are true replacing u, A with @, A.

Appell Transformation. We now apply Lemma 2.2 to solutions of (32). To lighten the notations, in the

following we will omit the tildes and just denote u, A by u and A in (32). We choose

a
a,b>0, v:=—,

b
in such a way that
2
> 7 1= max (1’ Rio’ 64E5(;4—u2|— Mv)’ . —44R0’ J‘;g]]iu \/5185}\14“> , (33)
where ¢ is defined later in (44). Let
v(z,t) == o) Fe POy (o), (), (z,t) € R" x [0, 1], (34)
with 1 1 1 .
alt) = DN NG At =7 bttty Ad—t) 4t s = Y1 —t)+t
Thanks to Lemma 2.2, v is solution to
Bpv = i (A v+ V(x,t)v) in R" x [0, 1] (35)
for A and V defined by
A, 1) = at) A(a(t)z),  V(z,1) = (a(t))* V(a(t)z, s(t)). (36)

We remark that, since A is in the Cronstrom gauge, then A is in the Cronstrom gauge too. Also, we have that
IVl ®rx0,1)) = YMy < +o0. In addition, by (31) and (36), we see that

e1-A(m,t) =1 - Ag(z,t) =0, for a.e. (z,t) € R" x [0,1]. (37)

Conclusion of the proof. Let us denote

R .= Roﬁ, (38)

so that from (33) we have R > 2. We define the following auxiliary functions:

1 if|z| <R 1 if |z > 2
Or,n € CZ(R"), Or(z)= T) =
mn € CERT), - On(o) {0 if |o] > R+ 1, (@) {o if 2] < 3/2,
such that for all z € R"
0r| <1, |VOgr(2)| <1, [AOgr(z)] <2 (39)
n(@)] <1, |Vn(z)| <2, [An(z)] <4 (40)
Moreover, let
4 ifte[3/8,5/8
pec=(o.1), =" TTEBS
0 iftel0,1/4U[3/4,1],
such that for all ¢ € [0, 1]
lp(O <4, [¢ ()] <32 (41)



We let

9@, 1) = 0n(@)n (5 + ¢(er) v t), (o,t) € R x [0,1). (42)
We observe that supp ¢ is compact and
d 3 €T 13
suppg C ($7t>€R X[O,l] |1‘|§R+17—§‘—+(p(t>61 ,tE FE ) (43)
2 R 44
indeed for ¢t € [0,4] U [2,1], g(z,t) is non vanishing if 3 < ‘iR‘ < Bl that is in contraddiction with

R > 2 given by (33). Thanks to Lemma 2.3 which can be applied under our assumptions, there exists
¢ = c(||¢']|oos |#"]lcos M) > 0 such that for all 7 > cR?
3/2 2
% er|%+<ﬂ(t)e1| g(m,t)‘
In the following we estimate from above and from below the quantities in (44).
We estimate from below the left hand side of (44): since ‘% + gp(t)el‘ >2and g =60rvon {|Jz| < R+ 1} x
[3/8,5/8], we have

<
L2(Rmx[0,1]) —

eTlE+e®eal” (9, + A 1)g(x, f)‘

. 44
L2(R" x[0,1]) (44)

2

1
/ / ATl 0L g (0, ) P duds
O n

eTI%+w<t>ell2g(x,t>]

L2(R" x[0,1]) -

5/8
> 687—/ / |0r (2)v(x, t)|>ddt (45)
3/8 J]z|<R+1
5/8
= 687/ / a(t)"|0r(z)u(a(t)z, s(t))[>dzdt.
3/8 Jlz|<R+1
It is convenient to perform the following change of variables in the integral at right hand side of (45):
t
= aft )= 7 46
v=alr. =) =Ty (46)
It is useful to observe that
1 4 35
— < at) < —, forallte[—,—}, A7
VY ( V7 88 (47)
dt 3 5 35
TeZ(s)= T <v, forallse|——— ——|=s([5,2]). (48)
8 7 ds (L4 sy —s)? 5y +3 3v+5 3’8

From (45) and (48) we conclude that

2 Ze&_z/ﬁ/ 2
L2(R"x[0,1]) 8y Jyl<alt(s)(R+1)

dyds.

er|%+¢(t)e1|zg(1" t)’

2
dyds + eST%E, (49)

Clearly then

_5
3v+5
3

el el g 1)

2 g vy Yy
> 871 Or | ———— 0
L2(R7x[0,1]) % /,7+3 r (a(t(s))) u(y:0)

E:/ / 62 (L> u(y, s)|* — |u(y, 0)|?) dyds.
e ly|<a(t(s)) (R+1) R a(t(s)) (l ( )| | ( )| )

5713

/Iylsa(t(S))(RH)
with

We estimate from below the first term at right hand side in (49): thanks to (33) we have HT?;E’ T%H > 1/(47)
and thanks to (8) and (47) we conclude

B 2
(3871/3H / Or (L) u(y,0)| dyds

8 /s Jwisaen@in | \alt(s))

% 81
> 51 / / luly, 0)|*dyds > Ju(y, 0)|dy (50)
8 /s Jiyl<as)R lyI<R/ /7

687'
= —M?2.

