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Global existence and asymptotics for the modified two-dimensional
Schrodinger equation in the critical regime
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Abstract

We study the asymptotic behavior of the modified two-dimensional Schrédinger equation (D; —
F(D))u = A|u|u in the critical regime, where A € C with ImA > 0 and F'(£) is a second order
constant coefficients elliptic symbol. For any smooth initial datum of size ¢ < 1, we prove that
the solution is global-in-time, combining the vector fields method and a semiclassical analysis
method introduced by Delort. Moreover, we present the pointwise decay estimates and the large
time asymptotic formulas of the solution.
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1. Introduction

We consider the following modified critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation
(D; — F(D))u = Au|7u, 2 € R (1.1)
where D, = %, D= %, A € C and F(D) is defined via its real symbol, i.e.,

FD)u(a) = s [ @ P (Fu) (€.

where F is the Fourier transform with respect to x variables. The Cauchy problem (L)) is
critical because the best time decay one can expect for the solution of the linear equation
(D, — F(D))u = 0 with smooth, decaying Cauchy data is |[u(t, )|z~ = O(t7"/?), so that the
nonlinearity will satisfy |||ul%u(t,-)||z < Ctu(t,-)||z2, with a time factor ¢~ just at the
limit of integrability. Schrodinger equations with modified dispersion contain many important
equations from the fields of physics. Typical models are the Schrodinger equation(F'(§) =
£?), KDV equation(F(£) = &%), Klein-Gordon equation(F(£) = /1 + £2) and Benjamin-Ono
equation(F'(§) = £|€|) etc. Over the past decades, the local smoothing properties, the disper-
sive estimates and the well-posedness of the modified Schrodinger equations have been studied
extensively, see e.g. E, B, d?, @, @, Iﬂ, , ] etc. Then we want to study the global ex-
istence and asymptotics of solutions to the modified Schrodinger equation (ILTI), provided that
the initial data is small and spatially localized.

*Corresponding author.
Email addresses: 1xmath@zju.edu.cn (Xuan Liu), zhangting790zju.edu.cn (Ting Zhang)

Preprint submitted to NARWA March 20, 2023


http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00194v3

When F(§) = £[¢[%, it is well known that equation (L) represents the classical critical
nonlinear Schrodinger equation

1
i+ 5 Au = Aulau. (1.2)

For N e R,n=1,2,3, Hayashi—Naumkin] proved the asymptotics for the small solution u(t):
There exists W(x) € L*(R™) N L>=(R") such that

1 o) T

_ 1 v iW ()2 logt - —n/2—p
u(t,z) = (it)"/2e i W(t)e ‘ + Ope(t ), 8>0.

as t — 0o0. One note that this is not linear scattering, but rather a modified linear scattering.
The idea is to apply the operator FU(—t) to the equation (.2 and use the factorization
technique of the Schrodinger operator to derive the ODE for FU(—t)u(t):

0, FU(—t)u = MY FU(—t)u(t)|* FU(—t)u + R(t,€), (1.3)

where U(t) =: e2® and IR, &)| Lz = O(t~179) is integrable as t — co. By a standard ODE
argument, they deduce from (L3) the asymptotic formula for FU(—t)u(t) and then in the
solution w(t).

For the asymptotics of the classical critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation (L2) in one-
dimension with A € R, there are four alternate approaches. In the paper ﬁ], Deift and Zhou
established the asymptotics of the solution for large data in the defocusing case. The proof is
based on the complete integrability of (IL2]) and the inverse scattering techniques. In the paper

[26], Lindblad-Soffer made the change of variables u(t, z) = ¢t~/ 2eiﬁ_iv(t, 2) that allowed one to
rewrite the equation ([L2]) as
10w = M o]Po — t720,,0. (1.4)

For small and smooth initial values, they proved that the remainder term ¢2||0,,v|| e is inte-
grable as t — oo. Then by standard ODE argument, they deduce from (4] the asymptotics
of v and then in the solution u. In the paper gﬂﬁ], by performing an analysis in Fourier space,
Kato-Pusater derive the ODE ([[L3)) through a very natural stationary phase argument. By stan-
dard ODE argument, they obtained the same result as NE] for n = 1. Their proof is inspired by
the space-time resonances method that introduced by Germain, Masmoudi and Shatah @, ]
In the paper @], [frim-Tataru developed the wave packet test method: Measure the decay of
the solution along the ray I', = {x = vt}, traveling with velocity v, and denote

A(t,v) = / ult, 2)To(t, 2)d,

where W, (¢, z) is the following wave packet test function

SL’—’UT, -:02

\/% )elg’ X € CSO(R) and /X(Z)dz =1.

R
Since ¥, (¢, x) is indeed an approximate solution of the linear system, with O(1/t) errors, Ifrim-
Tataru [19] established the ODE for (¢, v):

lllv(t, ZL’) = X(

Oy(t,v) = =it~ (t,0)*y(,0) + Opee (8714497



and obtained the asymptotic formula of (¢, v). Moreover, by proving that

2

2y (t,v) — e T hu(t, vt) = Opa (t71797) N Opee (178/479F)

Y(t,) — € (Fu)(t,€) = OL?(t_l/HCEQ) N Opge (t71/44C<%)

and using the asymptotic formula of ~(¢,v), they obtained the asymptotic formulas of the
solution both in physical space and frequency space.

In this paper, we consider the global existence and asymptotics of the solutions to the
modified Schrodinger equation (ILII). Since F'(£) has no explicit expression, the methods used
in ﬁ, , , , %] can not be applied directly, and we have to develop a new approach.
The second author of this paper first studied the asymptotic behavior of the solution to the
modified one-dimensional Schrédinger equation. Assuming that F'(€) satisfies certain elliptic
assumption, Zhang ﬂﬁ] obtained the asymptotics of the solution for small initial data, combining
the vector fields method and a semiclassical analysis method introduced by Delort B] In this
paper, we consider the two-dimensional case and assume that F'(£) satisfies the following elliptic
assumptions:

F(&) = Fi(&§1) + Fa(&e), £ = (§1,86) = F(§) eR (1.5)

is a smooth function defined on R?, satisfying
Fk(fk) c COO(R), 0<c < F,i/(gk) <d, ¥ fk € R, (16)

for some positive constants ¢, di, k = 1, 2. For example, we can choose smooth functions Fj (&),
which have an expansion

Filée) = Giabi+oral+ R+ il + 6282+

when & goes to £oo, where ¢ . > 0, k = 1,2. In particular, we can choose F(§) = [¢]*.
Therefore the as mptotic formulas established in this paper can be seen as a generalization of

(7,14, 11, 2d,

To state our result precisely, we now give some notations. For ¢ € L'(R?), the Fourier
transform of ¢ is represented as Fi(§) = () = (2m) " [o. ¥(x)e " dx. [A, B] denotes the

commutator AB — BA and < x >=: /1 + |z|?. Different positive constants we denote by the
same letter C. We write f < g when f < Cg. S(R?) and H*(R?) denote the usual Schwartz
and Sobolev space respectively. LP = LP(R?) denotes the usual Lebesgue space with the norm
o]le = (fgo lO(z |pdx)1/p if 1 <p<ooand |¢|r~ = esssup {|o(z)];x € R*}. Moreover, we

denote [[(¢(x), ¥(2))]|r2 =t ([g2 |6(2)[?dx)'? + ( [po [¢(2)[Pd) /2.

Throughout the paper, F'(§) = F1 (&) + F2(&) denotes the second order constant coefficients
classical elliptic symbol, satisfying ([L3)—-(L6]). Since F] is strictly increasing, there are smooth
strictly concave functions ¢ : R — R such that zy + F} (d¢x(zx)) = 0, k = 1,2, where we write

& pp(xy) = M, J > 1 for simplicity. Set ¢(x) = (¢1(x1), p2(x2)), then we have

r+ F'(dp(x)) = (v1 + F{(dp1(x1)), 22 + F3(dge(z2))) = 0, (1.7)

which will be used frequently from now on.
We now state our results.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that A\ € C with Im\ > 0, and the initial datum vy € H?, (x5 +

3



Fl(D))*ug € L?, k = 1,2, satisfying

2

luollz + Y II(zx + F (D))ol 2 < 1. (1.8)

k=1

Then for e > 0 sufficiently small, the Cauchy problem

{ (D = F(D))u= Aulu, t>1,z€R? (1.9)

u(z, 1) = eug(x),

admits a unique global solution v € C([1,00); L?) N LS ([1,+00); L?), satisfying the pointwise

loc
estimate
Ju(t, ) Set™, (1.10)

forallt > 1.

Remark 1.1. The fact that the initial datum is given at time ¢ = 1 does not have deep meaning:
it is simply more convenient when performing estimates, since the L> decay of % given by the
linear part of the equation is not integrable at t = 0.

In order to investigate the large time asymptotic behavior of the solution, the following
theorem plays an important role.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that ug satisfies (L8), u is the solution obtained in Theorem [I1 and
vy is the function defined by (L22) and (IL.29). Let

(ID(t,:B):/l s (s, x)|ds. (1.11)

Then for e > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a unique complex function z,(x) € L2 N L such
that

va(t, ) exp (—i(w(z)t + AP(t,x))) — 24 (2) = Opee (=Y n OLazc(t_Hce),
holds as t — oo, where w(x) = x - dp(x) + F(do(x)).
By Theorem [[L2, we obtain the following asymptotics of the solution.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that Im\ = 0, wug satisfies (I.8) and u is the solution obtained in
Theorem[L1l. Then for e > 0 sufficiently small, the followings hold:
(a) Let z,(x) be the asymptotic function obtained in Theorem[L2 and

ou0) = [ 5 (r(s,0)| s o) s (112)
1
The asymptotic formula
1 ; T x x
u(t, ZL’) _ Zez(tw(?)+)\¢+(?)+)\|Z+(?)‘1Ogt)z+(%) + OLgO (t—3/2+08) N OL% (t—l-i-C'a) (1.13)

holds as t — oo.



