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DISPERSIVE ESTIMATES FOR TWO-PARTICLES

SCHRÖDINGER AND WAVE EQUATIONS IN THE

AHARONOV-BOHM FIELD

XIAOFEN GAO, JUNYONG ZHANG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

Abstract. We study the dispersive behaviors of two-particles Schrödinger
and wave equations in the Aharonov-Bohm field. In particular, we prove the
Strichartz estimates for Schrödinger and wave equations in this setting. The
key point is to construct spectral measure of Schrödinger operator with an
Aharonov-Bohm type potential in R4. As applications, we finally prove a scat-
tering theory for the nonlinear defocusing subcritical two-particles Schrödinger
equation with Aharonov-Bohm potential.

Key Words: Aharonov-Bohm potential, Decay estimates, Strichartz esti-

mate, Scattering theory.

AMS Classification: 42B37, 35Q40, 35Q41.

1. Intorduction

In this paper, we continue our program [6, 15, 18] studying the dispersive equa-
tions in Aharonov-Bohm field. The Aharonov-Bohm magnetic potential reads

AB : R2 \ {(0, 0)} → R
2, AB(x) = α

(

− x2
|x|2 ,

x1
|x|2

)

, α ∈ R, x = (x1, x2)

(1.1)
so that the Hamiltonian becomes

HA =

(

−i∇+ α

(

− x2
|x|2 ,

x1
|x|2

))2

. (1.2)

The vector potential AB(x) generates a δ-type magnetic field

B = ∇×AB(x) = 2παδ,

which was initially studied by Aharonov and Bohm in [1] to show the significance
of electromagnetic vector potentials in quantum mechanics. The Aharonov-Bohm
effect predicted in [1] is one of the most interesting and intriguing phenomena of
quantum physics. This effect occurs when electrons propagate in a domain with
a zero magnetic field but with a nonzero vector potential AB , see [26] and the
references therein. In another typical cosmic-string scenarios observed by Alford
and Wilczek [2], the fermionic charges can be non-integer multiples of the Higgs
charges. As the flux is quantized with respect to the Higgs charge, this will lead to
a non-trivial Aharonov-Bohm scattering of these fermions. From the mathematical
points, we refer to [11, 12] and references therein for an overview of the spectral
theory of this Hamiltonian in Aharonov-Bohm magnetic field. This Hamiltonian
model is doubly critical, because of the scaling invariance of the model and the sin-
gularities of the potentials, which are not locally integrable. In R2, a generalization
of HA was considered in [11, 12] in which the dispersive estimates were proved for
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Schrödinger equation. Recently, in [15, 18], the authors have proved the Strichartz
estimates for wave and Klein-Gordon equations in the Aharonov-Bohm magnetic
fields. It worths mentioning that the wave and Klein-Gordon equations are lack of
pseudoconformal invariance which plays an important role in [11] for Schrödinger
equation, hence we have to use a new method in [15, 18].

In the present paper, we consider the Hamiltonian for magnetic many-particles
Schrödinger operator arising in the Hall effect [22, 25]. In particular, we recall the
Hamiltonian for magnetic multi-particle Dirichlet forms with Aharonov-Bohm type
in [20]. Let ~xj = (xj1, xj2) ∈ R2, j = 1, 2, . . . , N and let

Fj = α
(

−
∑

k 6=j

xj2 − xk2
r2jk

,
∑

k 6=j

xj1 − xk1
r2jk

)

, r2jk =

2
∑

i=1

(xji − xki)
2, (1.3)

then the Hamiltonian is given by

HA,N =

N
∑

j=1

(−i∇j + Fj)
2, (1.4)

which is singular in the set

S = ∪j 6=kSj,k,

where for all j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}, j 6= k,

Sj,k = {x = (~x1, ~x2 . . . , ~xN ) ∈ R
2N = R

2 × R
2 × . . .× R

2 : ~xj = ~xk}. (1.5)

We aim to study the dispersive behaviors of the Schrödinger equation
{

i∂tu+HA,Nu = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R2N \ S,
u(0, x) = u0, x ∈ R2N ,

(1.6)

and the wave equation
{

∂ttu+HA,Nu = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R2N \ S,
u(0, x) = f, ∂tu(0, x) = g, x ∈ R2N .

(1.7)

The research on the dispersive and Strichartz estimates of the wave and Schrödinger
propagators with one single potential has a long history, we refer to [28] and the
survey [29] and the references therein. From the physical perspective, it is natural
to ask whether similar estimates hold in the presence of interaction potentials.
In the N -particles interaction case, there is much fewer result than single case.
It is known that the local-in-time dispersive and Strichartz estimates follow from
the kernel in [16] with a large class of potential interactions. Recently, Hong [19]
has obtained the global-in-time Strichartz estimates but with “small” interaction
potentials. Chong, Grillakis, Machedon and Zhao [10] proved the global-in-time
Strichartz estimates for the equation

(

i∂t −∆x −∆y +
1
N VN (x− y)

)

u(t, x, y) = F

in mixed coordinates norm Lq
t (R;L

r
xL

2
y(R

n × Rn)). To the best of our knowledge,
in the N -particles case, there is no result about the decay and Strichartz estimates
for (1.6) and (1.7). The two main obstacles to prove the decay estimates arise
from the scaling critical Aharonov-Bohm potential and interactions between the
many particles. Fortunately, in the special two-particles case N = 2, which is the
simplest case, the Hamiltonian HA,2 can be reduced to a one-particle Hamiltonian
LA in (2.4) below but with more singular Aharonov-Bohm type potential in higher
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dimensions. Because of this, we can obtain the decay estimates and Strichartz
estimates in the two-particles case.

Our main results about the Strichartz estimates are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let N = 2 and let u(t, x) be a solution of Schrödinger equation

(1.6), then there exists a constant C such that

‖u(t, x)‖Lq
t (R;L

r
x(R

4)) ≤ C‖u0‖L2
x(R

4) (1.8)

where

(q, r) ∈ ΛS
0 :=

{

(q, r) ∈ [2,∞]× [2,∞) : 2
q = 4

(

1
2 − 1

r

)

}

. (1.9)

Remark 1.2. By using dual argument, the endpoint Strichartz estimates (1.8)
with (q, r) = (2, 4) gives the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)HA,2F (s)ds
∥

∥

∥

L2
t (R;L

4
x(R

4))
≤ C‖F‖

L2
t(R;L

4
3
x (R4))

.

Then by using the argument in [21, Remark 8.8], we can obtain the uniform resol-
vent estimate

‖(HA,2 − z)−1‖
L

4
3
x (R4)→L4

x(R
4)

≤ C, (1.10)

where the constant C is independent of z ∈ C \ R+.

Remark 1.3. It would be interesting to generalize the result to N -particles with
N ≥ 3, but the method of this paper is not available. Compared with the result
of [19], here we consider the scaling critical magnetic interaction potentials and
the interaction between potentials may be larger. In constrast to the Strichartz
estimates of [10], the dispersive and Strichartz estimates (1.8) are available for the
norm of Lq

t (R;L
r
x(R

4)) but not for the mixed norm of Lq
t (R;L

r(R2)L2(R2)).

Theorem 1.4. Let N = 2 and let u(t, x) be a solution of wave equation (1.7), then
there exists a constant C such that

‖u(t, x)‖Lq
t (R;L

r
x(R

4)) ≤ C
(

‖f‖Ḣs(R4) + ‖g‖Ḣs−1(R4)

)

(1.11)

where s ≥ 0 and

(q, r) ∈ Λw
s :=

{

(q, r) ∈ [2,∞]× [2,∞) : 2
q ≤ 3

(

1
2 − 1

r

)

, s = 4
(

1
2 − 1

r

)

− 1
q

}

. (1.12)

By the change of variables

~y1 =
~x1 − ~x2√

2
, ~y2 =

~x1 + ~x2√
2

, (1.13)

and denoting y = (~y1, ~y2) ∈ R4 and

v(~y1, ~y2) = u
(

~y1+~y2√
2
,− ~y1−~y2√

2

)

or u(~x1, ~x2) = v(~y1, ~y2),

then, we derive

HA,2u(~x1, ~x2) =LAv(~y1, ~y2), (1.14)

where

LA =
(

− i∇y +A(y)
)2

, A(y) = α
( −y12
|y11|2 + |y12|2

,
y11

|y11|2 + |y12|2
, 0, 0

)

.
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Hence,
∥

∥eitHA,2u0(x)
∥

∥

Lq
t (R;L

r
x(R

4))
≃
∥

∥eitLAv0(y)
∥

∥

Lq
t (R;L

r
y(R

4))
. (1.15)

Thus, we can reduce to consider one-particle operator LA.
As applications, we further study the nonlinear subcritical Schrödinger equation

{

i∂tu+HA,2u = |u|p−1u, (t, x) ∈ R× (R4 \ S),
u(0, x) = u0 ∈ H1

A(R
4), x ∈ R4.