32w



To estimate F, we observe that from (1) we get that

d -
%|u|2 = —23(div(uV au) + V]ul?),
that gives
hK%SHQ*hK%ONQZAQ%/Q(&VOK%SU~VAM§¥U)+‘%%8Nuwwﬁﬁ)d§
0
So
|E| <2 /37+5 / / 0% (L) div (u(y,s') : VAu(y,s’)) dyds'ds
2 Jo Jy<aeen @y \alt(s))
5 (51)
[T i (s ) V0l Py’ ds| = By + e
25 Jo Ji<aee) @y T \a(t(s))

To estimate F; we integrate by parts: there is no boundary contribution thanks to the choice of . Thanks to
(33), (39) and (47) we have

/ T a(tl(S)) /0 /y<a(t(s))(R+1)(9RV9R) <a(t128))) o) -V anly, )yl ds

5v+3

[ ]
vt
53 Y0 JIy|<4(BR+1)/ VA

5743

= Y -
3v+5 5y +3/) Jo |y <4(RH1)/ V7
85

BN
V37 +5 wepa) Jyi<arn)/ 7
16
73/2
8

8 / N2 N2 2
—5 Ssup (uy,s + |Vau(y, s )dyf—Eu.
73/2 se0.1]J|yl<R | ( )| | ( )| 3/2

FEp <4

dyds'ds

u(y,s")Vaul(y,s')

dyds’

u(y,s")Vau(y, s')

‘U(y, s" )V auly, s')| dy

sup

J i
s'€[0,1] J|y|<4(R+1) /7

‘U(y, s")Vau(y, s')

To estimate Fs, we reason as above and thanks to (4), (9) and (33) we get

AMy [575
Be =t [T fuly, o) dyds’
7 Jo ly|<4(R+1) /7

8 My
< —5— sup

7 seo /y<4(R+1)/ﬁ I

Thanks to (33), from (49)—(53) we conclude that

2 €8T M2 A
> — . )
L2(Rrx[0,1]) 26 ¢ (54)

eT|%""/’(t)ell2

g(w,t)‘

We estimate from above the right hand side of (44): from (35) and (42) we have

(10 + A 7)g(x,t) = =V (z,t)g(z,t)
+ 0r(2) |16 (00,1 (% + p(D)er) vlw,t) + 7 (An (% + p(B)er)) v(w, 1) + FVn (£ + p(er) - V o(a, )]
+n (% + gﬁ(t)el) [(A@R(z))v(z, t) +2VOg(x) - ng(:c,t)]
+ £VOr(z) -V (% + o(t)er) v(z, t)
=: Fy(z,t) + Fa(x,t) + F5(z,t) + Fy(x,t).



Consequently,

(55)

4
<
L2(R"x[0,1]) — z;

1=

€T|%+<ﬂ(t)61|2Fi($’t)‘

el +He®al’ (9, + A )g(x, t)‘

L2(Rnx[0,1])

We estimate separately the terms at right hand side of the previous inequality. It is useful to observe that

1 1 13

_— < —— <4, f 11t

\/__ at) < \/_ 0 ﬂ()_l—t—i—v—lt_ or a. 6{4 4} (56)
Thanks to (4), (33), (36), (43) and (56), we have ||‘7||Lo¢(suppg) < 16My /v and

€T|%+<P(t)el|2F1(x’t)’ < % €T|%+W(t)el|zg($,t)‘
L2(R™x[0,1]) o L2(R"x[0,1]) (57)

2B erl e 0, )

="M, 1I° TV Lo @ o1y

Observe that in the support of F; we have |%£ 4 ¢(t)e1| < 2, and thanks to (33), (39)—(41) and (43) we estimate

2 3/4 1
§214€87—/ / (vx,t 24 |V 2) drdt = Fo1 + Foo. 58
[ N [o(z, )" + 531V 70l (58)

We use again the change of variables in (46): we observe that

elarewal’ gy t)‘

v dt 13 13
< <y, forallse |—— 2 | —5(|5,2]). 59
76 S g sy fora 36[37+1’7+3} S([4’4D (59)

Thanks to (59), we have that

L{
Foy < 25y / / lu(y, 5)|2dyds. (60)

1 Y wl<a(t(s)(R+1)

Thanks to (34), (56) and (59),

3/4 . 2
— M ST / / otV aw) (alt)a. 5(6)) — L B(t)zu(a(te, s(t))| dedt
|z|<R+1 R 2
2
7 1 s
< 214687’7/ / = a(t(s))Vauly,s) — iB(ts))y u(y, )| dyds
s Jlyl<a(t(s)(R+1) 2a(t(s))
_a_ 2
73 32 1
<anery [ ] (—2|vAu<y,s>|2 +5(1+3) |u<y,s>|2> dyds.
A Jlyl<ate)(ren) \ TR R
Thanks to (33), from the last inequality we conclude that
Fa < 219€8T’7/ / (Ju(y, $)]> + |V au(y, s)|*) dyds. (61)
3w+1 y\<a(t(s))(R+1)