(b) The following modified linear scattering formula holds:

tliglo u(t, z) — eiA(¢>+(%)+|2+(%)\logt)eiF(D)tquHL% =0. (1.14)
where , .
uy(z) =: ! e doly 24 (y)dy. (1.15)

__ )
e TR Fonw)

When Im\ > 0, ([L2]) represents the standard dissipative nonlinear Schrodinger equation. It
modes the evolution of pulses propagating through optical fibers and in the field of optical fiber
engineering(see e.g. ﬂ]) In the paper ﬂ%], Shimomura first treated the dissipative nonlinear
Schrodinger equation ([L2]) and established the asymptotic formula of the small solutions for
n = 1,2,3. He proved that the dissipative effects are visible not only in the phase correction of
the asymptotic profile but also in the decay rate of the solution. In fact, the uniform norm of
the solution decays like

lu(t,@)l|ze < (tlogt)™,

~Y

which decays faster than the free solution. After the work of Shimomura @], there are many
papers devoted to studying the decay estimates and the asymptotics of the solutions to the
dissipative nonlinear Schrodinger equation, see e.g. , , ,ﬁ, , , , ] and references
therein.

Inspired by the work of Shimomura @], we also study the influence of the dissipative effects
on the decay estimates and the asymptotics of the solutions to the modified two-dimensional
Schrodinger equation. Our results are the following.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that ImA > 0, ug satisfies (I.8) and u is the solution obtained in
Theorem[I1. Then for e > 0 sufficiently small, the followings hold:
(a) Let z,(x) be the asymptotic function obtained in Theorem[I.2 and

Yy () = ImA /OO s (|vA(s,x)\eIm)‘q’(s’””) — |24 (2)]) ds, (1.16)
1
St z) = ﬁlog(l+Im)\|z+(:r)|logt+w+(:r)). (1.17)

The asymptotic formula
1 N T xz
u(t, x) _ gez(tw(?)+>\s(t,?))z+(%> + OLgO (t—3/2+Cs> N OL% (t—1+Cs> (1.18)

holds as t — oo.
(b) The following modified linear scattering formula holds:

tliglo Ju(t,z) — eGPy (2|12 =0, (1.19)

where uy is the function defined in (I13).
(c) If ug # 0, then the following limit ezists

1

—_— 1.2
Im\ (1.20)

lim (tlog ) [u(t, 2)] 2 =
t—o00



Remark 1.2. Note that the limit (IL20)) is independent of the initial value ug. This property was
first established in ﬂa] for a class of nonvanishing initial data.

IAS(t,x

Remark 1.3. By the definition of S(¢, x), we can write the modification factor e ) explicitly:

JiAS(ta) _ ©XP (B Jog(1 4+ ImA|zy ()] logt + ¢4 (2))) (1.21)
1+ ImA|zp (z)] logt + ¢4 (x) ' '

We briefly sketch the strategy used to derive our main results. We adopt the semiclassical
analysis method introduced by Delort B], see also ﬂﬁ, @, ] which are closer to the problem
we are considering. We make first a semiclassical change of variables

u(t,z) = %v(t, % (1.22)

for some new unknown function v, that allows to rewrite the equation (L9]) as
(D = Gy (- £+ F(£)))v = Ahfo|v, (1.23)
where the semiclassical parameter h = %, and the Weyl quantization of a symbol a is given by

1 i
Grlap(e) = sz [ [ b ol uiwayde.

We remark that the operator
1

L= (ﬁl, ﬁg) with ﬁk = h

Gy (zr + Fi(&)), k=12 (1.24)
commutes exactly to the linear part of the equation (L23) and a Leibniz rule holds for the
action of £ on |v|v. Actually, by (L6) and (L7), the quotient eg(x,&) = 2P s smooth

T &p—dpr(xy)
and |eg(z, )| stays between two positive constants. Consequently, one may write, using symbolic

calculus for semiclassical operators
1
h

1

Ly = .

G (enl6r — don(ar))) = G () [ (6 - d¢k<xk>>} G k= 1,2

with some other symbol r;. If one makes act the main contribution on the right-hand side of

the above equality on |v|v, one gets (Dj, =: 6”71“)

G (er) [(Dk - %dqsk(xk)) (|v|v>}

- G [gm (D2 = gonten)) o= gl (D= paenton) ]

that is a quantity whose L?(IR?) norm may be bounded by C||v||p=||Lv] 2 (if one re-expresses
on the right-hand side (Dk — %dgbk(xk)) v from L;v). In other words, £ obeys a Leibniz rule
when acting on |v|v. Repeating this procedure, one sees that the nonlinearity |v|v not only obey



a Leibnitz rule for £ but also for the operator £2 =: (£, £3)(see Lemma 3.2))
122 ([olo)ll2z < llvllze(lvllze + 1£%] 2)- (1.25)

Applying the operator £? to (L23), then using (L27), one obtains an energy inequality of the
form

||£2 (t, )2 (1.26)

dT
ZH xy, + Fi(D UO||L2+/ [o(7, Moo ([[0(7, Y22 + [|1£%0(7, )] 2) — .

If one has an a priori estimate [[v(7, )|z~ = O(¢g), Gronwall lemma provides for the left-hand
side of (28] a O(t“) bound.

On the other hand, one can establish from an a priori ||£?v(t, -)||z2 = O(t°%) an L™ estimate
for v, by deducing from (L23) an ODE satisfied by v. Actually, if one develops the symbol

- &+ F(&) at £ = do(z), one gets, using that V¢ (2 - &+ F(&)) |e=asz) = 0 (see (D)),
z- &+ F(&) =w(zx) + Z/O F (08, + (1 — 0)doy(zx)) (1 — 0)d0 (& — dow(wy))?,  (1.27)

where w(z) = x-do(z)+ F(d¢(x)). Taking the Weyl quantization and using the symbol calculus,
one deduces from ([L23)) an ODE for v

2
Dy = w(z)v + Aol + b Gy(be) o L}, (1.28)

k=1

where by, k = 1,2 are some other symbols. Assume for a while that one can deduce from
the a priori estimate ||[L2v(t,-)||2 = O(t°) that ||h> > i_, G¥(by)L3v| L is time integrable,
one derives from the ODE (L28) a uniform L> control of v. Putting together these L* and
L> estimates and performing a bootstrap argument, one finally shows that (L23]) has global
solutions and determines their asymptotic behavior.

To estimate ||h2 Y 2_, GV (ex) L3v|| o one would be tempted to use the semiclassical Sobolev
inequality. Note however that this would lead to an energy norm of v containing the spatial
derivative of order three, and we can not recover this norm from the equation (23] via the
standard energy method due to the lack of the regularity of |v|v. We instead use the operators
whose symbols are localized in a neighbourhood of M := {(x,£) € R?> x R? : x + F'(£) = 0} of
size O(\/ﬁ) In that way, we can apply Proposition 2.3 to pass uniform norms of the remainders
to the L? norm. More precisely, we set

z + F'(§)
Vh

where v € C§°(R?) satisfying v = 1 in a neighbourhood of zero. Applying Gﬁ(v(HF};@)) to the
equation (L23)), one obtains the ODE for vy

A =GR )v, (1.29)

Doy = w(z)vy + Ah|vp|va + R(v), (1.30)



where the remainder

z+ F'(§)
Vh

)([vlv) + Ah (Jolv — |vafoa) .

R(v) = [Di=Gy(z- £+ F(E)), Gy (v

x+ F'(§)
vh

To derive from (L30) and the a priori estimate of the form [[£%v(¢, )|z = O(t“¢) a uniform
L*> control of v, we need to show that R(v) is a time integrable error term and vye =: v — vy
decays faster than the main part vy. The proof of these two estimates will strongly use the
semiclassical pseudo-differential calculus and constitutes the most technical part of the paper.

The framework of this paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we will present the
definitions and properties of Semiclassical pseudo-differential operators. In Section[3], we use the
Strichartz estimate and the semiclassical analysis method to prove Theorem [LIl In Section [4]
we prove Theorems by deducing the long-time behavior of solutions from the associated
ODE dynamics. Finally, in the Appendix, we give the proof of Lemma

Do+ Gz - €+ F(§) —w(x))oa

—ARGH (1 = ~(

2. Semiclassical pseudo-differential operators

In order to prove an L™ estimate on u we need to reformulate the starting problem (9]
in terms of an ODE satisfied by a new function v obtained from wu, and this will strongly
use the semiclassical pseudo-differential calculus. In this section, we introduce this semiclassical
environment, defining classes of symbols and operators we shall use and several useful properties.
A general reference is Chapter 7 of the book of Dimassi-Sjostrand E] or Chapter 4 of the book
of Zworski @]

Definition 2.1. An order function on R? x R? is a smooth map from R? x R? to R: (z,&) —
M (z, &) such that there are Ny € N and C > 0,
M(y,n) < C <z —y>"<&—n > M(z,¢),

holds for any (z,¢), (y,n) € R? x R%
Definition 2.2. Let M be an order function on R? x R? § > 0. One denotes by Ss(M) the
space of smooth functions R? x R? x (0, 1] — C satisfying for any «, 3 € N?
|0§0§a(z, £, 1) < CogM(x, &)~ (lel+1BD, (2.1)
Recall that dog(zg), k = 1,2 are the functions defined in (7). Let

o ap+ F(Er) - &k — doy(xy)
R e T

By Definition 2.2] we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that ey(z,§), ex(z, ), d*dr(xr), k = 1,2 are the functions defined in [{I.7)
and (223). Then we have ey, (z,€), ex(x, ), d®dr(zr) € So(1), k=1,2.

Proof. Taking a derivative of xy + F}(d¢y(zx)) = 0, one gets by using (L))

=1,2. (2.2)

- //;| S L
F/(dér(zr))

8

| fp (k)| = |



Moreover, by induction and ([LH), one gets |d ¢y (zr)] S 1, V j > 2, ie. d*¢r(zr) € Sp(1). On
the other hand, since zy + F}(d¢x(zr) = 0, one can rewrite e, as following

F(&) — Fj(d !
eular € = O Z Tildontn)) / FY(t6 + (1= Odon(an)dt, k=12 (2.3)

& — ddp(w) 0
Using d?¢p(zx) € Sp(1) and ([Z3) we can easily check that e, € Sp(1), k = 1,2. Similarly, we
can get ¢, € So(1), k = 1,2 and omit the details. O

Definition 2.3. Let M be an order function on R? x R?, § > 0. For any symbol a € S5(M),
we define the Weyl quantization G}(a) to be the operator

Gil(a)u( zm // e u)dyd,  Vue S®). (24)

We have the following basic properties for the Weyl quantization.