(1.16)

By changing variables (1.13), it is equivalent to consider the nonlinear Schrödinger
equation with Aharonov-Bohm potential in 4D

{

i∂tu+ LAu = |u|p−1u, (t, x) ∈ R× (R4 \ {0, 0, x3, x4}),
u(0, x) = u0 ∈ H1

A
(R4), x ∈ R4,

(1.17)

where u : R× R4 → C, 2 < p < 3, and LA =
(

− i∇x +A(x)
)2
.

We aim to establish the scattering theory for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation
(1.17). In particular, when A = 0, there are rich results about scattering theory
for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. For the defocusing and subcritical non-
linear Schrödinger cases, Ginibre-Velo [17] proved the scattering theory in energy
space H1(Rn) with n ≥ 3 by using the classical Morawetz estimate. Later, in [8],
the authors developed a powerful interaction Morawetz estimate and studied the
scattering theory for the cubic defocusing Schrödinger equation in a space with
regularity less than energy space. The interaction Morawetz estimate reads

∥

∥|∇|− d−3
4 u

∥

∥

4

L4
t,x

≤ C‖u(0)‖2L2
x
‖u(t)‖2

L∞
t Ḣ

1
2
, (1.18)

if u solves a defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation without potentials. The
interaction Morawetz estimate (1.18) is so powerful that the authors of [9] proved
the scattering theory for energy-critical defocusing Schrödinger and the authors of
[30] presented a different proof of the scattering for energy subcritical cases which
simplified the argument of [17].

In the proof of the scattering theory of nonlinear Schrödinger equation, the
Strichartz estimates and interaction Morawetz estimates are two fundamental tools.
For our purpose of studying the long time behavior of solution to (1.17), in spirit of
the papers mentioned above, it is natural to establish the Strichartz and the interac-
tion Morawetz estimates for the linear and nonlinear Schrödinger equations (1.17)
respectively. However, the Aharonov-Bohm magnetic potential is scaling-critical
and the perturbation is non-trivial, so the situation becomes more complicated. In
R4, the magnetic field is B = curlA and the trapping component Bτ = x

|x| ∧ B is

an obstruction to the dispersion which was observed by [3, 14]. Fortunately, the
trapping component Bτ = 0 which is generated by the special potential A in (2.5).
Hence we can obtain the classical Morawetz estimates from the virial identities de-
rived by [14]. While for interaction Morawetz estimates, one needs a positivity of
the quantity like B(x) x−y

|x−y| which seems impossible for any y. Colliander et.al in [7]

proved the interaction Morawetz estimates for the defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger
with magnetic potentials. A key step is to use the method of [14] to bound the
quantity involving B(x) x−y

|x−y| when the decay of the magnetic potential A is fast

enough. However, for A considered here, the decay is not enough to satisfy their
assumption [7, 14, (1.38)], therefore the method breaks down. The authors in [34]
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obtained the interaction Morawetz estimate for Schrödinger with Aharonov-Bohm
potential in 2D, but assumed that the solution is radial. In 2D, A ·∇f = 0 if f is a
radial function. Hence, at present, we have to study the scattering theory via the
classical Morawetz estimate by following the method in Ginibre-Velo [17] .

Now we state our main theorems.

Definition 1.5. Let Ḣ1
A
(R4) be the completion of C∞

c (R4 \ {0}) with respect to
the norm

‖f‖Ḣ1
A
(R4) :=

(

∫

R4

|∇Af(x)|2dx
)

1
2

, (1.19)

where ∇A := −i∇+A(x). Then the inhomogenous space is

H1
A
(R4) = Ḣ1

A
(R4) ∩ L2(R4). (1.20)

Theorem 1.6. Let u0(x) ∈ H1
A
(R4). Then, there exists a unique global solution

u ∈ C(R, H1
A
(R4)) to (1.17). Moreover, the solution u scatters in the sense that

there exists u± ∈ H1
A
(R4) such that

lim
t→±∞

∥

∥u(t, ·)− eitLAu±
∥

∥

H1
A
(R4)

= 0. (1.21)

As mentioned above, in order to establish a scattering theory, we have to prove
Strichartz estimates for our model. Fanelli-Vega [14] obtained the Strichartz esti-
mates for the wave equation with a non-trapping electromagnetic potential with
almost Coulomb decay by establishing a family of virial-type identities for n ≥ 3.
However, the method is not applicable to magnetic Schrödinger equation because

they only proved the weak dispersive estimate hold in Ḣ 1
2 instead of L2. Later in

[3], they proved the Strichartz estimates for Schrödinger when the potentials are
almost critical which do not include the potential (2.5). Their method can prove
the endpoint Strichartz estimates with derivatives, but can not cover the usual
endpoint Strichartz estimates without derivatives, see [3, (1.13), (1.14)].

To achieve the purpose of scattering theory in Theorem 1.6, we need the chain
rules associated with LA for differential operators of non-integer order, hence we
can derive the desired nonlinear estimates. It is well known that the traditional
Littlewood-Paley theory gives the proof of Leibniz (=product) and chain rules for
differential operators of non-integer order. For example, if 1 < p < ∞ and s > 0,
then

‖fg‖Hs,p(Rn) . ‖f‖Hs,p1(Rn)‖g‖Lp2(Rn) + ‖f‖Lp3(Rn)‖g‖Hs,p4(Rn)

whenever 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
= 1

p3
+ 1

p4
. For a textbook presentation of these theorems and

original references, see [32]. Our strategy is to prove a boundedness of generalized
Riesz transform in Lp

∥

∥(−∆)
s
2L− s

2

A
f
∥

∥

Lp(R4)
≤ C‖f‖Lp(R4) (1.22)

and reversed Riesz transform
∥

∥L
s
2

A
(−∆)−

s
2 f

∥

∥

Lp(R4)
≤ C‖f‖Lp(R4). (1.23)

Hence we obtain
∥

∥(−∆)
s
2 f

∥

∥

Lp(R4)
≃

∥

∥L
s
2

A
f
∥

∥

Lp(R4)
. (1.24)

To prove these, we need a boundedness of heat kernel.
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Theorem 1.7. Let LA be in (2.4). Then there exists a constant C such that

∣

∣e−tLA(x, y)
∣

∣ ≤ Ct−2e−
|x−y|2

4t , t > 0. (1.25)

From the heat kernel estimates and our previous work [23] with Killip, Visan
and Miao, one can obtain the equivalence of Sobolev norms

∥

∥(−∆)
s
2 f

∥

∥

Lp(R4)
≃

∥

∥L
s
2

A
f
∥

∥

Lp(R4)
, 1 < p <

4

s
(1.26)

therefore, there holds chain rules

‖fg‖Hs,p
A

(R4) . ‖f‖Hs,p1
A

(R4)‖g‖Lp2(R4) + ‖f‖Lp3(R4)‖g‖Hs,p4
A

(R4), (1.27)

for s > 0, 1 < p, pj <
4
s (j = 1, 2, 3, 4) and 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1
p3

+ 1
p4
.

Our paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the representation of the
spectral measure associated with LA. Section 3 is devoted to the proofs of the
Strichartz estimates. In Section 4, we establish a scattering theory for the defocus-
ing nonlinear subcritical Schrödinger equation (1.17).

2. The spectral measure

In this section, we first reduce the operator HA,2 to an operator LA given in
(2.4) below by making change of variables. By modifying the method of [15, 18],
we prove the representations of Schrödinger and wave propagators, spectral measure
associated with the operator LA.

2.1. The operator. From (1.3) and (1.4) with N = 2, we see

HA,2 =
2

∑

j=1

(−i∇j + Fj)
2, (2.1)

where ~x1 = (x11, x12), ~x2 = (x21, x22) ∈ R2 and

∇~x1
= (∂x11 , ∂x12), F1 = α

(

− x12 − x22
|~x1 − ~x2|

,
x11 − x21
|~x1 − ~x2|

)

,

∇~x2
= (∂x21 , ∂x22), F2 = α

(

− x22 − x12
|~x1 − ~x2|

,
x21 − x11
|~x1 − ~x2|

)

.

