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SPECTRAL INEQUALITY FOR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS WITH
POWER GROWTH POTENTIALS

JIUYI ZHU AND JINPING ZHUGE

ABSTRACT. We prove a spectral inequality for Schrédinger equations with power growth
potentials, which particularly confirms a conjecture in [DSV22Hh]. This spectral inequality
depends on the decaying density of the sensor sets, and the growth rate of potentials.
The proof relies on three-ball inequalities derived from modified versions of quantitative
global and local Carleman estimates that take advantage of the gradient information of
the potentials.

1. INTRODUCTION

A spectral inequality in control theory for a nonnegative self-adjoint elliptic operator
H takes the following form

(1.1) 18]l 2y < Coe™Y 1@l 2@y, for any ¢ € Ran(Py(H)),

with some universal constants ¢ € (0,1),Cy > 0,C; > 0, where (M, g) is a Riemannian
manifold, 0 C M is a measurable subset, and P\(H) = X(—oo ) (H) is the resolution
of identity associated to H. If M is a smooth compact manifold and H = —A, is the
negative Laplace-Beltrami operator on M, then Py(H) is the spectral projection and
Ran(P\(H)) consists of finite sums of Laplace eigenfunctions, i.e., ¢ = >, _, ¢x, where

(1.2) — Ag¢k = )\kQSk on M.

In this case, the spectral inquality (LI]) holds with the sharp exponent t = %, which
originated from [LR95], [JL96] and [LZ98]. This result was used to study the null-
controllability problem for the corresponding heat equation in [LR95], the Hausdorff mea-
sure of nodal sets for finite sums of eigenfunctions in |JL96], and the null-controllability
of thermoelasticity system in [LZ9&]. See the review article [LL12] for more extensive

literature on the theory and applications in this situation.

The spectral inequality (I.1]) is also closely related to the quantitative unique continu-
ation property for the second order elliptic equations. For example, the following sharp
doubling inequality

(13) ||¢k||L2(IB§2T(m)) S €Cm||¢k||L2(]Br(m))7 for all ]BQT(.]:> C M,
was obtained in [DF88] for Laplace eigenfunctions in (LZ), where C' depends only on
M. The common philosophy for the spectral inequality (1) and the doubling inequality
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(C3) is that the information of eigenfunctions at any local area quantitatively controls
the growth information in a larger region. We mention that the quantitative unique
continuation is closely connected to the Landis’ conjecture on the sharp decay rate at
infinity |[KL88, IKSW15, IZh16, LMNN20], the uncertainty principles and Logvinenko-
Sereda theorem [DZ16, BJP21), [K01].

In the present paper, we study the spectral inequality for the Schrédinger operator
H=-A+V(z)in M =R" If lim; V(z) = 400, the inverse operator H ! is com-
pact in L?(R") and therefore the spectrum of H are discrete (countable) and unbounded,
consisting of positive eigenvalues with finite multiplicity that diverges to infinity. More-
over, for ¢ € Ran(P\(H)),

(1.4) = arpr, with ap = (¢, ¢),

A <A

where ¢ is the eigenfunction of H corresponding to the eigenvalue A, namely,
(1.5) —Ag + V(z)gr = Agr,  in R",

and {¢r : \p < A} forms an orthogonal basis of Ran(P\(H)). Here and after, we will
always assume that A is no less than the smallest eigenvalue A; > 0.

A measurable sensor set 0 C R™ is called efficient if the spectral inequality (L))
holds with some ¢ € (0,1). An efficient sensor set would imply the null-controllability for
the corresponding heat equation in R™; see, e.g., [NTTV20a, Theorem 2.8]. It has been
shown in [DSV22a, Example 2.5] that in general the efficient set €2 cannot be bounded.
However, with the power growth of the potential V', the eigenfunctions are well localized
and decaying exponentially. This allows that the volume of €2 can be bounded and €2 can
be very sparse far away from the origin. In particular, (LI was proved in [DSV22a] for
harmonic oscillator H = —A + |z|* with ¢ = ¢ + £, provided ( satisfying

(1.6) 00 (k+ (-5, 9)7)] = a,

for each k € Z" with some d > 0,7 € (0,1) and ¢ € [0,1). The special case ¢ =
0, corresponding to the so-call thick sets, has been used previously to study spectral
inequality in, e.g., [MP20, BJP21]. For general potentials V' that are merely bounded or
have mild local singularities, the spectral inequalities have been established in [NTTV18a,
DSV22H] under a stronger condition on the sensor set €2, which will be introduced below.