Proposition 2.1 (Theorem 4.1 in [34]). Let M be an order function on R2xR2, § > 0. Assume
that a € Ss(M) is a real-valued symbol. Then the Weyl quantization GY'(a) is self-adjoint on
L2(R™).

Proposition 2.2. (Theorem 7.3 in [9]) Let M be an order function on R2 x R2, § > 0. For
any a,b € Ss(M)

Gy (atb) = Gi(a) o Gy (D)

where the Moyal product of the symbols is defined by

it €)=y [ [ RO ala ks bl m)dydndzac. (25)

It is often useful to derive an asymptotic expansion for afb, as it allows easier computations
than the integral formula (2.5]). For the one-dimensional case, we refer to the Appendix of M]

Proposition 2.3. Let M be an order function on R* x R* § > 0. For any a,b € Ss(M)

ih ’ axja 853.&(17,5) atib
atb(z,§) = ab(z, ) —i—?; 0, bz, Do blr, €) + 7
where
rafb — o Z Dl e ==y Q) / 9710 a(x + t2,§ + t()
2 a:(al’o@) RZ ]R2 RZ RZ
|a|=2
X (1 —t)dtdy? g b(x + y, & + n)dydndzdC. (2.6)

Proof. From (2.3]) and Taylor’s formula

alr+2,£+C) = a(z,§+ Z 9,1 0% a(w, §) 2" (™

a=(a1,a2)
lal=1



+ a,/ 02 0% a( + t,€ +10)2" (1 — t)dt,

a=(a1,a2)
|or|=2
we have
ajjb z,§)
_ / / / / eE 010 o E)b(w + y, € + n)dydydzdC
7Th R2 R2 R2 JR2
/ / / / e 9910 ala, £)b(x + y, & + 1)z (*2dydndzd(
ﬂ-h R2 JR2 JR2 JRR2 (a1 asz)
lor|=1
(ﬂ'h)4 r2 Jr2 JR2 JR2 (a . a,
oo =2
X (1 = t)dib(x +y, § +n)dydndzd(
= ]1 + [2 + 13.

By direct computation, we get

h=a(e§) [ [ st €+ mals)alndydy = aa, 9. 6)

where g is the Dirac function. Integrate Iy by parts via the identity

h i
%(_1)\az|870741852€%(77'2—y()7 | + || =1

1 h 2
I, = E (=)l F (rz=y-0) gar oz
RRCOIN )/R/R/R/Rm( e el )
a=(a1,a9

|af=1

x 0,20, b(x + y, & + n)dydndzd¢

20 (g
Zalca2€h(nz y¢) —

to get

h Yo% o D)1
= 5 > (—D)lo0ogza(x, )05 0¢ b(x, &) =
a=(a1,a2) j=
|a|=1

zh Oz,a O a

0,,b Oe,b

The same calculation shows that I3 is given by the right-hand side of (26). This completes the
proof of Proposition O

In particular, from Proposition 2.3, we have that

(zr + FL(&))° = (zn + FL(E)H(xr + FL(&)),  k=1,2.

Taking the Weyl quantization, then using Proposition 2.2, we see that

Lo+ FUE)Y). k=12, (2.7)

=

10



which will be used frequently in the rest of the paper without reference.
We will use the following boundedness of the Weyl quantization.

Proposition 2.4. (Theorem 7.11 in E/) Let a € Ss(1), 6 € 0, %], then
1G3 (@)l 22,02 < C, for all h € (0,1].

A key role in this paper will be played by symbols a verifying (ZI) with M(x,§) =

IJ’\I}(S) >~V for N € N. Although M (z,¢) is no longer an order function because of the term

hz, it is useful to keep the notation a € S5(M) whenever a, M verify (1))

Proposition 2.5. Let a € Ss(< Hjﬁ(g —2), 6 €10,3], then

G (@)l g2,y S 75, for all h € (0,1].

Proof. By the definition of the operator G} (a) in (24]), we have
GHIw) = o [ [ eH 5 ey (Vi
_ Bt (Z—y)&tiny L+ \/_y
- o [ d"/Rz/Rg G TV Jheyiyde. (28)

Since a € Ss(< i\/%@ >~2), we have that for V o, 3 € N?

z+Vh /
|a§a§a(M,m§)| < p-oeltay - ST EWRE

Vh
z+vhy F’ h
< <2 + F(Vhe) >"2, (2.9)
Vh
Integrating (Z8)) by parts via the identity
(X 3 . 3
1- Z(ﬁ —Y) O (1 +i(§—n) - 8y) ey _ i) Etiny
R R
and using (2.9)), we get
w < p-1 Ui z -3 -3
Gr(a)f(z)] S h / f )dn/ <= —y>TU<Emn>
R2 rJree Vh
z+vhy !
=+ F'(Vh
X < —2 (Vhe) >"2 dyd¢. (2.10)

vh

On the other hand, by Young’s inequality, we have

[ <ot S PR

—2

11



<1, (2.11)

where the last inequality holds since by (L6l and (L1)

PR (/RS — FUs(H™)
Vh 3 Vh 3
d¢(m+\/ﬁy)

S Ih<é- Tfi

Applying Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality to (ZI0) and using (2.I1]), we obtain

I <

_2 HL2 S L

w — ) x — _
Grf@ sn AR [ < T —u>Tay Sh e
L
This completes the proof of Proposition 2.5l O

Proposition 2.6. Let h € (0,1] and a(§) be a smooth function that satisfies |0ga(§)] < Co <
€ >27lel for any o € N2, Then

z + F'(§)
Vh

x+ F'(§)

Vh
Proof. Since a(H\Ff(5 ) € Su ( H\%@ >N S1(1), from Propositions 2AH25|, we have the

estimates in Proposition O

1G53 (af e 1) = O(h™7), |Gy (a( Dz = O(1).

The rest of this section is devoted to establishing some technical results in the semiclassical
framework. More precisely, Lemmas will be often recalled to compute the composition
of the symbols. While Lemmas deal with the boundedness of the operators and the
commutators of the symbols, which will be used to prove Lemmas B.6H3.7.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that ax(z,&) € So(1), 1 < k < 2. There exist symbols by(z,£), cp(x,£),
di(x,&) € So(1), 1 <k <2 such that

a2, &) (xr + FL(&) = ar(z, ) (r + Fi(&)) + hby(z,€), (2.12)

and

a(z,€) (xr + FL(&))” = aw(@, ) (1 + FL(&))" + hew(@, )8 (e + FL(&)) + hPdi(,€), (2.13)

for k=1,2. As a corollary, we have the following estimates for the commutators
1Lk, Gy (an(z, E)]vllzz < llvllez, I[CF Gy (aw(z,€)lvllrz S I1Lvllez + [[vllzz, k=1,2. (2.14)

Proof. We give only the proof for k£ = 1; the case for k = 2 can be treated similarly. An
application of Proposition 23] yields

ar(z, §)(x1 + F{(&1)) = ax(w, ) (z1 + F(&1)) + %fh(x,&) + prl@OiE+E @),

12



where Hy(z,§) = &Elal(x £)F”(§1) 8§1a1(:c €) € Sp(1) by (LG). For [ZI2), it remains to show
that ra @M@+ € B25(1). By [y, e 7¥¢dy = (1h)25(C), we get

a1 @1 +Fi(€0))

h? 1 i 1
— _T / / / / e (12=yC) / 92 ar(x +t2, € + 1) (1 — t)dtF" (&, + mi)dydndzd(
7T R2 JR2 JR2 JR2 0

= 1= /R2 /RZ 2“72/ 0> Lan( x+t\/ﬁz (1 —t)dtF]" (& + \/ﬁm)dndz (2.15)

1=2i2-0,\* (1=2in-0.\" 0 o
1+ 4|z[2 1+ 4|n|?

to integrate by parts, we obtain

Using the identity

|ro1@Oi@1+FIE)] < h2/ / < z>3< >3 dndz < B (2.16)
R2
Similarly, we have
|00, rr @@ < O, sk Va, B €N, (2.17)

i.e. rar@Qi@+Fi(&)) ¢ h25)(1). This completes the proof of (Z12).
Now we proceed to prove (2I3]). By Proposition

ar(@, &)t (11 + F{(&1)) = ai(z,€) (w1 + F(&))° + ihHa(2, €) (21 + F{(&))
O+ F(€))

where Hy(x,&) = Oy a1(x, €)F'(&1) — Og,ar(x,€) € So(1) by (L6). Using (2.12), we can write,
for some symbol a(z, &) € So(1)

ihHy(x, &) (21 + F{(&1)) = ihHy(x, §)4(z1 + F{(&1)) + hPa(, €). (2.18)

Therefore, for (2.13) it suffices to show that ral(x @ +FE)” on be written as the form of

(ZI3). By ([2.4]), we have

7}1 1@, +F{(61))

= — 2 et /Rz/RZ/R2/R2 7= 94/8 ar(x +tz,E+t0)(1 —t)dt

[(F"(fl )+ (21 g+ FL(& + ) FY (64 m) | dydndzdC
/ / / / e 2=y / Op, O an (x + t2,& +t0)(1 — t)dtFY' (& + mi)dydndzd(
7Th R2 JR2 JR2 JR2 0

h2 s 1
———4 / / / / e (12=y:C) / 0% ar(z + tz, & + t¢) (1 — t)dtdydndzdc. (2.19)
2 (Wh) R2 JR2 JR2 JR2 0

It is easy to see that the right-hand side of (2I9) belongs to the symbol class h2Sy(1) by the

13



similar argument as in the proof of (ZI6)—(ZI7), except the term

R(z,§) = —};(W}l) /RS ””4/02 ay(z +tz, € +tO)(1 —t)dt
X (21 +y1 + Fi (& +m)) FY" (& + m)dydndzdc.

By Mean Value Theorem

1
:):1+y1+F1’(§1+171)::B1+F1’(§1)+771/ Fl”(§1+sn1)ds+y1,
0

we decompose R(z,§) accordingly into three parts

R(z, &) = Az, &) (x1 + F{(&)) + Ra(x,§) + Rs(x,§).