Let

~y1 =
~x1 − ~x2√

2
, ~y2 =

~x1 + ~x2√
2

,

then

∇~x1
=

1√
2
(∇~y1

+∇~y2
), ∇~x2

=
1√
2
(∇~y2

−∇~y1
),

and

HA,2 =
(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12
|~y1|2

,
y11
|~y1|2

)

)2

−∆~y2
(2.2)

=
(

− i
(

∇~y1
,∇~y2

)

+ α
(

− y12
|~y1|2

,
y11
|~y1|2

, 0, 0
)

)2

.
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In fact

HA,2 =(−i∇~x1
+ F1)

2 + (−i∇~x2
+ F2)

2

=1
2

(

− i∇~y1
− i∇~y2

+ α
(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
))2

+ 1
2

(

i∇~y1
− i∇~y2

− α
(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
))2

=1
2

(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
)

− i∇~y2

)2
+ 1

2

(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
)

+ i∇~y2

)2

=1
2

(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
))2 −

(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
))

· i∇~y2
− 1

2∆~y2

+ 1
2

(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
))2

+
(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12

|~y1|2 ,
y11

|~y1|2
))

· i∇~y2
− 1

2∆~y2

=
(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12
|~y1|2

,
y11
|~y1|2

)

)2

−∆~y2

=
(

− i∇~y1
+ α

(

− y12
|~y1|2

,
y11
|~y1|2

)

,−i∇~y2

)2

=
(

− i
(

∇~y1
,∇~y2

)

+ α
(

− y12
|~y1|2

,
y11
|~y1|2

, 0, 0
)

)2

,

which implies (2.2). Hence, if we denote y = (~y1, ~y2) ∈ R4 and

v(~y1, ~y2) = u
(

~y1+~y2√
2
,− ~y1−~y2√

2

)

or u(~x1, ~x2) = v(~y1, ~y2),

then,

HA,2u(~x1, ~x2) =LAv(~y1, ~y2), (2.3)

with

LA =
(

− i∇y +A(y)
)2

, A(y) = α
( −y12
|y11|2 + |y12|2

,
y11

|y11|2 + |y12|2
, 0, 0

)

which is analogue of (1.1). Both of them are effected in the first two variables by
the magnetic potential. Without confusing, from now on, we briefly write LA to
consist with (1.1) as follows:

LA =
(

− i∇x +A(x)
)2

, x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R
4 \ {0, 0, x3, x4}, (2.4)

with

A(x) = α

(

− x2
x21 + x22

,
x1

x21 + x22
, 0, 0

)

, α ∈ R. (2.5)

This operator can be regraded as a one-particle model but with more singular
Aharonov-Bohm type potential in R

4.

We remark that the operator (2.4) with magnetic potential (2.5) was studied in
[13] from the Hardy inequality viewpoint and in [14] from the virial identities, see
the special model in [14, (1.19)] and [13, (3)]. However, the Strichartz estimates for
dispersive equations with potential (2.5) have not been proved yet even though the
Strichartz estimates obtained in [14] for a bit faster decaying A. It is known that
the magnetic field B = curlA = (0, 0, 0, δ) with δ denoting the Dirac delta function.
Heuristic, since the dispersion obstruction Bτ = x

|x| ∧ B (the trapping component

of magnetic field arising from A) vanishes, the Strichartz estimate should hold.
Therefore we can modify the method of [15, 18] to study the operator (2.4).
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2.2. The Schrödinger kernel. In this subsection, we modify the argument of [18],
in which we construct the spectral measure for a similar model in R2, to construct
the kernel of Schrödinger operator eitLA .

Proposition 2.1. Let x = (r cos θ, r sin θ, x3, x4), y = (r̄ cos θ̄, r̄ sin θ̄, y3, y4), and
let K(t; r, θ, x3, x4; r̄, θ̄, y3, y4) be the kernel of eitLA with LA being as in (2.4), then
there holds

K(t; r, θ, x3, x4; r̄, θ̄, y3, y4) =
1

4π

1

(it)2
e−

|x−y|2

4it Aα(θ, θ̄) +
1

4π

1

(it)2
(2.6)

× e−
r2+r̄2+|x3−y3|2+|x4−y4|2

4it

∫ ∞

0

e−
rr̄ cosh s

2it Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds,

:=G(t; r, θ, x3, x4; r̄, θ̄, y3, y4) +D(t; r, θ, x3; r̄, θ̄, y3, y4),

where Aα(θ, θ̄) and Bα(s, θ, θ̄) are respectively

Aα(θ, θ̄) = eiα(θ−θ̄)
[

1[0,π](|θ − θ̄|) + e−2πiα1[π,2π](|θ − θ̄|)
]

, (2.7)

and

Bα(s, θ, θ̄) =−
[

sin(|α|π)e−|α|s + sin(απ)

× (e−s − cos(θ − θ̄ + π)) sinhαs− i sin(θ − θ̄ + π) coshαs

cosh s− cos(θ − θ̄ + π)

]

. (2.8)

Proof. We prove (2.6) by following the idea in [18]. First, we obtain the fundamental
solution of Schrödinger operator eitLA . In the cylindrical coordinates

x1 = r cos θ, x2 = r sin θ, x3 = x3, x4 = x4, (2.9)

from (2.5), we write

LA = −∆+ 2iA(x) · ∇+ |A(x)|2

= −∂2r − 1

r
∂r +

(i∂θ + α)2

r2
− ∂2x3

− ∂2x4
.

(2.10)

For each k ∈ Z, Yk(θ) := (2π)−1/2e−ikθ satisfies
{

(i∂θ + α)2Yk(θ) = (k + α)2Yk(θ), on S1,
∫

S1
|Yk(θ)|2dθ = 1,

(2.11)

hence, the eigenfunctions {Yk(θ)}k∈Z construct a complete orthonormal basis in
L2(S1). Moreover, let x′ = (x3, x4) ∈ R2, we can write f(x) ∈ L2(R4) in the form
of

f(x) = f(r, θ, x′) =
∑

k∈Z

ak(r, x
′)Yk(θ), (2.12)

where

ak(r, x
′) =

∫ 2π

0

f(r, θ, x′)Yk(θ).

Therefore, from (2.10), (2.11) and (2.12), we know

LAf =
∑

k∈Z

(

Ak,αak(r, x
′)− ∂2x3

ak(r, x
′)− ∂2x4

ak(r, x
′)
)

Yk(θ) (2.13)

where

Ak,α = −∂2r − 1

r
∂r +

(k + α)2

r2
. (2.14)
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Let ν = ν(k) = |k + α|, and recall Hankel transform (e.g. see [4, 31]) of ν order
defined by

(Hνf)(ρ, θ, x
′) =

∫ ∞

0

Jν(rρ)f(r, θ, x
′)rdr, ∀f ∈ L2(R4), (2.15)

where the Bessel function

Jν(r) =
(r/2)ν

Γ(ν + 1
2 )Γ(1/2)

∫ 1

−1

eisr(1− s2)(2ν−1)/2ds, ν > −1

2
, r > 0. (2.16)

For our purpose, we recall some properties of the Hankel transform, see [4, 31].

Lemma 2.2 (Hankel transform). Let Hν be the Hankel transform in (2.15) and

Aν := −∂2r − 1
r∂r +

ν2

r2 . Then

(1) Hν = H−1
ν ,

(2) Hν is self-adjoint, i.e. Hν = H∗
ν ,

(3) Hν is an L2 isometry, i.e. ‖Hνf‖L2(R4) = ‖f‖L2(R4),

(4) Hν(Aνf)(ρ, θ) = ρ2(Hνf)(ρ, θ), for f ∈ L2.

In the cylindrical coordinates (2.9), if the initial data

u0(x) = f(r, θ, x′) =
∑

k∈Z

ak(r, x
′)Yk(θ),

then u(t, x) = eitLAf satisfies

u(t, x) = u(t; r, θ, x′) =
∑

k∈Z

uk(t; r, x
′)Yk(θ),

where uk(t; r, x
′) solves

{

i∂tuk +Ak,αuk − ∂2x3
uk − ∂2x4

uk = 0, (t, r, x′) ∈ R× (0,∞)× R2,

uk(0, r, x
′) = ak(r, x

′).
(2.17)

By taking Fourier transform in variables x′ and Hankel transform in variable r
and using Lemma 2.2, and let ξ = (ξ3, ξ4) ∈ R

2, we obtain
{

i∂tũk(t; ρ, ξ) + ρ2ũk(t; ρ, ξ) + |ξ|2ũk(t; ρ, ξ) = 0,

ũk(0; ρ, ξ) = ãk(ρ, ξ).
(2.18)

where
ũk(t; ρ, ξ) = [Hν(k)ûk](t; ρ, ξ), ãk(ρ, ξ) = [Hν(k)âk](ρ, ξ)

and â(ξ) =
∫

R2 e
−ix′·ξa(x′)dx′. The solution for ordinary differential equation (2.18)

is
ũk(t; ρ, ξ) = ãk(ρ, ξ)e

it(ρ2+|ξ|2).

By using Lemma 2.2 again, we obtain

u(t; r, θ, x′) =

∫

R2

∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

K(t; r, θ, x′; r̄, θ̄, y′)f(r̄, θ̄, y′) r̄dr̄dθ̄dy′,

where

K(t; r, θ, x′; r̄, θ̄, y′) =
∑

k∈Z

Yk(θ)Yk(θ̄)

×
∫

R2

∫ ∞

0

ei(x
′−y′)·ξeit(ρ

2+|ξ|2)Jν(k)(rρ)Jν(k)(r̄ρ)ρdρdξ.

(2.19)
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Noting that
∫

R2

e−it|ξ|2e−ix·ξdξ =
π

it
e−

|x|2

4it

and Yk(θ) = (2π)−1/2e−ikθ , we rewrite K(t; r, θ, x′; r̄, θ̄, y′) as

K(t; r, θ, x′; r̄, θ̄, y′)

=
1

2it
e−

|x′−y′|2

4it

∑

k∈Z

e−ik(θ−θ̄)

∫ ∞

0

Jν(k)(rρ)Jν(k)(r̄ρ)e
itρ2

ρdρ,

=
1

2it
e−

|x′−y′|2

4it

∑

k∈Z

e−ik(θ−θ̄) × lim
εց0

e−
r2+r̄2

4(ε+it)

2(ε+ it)
Iν(k)

(

rr̄

2(ε+ it)

)

, (2.20)

where the Weber identity [31] is used in the last equality and the term Iν(k)(z)
([33]) is given by

Iν(k)(z) =
1

π

∫ π

0

ez cos s cos νsds− sin νπ

π

∫ ∞

0

e−z cosh se−sνds.