From (9), (33), (60), (61) and since |[z=t we get

3yF1° 7+3]| = w

2

clarewal gy t)}

< 22268 sup / u(y, 8)|> + | Vau(y, s)|?) dy < 22237 E2. 62
L2 (0] 2 en, (luly, s)I* + IV au(y, s)*) (62)

We treat now the term in F3. We observe that in its support we have R < |z| < R+ 1 and |§ + ¢(t)e1| < 6
thanks to (41) and since R > 2. Thanks to (39) and (40) we have

2 3/4
727/ / (o(a, 8)2 + |V s0(z, 0)[?)dedt =: Fyy + Fy.
1 R<|z|<R+1

el e, o)

L2(R™ % [0,1])
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Using again the change of coordinates (46) and reasoning as in the estimate (60), we have

Fy < 8™y / /R< lu(y, s)|*dyds. (63)

BGoN <R+1

Since R? = R%y, R > 2, thanks to (34), (56), (59) and reasoning as in the estimate (61) we get

32 1\?
F < 8e™7 2R2/ / —|Vauly,s)? +8 ( 1+ =) |u(y,s)|* | dyds
R<-— Wl <Ry yR R

3’Y+1 a(t(s))

28 72T 2R2/ /
R<

From (63) and (64), we have

The length of the above space integration region is a(t(s)). In order to write it in terms of v, we see by (46)
and (56), and since a(t(s))y/7 = 1+ s(y — 1) that

{(y, s)

therefore

(64)

1
(|u<y, S+ 219 s>|2) dyds.
Ty <R+1

el e, o

< 2%™ 2R2/ / u(y, )2 + 7YV auly, 5)|?) dyds.
LR x[0.) = e 1 (luly, ) + 7 Vauly, s)|*) dy

3‘7+1 = a(t(s)

)R < ol < e+ s € | g sl b e { s

3y+1 7 +3

4(Ro+1
_RO_RO‘SV’S%}a

2

ef|%+W(t)el|2F3(z’t)’

L2(R" x[0,1]) ©5)

[ (0 St e
[ly o—hosSYIS— 57—

37+1

Finally, we treat the term in Fj: we reason analogously as done in the estimates of the terms in F3 and Fj.
Thanks to (9), (33), (39) and (40) we have

2

elarewal gy t)‘

L2(R" x[0,1])

3/4 3
s / / jo(a, |2 dadt < 4¢¥7 / / [u(y, 5)|? dyds (66)
R<|z|<R+1 1 JRr< <R+1

3y a(t( s))

<2487 sup / lu(y, s)|? dyds < 2%e®™ B2,
s€0,1] J|y|<Ry

Gathering (44), (55), (57), (62), (65) and (66), we conclude that

+3/2 54 .
T E Lp(t)€1| ¢ ’ T|R+Lp(t el| 9 A~ t ’
cRZ|° 9(z,?) L2(Rn x[0, 1]) (i0: + Az)g(w:?) L2(R" x[0,1])
216E N 2
< e T|§+kp(t)61| t ’ 212 4TE
=", € 9(@,1) L2(R7 X0, 1])Jr ¢ Fu (67)
1
v [ )+ V.auly, o)) dyds
( 37+1 [ly|—Ro— ROSV|<4(R\}+1)( )
We set 7 := 64cR?. Thanks to (33), we have
216 B 7_3/2
v <
M, — 2cR?



By (54), from (67) we get

3
T2 e M,
cR?2 24

_3
+3
<2126, + (29e72w2R3 I oy, (180 9) 27V sy, 9)) dyds>
lly|— Ro— Rosv| < 4Fgd

37 F1

2547 \/cRM,, =
3 (68)

Thanks to (33), we have
212€4TEU < 24€4T\/ERMU,

so we conclude that

28€8TCR2M2 29 2T 2R2/ / y,8)|2 +’Y_1|VAU(Q,S)|2) dde,

(lu
37+1 [ly|—Ro— Rosw|<%\/§+l)

that is to say

212(/ng 2 1 2
M? / / oy, () 4379y, 5)P) dyds.
llyl— Ro—Rosn| < 051

3w+1

Consequently, for C = C(Mp) = max(2'%¢,2¢71) > 0 we have

2 —
M2 < CeCFiy / / ey, (19 477 au(y,5)) dyds. (69)
|ly|—Ro—Rosvy|< —9%=— el

We let t := v~ 1: from (69) we get that (10) holds for all 0 < ¢t < t* := (y*)~! and p = Ry. In order to complete
the proof for any p € [Ry, R1], it is sufficient to repeat the same argument as above, choosing R = p,/7 in (38).
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