Integrate R, via the identity n;e Foray0) = —8 € TrEv0) g0 get

Ry(x,&) = Z—:ﬁ/ﬂ@/ﬂv/ﬂ@/ﬂ@ 7 rz=y0) / O ar(x + tz, &+ tQ)t(1 — t)dt

1
xwmﬁmo/PW&+mwwwmwg
0

which belongs to the symbol class h3Sy(1) by the similar argument as in the proof of (Z.I6)—
([ZIT). Moreover, a similar argument shows that A(z,&), Rz(z,&) € h?Sp(1); so that by (212

A, €) (@1 + Fl(€0) + Ra(w,€) + Ry(w,€) = haa(w, )i(x1 + F{(&1)) + P*b(x, €),

for some symbols @(z, €), b(z,£) € Sp(1). This finishes the proof of EZI3).
Similarly, by calculating (xy + F}(xx))far(x, €) and (z), + F}(z1))*far(z, ), we get

ai (@, &) (a, + Fi(wy)) = (2 + Fl(xn))ar(z, €) + hby(, €), (2.20)

ar (2, &) (wx + F(ax))? = ( + Fl(wn))ar(x, &) + hew(x, Of(xx + Fi(a)) + h2dy(x,€), (2.21)
for some symbols by (z, £), &(z, &), dy(z, &) € So(1). Combining ZI2)—(ZI3) and @20)- 221,

we obtain B
(2 + Fy(&))bar — arfi(zr + Fy (&) = h(br — br),

(2k + FL(&))ax — axd(ar + FL(&))® = hoxd(@n + FL(&)) — Get(on + FL(&))] + B> (di — dy).
Taking the Weyl quantization, recalling the definition (L.24]), it follows that
(L, Gy (ar)]o = G (b = by,
122, G (a)]v = G¥(cr) 0 Liv — G (Tk) 0 Lyv + GL(dy, — dyp)v,
for k = 1,2. An application of Proposition 2] then yields the desired estimates ([2.14]). O

Using the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.2] we get the following lemma easily
and omit the details.
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Lemma 2.3. Suppose that ax(z,&) € So(1), 1 < k < 2. There exist symbols by(x,£), cp(x,£),
dp(z, &) € So(1), 1 <k <2 such that

ar(r, &) (& — dow(zr)) = ar(z, §)8(Ee — dor(wr)) + hby, (2.22)

and

ar(z, ) (& — dow(ar))” = an(z, €)% (& — dow(zr))” + herd(& — dow(ar)) + hPdy,  (2.23)
fork=1,2.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that T'(&) is a smooth function that satisfies T' = 0 in a neighborhood of
zero and [OFT(§)| < Cp < & >=27lel for any o € N2. There exist symbols ayj(x, &), by;(x, &) €

Si(< B8 57 1 <k, j <2, such that

z+ F'(£) + F'(§)
h

R (r(‘c = >ﬁ<xk+F4<§k>>)ﬁ(xHF,;(gm

+Z (haw; (x, )8z + Fi(&)) + Pbrj(,€))

fork=1,2.

Proof. We consider only the case k = 1; the case k = 2 follows from a similar argument. An
application of Proposition 23] yields

x+ F'(§)
(” 7
A
- <F< 7

Vi + F{<§1>>) b+ FU(&)

e+ FL(ED)) Hon + FI(E)) = Jaole, (o + FL6), (220
where

a0x£

— 2 (nz—yC) T +tz+ F'(E+ 1) B
e /Rz R R e S T
X Fy // (& +m dydndzdc

We claim that

i /. / / @ ) 0 farr + mjana:
R2 JR2
x+ F'(¢

e S
\/E

(<

(2.26)

1
2
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By making a change of variables and then integrating by parts, we get

1 1—2iz-9,\" (1=2in-0.\" ..
|a0($a§)| = _2/ / ( 277) ( 2 ) 62”
7 Jr2 Jr2 \ 1+ 42| 1+ 4[n|

< [@DETES 0 parrre + Vimans

Vh
1 F/
< / / <z>TP<p>T0 / < 2+ FE) +tz > (1 — t)dtdndz
R2 JR? 0 vh
F’ F’
< / / <z>P<n>T0< ) dndz << v+ PO >"2(2.27)
r? JR? Vh Vh
where in the second inequality we used the elementary inequality
<zH+y>?<<ar>i<y > vz, y € R%
Similarly, we have
F/
0200 an(a, )] < Caph~ 30 < THIE S gy gene (2w
Vh
ie. ap(z,§) € S%( x+5ﬁ(5) ~2). This finishes the proof of (2.20]).

Next, we deal with the first term on the right-hand side of [Z.24]). Setting I'°(¢) = I'(€)&,
we deduce from Proposition that

(anﬁ'@)(xl ; F{(&))) by + FI(E))

- O Bk [ [ [ [

1 /
« [ (E+ t“)(l OdEF (€, + ) dydnd=dC
0

7
- F(%ﬁl(f)xmﬁm& - /R ) <8§1F°><“t2¢%p(5)><1—t>dt
X EY (€5 +my)dndz. (2.20)

Assume for a while that we have proved

W o ! :
(7Th)2 /Rz /R2 ehﬁ'z/O (a§1F0>($+tZ\/—%F (5))(1 . t>th1///(£1 ""Ul)dﬁdz
2

(hii (e, )8l + F(6) + Wby, 6) ) (2:30)

j=1

for some symbols @;(z, €), b;(z,€) € Sa 1(< x+5%(5) >"2), j =1,2. Then Lemma 24 follows by

substituting (Z20), (229) and (230) into (x24).
32

In what follows, we prove [Z30). Let IV(¢) = ‘5‘2 @,j = 1,2, satisfying [9§T7 (£)| < C <
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€ >~27lol for any a € N2, By direct computation, we have

B 2, L ov, otz + F(§) "
W/W /Rf ! /0 (06 1) (7)1 = AL (& + m)dndz

2 , 1 '
- wEL [t [ o nae + st + F6)

/R2 /]R? ehnz/ F](a:+tz\/4%F’(€))(1 — ) tdtF) (& +7]1)d77d2:|

— h; |: ﬂ-h /1%2 /Rzehnz/ F](x—i_tz\/%F/(g))(l—t)th{'/(£1+n1)dndz(x]—i—F]'(gj))

1 /

= hz (z,&)(x; + Fi(&)) + hB;(x,8)] . (2.31)

By a similar argument as that used to derive ([2.26]), we get that

w9 es <« T o puges < T o1
This proves (230), from which Lemma 2.4 follows. O

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that T'(£) € C§°(R?) is a smooth function that satisfies T = 0 in a
neighborhood of zero and a(z,£) € So(1). Then we have the following estimates

w x+ F
165 (P 0w, )) olls S 0201L0g + 10l + o),

e (n%i@)amg)) ol < ALz + L0l + o),

where £? = (L3, L3) with Ly, k= 1,2 defined by (1.27).

Proof. Assume for a while that we have proved: there exist smooth functions I'; (&) € C°(R?)
that satisfies I; = 0 in a nelghborhood of zero, and symbols a;(x, &) € So(1), bjx(z,§), ¢;(z,§),

c(z, &) € Si(< IJ’F(S) , 1<5<3,1<k<2such that
2 vh

e = 3 SR o+ Bl + e
j=1 k=1
+ Z bjf(wr + Fy(&k))ta; + hz cjfa; + he. (2.32)

17



Taking the Weyl quantization in ([2Z:32)), we get

o 2 FE)
Gh (F( \/E )CL(I’, ))U
= S G ) o Lo Grlao 4 Y DGR 0 Lo G (o
Jj=1 k=1 j=1 k=1

3
+h Z G} (¢j) o G} (a;)v + hGy (c)v.

Therefore, using Proposition 2.4 and Proposition 2.5, we estimate

e (r(Lj%@mo) ol

3 2
W2y 0N (L8 0 Gilag)ollse + 1Lk 0 Gy ag)ollez) + 120z,

=1 k=1

<.

e (r(“ g@) (e, 5)) oz

2

3
S R Y (L2 0 Gy(a)vllz + 1Lk 0 Gy (aj)vllcz) + Rl gz,

7j=1 k=1

which together with (2.14]) yields the desired estimates in Lemma 2.5
We now prove ([2:32]). By Proposition 23], we have

r( g
/ : 2 ' ot !
= F(L\/F,};(g))a(x, £) + @ Z(ﬁfkr>(Lfﬁ(§))Ek(xa €) + - ﬁ(é))ﬁa(m,§)7 (2.33)
k=1
where Ej(z,£) = 0, a(z, &) — Op,a(x, &) F (&) € So(1) by (LH). Using Proposition 23 again,
we have, for some symbols Hy;(z,£) € So(1), 1 < k,j <2,
F/
o) (e ) (230
_ x + F'(§) ivh ¢ x + F'(§) (0, D) (o Oy, (2.6)
= (85kr)(T)Ek($ &)+ = ;(aﬁkaﬁjr)(T)Hm(%f) +r VR :
Substitution of (2.34)) into (2.33) yields
P F' VI o F
g = 1 Dy - S 0 g
k=1

18



: - ! z+F/
_% Z Z(aﬁkﬁ@r)(ﬂ)ﬂw(l} 5) - TF(%W“(%@

j=1 k=1 vh
. 2
h e+ F/(€) .
+Z\g_ kE_l ,r,(afkr)( NG )ﬁEk( 75) (235)

Since I' = 0 in a neighborhood of zero and Hy; € Sy(1), we have

x4 F'(€) r+ F'(&)
Vh Vh

Moreover, by the definition in (ZG]) and the similar argument as in the proof of (Z27)-([228),
we get

(0¢, 0, T)( VHyi(7,€) € S1(< >72), 1<k, j<2. (2.36)

[NIE

TF(ﬂch\I;%(E))ﬁa(x,g), T(agkr)(wjé(&))wk(m,g) € hSi(< x+ F' (&) >_2)’ F—12. (2.37)
AN
Substitution of (Z36) and (237) into (Z35)) yields
x4+ F'(¢ S r+ P
F(i())a(x, £ = ij(i())ljaj(x, &) + he(z, §), (2.38)

Vh Vh

j=1
for some smooth functions T';(§) € C5°(R?) that satisfies I'; = 0 in a neighborhood of zero, and

symbols a;(z, &) € So(1), c(z,§) € Si(< %};@ >72).
Let fj(g) = ﬂgﬁ’,j = 1,2, satisfying |8§‘fj(§)| < C, < &>"27lel for any o € N°. By Lemma,

2.4 there are symbols bji(z, ), ¢;(z,§) € Si1(< 2EPE) - =2) such that

Vh
) = L s R 2:9)
1~ (= o+ F , / 2 /
=7 ; (Fj(%h(g)ﬂ(xk + Fk(ﬁk))) Bz + (&) + ; birt(zr + FL(&)) + he;.