Recall ν = |k + α|, similarly as in [15, 18], we get

1

π

∑

k∈Z

e−ik(θ−θ̄)

∫ π

0

ez cos s cos νsds

=
1

π
×
{

ez cos(θ−θ̄)eiα(θ−θ̄), |θ − θ̄| < π,

ez cos(θ−θ̄)eiα(θ−θ̄−2π), π < |θ − θ̄| < 2π,
(2.21)

and

1

π

∑

k∈Z

e−ik(θ−θ̄) sin νπ

∫ ∞

0

e−z cosh se−sνds

=
1

π

∫ ∞

0

e−z cosh s
[

sin(|α|π)e−|α|s + sin(απ)

× (e−s − cos(θ − θ̄ + π)) sinhαs− i sin(θ − θ̄ + π) coshαs

cosh s− cos(θ − θ̄ + π)

]

ds. (2.22)

By noticing that

(x1 − y1)
2 + (x2 − y2)

2 = r2 + r̄2 − 2rr̄ cos(θ − θ̄)

and collecting (2.20)-(2.22) together, we finally prove Proposition 2.1. �

Decay estimates follow from the representation of fundamental solution (2.6).

Proposition 2.3. There exists a constant C such that

|eitLA(x, y)| ≤ C|t|−2, ∀t ∈ R \ {0}. (2.23)

Proof. Indeed, from [15], we know

|Aα(θ, θ̄)|+
∫ ∞

0

|Bα(s, θ, θ̄)| ≤ C, (2.24)

then combining with (2.6), dispersive estimates (2.23) hold. �
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2.3. The representation of spectral measure. To prove the dispersive esti-
mates for wave equation, we need the representation of the spectral measure asso-
ciated with LA.

Proposition 2.4. Let x = (r cos θ, r sin θ, x′), y = (r̄ cos θ̄, r̄ sin θ̄, y′) where x′ =
(x3, x4) ∈ R2 and y′ = (y3, y4) ∈ R2. Let dE√

LA
(λ;x, y) be the spectral measure

kernel associated with Schrödinger operator LA given by (2.4). Then

dE√
LA

(λ;x, y) =
λ3

π2

∑

±
a±(λ|x − y|)e±iλ|x−y| ×Aα(θ, θ̄)

+
λ3

π2

∫ ∞

0

∑

±
a±(λ|~n|)e±iλ|~n| ×Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds, (2.25)

where a±(r) satisfies

|∂kr a±(r)| ≤ Ck(1 + r)−
3
2−k, ∀k ≥ 0, (2.26)

and Aα(θ, θ̄), Bα(s, θ, θ̄) are as in (2.7) and (2.8) respectively, and

~n = ~ns = (r + r̄,
√

2rr̄(cosh s− 1), x3 − y3, x4 − y4). (2.27)

Proof. Note that for each z ∈ C satisfying Im z > 0, there holds

1

s− z
= i

∫ ∞

0

e−isteiztdt, ∀s ∈ R. (2.28)

This together with (2.6) shows

(LA − (λ2 + i0))−1 =i lim
εց0

∫ ∞

0

e−itLAeit(λ
2+iε)dt

=i lim
εց0

∫ ∞

0

G(t; r, θ, x3, x4; r̄, θ̄, y3, y4)e
it(λ2+iε)dt

+ i lim
εց0

∫ ∞

0

D(t; r, θ, x3, x4; r̄, θ̄, y3, y4)e
it(λ2+iε)dt. (2.29)

As did in [18], noting that
∫

R4

e−ix·ξe−it|ξ|2 dξ =
π

(it)2
e−

|x|2

4it ,

we get for z = λ2 + iǫ with ǫ > 0

∫ ∞

0

e−
|x−y|2

4it

(it)2
eitz dt =

1

π

∫ ∞

0

∫

R4

e−i(x−y)·ξe−it|ξ|2 dξ eitz dt

=
1

π

∫

R4

e−i(x−y)·ξ
∫ ∞

0

e−it(|ξ|2−z) dt dξ =
1

iπ

∫

R4

e−i(x−y)·ξ

|ξ|2 − z
dξ,

and
∫ ∞

0

e−
r21+r22+|x′−y′ |2

4it

(it)2
e−

r1r2
2it cosh seitz dt =

1

iπ

∫

R4

e−i~n·ξ

|ξ|2 − z
dξ, (2.30)

where ~n = (r1 + r2,
√

2r1r2(cosh s− 1), x′ − y′). Then from (2.6), we have

i lim
εց0

∫ ∞

0

G(t; r, θ, x′; r̄, θ̄, y′)eit(λ
2+iε)dt =

1

4π2

∫

R4

e−i(x−y)·ξ

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + i0)
dξ ×Aα(θ, θ̄),

(2.31)
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and

i lim
εց0

∫ ∞

0

D(t; r, θ, x′; r̄, θ̄, y′)eit(λ
2+iε)dt

=
1

4π2

∫ ∞

0

∫

R4

e−i(r+r̄,
√

2rr̄(cosh s−1),x3−y3,x4−y4)·ξ

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + i0)
dξ ×Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds. (2.32)

Therefore, collecting (2.29)-(2.32) together and recalling (2.27), we get

(LA − (λ2 + i0))−1 =
1

4π2

∫

R4

e−i(x−y)·ξ

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + i0)
dξ × Aα(θ, θ̄)

+
1

4π2

∫ ∞

0

∫

R4

e−i~n·ξ

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + i0)
dξ ×Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds. (2.33)

Observing that A−α = Aα and B−α = Bα, then we obtain

(LA − (λ2 − i0))−1 =
1

4π2

∫

R4

e−i(x−y)·ξ

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + i0)
dξ × Aα(θ, θ̄)

+
1

4π2

∫ ∞

0

∫

R4

e−i~n·ξ

|ξ|2 − (λ2 − i0)
dξ ×Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds. (2.34)

By using the Stone’s formula, we deduce that

dE√
LA

(λ;x, y) =
λ

iπ

[

(LA − (λ2 + i0))−1 − (LA − (λ2 − i0))−1
]

dλ. (2.35)

Combining (2.33)-(2.35), we further write

dE√
LA

(λ;x, y)

=
1

i

λ

4π3

∫

R4

e−i(x−y)·ξ(
1

|ξ|2 − (λ2 − i0)
− 1

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + i0)
)dξ ×Aα(θ, θ̄)

+
1

i

λ

4π3

∫ ∞

0

[
∫

R4

e−i~n·ξ(
1

|ξ|2 − (λ2 − i0)
− 1

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + i0)
)dξ

]

×Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds.

Similarly to [18] again, we observe the fact that the Poisson kernel is an approxi-
mation to the identity which implies that, for any reasonable function m(x)

m(x) = lim
ǫ→0+

1

π

∫

R

Im
( 1

x− (y + iǫ)

)

m(y)dy

= lim
ǫ→0+

1

π

∫

R

ǫ

(x− y)2 + ǫ2
m(y)dy,

(2.36)

then we have

lim
ǫ→0+

λ

iπ

∫

R4

e−ix·ξ
( 1

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + iǫ)
− 1

|ξ|2 − (λ2 − iǫ)

)

dξ

= lim
ǫ→0+

λ

π

∫

R4

e−ix·ξ Im
( 1

|ξ|2 − (λ2 + iǫ)

)

dξ

= lim
ǫ→0+

λ

π

∫ ∞

0

ǫ

(ρ2 − λ2)2 + ǫ2

∫

|ω|=1

e−iρx·ωdσω ρ
3dρ

=λ3
∫

|ω|=1

e−iλx·ωdσω .

(2.37)
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On the other hand, from [27, Theorem 1.2.1], we also note that
∫

S3

e−ix·ωdσ(ω) =
∑

±
a±(|x|)e±i|x|, (2.38)

where

|∂kr a±(r)| ≤ Ck(1 + r)−
3
2−k, k ≥ 0. (2.39)

Therefore we finally obtain representation (2.25).
�

3. Strichartz estimates

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.4 about the Strichartz
estimates.

3.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1. From the dispersive estimates in Proposition
2.3 and the L2-estimate (obtained from the mass conservation law for Schrödinger
equation or the unitary property of eitLA), the abstract method of Keel-Tao [24]
directly shows

Theorem 3.1. Let LA be in (2.4) and let u(t, x) be a solution of Schrödinger

equation
{

i∂tu+ LAu = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R
4 \ {0, 0, x3, x4}

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R4.
(3.1)

Then there exists a constant C such that

‖u(t, x)‖Lq
t (R;L

r
x(R

4)) ≤ C‖u0‖L2(R4), (3.2)

where (q, r) ∈ ΛS
0 defined in (1.9).