Denote by A;, = (=%, L) the cube with side length L > 0. Let d > 0, v € (0,1)

2772
and o € [0,1). We consider the measurable sensor sets 2 C R™ satisfying the following

property: there exists an equidistributed sequence {zj, : k € Z%} C R™ such that
(17) Qn (/{Z + Ad) B B,Ylﬂk\f’d(Zk)

for all k € Z™. A simple example of the sensor sets is

(1.8) Q= | Byaswn (k).

keZmn
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Clearly, Q in (L8) satisfies (I7) with v = 3 and d = 1 and has finite volume in the
case 0 > 0. If 0 = 0, the sensor set ) satisfying the assumption (7)) is called a (d,~)-
equidistributed set, which was introduced in [RV13] and studied also in, e.g., [NTTV18al.

In this paper, for simplicity and without loss of generality, we will fix d = 1.

Among the growing nonnegative potentials, the simplest ones are V(z) = |z|® with
B > 0. The following conjecture was made in [DSV22h, Conjecture 1.5].

Conjecture (I): Let H = —A + |z|° for some 8 > 0. Assume that © satisfies (7))
with d = 1,0 € [0,00) and 7 € (0,1). Then there exists a constant C, depending only on
B,0 and n, such that

1. on\5+3
(1.9) nwmmsgfwﬂwmm for all ¢ € Ran(Py(H)).

If 3 =2, then H = —A + |z|> is the standard harmonic oscillator. In this case,
as mentioned earlier, the above Conjecture (I) has been proved in [DSV22a] under the
condition (LE) by using the fact that the eigenfunctions of harmonic oscillator can be
written in terms of explicit Hermite functions. For § # 2, a spectral inequality was
proved in [DSV22h] with suboptimal exponent % + % instead of the conjectured exponent
% + % in (L9). In this paper, we prove a spectral inequality with conditioned potential
V', which solves Conjecture (I) as a corollary.

Now, we state our assumption on V' and the main theorem.

Assumption (A): Assume V' € L2 (R") satisfies the following two conditions:

loc

e There exist positive constants ¢; and f; such that for all z € R™,
(1.10) cr(fal = D} < V(a),

where (a); = max{a,0}.
e We can write V' = V; + V5 such that there exist positive constants ¢y and S5 such
that
(1.11) [Vi(2)| + |DVi(x)] + [Va()]

< oofla]+ 1),

Throughout, we will use the notations D; = é% for partial derivatives and D = (Dy, Dy, - - -)
for gradients. Roughly speaking, V; encloses the regular principle part of the potential
V', while V5 can be viewed as a rough small perturbation (so V' does not need to be
differentiable). This flexible assumption is sufficient for many applications, particularly
including V(z) = |z|? for any 3 > 0.

Theorem 1. Let H = —/A + V(z). Assume that V satisfies Assumption (A) and €
satisfies (I.79) with d = 1,0 € [0,00) and v € (0,3). Then there exists a constant C
depending only on (1, B2, c1,C2,0 and n such that

B2

1 5128
(1.12) wmmnsgfﬂ"ﬂmm@,ﬂww¢e%Mwa
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In Theorem [l the sensor set €2 is efficient, if ¢ = % + 2% <1, ie, o0 < f — % If
b1 = By = [, then 0 < g In this case, Theorem [I] leads to the observability of the
corresponding heat equations as in [DSV22h, Corollary 1.5]. We point out that under
a weaker condition on DV, a similar spectral inequality was shown in [DSV22b] with
suboptimal exponent - -+ % The factor %, also appearing in [NTTV20a, NTTV20b],
seems to be a natural barrier if the potential is merely bounded measurable. In Theorem
Il we improve the exponent to the expected one é + 2%21, which is consistent with the sharp
result for harmonic oscillator (i.e., £ = Sz = 2) in [DSV224] and seems to be optimal
in general. Our proof largely follows the strategy of [LR95, lJL96, NTTV18a]. The new
ingredient in the argument is that we apply certain quantitative Carleman estimates to
take advantage of the growth condition on DV). These quantitative Carleman estimates
are initially motivated by [DF88, [Laulll, Zh15]. Especially, a new version of quantitative
global Carleman estimate was shown by the first author of this paper in [Zh22] for the
study of boundary doubling inequalities for Laplace eigenfunctions, and is generalized in

this paper to study the spectral inequality.

As a straightforward corollary of Theorem [Il, we have

Corollary 1. Conjecture (1) is true.