Substitution of (Z39) into (238)) then gives ([232)), from which Lemma 23 follows.
]

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that (&) € C3°(R?), satisfying v = 1 in a neighborhood of zero. There

exist symbols ay(x, &), bp(x,§) € S%(< i\ﬂ%@ >~2) k=1,2 such that

2
z+F(€) z+F/(€)
T(I'§+F(5))ﬂV(T) _ TW(T)ﬂ(w'f"rF(ﬁ)) _ E (hak(x,g)ﬁ(:ck + F];(fk)) + hzbk(l’,f)) ]
k=1

Proof. For simplicity, we use the notation v;;(¢) = 821.@7(5), Yii(§) = 02 v(€), 1 < 0,5 < 2. By
Proposition

SEEHFO () (e F ()
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_ % ! 42/2/]1%2/]1@42“77'2 v0) [ /Fé’(§k+tgk)(1—t)dt

X <““fﬁl(“”)>+z/0 (1 - )ty 12<“y+fﬁ/(“”’>F,;'<gk+nk>

k
1 /
(EEEE fﬁ“ TN 1= e+ m)
1
Y12

2/ (:z—l—tz+F’(§+tC)

+
- VB (6 + 1G)(1 — t)dt] dydnd=d¢
h

21 1 F/
_ [ /R 2 /R s / F,Q(gwtgk)(l—t)d%(Lﬁ(f)) e

2
2z x+t2+F’(€) B , }
+/R2 /R2 " / Ye{ Vh (1 = 8)dtEy (&, + ni)dndz

— T X el )+ Bul ). (2.40)

)-lk |

where

r+y+ F'(§)

_/R2 /Rz e—%y-c/o (FJ (& +tC) — FY(€)) (1 — t)dtyl 7

)dydc,

) 1 /
B[ [ b [T 0 e+ w) - Rl dna

Vh
For A, using the Mean Value Theorem and the identity (ke_%y'g = —%8%6_%9'4 to integrate
by parts, we get
h 1 th
———A = v F)( tC)t(1 — t)dsdt
4 (rh)? k(2 €) /]RZ/]R2 g // i (§k + stG)t( )ds
T +y+ F'(§)
X ——%)dyd
Yick ( NG )dydc.

Using the same method as that used to derive (Z30), we can write, for some symbols a;(z, ),

b (,€) € Si(< T >=2) 1< j <2

2
%(Lh (x,&) = Z hak] z, §)i(r; + Fjl(gj)) + hzbkj(x>€)) : (2.41)

Jj=1

For By, we have a similar representation like (2:41]). Lemma 20l then follows by substituting
the representation of Ay, By into (ZZ40). O

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that v(§) € C5°(R?), satisfying v = 1 in a neighborhood of zero. There
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exist symbols ay(x,§), bp(x,&) € S
2 F(€) T F(E) oo
PO R N (hay (2, € + F (&) + h2i(,€))

where w(x) =z - dp(x) + F(do(x)).

Proof. Set Tl (x,€) = 6gk <7(x+5%(§))) ,k=1,2, j € N. Since

w(z) =z - dp(x) + F(dd(x) = Y (wxddy(xy) + Fr(ddi(zr))),

k=1
we have by (1)
Op,w(z) = dp(wr) + (2 + Fy(dow(wr)))d*dr(zi) = dor(ar); (2.42)
so that
Op Oy (1) =0, 0, 0pw(w) = d*¢p(zy), k=12 (2.43)

It then follows from Proposition that

PO@B (RS (= ()

1
e (z=v0) { /d2¢k(xk+tzk)(1—t)dt

0

R2 JR2 JR2 JR2

xI2(z +y,&+n) / [2(z 4+ tz, & + ) (1 — t)dtd* dp(zp + yk)dydndde}

2 ) 1
— h [ / / e ;f"'z/ d2¢k(:)sk +tz)(1 — t)dtfi(:z, £+ n)dndz
RrR2 JR2

+/Rz /R e‘%y@‘/ (=, §+t§)(1—t)dtd2¢k(xk+yk)dydg]

0
[ G
k=1
where
2ip ' 2 2 2
— , 26’177 (d (bk(l’k +t2k) —d ¢k(xk>>(1 —t)thk(:c,§+7])dndz,
rR2 JR 0
21 1
By = / 2 / e / I2(z, €+ 10)(1 — O)dt(dular + yn) — dPu(an))dydC.
rR2 JR 0
For B, using the Mean Value Theorem and the identity yke_%y'c = —%8§k6_%y'4 to integrate

by part, we obtain

h? 1 B L 1 i
Z(wh)2Bk(x’€) = /M/RQe y /Ohrk(95>f+tC)(1—t)tdt
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1
x/ dggbk(:)sk + sy )dsdyd(,

0

where
€)= WO () + o) R R )
(06 () V), k=12

Vh

Using the same method as that used to derive (2.30), we can write, for some symbols a;(x, &),

bij (2, €) € Sy (< ZE >=2) 1< <2

h2 2
i (Wl (2,6) = 3 (has (2, t(w; + FI(E)) + B2y (2,€)) (2.45)

Jj=1

For Ay, we have a similar representation like ([2.43]). Lemma 2.7 then follows by substituting
the representation of Ay, By into (2.44). O

3. Proof of Theorem [1.7]

This section is devoted to proving Theorem [Tl It is organized into two subsections. In the
first one, we apply the contraction argument and the Strichartz estimate to prove the global
existence and uniqueness of the solution to (L9). In the second one, we prove the decay estimate
(LI0), combining the semiclassical analysis method and the ODE argument.

3.1. Proof of the global existence and uniqueness

Using the classical energy estimate method, we can obtain the following lemma easily and
omit the details.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that Im\ > 0 and u is a strong L* solution of (I.9) on the time interval
[1,T] with T > 1, then we have

[u(t, )z < elluoll2, ¢ € [1,T7.
Theorem 3.1. For anye € (0,1] and any initial datum ug € H?, (x,+F,(D))?ug € L?, k=1,2
satisfying

2
luolle + Y Il(zx + Fo(D))uoll e < 1, (3.1)
k=1

the Cauchy problem (I9) has a unique global solution u € C([1,00); L*) N L} ([1,00); L™).
Moreover, there exist absolute constants Ty, C7 > 0 such that

[u(t, Mz < Che, (3.2)

for allt € (1,Ty).
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Proof. Since the proof is classical, we only give a brief here. Considering the linear inhomoge-
neous system,

(Dy = F(D))u = f, u(1) = euo, (3-3)

we have,
t
u = e TPy + z/ e FDNE=3) £(5)ds.
1

By direct computation, we have
e  fll iz = 1 fIlz, (3.4)
and
[FH (O ()]
/ P (©)t+iz _5‘5‘2d§|
R2

P ()i S0~ €2
6—)0 2t /R2 dn|

. . 3
im / el LWV + )0 e R |

2 n T n
30 (22t Jge L+ VIF () + =P

< ;/RZ<\fF(\[)+%>‘3dn< , (3.5)

= |
(
1
t
where the last inequality holds since by (IL6]) and (L1):

/ re
\\/F(\/) \/\ ﬂU”’(\/72

The energy estimate (3.4 and the dispersive estimate imply the Strichartz estimate for
the solution u to (B3] (see the theorem of Keel and Tao [32])

)= F(do())] 2 In — Vido(5)].

el e sznzpcs < Celluollze + ClF g 5 (3.6)
t Lax

Choosing that f = A|u|u, and applying Holder’s inequality, we have
||“||L§°LgmL§L§ < Cellugl|gz + CVE — 1||“||ig‘Lg- (3.7)

Using the contraction principle in the space L°([1,7"); L2) N L([1,T"); L2) provided 1 < T" <
+ (2C) ™72, we obtain that the Cauchy problem (LJ) has a unique local solution. Since
lu(t, )|z < ellugl|zz by Lemma B this local solution can be extended to [0,00) with u €
Le([1,T); L2)N LY([1,T); L?) for all T > 1. Moreover, it is easy to check that u € C([0,T]; L?)
for all T' > 0, and omit the details.
It remains to prove the inequality ([32). Notice that

t

Q,%ku = eiF(D)teﬁgkuo + z')\/ eiF(D)(t_s)Oik(|u|u)ds, k=1,2

1

2 2 . . . .
and |07 (|ulu)| < |ul|Au| + [Vul* (see [A8)). Using successively Strichartz estimate (3.6) and
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Holder’s inequality, we get

IA

||AUHL;>°L30L§L§

Cellullm + Clludull ¢ 4+ ClIVul|l 5 3
LP Lz Ly Lz
< Celluollnz + CVE = 1jul| sl Au]

)
Lér3

where we also used Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality |||Vu|? || ||Vu||2 S | ps [ Aul| s

Choosing T, > 1 sufficiently approaches 1, the above 1nequahty 1mphes that
||Au||Loo((Lt);LZ)nLG((1¢);L3) < QCEHUOHHz, Vit € (1, TO).