Remark 3.2. The Strichartz estimates (3.2) can be extended to the solution of
{

i∂tu+ LA,au = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R4 \ {0},
u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R

4,
(3.3)

where the electromagnetic operator LA,a =
(

− i∇ + A(x)
)2

+ a(x̂)|x|−2 and

x ∈ R4 \ {0}, x̂ ∈ S3 and minx̂∈S3 a(x̂) > −1. Indeed, this is a consequence of (3.2)
and the local smoothing estimates

‖|x|−1u(t, x)‖L2
t (R;L

2
x(R

4)) ≤ C‖u0‖L2(R4), (3.4)

which is implied by the weighted resolvent estimates in Barceló-Vega-Zubeldia[5]

sup
σ∈C\[0,∞)

∥

∥|x|−1(LA,a − σ)−1|x|−1
∥

∥

L2
t (R;L

2
x(R

4))
≤ C. (3.5)

Remark 3.3. The method also works for dimension three in which

A(x) = α

(

− x2
|x1|2 + |x2|2

,
x1

|x1|2 + |x2|2
, 0

)

, α ∈ R.

In this case, the endpoint Strichartz estimate (3.2) with (q, r) = (2, 6) is a general-
ization of [3, (1.14)].
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Now we prove Theorem 1.1 by using (3.2). Let u(t, ~x1, ~x2) solve (1.6), from (2.3),
then

v(t; ~y1, ~y2) = u
(

t;
~y1 + ~y2√

2
,
~y2 − ~y1√

2

)

(3.6)

solves (3.1). Therefore, by (1.15) and (3.2), we obtain for (q, r) ∈ ΛS
0 defined in

(1.9)

‖u(t, ~x1, ~x2)‖Lq
t (R;L

r
x(R

4)) ≤ C‖v(t; ~y1, ~y2)‖Lq
t (R;L

r
x(R

4))

≤ C‖v0(~y1, ~y2)‖L2(R4) ≤ C‖u0(~x1, ~x2)‖L2(R4).
(3.7)

Thus, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3.2. The proof of Theorem 1.4. By the same argument of (3.7), to prove The-
orem 1.4, it suffices to establish the Strichartz estimates for the wave equation

{

∂ttu+ LAu = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R4 \ {0, 0, x3, x4}
u(0, x) = f(x), ∂tu(0, x) = g(x) x ∈ R4.

(3.8)

To this goal, we first prove the localized dispersive estimates for wave (3.8).

Proposition 3.4 (Dispersive estimate for wave). Let LA be given in (2.4) and

let φ ∈ C∞
c ([1/2, 2]) take value in [0, 1] such that 1 =

∑

k∈Z

φ(2−kλ). Assume f =

φ(2−k
√
LA)f with k ∈ Z, then there exists a constant C independent of t and k ∈ Z

such that

‖eit
√
LAf‖L∞(R4) ≤ C2

5
2k(2−k + |t|)− 3

2 ‖f‖L1(R4). (3.9)

Proof. With Proposition 2.4 in hand, we use stationary phase argument to prove
Proposition 3.4. We write

eit
√
LAf =

∫

R4

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)dE√
LA

(λ;x, y)f(y)dy.

Now we aim to show kernel estimate
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)dE√
LA

(λ;x, y)
∣

∣

∣
≤ C2

5
2k(2−k + |t|)− 3

2 . (3.10)

For this purpose, from Proposition 2.4, it suffices to show

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)λ3a±(λ|x− y|)e±iλ|x−y|dλAα(θ, θ̄)
∣

∣

∣
≤ C2

5
2k(2−k+ |t|)− 3

2 , (3.11)

and
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)λ3
∫ ∞

0

a±(λ|~ns|)e±iλ|~ns|Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds dλ
∣

∣

∣

≤ C2
5
2k(2−k + |t|)− 3

2 ,

(3.12)

where a± satisfies (2.26), ~ns is in (2.27), and Aα(θ, θ̄), Bα(s, θ, θ̄) are in (2.7) and
(2.8). Since a± satisfies (2.26), let r = |x− y| or |~ns|, hence

∣

∣∂Nλ [a±(λr)]
∣

∣ ≤ CNλ
−N (1 + λr)−

3
2 , N ≥ 0. (3.13)
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We first prove (3.11). If 2k|t± |x− y|| ≤ 1, by (3.13), we directly estimate

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)λ3a±(λ|x− y|)e±iλ|x−y|dλ
∣

∣

∣

≤C
∫ 2k+1

2k−1

λ3(1 + λ|x− y|)−3/2dλ

≤C24k(1 + 2k|x− y|)−3/2.

If 2k|t± |x− y|| ≥ 1, we use (3.13) again and perform N -times integration by parts
to obtain

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)λ3a±(λ|x− y|)e±iλ|x−y|dλ
∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

(

1

i(t± |x− y|)
∂

∂λ

)N
(

ei(t±|x−y|)λ)φ(2−kλ)λ3a±(λ|x− y|)dλ
∣

∣

∣

≤CN |t± |x− y||−N

∫ 2k+1

2k−1

λ3−N (1 + λ|x − y|)−3/2dλ

≤CN2k(4−N)|t± |x− y||−N(1 + 2k|x− y|)−3/2.

It follows that
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)λ3a±(λ|x − y|)e±iλ|x−y|dλ
∣

∣

∣

≤CN24k
(

1 + 2k|t± |x− y||
)−N

(1 + 2k|x− y|)−3/2.

(3.14)

If |t| ∼ |x− y|, we see (3.11). Otherwise, we have |t± |x− y|| ≥ c|t| for some small
constant c, choose N = 1 and N = 0, and then use geometric mean argument to
obtain (3.11).

We next prove (3.12). We follow the same lines to obtain

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

eitλφ(2−kλ)λ3
∫ ∞

0

a±(λ|~ns|)e±iλ|~ns|Bα(s, θ, θ̄)ds dλ
∣

∣

∣

≤ C2
5
2 k(2−k + |t|)− 3

2

∫ ∞

0

|Bα(s, θ, θ̄)|ds.
(3.15)

From (2.24), we have
∫ ∞

0

|Bα(s, θ, θ̄)|ds ≤ C, (3.16)

which implies (3.12). Therefore we prove (3.10), hence (3.9) holds.
�

We also need the following proposition to achieve our goal.

Proposition 3.5 (A kernel estimate). Let LA be given in (2.4) and let ψ ∈
C∞

c ([1/2, 2]) and take value in [0, 1]. For k ∈ Z and any K ≥ 0, there exists a

constant C independent of k ∈ Z such that

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

ψ(2−kλ)dE√
LA

(λ;x, y)
∣

∣

∣ .
24k

(1 + 2k|x− y|)K . (3.17)
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Proof. On one hand, by using scaling, we see
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

ψ(2−kλ)dE√
LA

(λ;x, y)
∣

∣

∣
= 24k

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

ψ(λ)dE√
LA

(λ; 2kx, 2ky)
∣

∣

∣
. (3.18)

On the other hand, by using Proposition 2.4 and integration by parts K times, we
have

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

ψ(λ)dE√
LA

(λ;x, y)
∣

∣

∣
.

1

(1 + |x− y|)K +

∫ ∞

0

1

(1 + |~ns|)K
|Bα(s, θ, θ̄)|ds.

From (2.27), we observe that |~ns|2 ≥ (r1 + r2)
2 + |x3 − y3|2 + |x4 − y4|2 ≥ |x− y|2.

Thus it follows from (3.16) that
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

ψ(λ)dE√
LA

(λ;x, y)
∣

∣

∣
.

1

(1 + |x− y|)K .

This together with (3.18) gives (3.17).
�

Next we need the Littlewood-Paley square function inequality associated with
the operator LA. This can be done by following the proof of [15, Proposition 2.2],
once we show the heat kernel estimate in Theorem 1.7. Even LA is slightly different
from the operator LA,0 in [15], we can use the argument to prove (1.25). Indeed,
if one replaces the variable t by t/i, by the analytic continuous argument, we can
obtain (1.25) from Proposition 2.1. We omit the detail of the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Therefore, by the standard argument deriving Littlewood-Paley theory from the
Gaussian boundedness of heat kernel (e.g. see [15]), we have

Proposition 3.6 (LP square function inequality). Let {φk}k∈Z be in Proposition

3.4 and let LA be given in (2.4). Then for 1 < p <∞, there exist constants cp and

Cp depending on p such that

cp‖f‖Lp(R4) ≤
∥

∥

∥

(

∑

k∈Z

|φk(
√

LA)f |2
)

1
2
∥

∥

∥

Lp(R4)
≤ Cp‖f‖Lp(R4). (3.19)

For each k ∈ Z, let φk(λ) = φ(2−kλ), we define

Uk(t) =

∫ ∞

0

eitλφk(λ)dE√
LA

(λ;x, y), (3.20)

where dE√
LA

(λ;x, y) is the spectral measure in Proposition 2.4. Hence by spectral
property (e.g. [21, Lemma 5.3]), we see

Uk(t)U
∗
k (s) =

∫ ∞

0

ei(t−s)λ
(

φk(λ)
)2
dE√

LA
(λ;x, y).