Proof. For 8 > 1, Theorem [ follows from Theorem [ with V; = |z|® and V5 = 0. For
0 < B <1, we write |z|® = |z|?(1 — n(z)) + |z|°n(z), where n € C$°(R") is a smooth
cut-off function such that n = 1in B; and n = 0 in R™\ B,. Then Theorem [ follows from
Theorem [ with V; = |2]?(1 — n(x)) and Vi = |z|’n(z). O

Our paper is mostly self-contained except for the proofs of Proposition 2] (a Carleman
estimate) and Proposition 3] (a localization property). The proof of Proposition 2] which is
in the same spirit of the proof of Proposition [I] can be extracted from [Zh15]. Proposition
B is taken from [DSV22b] with a simple improvement; see Remark [l Throughout the
paper, we use B, and B, to represent balls in R" and R™™! respectively, and use the
notation B = B, N {x,+; > 0}. The letters C, é, or C; denote positive constants that
do not depend on A\, and may vary from line to line. We use a ~ b to denote cb < a < Cb
with universal positive constants ¢ and C' depending only on n.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we obtain two types of three-
ball inequalities, using quantitative global and local Carleman estimates. Section 3 is
devoted to the proof of the spectral inequality in Theorem [II The Appendix in section
4 includes the proof of the quantitative global Carleman estimate and a lemma on the
geometric properties of some introduced sets.
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The second author is supported by grants from NSFC and AMSS-CAS.



2. THREE-BALL INEQUALITIES

In this section, we prove two types of three-ball inequalities for the solutions of
(2.1) ~Av+Vu=0 inR"™.

Our main tools to obtain the three-ball inequalities are the quantitative Carleman esti-
mates. Carleman estimates are weighted integral inequalities with weight functions in
the form of €™, where ¢ usually satisfies some convexity condition and the Carleman
parameter 7 is assumed to be large. To obtain the quantitative Carleman estimates, we
need a lower bound for the Carleman parameter 7.

First we present a quantitative global Carleman estimate and then prove a three-ball
inequality involving one ball on the boundary. We choose the weight function
U(F) = 0
with 7 = 7(y) = |y — b| where b = (0,---,0, —b,+1) with some small positive b,; > 0.
This modified distance function does not generate singularity in the upper half-space when
taken derivatives. Let d € (0, %) be a scale parameter. In this paper, we fix b,,1 = %0.
Proposition 1 (First Carleman estimate). Let § € (0,%). There exist positive constants

' 2
Co, C1 and Cy depending on n such that for any u € C*(Bf U {yn+1 =0}), s @ and

T > Cl(l + ||‘/1||W100 ]B+ + H‘/éHLoo(B“' )
one has
ou
T A 1 1 )
e u+Vu + + T2s[|p2e =
le™( )||L2(]B5) I8 Y =0}
(2.2) > 007'%(92||’17D%6T¢U||L2(]Bé+) + COT%SHw%eTwDuHLZ(B;)‘

The above proposition is a modified version of [Zh22, Proposition 2|. The proof is given
in the Appendix.

Define the sets

1

_5}7

Wy = {y e R ly—bl <7

1
Wy ={y e Ry |y —0b] < 50}

9
Wy ={y e R |ly—b] < 30h

where 0 < § < % Note that W, € Wy C W3 C Bs C R*H.

Let L be an odd integer to be determined in the proof of Theorem [ in Section 3.
Let z; € R, i € Z", be a (1,d)-equidistributed sequence in A = (—%,%)", namely,

Bs(z) C k+ Ay for each k € Qp := A, NZ". Let W;(2;) = W; + (2, 0) be the translation
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of the set W; C R for j = 1,2,3. We denote by B;(z;) the ball with radius § centered
at z; in R™, and introduce

— U W;(z;) and Ds(L) = U Bs(2).
1€Q €QL

With the aid of Proposition [l we are able to prove the following global three-ball inequal-
ity. See e.g., [ARRV09, [Lin91] for some variants of this three-ball inequality.

Lemma 1. Let § € (0,3). Let v be the solution of (21) with v(y) = 0 on the hyperplane
{Y|yns1 = 0}. There exist 0 < a < 1 and C' > 0, depending only on n, such that

(2.3)  ollm ey < 07 exp (C(1+ G(Vi, Va, 9v/nL)) 0]l (py ) || ||L2<D5<L
where

1 2
(2.4) G(V1,Va, L) = [Villfrce(a,y + 1Vall 2o (ay ) -

Proof. We choose a cut-off function n € C§°(Bs) such that n(y) = 1 for y € Wy and
n(y) = 0 outside W3. Then we have HAUHLOO(B;) < & and HDnHLw(B;) < £ We
substitute u = nov into the Carleman estimates (Z.2]) to derive that

/ ezw( — A(nv) + an)2+7's w 2 (vn)>
W3 0yn+1

(2.5) > 00782 e (P0* + [ D () ?),

W3

where we have used the fact that [¢)| < 1. From the equation —Av + V(y)v = 0, we
obtain

(2.6) —A(nv) +Vnu = —Anv + 2Dn - Duv.