This together with Lemma .1 and Sobolev’s embedding H?(R?) < L>*(R?) yields the desired
estimate (3.2]). m

3.2. Proof of the global decay estimate

The goal of this subsection is to derive the decay estimate (LI0), thus completing the proof
of Theorem [LL11

Let u be the solution of (LL9) given by Theorem [[L3] We make first a semiclassical change
of variables

w(t,z) = ho(t, he), h = % (3.8)
that allows rewriting the equation (L.9]) as
(Dy — Gy(z- €4 F(&)))v = Ah|v|v. (3.9)
By direct calculation, we have
lut, Mz = 1ot ez, ult, e = Vot ). (3.10)
Moreover, we have that (recall that £ are the operators defined in (L.24]))
h(Liv)(t, ha) = (zp + tF)(D))*u(t, x) k=1,2;
so that
I£%0(t, @)Lz = Z (zx + tF(D))ull 22 (3.11)
By (BI0), the decay estimate ([LI0) is equivalent to
|lv(t, )|z Se, t> 1. (3.12)
To prove ([B.12), we decompose v = vy + vpe with
vy = Gy (D(z,6))v,

where I'(z,£) = 7(%};@)), v € C5°(R?) satisfying v = 1 in a neighbourhood of zero.
We will use the following Sobolev type inequality. For the convenience of the readers, we

give the proof in the Appendix.
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Lemma 3.2. Assumev : [1,T|xR?* — C,T > 1, there exists a positive constant Cy independent
of T and v such that for allt € [1,T)

I£%(lvlv)llzz < Callvllzg (lvllzz + 1£%0] 2), (3.13)

and
1£vllzz < Colllvllzz + 1€%0]12), (3.14)

provided the right-hand sides are finite.

The rest of this subsection is organized as follows. In Lemma [3.3] we show that vje decays
faster than v and (B.12)) is reduced to prove

|va(t, )|z S e, t>1.
To derive this, we apply G}’ (I'(z,£)) to (89) and deduce an ODE for v,:
Doy = w(x)vy + M Hoplva + R(v), (3.15)
where w(z) = x - dp(x) + F(dp(x)) and

Rw) = [Dy =Gz €4 F(§)),Gy(D)]v+ Gy - £+ F(§) —w(x))va
MG =) (Jvlv) + M (oo — |valva) - (3.16)

Then we establish the decay estimates of R(v) in Lemmas B 4H3.7 Finally, at the end of this
subsection, we derive the desired L*> estimate for v, and then in the solution w, combining
the ODE and the bootstrap argument. This together with Theorem finishes the proof of
Theorem [L.11

Lemma 3.3. Suppose u is a solution of (1.4) given by Theorem[3 1] and v is defined by (3.8),
there is a constant C3 > 0 such that for all t > 1,

loae(t, 2)l|ee < Cot™2([[0]lzz + 1£%0]112), (3.17)
Jose(t, 2)lz2 < Cst (lvlze +1£%0]12). (318)
Proof. Set T_y(€) =1 |g|§5 , satisfying |08T _5(§)| < Co < & >7271 for any a € N°. By Lemma
2.4] there are symbols ay;(z,&), by;(z,§) € SE( H\I;E(g) =), 1 <k, j < 2 such that
r+ F'(& 1< x + F’(g) , )
1 — == E
1 = e+ Fi)

[Oﬁﬁ%%gﬂu+ﬂﬁwﬂm+ﬂﬁﬁ

Il
S| =
]+

k=1

M-

-+ (hakjﬁ(xj -+ F]'(fj)) —+ h2bk9)] .

1

J
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Taking the Weyl quantization, then using Proposition 2.2] one obtains

ontt.n) =0 |G oL o 2003 (Gpta) o £+ G
k=1 Jj=1
By Proposition and Proposition 2.6, one has
foe(t, Dl S B0l + 1 £0lsz + ollz). (3.19)
On the other hand, since S1 (< i\/}%@ >72) C S1(1), it follows from Proposition 2.4] that
loac(t, @)z S RUIL* 0] ez + [1L0llez + lvllz2). (3.20)
Substitution of (3.14) into (B.I19)—(B.20) yields the desired estimates in Lemma 3.3l O

Lemmas B4H3.7 are devoted to prove the decay estimate of R(v) in (B.16]).

Lemma 3.4. With the same assumptions as in Lemma[3.3, the following inequalities hold for
allt > 1 )
G (1 =T)(Jolo)llrge St 2ol (vllzz + [1£70]22),

IGR (L =T)(vl)llzz St ollzse(lvllzz + [1£70]]22)-
Proof. Using the same method as that used to derive (317)-(B.I]), one gets

IG (1 = D) (o)l St 2(lvlollze + 1£2 (v lv)|2),

Gy (@ =T)(jolo)lez <t Ullvlollz + 1L (l]v)llzs),
which together with the inequality ([BI3]) yields the desired estimates in Lemma 341 O

Similarly, we can obtain the following lemma easily and omit the details.

Lemma 3.5. With the same assumptions as in Lemma[3.3, the following inequalities hold for
allt >1

Iolo = Joaloalle S 2 (ollzge + lloallze) (lvllzz + 1£70] 22),
vl = fvalvallzs S ¢ (lwllzge + lloallzge) (ollzg + 1£7%0]122)-

Lemma 3.6. With the same assumptions as in Lemmal[3.3, the following inequalities hold for
all t > 1

I[Dy = G (- £+ F(£)), Gyl St (02 + 1£%0]112),
and
I[D: = Gy(z- &+ F(€)), Gy (D)vllz S t72(llvllzz + [1£%0]] z2)-

Proof. First we start by calculating [D;, G¥(T)] = D,G¥(T') —G¥(T')D;. Since h =t~ by direct
computation, we have, under the notation v, (§) = 9, v(§),

DtG;LU(F)'U
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1 i z+y )i
= 3% {# / / Ry L}L(a)v(t y)dyds
:c—i—y
= h (1‘ y _'_ F (5)
D) Dew = /R2 /RQ N ————")o(t, y)dyd¢
Fau) S+ ()
- h(w i . 2 Trs)
* 27Th /Rz /]Rlze . LU y) é-fy( \/ﬁ )U(tvy)dydg

m—l—y F h
ram o [ L TN e e

=+ F(€)

= —2hiGy(D)v + W/RZ /[R? eh T (g —y) - 57(2T)v(t,y)dyd§
iV~ (4 F(€)
5y (W

k=1

) (zx + F,;(fk))) v+ G (I") Dyw. (3.21)

Moreover, using the identity (x — y) - Lern(@v)E = b Zk e, eﬂf—y)'fgk to integrate by parts,

we get
:E—l—y
//< @ =9 eyt gy
R2 JR2

27rh Vh
_ ”” /R /Rzeh@ v f(% (t, y)dydg
e Ja Hy+Fl(ﬁ))@Fé’@k)Mv(t,y)dydg
- 2hiG%(v(I+ kv ;Gmm“ T rre (322
Substitution of B22) into (32T yields
Dy, G (D)o = i hZGw < & *g(f))(@ﬂg(@) _ %Fk(f’f))) v, (3.23)

On the other hand, an application of Proposition gives

G (-6 4+ F(€),GE (Do = VRS Gy (%(x + F/(¢)

a T)(&F,g(@) — (7 + F,;(gk)))) VG (r),

(3.24)
z+F(€) z+F'(€)
where r =: pTEHTENETE) A CEEMEHEE) - Combining (323) and (324), then using

Lemma 26, we have for some symbols ay(z,§), bx(z,§) € S1(< i\/%(g) > 1<k<2

Dy = G- € + FE)LGEO = Y S G () 4y 4 B — GE )0



2

- kT F(E) 2N v
= h) GPYI(——=>))v+h (GY(ax) o Lyv + Gy (br)v) ,

where T'*(¢) =: % € C5°(R?), satisfying I'* = 0 in a neighborhood of zero. By Propositions

and Lemma 2.5 we find the estimates
I[D = Gy (x- &+ F(6)), Gr(D)vllree < RP(1£%0] 12 + [1Lvl2z + (vl 2),

I[De = Gi(z - €+ F(€)), Gy Dllrz < R (1L%]1 22 + [1£0]1 2z + ([0l 22),
which together with (B.14]) yields the desired estimates in Lemma 3.6 0O

Lemma 3.7. With the same assumptions as in Lemma[3.3, the following inequalities hold for
allt >1

IG3 (@ - €+ F(&) — w(@))oalle S 2 (vllzz + [1£2]22), (3.25)

IGR (@ - €+ F(&) —w(@))vallrz St (fvllzz + 1£%] 2). (3.26)

Proof. From Proposition 2.3 and (242)-([243)), we have

(@6 + () =~ wle)ir(“ )
= (a4 PO - i)
i 7 ) [F5 (&) (& — dopr(an)) — (zi + Fr(&))]
k=1
F(rEE TN | e ©)) | (u@n(H ) @)
where 7;(¢) denotes 9, v(§). By Lemmas R.G-2T there are symbols ay(z, §), by(z,§) € S1(<
i\/}%@) >~%) such that
_ (e T E)
(- &+ F(§) —w(x))iy( N )
— a4 PO - wla) + h;mLfﬁ'@m(z,s)
+Z (har(x, )z + Fi(&)) + hPbi(x,€)) (3.27)

k=1

where Ej(x,€) = F}/(&)er(z,€) — 1 € Sp(1) by (L) and Lemma 2T and T*(€) =: i (£)&, €
C5°(R?), satisfying T'* = 0 in a neighborhood of zero.

We now deal with the first term on the right-hand side of (3.27). Since V¢(2-£+F(§))|e=do(z) =
0, one would get

z- &+ F(¢)
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2 1
— o dola) + FU0()) + D (6 — don(a))? [ F(s6+ (1= s)don(an)) (1 - 5)ds
k=1 0

= w(z)+ ng(% &) (x + Fr(&))?,

k=1

where w(z) = - dp(z) + F(d¢(x)) and
be(w,€) = & f)/ Fy (s& + (1 = s)ddp(ap)) (1 — s)ds, k=1,2.

Since by(,€) € So(1) by (I0) and Lemma 211, it follows from (ZI3) that

2

T &+ F6) —w(z) =) (gk(%ﬁ)ﬂ(ifk + Fy(&))? + hep(, €t + F (&) + h2dk($,€)) ,

k=1
(3.28)
for some symbols ¢ (z, ), di(x, &) € Sp(1).
Substituting (3.28)) into ([B.27), then taking the Weyl quantization, we get

Gi (- &+ F(€) —w(x))va

2w l’+F/(€ & w
= hGh(v(T OE [G (br) OEkv+Gh(ck)0£kv+Gh(dk)]
k=1
2

kL F 2 w w
+hZG“’ (I +ﬁ( 24 P e )0 + ;[Gh(ak)OEkarGh(bk)v].