On one hand, by Proposition 3.4, we have

‖Uk(t)U
∗
k (s)‖L1→L∞ . 25k(2−k + |t− s|)−3. (3.21)

On the other hand, by duality argument, we have

‖U(t)‖2L2→L2 = ‖Uk(t)U
∗
k (t)‖L2→L2 . 1. (3.22)

Indeed, this is implied by
∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

(

φk(λ)
)2
dE√

LA
(λ;x, y)

∣

∣

∣
.

24k

(1 + 2k|x− y|)N ∈ L1(R4),

which follows from Proposition (3.5).
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Then using Keel-Tao’s argument (also see [24]), for (q, r) ∈ Λw
s , we get

‖Uk(t)f‖Lq
t (RL

r(R4)) . 2ks‖f‖L2(R4). (3.23)

Let fj(x) = φ(2−j
√
LA)f , then

eit
√
LAf(x) =

∑

k∈Z

Uk(t)f(x) =
∑

j∈Z

∑

k∈Z

Uk(t)fj(x). (3.24)

By using (3.19) and Minkowski’s inequality, we show that

‖eit
√
LAf‖Lq

t (RL
r(R4)) .

∥

∥

∥

(

∑

j∈Z

|
∑

k∈Z

Uk(t)fj |2
)1/2

∥

∥

∥

Lq
t (RL

r(R4))

.
(

∑

j∈Z

∥

∥

∑

k∈Z

Uk(t)fj
∥

∥

2

Lq
t (RL

r(R4))

)1/2

. (3.25)

We observe that φk(
√
LA)fj vanishes when |j − k| ≥ 10, thus

(

∑

j∈Z

∥

∥

∑

k∈Z

Uk(t)fj
∥

∥

2

Lq
t (RL

r(R4))

)1/2

.
(

∑

j∈Z

∑

|j−k|≤10

‖Uk(t)fj‖2Lq
t (RL

r(R4))

)1/2

.
(

∑

j∈Z

2js‖fj‖2L2(R4)

)1/2

= ‖f‖Ḣs
A
(R4). (3.26)

Since

u(t, x) =
eit

√
LA + e−it

√
LA

2
f(x) +

eit
√
LA − e−it

√
LA

2i
√
LA

g(x), (3.27)

we finally prove the Strichartz estimates

‖u(t, x)‖Lq
t (RL

r(R4)) . ‖f‖Ḣs
A
(R4) + ‖g‖Ḣs−1

A
(R4). (3.28)

By the equivalence of Sobolev norms (1.26), we finally obtain (1.11). The proof of
Theorem 1.4 is now complete.

4. Scattering theory

We divide this section into three parts. The first part proves the global well-
posedness for the solution to the equation (1.17). Then we show the classical
Morawetz estimate by using the virial identity in [14, Theorem1.2]. Finally, we
prove Theorem 1.6 by following the idea in [17].

4.1. Global well-posedness. By interpolating (2.23) and mass conservation, we
obtain the following dispersive estimates.

Proposition 4.1 (Dispersive Estimate). Let α ∈ R and 2 ≤ p ≤ +∞. Then we

have the following estimate

‖eitLAf‖Lp(R4) ≤ C|t|−4( 1
2− 1

p
)‖f‖Lp′(R4), ∀t ∈ R \ {0}. (4.1)

for some constant C = C(α, p) > 0 which does not depend on t and f .

Then Strichartz estimates follow from a direct application of Keel-Tao’s argu-
ment [24].
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Proposition 4.2 (Strichartz estimate including inhomogeneous term). Let LA be

in (2.4), u(t, x) be a solution of nonlinear Schrödinger equation

{

i∂tu+ LAu = F (t, x), (t, x) ∈ I × R
4,

u(t0, x) = u0, x ∈ R4,
(4.2)

then for admissible pairs (q, r), (q̄, r̄) ∈ ΛS
0 , there exists a constant C such that

‖u(t, x)‖Lq
t (I×Lr

x(R
4)) ≤ C‖u0‖L2(R4) +

∥

∥F
∥

∥

Lq̄′

t Lr̄′
x (I×R4)

. (4.3)

Remark 4.3. From (4.3) and (1.26), we obtain

∥

∥∇Au
∥

∥

Lq
tL

r
x(I×R4)

. ‖u0‖Ḣ1
A
(R4) +

∥

∥∇AF
∥

∥

Lq̄′

t Lr̄′
x (I×R4)

, (4.4)

and
∥

∥∇u
∥

∥

Lq
tL

r
x(I×R4)

. ‖u0‖Ḣ1(R4) +
∥

∥∇F
∥

∥

Lq̄′

t Lr̄′
x (I×R4)

, r < 4. (4.5)

With dispersive estimates (4.1), Strichartz estimates (4.3)-(4.5) and chain rules
of non-integer order for operator LA (1.27) in hand, we derive the following local
well-posedness theory.

Proposition 4.4 (Local well-posedness theory). Let u0 ∈ H1
A
(R4). Then there

exists T = T (‖u0‖H1
A

) > 0 such that the equation (1.17) with initial data u0 has a

unique solution u with

u, ∇Au ∈ C(I;L2(R4)) ∩ Lq
t (I;L

r(R4)), I = [0, T ), (4.6)

with (q, r) ∈ ΛS
0 .

Proof. We argue by the standard Banach fixed point argument. To this end, let

X(I) = C(I;L2(R4)) ∩ Lq0
t (I;Lr0(R4)), (q0, r0) =

(

p+1
p−1 , p+ 1

)

,

we consider the map

Φ : u 7→ eitLAu0 − i

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)LA |u(s)|p−1u(s)ds

on the complete metric space

B :=
{

u, ∇Au ∈ C(I;L2(R4)) ∩ Lq0
t (I;Lr0(R4)) : ‖u‖X(I), ‖∇Au‖X(I) ≤ 2C‖u0‖H1

A

}

and the metric

d(u, v) := ‖u− v‖Lq0
t (I;Lr0(R4)).

The constant C depends only on the dimension and α, and it reflects implicit
constants in the Strichartz and Sobolev embedding inequalities. We need to prove
that the operator Φ is well-defined on B and is a contraction map under the metric
d for I.

Throughout the proof, all spacetime norms will be on I×R4. To see that Φ maps
the ball B to itself, we use the Strichartz inequality in Theorem 4.2 and Sobolev
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embedding theorem and equivalent norms (1.26) to arrive at

‖Φ(u)‖X(I) ≤C‖u0‖L2
x
+ C

∥

∥|u|p−1u
∥

∥

L
q′0
t L

r′0
x

≤C‖u0‖L2
x
+ CT

1− 2
q0 ‖u‖p−1

L∞(I,Lr0)‖u‖Lq0(I,Lr0)

≤C‖u0‖L2
x
+ CT 1− 2

q0 ‖|∇|u‖p−1
L∞(I,L2)‖u‖Lq0(I,Lr0)

≤C‖u0‖L2
x
+ CT

1− 2
q0 ‖∇Au‖p−1

L∞(I,L2)‖u‖Lq0(I,Lr0)

≤C‖u0‖L2
x
+ CT 1− 2

q0 ‖∇Au‖p−1
X(I)‖u‖X(I).

Noting that ‖u‖X(I), ‖∇Au‖X(I) ≤ 2C‖u0‖H1
A

, we see that for u ∈ B,

‖Φ(u)‖X(I) ≤ C‖u0‖L2
x
+ CT

1− 2
q0

(

2C‖u0‖H1
A

)p
.

Since 1 < p < 3, then

1− 2

q0
= 1− 2(p− 1)

p+ 1
> 0. (4.7)

Therefore, we take T sufficiently small such that

T 1− 2
q0

(

2C‖u0‖H1
A

)p ≤ ‖u0‖H1
A

,

we have ‖Φ(u)‖X(I) ≤ 2C‖u0‖H1
A

for u ∈ B. Similarly, by Strichartz estimate (4.4),

chain rules (1.27), equivalent norms (1.26) and inequality (4.7), we get
∥

∥∇AΦ(u)
∥

∥

X(I)
≤C‖∇Au0‖L2

x
+ C

∥

∥∇A(|u|p−1u)
∥

∥

Lq′0(I,Lr′0)

≤C‖∇Au0‖L2
x
+ CT

1− 2
q0 ‖u‖p−1

L∞(I,Lr0)‖∇Au‖Lq0(I,Lr0)

≤C‖u0‖Ḣ1
A

+ CT 1− 2
q0 ‖|∇|u‖p−1

L∞(I,L2)‖∇Au‖Lq0(I,Lr0)

≤C‖u0‖L2
x
+ CT 1− 2

q0 ‖∇Au‖pX(I).

This shows that Φ maps the ball B to itself.
Finally, to prove that Φ is a contraction, for u, v ∈ B, we argue as above

d
(

Φ(u),Φ(v)
)

≤C
∥

∥|u|p−1u− |v|p−1v
∥

∥

L
q′
0

t L
r′
0

x

≤CT 1− 2
q0 ‖u− v‖Lq0

t L
r0
x

(

‖∇Au‖p−1
L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇Av‖p−1

L∞
t L2

x

)

≤2CT
1− 2

q0

(

2C‖u0‖H1
A

)p−1
d(u, v)

≤1

2
d(u, v)

by taking T sufficiently small such that

2CT
1
2

(

2C‖u0‖H1
A

)p−1 ≤ 1

2
.