Therefore, using Propositions Z4H2.0l and Lemma 2.5 we estimate
G} (z - €+ F(&) —w(@))oallre S 722 ([0llez + [1£0]|z2 + [1£20]22),

G} (@ - &+ F(&) —w(@))vallzz S t72(lvllez + [1Lvllz + [1£70]]12),

which together with the Sobolev type inequality (B.I4]) yields the desired estimates in Lemma
3.7 O

Proof of the decay estimate (I.10). It follows from Lemmas B4H3T that there exists a
constant C; > 0 such that

IR(0) ]|z < Cat™2(1 + |[vll e + [[oallzee) (lvllzz + [1£%0] z2), (3.29)
and
IR(@)]Iz2 < Cat™>(1+ [lvllzee + lvallzee) (vl zz + [1£%0] 22)- (3.30)
Let
A = max {Cl, Cg, 2404, 05}, (331)
1 1
g0 = mm{fiA 32A|>\\C2} (3.32)

where C1,Cy, Cs, Cy, C5 are the constants in (3.2]), Lemma B.2] Lemma B3] ([3:29), (3:40), re-
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spectively.
In what follows, we assume that 0 < & < g and v satisfies the following bootstrap assumption
onte (]_, Tl)I
lv(t,z)||Lee < 4Ae. (3.33)
From (32), (I0) and [B3T), we see that T} > 1.

Claim 3.1. With the preceding notations, ||[L*v(t,-)||2 < 2et84MC2e,

Proof. We notice the fundamental commutation property
(D = Gy (x- €+ F(€)), L7 =0,

that follows by direct computation (one can also see that more easily going back to the non-
semiclassical coordinates). Applying the operator £? to the equation (B.9), we get

(Dy — GP(x- &+ F(E)) L% = ML (|v| v). (3.34)

Since G¥(x - & + F(€)) is self-adjoint on L? by Proposition 1] it follows from Lemma B.1]
Lemma [B.2] the Sobolev type inequality (313) and the bootstrap assumption ([3.33) that,

203 A[[[v]|zee
- t

8A‘)\|Cg€
- t

d
prd L% (lvllzz + 11£%0] 2)

(e + 11£%0] z2). (3.35)

By B.II) and 3.1)
2
1£2%0(1, ) |22 = £ > |l + Fi(D))uoll2 < e,
k=1

we get after integrating the inequality ([B.35]) from 1 to ¢

E8AIN|Cae
S

e I1C20(t, Yo < 25+/ (e + 1L20(s, )| 2)ds.
1

From Grownwall’s inequality, we have the desired estimate in Claim B.11 O
Lemma and Claim B.1] imply
[vac(t, 2)| oo < Cat ™2 (e + 2et34IMC2E) < 4Cpet—1/28ARICe, (3.36)
This together with the bootstrap assumption ([3.33) and (3.31]) yields
loa(t, @) ||Lee < J0(t, )| 20 + [|vac(t, )| Lo < 4Ac 4 4C3e < 8Ae. (3.37)
Combining ([B.33)), (B.37) and Claim Bl we can upgrade the estimates of R(v) in (8.29)—(B.30)

to
|R(v)|| Lo < 6Cuet™3/284NCE || R()| 12 < 6C et 2 8ANC2e (3.38)

Claim 3.2. With the preceding notations, ||va(t, )|~ < 2Ae.
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Proof. Multiplying the equation (B3] by T, then taking Imaginary part, we get
Oi|val> = —Im (R(v)y),
which together with ([B38) and B31)-(B.32) implies
t
[oa(t, @)l < [loa(l, @) e +/ [R(v)]Lg=dls
1
t
< Cse+6Cse / s~ 3/2HBARICE g g
1

12048
<24 3.39
1 16A[NCoe = 7 (3:39)

< C5€+

where the second inequality holds since by Proposition 23] there exists a absolute constant
05 >0

font ez = 1GE Dl < Callolz < Cee (3.40)
U

The estimates in [330) and Claim B2 imply
|v(t, z)||ee < |loa(t, @)L + [[vae(t, )|l Lo < 2Ae + 4C3e < 3Ae. (3.41)

A standard continuation argument then yields that 77 = oo and the estimates in Claim [B.1]
Claim B2 and (341 hold for all ¢ > 1. Estimate ([B.41) together with ([BI0) yields the desired
time decay estimate (ILI0)), from which Theorem [I] follows. O
4. Proof of Theorems [1.2HI.4

In this section, we prove Theorems [L2HI.4] by deducing the long-time behavior of solutions
from the associated ODE dynamics. It is divided into three subsections.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2

The proof is inspired by Section 4 of Shimomura @] By the definition of ®(¢,x) in (LI
and Claim 3.2, we have that

t
|@(t, )| Lee < / s oa(t, z)|| e ds < 24clogt, t>1. (4.1)
1

Let '
2(t, x) = vp(t, x)e @A) t>1. (4.2)

From the equation ([B.15) and (£2]), we have that
Opz(t,x) =i R(U)e—i(w(z)tﬂé(t,x));

so that for all t5 > ¢; > 1

to
Z(tg, l’) — Z(tl’ ;)j') — ’l/ R(U)e—z(w(x)&‘r)\cb(s,x))ds'

t1
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Estimates ([3.38) and (@I]) imply

to
[2(t2, @) = 2(t1, 2)|[ee S 8/ |R(v)|| oo™ Pz ds

t1

AN

to
e / 8—3/2+Cg€+21m)\A5dS

t1
< . tl—l /2+Coe+2TmAAe

Y

where Cg = 8A|A|Cy. A similar argument shows that
|2(t2, 2) — 2(t1, )| 2 S ety HHCoeT2ImAMe for all to > t; > 1.
Therefore, there exists z, () € L2° N L2 such that
l2(t2) — 24 (D)l S et~ VECOIMNE 2(p ) — 2 (25 S et MO AMME (43)
from which Theorem [[.2 follows.

4.2. Proof of Theorem [1.3

Since ImA = 0 and ®(¢,z) is a real-valued function, it follows from (L2) that |va(t, z)| =
|2(t, z)|. Recalling the definitions of ®(¢,z) and ¢ (z) in (LII), (LI2), it follows that

¢+ () + [24.(2)[ logt — @(t, 7) =/ s~ (|2(s, )] = |24 () )ds. (4.4)
t
Applying ([@3)) to (4], we find the estimate
16 (2) + |2 () log t — @(t,2) |5 S 12, (4.5)

Estimates (£3)) and (L) imply

HZ+ (x)ei(w(x)t-l-)\dur () + |z (x)| logt) VA ||LOO
< H’Z-l- (x)ei(w(w)t-l-)\(ibr (2)+A|z4(2)| logt) e (x)ei(w(m)t—i-)\q)(t,x)) HL°°
4 HZ+ (x)ei(w(x)t-l-)\fb(t,x)) — (t, I‘) ||Lg°
S @4 (z) + 24 (@) logt — @(t, )| e + |24 (x) — 2(¢, )| 15
S t—1/2+066‘ (46)

On the other hand, from Lemma and Claim B.1]
|vae(t, )|z S /24 Cee |lvae(t, 2)|| 2 S 1+ Cee t>1, (4.7)
we obtain, by substituting (A7) into (4.0)
lu(t, ) — 2y () COEAGHRNE @D < ymt/20Ce g, (4.8)
In the same manner, we get

||U(t, ZL’) _ Z+(:L,)ei(w(m)t+)\¢+(m)+>\\z+(m)\logt)||L2 < t_1+06€, t>1. (49)

T Y
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The asymptotic formula (LI3) then follows from the estimates (L8)—(@9) and (B.10).
It remains to derive the modified linear scattering formula (ILI4]). From the asymptotic
formula (LI3), we have

e—iF(D)te—i)\(¢+(%)+|z+(%)|logt)u(t’ z) = e—z’F(D)t%Z_i_(%)eitw(f) + Oy (t—1+ca)

. ) 1 Yo sp v
_ i(x—y)-£ ,—iF (&)t J ztw(?)d d O t—l-‘rCa ) 4.10
(27T)2/R2/R26 2 tz+(t)e yd& + Opa( ) (4.10)

as t — oo. Making a change of variables then using ([.27)), we obtain
—iF(D)t —i)\(¢+(£)+|z+(£)\logt) (t LL’) + O (t—l—i-Ce)

_ / / o=t f§ oy FY (6t (1=r) o () (=n)r €= ) P ()
27r

e”'(ﬁ"'d(ﬁ(y )= Y h M} fo W (Ao (yr) TW)( —7)d Tz+(y)dydn.

Letting ¢ — oo and using the dominated convergence theorem, we get

—zF )t —ZA(¢+(%)+\Z+( )|logt) (t flf)

L2 // iz-dp(y)— & Sp_y nEFY (A (yx)) 2. (y)dydn
27T

L _ pir () 1
2
T VI, L (6x(w)

from which the modified scattering formula (LI4]) follows.

2 (y)dy = uy(2),

4.8. Proof of Theorem[1.])

We start by deriving the asymptotic formula ([{I2) for ®(¢, x), since (5] does not hold in
the case ImA > 0. Note that by the definition of ®(¢, x) in (LII) and (£2)

O,0(t,x) =t Hop(t, )| = t7H2(t, x)[e AR g 5,

so that
ateImAcb(tvm) = Im>\t_1|2(t, ,’L’)‘, t>1

Integrating the above equation form 1 to t, we get
mAe(te) — 1 4 Tm\ /t s z(s, x)|ds, t>1.
1
Recalling the definition of ¢ (z) in (LI6), it follows that
M) _ (1 4 TmA |z, (2)] logt) — hy(x) = —ImA /oo s7H(|z(s,2)| = |z (x))ds.  (4.11)
t

Applying ([@3]), we find the estimate

MmN — (14 T2 (1) log £) — s (1) |1 S et 2HG=rmME - (41)
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In particular, we have that

1
1+ Im\|zy (2)|logt + ¢y (x) > 3 (4.13)
provided that € > 0 is sufficiently small.
We now prove the asymptotic formula (L.I8). By triangle inequality

[ EASED) 2 () — op(t, @) || o0
< Hezw(x ( iINS(tx) ez’)\cb(t:c )Z+||Loo + ||6 )t z)\<I>(t :c)z . ,UA(t’l,)HLgo
< ||62Rc)\5(t,gc)(6—lm)\5(t, x) 6—Im)\‘1>(t x )H + ||( iReAS(t,x) eiRo)@(t,m))e—Im)@(t,m) ||L