The standard fixed point argument gives a unique solution u of (1.17) on I×R4.
By Strichartz estimate, we also get the bound

‖u‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×R4) + ‖∇Au‖Lq

tL
r
x(I×R4) ≤ 2C‖u0‖H1

A
(R4), ∀ (q, r) ∈ ΛS

0 , r < 4

�

On the other hand, conservation laws for equation (1.17) hold.
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Lemma 4.5 (Conservation laws). If the solution u for equation (1.17) has sufficient

decay at infinity and smoothness, it conserves the mass

M(u) =

∫

R4

|u(t, x)|2dx =M(u0) (4.8)

and energy

E(u(t)) =
1

2

∫

R4

|∇Au(t)|2dx+
1

p+ 1

∫

R4

|u(t)|p+1dx = E(u0). (4.9)

Proof. From equation (1.17) and using the integration by parts, we see

d

dt
M(u(t)) = 2Re

∫

R4

utūdx = 2Re

∫

R4

i(LAu− |u|p−1u)ūdx

= −2 Im

∫

R4

(LAu− |u|p−1u)ūdx = 2 Im

∫

R4

|∇Au|2dx+ 2 Im

∫

R4

|u|p+1dx = 0,

which implies (4.8).
A similar computation yields

d

dt
E(u(t)) = Re

∫

R4

∇Aut∇Au+ |u|p−1ūutdx = 0,

which implies (4.9). �

Using the mass and energy conservation laws, we obtain

‖u(t)‖2H1
A
(R4) ≤M(u0) + 2E(u0). (4.10)

Therefore, the global well-posedness follows from the local well-posedness theory
and mass and energy conservation.

4.2. Morawetz estimate. In this subsection, we derive the classical Morawetz
estimate from the virial identity in Theorem 4.7.

Proposition 4.6 (Morawetz estimate). Assume that u : I × R4 → C solves the

equation (1.17), then there holds
∫

I

∫

R4

|u(t, x)|p+1

|x| dx dt ≤ C
(

M(u0), E(u0)
)

. (4.11)

Proposition 4.6 follows from Theorem 4.7 with a(x) = |x| below.
Theorem 4.7 (Virial identity). Let a : R4 → R be a radial, real-valued multiplier,

a(x) = a(|x|)and let

Φa(t) =

∫

R4

a(x)|u|2dx.

Then for any solution u of magnetic Schrödinger equation (1.17) and initial datum

u0 ∈ L2, ∇Au0 ∈ L2, the following virial-type identity holds:

d2

dt2
Φa(t) = 4

∫

R4

∇AuD
2a∇Audx−

∫

R4

|u|2∆2adx+
2(p− 1)

p+ 1

∫

R4

|u|p+1∆adx,

(4.12)
where

(D2a)j,k =
∂2

∂xj∂xk
a, ∆2a = ∆(∆a),

for j, k = 1, · · · , 4 are respectively the Hessian matrix and the bi-Laplaican of a.
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Proof. From equation (1.17), we see that

ut = i(LA + |u|p−1)u.

Then a simple calculation yields

dΦa(t)

dt
= i〈u, [LA, a]u〉,

and

d2Φa(t)

dt2
= −〈u, [LA, [LA, a]]u〉−(〈u, [LA, a]|u|p−1u〉+〈|u|p−1u, [LA, a]u〉). (4.13)

Consider the first term in (4.13), using the virial identity in [14, Theorem1.2], we
arrive at

− 〈u, [LA, [LA, a]]u〉 = 4

∫

R4

∇AuD
2a∇Audx−

∫

R4

|u|2∆2adx. (4.14)

Recalling that the commutator

[LA, a] = 2∇a · ∇A +∆a

(see[14, (2.7)]), we obtain for the reminder term by using integration by parts

− 〈u, [LA, a]|u|p−1u〉+ 〈|u|p−1u, [LA, a]u〉
=− 2〈u,∇a · ∇A(|u|p−1u)〉+ 2〈|u|p−1u,∇a · ∇Au〉

=
2(p− 1)

p+ 1

∫

R4

|u|p+1∆adx. (4.15)

Collecting (4.13)-(4.15) together, we finally conclude (4.12). �

4.3. Scattering Theory. In this subsection, we aim to establish a scattering the-
ory by following the idea in [17].

4.3.1. Decay of potential energy. We will utilize the classical Morawetz estimate in
Proposition 4.6 and dispersive estimates (4.1) and Strichartz estimates (4.3)-(4.5)
that we obtained in the last two subsections to show the decay of potential energy.

Proposition 4.8. Let u : R×R4 → C be the global solution to (1.17). Then, there

holds

lim
t→±∞

‖u(t, ·)‖Lp+1
x (R4) = 0. (4.16)

By interpolating with mass and energy, we obtain

lim
t→±∞

‖u(t, ·)‖Lr
x(R

4) = 0, ∀ 2 < r < p+ 1. (4.17)

Proof. We adapt Ginibre-Velo’s method in [17] to show this proposition. For com-
pleteness, we give the detailed proof. We only need to show the positive time
direction.

We have
∫

R4

|u(t, x)|p+1 dx =

∫

|x|≤t log t

|u(t, x)|p+1 dx+

∫

|x|>t log t

|u(t, x)|p+1 dx. (4.18)

Step 1: In this step, we will show

lim
t→∞

∫

|x|>t log t

|u(t, x)|p+1 dx = 0. (4.19)
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To do this, for given M > 0, we define the smoothing function

θM (x) =

{

|x|
M if |x| ≤M

1 if |x| ≤ 2M.
(4.20)

Then, it is easy to check that

θM ∈ W 1,∞(R4), ‖∇θM‖∞ .
1

M
, θMu ∈ C(R, H1

A
(R4)).

By (1.17) and a simple computation, we get

1

2

d

dt

∫

R4

θM (x)|u(t, x)|2 dx =Re

∫

R3

θMutū dx

=Re

∫

R4

θM ū
[

iLAu+ i|u|p−1u
]

dx

=− Im

∫

R4

θM ūLAu dx

=Im

∫

R4

(−i∇+A)θM · (i∇+A)uū dx.

Hence

∣

∣

∣

d

dt

∫

R4

θM (x)|u(t, x)|2 dx
∣

∣

∣
.

∥

∥(−i∇+A)θM
∥

∥

∞ · ‖u‖L2
x
·
∥

∥(i∇+A)u
∥

∥

L2
x

≤ C

M
.

Integrating in time, we obtain

∫

R4

θM (x)|u(t, x)|2 dx ≤ C

M
t+

∫

R4

θM (x)|u0(x)|2 dx, ∀ t > 0. (4.21)

Taking M = t log t, we have

∫

|x|>t log t

|u(t, x)|2 dx .
1

log t
+

∫

R3

θM (x)|u0(x)|2 dx

.
1

log t
+

∫

|x|≤t log t

|x|
t log t

|u0(x)|2 dx+

∫

|x|>t log t

|u0(x)|2 dx

.
1

log t
+

1√
t log t

∫

|x|≤
√
t log t

|u0(x)|2 dx+

∫

|x|>
√
t log t

|u0(x)|2 dx

→0 as t→ ∞.

Since 3 < p + 1 < 4, so (4.19) follows by interpolating the above inequality with
‖u(t, x)‖L4

x
. ‖u(t, x)‖H1

A

. 1.

Step 2: By Morawetz estimate (4.11), we derive that for any ǫ > 0, t > 1 and
τ > 0, there exists t0 > max{t, 2τ} such that

∫ t0

t0−2τ

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds < ǫ. (4.22)
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Actually, by Morawetz estimate (4.11), we see that

∞ >

∫ ∞

1

∫

R4

|u(s, x)|p+1

|x| dx ds >

∫ ∞

1

1

s log s

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds

=

∞
∑

k=0

∫ t+2(k+1)τ

t+2kτ

1

s log s

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds

≥
∞
∑

k=0

1

(t+ 2(k + 1)τ) log(t+ 2(k + 1)τ)

∫ t+2(k+1)τ

t+2kτ

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds.

We note that
∞
∑

k=0

1

(t+ 2(k + 1)τ) log(t+ 2(k + 1)τ)
= +∞,

then there exists k > 0 such that
∫ t+2(k+1)τ

t+2kτ

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds ≤ ǫ,

therefore, (4.22) holds by taking t0 = t+ 2(k + 1)τ .
Step 3: We claim that for any ǫ > 0 and b > 0, there exists t0 > b such that

sup
s∈[t0−b,t0]

‖u(s, ·)‖Lp+1
x (R4) < ǫ. (4.23)

Taking t > τ > 0, we have by Duhamel’s formula

u(t) =eitLAu0 − i

∫ t−τ

0

ei(t−s)LA(|u|p−1u)(s) ds− i

∫ t

t−τ

ei(t−s)LA(|u|p−1u)(s) ds

,v(t) + w(t, τ) + z(t, τ).

First, by density S(R4) →֒ Lp(R4) and the dispersive estimate, we obtain

lim
t→∞

‖v(t)‖Lp+1
x (R4) = 0. (4.24)

Estimate of w(t, τ): Using dispersive estimate and ‖u‖Lp+1
x

. ‖u‖H1 . 1, we
get

‖w(t, τ)‖L∞
x

.