+llz4 (@) = 2(t, @) g, (4.14)

where we used | (@HAPE)| — o=ImA®(tz) < 1 By the definition of S(¢,z) in (LIT), EII)
and the estimate ([L12), we have

iReAS(t,xz) ( —Im\S(t,z) —ImA®(t,x) ) H [ 00

e e —e

x

(1 + ImA |24 (2)| log t + 1 () 7 — e ™) o

<
S e — (14 TmA |2y (2) [ log ¢ + ¢y (2)) | e
< 7 1/2+Coe+2mAde (4.15)

A similar argument shows that
|| ( iReAS(t,x) eiRe)\CP(t,x))e—Im)\CI)(t,x) ||Loo

T

I1S(t, ) = @t 2)||1ge S [T — A o

x

<
<11+ Tmd |z ()] log £ 4 () — AP S ¢ /20Cost2mAde (4 16

Substituting the estimates (£I5]), (A10) and (@3] into ([@I4]), and using (A7), we get
i @HASE) o (1) — p(t, 3)| g < ¢7Y/2HCos+mAe, P (4.17)
In the same manner, we get
i@ 5 () — (¢, 3)|p < ¢ 1O 2mAE, P (4.18)

The asymptotic formula (I8]) then follows from the estimates (ZI7)—(ZI8) and (B.I10).
Using the same method as that used to derive (IL14]), we obtain the modified linear scattering

formula (LI9) easily and omit the details.
It remains to prove the limit (L20). By (3I0), it is equivalent to proving that

1
Im\

By the definition of ¢, (z) in (II6) and the estimate (43]), we have that

lim log t||v(t,x)| e = (4.19)
t—o00

o0 o0
s @llzs < / (s, 2) — 24 ()| eds < € / 2otz <
1 1
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Thus we have 1 + ¢, (x) > 0, provided that ¢ > 0 is sufficient small. It then follows from the
asymptotic formula ([AI7) and (L21) that

|2y ()] logt . 1 -
log t|v(t, )| < t2HCe g ) < /2 oo ¢
og tlo(t,v)] < 1+ ImA|zy (2)] logt + ¥y (x) O ogt) < ImA + 0l ogt),

which implies
1
t—00 ImA .
Therefore, for ([AI9) it suffices to prove that

limsup log t||v(t, z)| e <

1
liminf log ¢||v(¢ o > ——. 4.2
1{25} 0g ||U( 7x>HLz = Im\ ( O)

Assume for a while that we have proved

Claim 4.1. If the limit function z,(x) in (£.3) satisfies z, (x) = 0 for a.e. © € R?, then we
must have ug = 0.

Since ug # 0, there exists zy € R? such that z, (zy) # 0. Therefore, using (LI7) and (L21)),

we estimate

log t|z; (o) -1
log t||v(t, )| e > + Ot/ g t).
gt|lv( )HLx 1+ ImA|zy (z0)] logt + 14 (o) ( 50

Letting ¢ — oo, we get the limit (20), from which the desired limit (T20) follows.
Proof of Clatm [4.1] Since z; =0, it follows from (4.2]) and (4.3]) that

loat, @)l S M2t 2)lpe S EV24C5, V> 1
which together with (£7) and (BI0) implies
lu(t, )|l S 2279, VE> 1 (4.21)

On the other hand, since z; = 0 implies uy = 0 (see (I.13])), it follows from the equation (L9,
the asymptotic formula (LI9) and Duhamel’s formula that

u(t,z) = )\/ e D=9 (1| (s)ds.
t
Using successively Strichartz’s estimate, Holder’s inequality and (L.21)) to get

u(t, )| oo ((r,00),22) S /T |w(t, 2) || oo ((7,00),2) |u(s, @) || Lo ds
Sl @) g ooy 2y TR

Choosing T' > 1 sufficiently large, we deduce that ||u(t, )| L2 ((1,00),22) = 0, which together with
the uniqueness of solutions implies v = 0. This finishes the proof of Claim (.11 O
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Appendix
This appendix is devoted to the proof of Lemma [3.2]

Proof of Lemma [3.2. We start by recalling that (see Lemma [2.])

x4+ Fl (&) & — do ()
&k — dor(zr) xy, + Fy (&)

Using (2.13)) and ([Z23), we can write, for some symbols ¢y, dy; € So(1),1 < k,j <2

(zx + Fi (&) = eqlx, €) (& — dor(ar))?
= ep(2, O1(& — dor(xr))® + her (v, )8 (xr + Fi(&)) + hPdp(x, €), (A1)

ex(x,§) = €S(l),  elr8)= € So(1).

(& — dow(ax))? = xlx, &) (zr + Fi(&))?
= e, O (mr + Fi(&r)? + hare(a, )8(& — dow(xr)) + hidpe(z, €). (A.2)

Moreover, using (2.22)), we can write
xp + Fy (&) = en(@, ) (& — don(ar)) = ex(x, )4 — dbw(ar)) + hby(2,€), k=1,2, (A.3)

for some symbols by(x, &) € So(1), k = 1,2. Substituting (A3)) into (A.T]), then taking the Weyl
quantization, we get

£} = 5GE(e) 0 GE((& — doelm)?) + G ein) 0 Gf (ex) 0 7 GF (6 — dou(a)
+G;LU(CM) o qu(bk) + Gﬁ(dkl), k= 1, 2. (A4)

Therefore, using Proposition 2.4l we estimate

I£E(vl)lle < IIh2Gw((€k — dén(z))*) ([]v)]| 2
+|lﬁG%(&c = dor(xx)) (Jo]o)l 22 + [[v]| oo 0] 22 (A.5)

Next, we consider the estimate of the right-hand side of [A.H). Since
3 Lot o 3, 1 —
8$kwk(‘v|v) = _‘U|8ﬂﬁk$kv+ _|U‘ v 890k$kv+ §‘U| 8kaRe(amk’UU)
——|v| 30?0, vRe(0,,v0) + |v|"'v|0,,v]?, k=1,2. (A.6)
we have, by direct calculation

G (& — don(zx))?) (|v]v)
= [-h%0} ((d¢k(zk))2+hid2¢k(xk)) + 2hidgy (1), | (Jv]v)

3
= ——h2|v|awk —h2|v| ! 289%9% §h2|v|_18xkvRe(0xkv@)

+§h2\v|_3v28xkvRe(8mkvﬁ) — W?o] 7[00 + ((dow(zr))? + hid®¢r(z)) (|v|v)
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3 1 —
+2hld¢k(xk> (5 ‘U|8ﬂﬁkv + 5 |U‘_1U2a$kv)

_ gm(—h?aik + ((dop(wp))? + hid®¢p(wy)) + 2hiddy (1) 0y, )V

+%|v|_1v2(—h28§k + ((d¢k(l’k))2 + hld2¢k(1’k)) + 2h2d¢k(1’k)axk)'l}

2ol (v — e )0 )Re((huy — i (4 ))T)

1
501005, 0 — idg(wr)oRe((hd, v — idy(zi)v)0)
— | ROy v — idpy(z)vl*, k=1,2.

Substituting h0,, — idox(zx) = iGY(§k — dor(xy)) into the above expression, we get

G (6 — dou(a)?)([u]o)
= IGE(& — dbu(m)o + S| G & — Aol P

2ol GE (6 — don(a)Tn(G (€ — d6y(2)(0)P)

—%Iv\‘?’vziG%(@ — dow () )Im (G} (& — dor(zr))(v)D)
—[v| |G (&, — dor (i), k= 1,2. (A7)

By Proposition 2.4l we have, for k = 1,2
1
73 G (&, — dor(w))?)([v]v) | L2

1 w 1 w
S Iollee 55 GR (€ — dow(@n))*)vlliz + 13- Gy (€ — dow(an))ollzs-

Substitution of the above inequality into ([A.3]) gives, for k = 1,2

2ok 2z + G (6 — b)) (ol
< ol (ol + g GH (& — don(re)olze)
I GE (& — dy(a)olliy + 115 G (G — dbe(es)) (vlo) s (A8)
We now estimate the right-hand side of ([A.8]). Notice that

)L

O, 010K @)y — =it (T hG}f(fk — dow(zy))v, (A.9)
. : 1
axkke—thbk(xk)v _ _6—zt¢k(xk)ﬁGg((€k _ d¢k(xk))2)v; (A.l())

so that by Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality

1 .
| 2GR (& — dou(ai))ollf = |0 o],
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< He—itdm(wk)UHLgoHax

~Y

O] P ||U’|L°°H—Gw((fk — dgp(xp)))vllrz. (A11)
By a similar argument and Young’s inequality, we find the estimate

I3 G (6 — don(e)) (olo)
S fleionten <|v\v>r|L2||aw e fofo) 7,

Cllvllezllvllez + nllﬁGf((&c — dp(w))*) (Jv[v)]l 2. (A.12)

IA

Substituting (A 11)-([A.12) into (A.8) and choosing 1 > 0 sufficiently small, it follows that
I£5(wlo)llzz S lollzge (lvllzs + II%GW& —dop(zp)*)ollz), k=12 (A.13)
Taking the Weyl quantization in ([A.2]), then using Propositions 24 and [Z2] we obtain
||—Gw(( — doi(w)))ollrz S IL7vllez + II%G?Z((& — dor(zi))vllz + Jvllz. (A14)
Moreover, it follows from ([A.9)-([A.10), Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Young’s inequality that
II%GW((& —doi(zi)))vllz S [le o vlle [l vHLz
IS ||v||L2||h2 (S dcbk(:vk))Q)vIIEg

< 77||—Gw((€k—d¢k(93k))2)v||Lg+C(?7)||U|IL3- (A.15)

Combining ([A.14) and (A.15), choosing 1 > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain

II—Gw((€k — dé(z))*)llz S IIL5vllez +lvllcs, k=1,2. (A.16)

The inequality (B13) is now an immediate consequence of (AI3]) and (A.1G).
Finally, we prove (3.14]). Taking the Weyl quantization in ([A.3]), then using Propositions [2.4]
and 2.2 we obtain

1
1£kvllzs < I3 Gy (& — dowlzn))vllzg + [lvllzz, & =1,2. (A.17)
Substitution of (A.15]) and (A.16]) into (A.I7) yields the desired estimate ([BI4]). This completes
the proof of Lemma 3.2 O
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