∫ t−τ

0

(t− s)−2‖u‖p+1

Lp+1
x

ds . τ−1. (4.25)

On the other hand, we have

w(t, τ) = eiτLAu(t− τ)− eitLAu0.

This implies

‖w(t, τ)‖L2
x
. ‖u0‖L2

x
. 1.

Interpolating this with (4.25) yields that

‖w(t, τ)‖Lp+1
x

≤ Kτ−
p−1
p+1 (4.26)

for some K > 0.



24 XIAOFEN GAO, JUNYONG ZHANG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

Estimate of z(t, τ): Using Minkowski’s inequality, the dispersive estimate and
Hölder’s inequality and the boundedness of potential energy, one has

‖z(t, τ)‖Lp+1
x

.

∫ t

t−τ

(t− s)−
2(p−1)
p+1 ‖u‖p

Lp+1
x

ds

.
(

∫ t

t−τ

(t− s)−
3p−1

2(p+1) ds
)

4(p−1)
3p−1

(

∫ t

t−τ

‖u‖
3p−1
3−p

p

Lp+1
x

ds
)

3−p
3(p−1)

.τ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)

(

∫ t

t−τ

‖u‖p+1

Lp+1
x

ds
)

3−p
3(p−1) ‖u‖

4p2−3p−3
3(p−1)

L∞
t Lp+1

x

≤Lτ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)

+ 3−p
3(p−1)

(

sup
s>t−τ

∫

|x|>s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx
)

3−p
3(p−1)

+ Lτ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)

(

∫ t

t−τ

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds
)

3−p
3(p−1)

,

for some L > 0.
Therefore,

‖u(t)‖Lp+1
x

≤‖v(t)‖Lp+1
x

+Kτ−
p−1
p+1

+ Lτ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)

+ 3−p
3(p−1)

(

sup
s>t−τ

∫

|x|>s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx
)

3−p
3(p−1)

+ Lτ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)

(

∫ t

t−τ

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds
)

3−p
3(p−1)

. (4.27)

For any ǫ > 0, there exists τǫ > b such that for any τ > τǫ s.t.

Kτ−
p−1
p+1 ≤ Kτ

− p−1
p+1

ǫ =
ǫ

4
. (4.28)

On the other hand, by Step 1 and (4.24), we deduce that there exists t1 > τǫ such
that for any t ≥ t1

‖v(t)‖Lp+1
x

+ Lτ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)

+ 3−p
3(p−1)

ǫ

(

sup
s>t−τǫ

∫

|x|>s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx
)

3−p
3(p−1)

<
ǫ

2
.

(4.29)
Furthermore, by Step 2, we derive that there exists t0 > max{t1 + b, 2τǫ} such that

Lτ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)
ǫ

(

∫ t0

t0−2τǫ

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds
)

3−p
3(p−1)

<
ǫ

4
. (4.30)

Noting that for t ∈ [t0 − b, t0] and τǫ > b, we have

[t− τǫ, t] ⊂ [t− b, t] ⊂ [t0 − 2τǫ, t0].

Thus,

Lτ
2(p−1)(3−p)
(p+1)(3p−1)
ǫ

(

∫ t

t−τǫ

∫

|x|≤s log s

|u(s, x)|p+1 dx ds
)

3−p
3(p−1)

<
ǫ

4
. (4.31)

Plugging (4.28), (4.29) and (4.31) into (4.27), we obtain the claim (4.23).
Step 4: Now we turn to show (4.16). It is equivalent to show that for any ǫ > 0,

there exists Tǫ > 0 such that for any t > Tǫ

‖u(t, x)‖Lp+1
x

< ǫ. (4.32)
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From Step 3, we know that for any t > τ > 0

‖u(t, x)‖Lp+1
x

≤ ‖v(t)‖Lp+1
x

+Kτ−
p−1
p+1 + ‖z(t, τ)‖Lp+1

x
. (4.33)

For any ǫ > 0, we take τǫ > 0 such that

Kτ
− p−1

p+1
ǫ =

ǫ

4
. (4.34)

On the other hand, by (4.24), we can choose t1 > τǫ > 0 such that

‖v(t)‖Lp+1
x

<
ǫ

4
, ∀ t > t1. (4.35)

Thus,

‖u(t, x)‖Lp+1
x

≤ ǫ

2
+ ‖z(t, τǫ)‖Lp+1

x
, ∀ t > t1. (4.36)

Using the dispersive estimate, we get

‖z(t, τǫ)‖Lp+1
x

.

∫ t

t−τǫ

(t− s)−
2(p−1)
p+1 ‖u(s)‖p

Lp+1
x

ds

≤Mτ
3−p
p+1
ǫ sup

s∈[t−τǫ,t]

‖u(s)‖p
Lp+1

x

(4.37)

for some M > 0. Hence,

‖u(t, x)‖Lp+1
x

≤ ǫ

2
+Mτ

3−p
p+1
ǫ sup

s∈[t−τǫ,t]

‖u(s)‖p
Lp+1

x

, ∀ t > t1. (4.38)

On the other hand, applying (4.23) with b = τǫ, we derive that there exists
t0 ≥ τǫ such that

sup
t∈[t0−τǫ,t0]

‖u(t)‖Lp+1
x

< ǫ. (4.39)

Now, we utilize the bootstrap argument to prove (4.32). To do this, we define

tǫ := sup{t ≥ t0 : ‖u(s)‖Lp+1
x

< ǫ, ∀ s ∈ [t0 − τǫ, t]}. (4.40)

Then, it is equivalent to show that tǫ = +∞. By contradiction, we assume that
tǫ < +∞. Then,

‖u(tǫ)‖Lp+1
x

= ǫ. (4.41)

Using (4.36) with t = tǫ, we obtain

ǫ ≤ ǫ

2
+Mτ

3−p
p+1
ǫ ǫp =⇒ τ

3−p
p+1
ǫ ǫp−1 ≥ 1

2M
.

This together with (4.34) implies that

τ
3−p
p+1
ǫ (4Kτ

− p−1
p+1

ǫ )p−1 ≥ 1

2M
=⇒ τ

p2−p−2
p+1

ǫ ≤ 2M(4K)p−1

which contradicts with the fact that

lim
ǫ→0

τǫ = +∞.

Therefore, we conclude the proof of Proposition 4.8.
�
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4.4. Global space-time bound. In this subsection, we utilize the decay of po-
tential energy in Proposition 4.8 and the continuous argument to show the global
space-time bound for the global solution.

Proposition 4.9. Let u : R×R
4 → C be the global solution to (1.17). Then, there

holds

‖u(t, x)‖Lq
tH

1,r
A

(R×R4) < +∞, (4.42)

for any (q, r) ∈ ΛS
0 . As a consequence, the solution u(t, x) scatters.

Proof. We first utilize Proposition 4.8 and continuous argument to prove

‖u‖Lγ
t ([0,∞),H1,ρ

A
(R4)) < +∞, (γ, ρ) =

(

p+1
p−1 , p+ 1

)

. (4.43)

Using local well-posed theory, we get for any T > 0,

‖u‖Lγ
t ([0,T ],H1,ρ

A
(R4)) ≤ C

(

T,M(u0), E(u0)
)

.

Thus, we only need to show for some T > 0

‖u‖Lγ
t ([T,∞),H1,ρ

A
(R4)) < +∞. (4.44)

For t > T > 0, we have by Duhamel’s formula

u(t) = ei(t−T )LAu(T )− i

∫ t

T

ei(t−s)LA(|u|p−1u)(s) ds.

By Strichartz’s estimate and Sobolev embedding, we get

‖u‖Lγ
t ([T,∞),H1,ρ

A
(R4)) ≤C‖u‖H1

A

+ C
∥

∥|u|p−1u
∥

∥

Lγ′

t ([T,∞),H1,ρ′

A
)

≤C‖u‖H1
A

+ C‖u‖Lγ
t ([T,∞),H1,ρ

A
(R3))‖u‖

3−p
p−1

Lγ
t L

ρ
x
sup
t≥T

‖u(t)‖
p2−p−2

p−1

Lp+1
x

≤C‖u‖H1
A

+ C sup
t≥T

‖u(t)‖
p2−p−2

p−1

Lp+1
x

‖u‖
2

p−1

Lγ
t ([T,∞),H1,ρ

A
(R4))

,C‖u‖H1
A

+ Cǫ(T )‖u‖
2

p−1

Lγ
t ([T,∞),H1,ρ

A
(R4))

.

From Proposition 4.8, we know that

lim
T→∞

ǫ(T ) = 0.

This together with the continuous argument yields (4.44). And so (4.43) follows.
Furthermore, using the estimate

∥

∥|u|p−1u
∥

∥

Lγ′

t H1,ρ′

A

. ‖u‖
p2−p−2

p−1

L∞
t H1

A

‖u‖
2

p−1

Lγ
t H

1,ρ
A

,

and Strichartz estimate, one can now deduce that u ∈ Lq
tH

1,r
A

for any admissible
(q, r) ∈ ΛS

0 .
�
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