Since v is non-increasing and Dn is supported in W3 \ W5, we have

/ (= A(o) + Vip)® < 2/ e’ (| Anv]? + 4| Dn*| Dol?)
W3

Ws

C ot
(2.7) < ﬁ62 w(2)||?f||§11(wg)~

Since v(y) = 0 on Bs (i.e. Bs =Bs N {y € R""|y, 41 = 0}) and s = <2, it holds that

ov on

+ 2
7 OYn+1

o(v
’7'8 we2rw(a( n)) §’7'S2 we27'1/1|a
Bs Yn+1 Bs Yn+1

C ov
28 < = 27'/ 2’
28) <5 [ Igpr]

vl
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where we have also used the fact that )] < 1. Now we consider the right hand side of
(ZH). Since Wy C W3, from the property of the cut-off function 7, we have

52/ w3€2'rw(772v2 + |D(771))|2) > 0782/ 62'r¢(772v2 + |D77’U—|—77D’U)|2)
W3 WS

(2.9) > <Ol

Taking (2.7), (28) and (2Z9) into consideration gives that

(2 C orp(s) - v
(2.10) D [llf oy < e P ol + € Hmﬂiww-
Since {z;} is an equidistributed sequence, W;(z;) N W;(zy) = 0 for z; # zy. Thus, the
above estimates hold for all the translated sets W;(z;). We sum up over ¢ € @1, and divide
it by e2™¥(%) to obtain

C ov
2 27eh 2 2741 2
(2.11) ||U||H1(P1(L)) < ﬁe 0||U||H1(P3(L)) t+e ||m”L2(Da(L))>
where
) ) )
g = 1?(5) — 1/1(1) and =1~ 1/1(1)

Recall that 1(7) = e~ and s = 2. Then ¢y = e= /2~ /" < Qand ¢y = 1—e /1 >
0. Moreover, 1, and v are constants depending only on n.

Due to the fact that ¢y < 0, we can choose some large constant 7 such that

(2.12) — ¥ |y|)2

2
52 17 (py(ny) < §||U||H1(P1(L))-

Substituting (2.12)) into (Z11]) gives that

(2.13) vl 1y )y < \/_eTwIH ||L2 (Ds(L))

To achieve the estimate (2.12), 7 needs to satisfy

5||U||H1 (P1(L))

®VaCloln o

1
(2.14) T >

Combining with the assumption of 7 in the Carleman estimate (2.2]), we can choose the
Carleman parameter 7 as the following

1 Sl vl (py(ry)
+ — log :
)) o 2CHUHHl(Pg(L))

1 2
(215) T = Cl(l + ||‘/1H13V1’°°(A9\/5L) + H%HEOO(A9\/5L
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since Ujeq, Bs(2i,0) C Agmr. (The side length 9y/nL is not optimal, but convenient for
later use). With such 7, it follows from (ZI3)) that

vl a1y (z))

v Ol
< (Ce Ci(1+G(Vi,V5,9v/nL + —

XP( 1( ( 1, V2 \/7 ))¢1 Yo gCHUHHl(Pg(L )H

) 1p Y1 ov

(216) = Cexp (01(1+g(V1,V2,9\/EL))w1)(—”U”H )y 9

ol g

HL2D L
ay L)

| 22(Ds (L))

Let a = 1/1 1/1 w1 . It is easy to see that 0 < a < 1 depends only on n.
Simplifying the inequality QZZEI) glves that
C @ _w ¢ a
lollmmay < (5)exp (C1 +Q(V1,Vz,9\/ﬁL))wl_quo)llvllm(ps || IILz(D6
(2.17) <o %exp (C(1+G(Vi, Vo, 9vnL)) [0l 5(py(ry) H ||Lz (Ds(2
where C' and « depend only on n. 0

Next, we will use another quantitative local Carleman estimates to obtain a local quan-
titative three-ball inequality. Let r = r(y) be the distance from origin to y. We construct
the weight function v as follows. Set

b(r) = d(r(y)) = —g(logr(y))
with g(t) =t + logt?>. We state the following quantitative Carleman estimate without a

proof.

Proposition 2 (Second Carleman estimates). There ezist positive constants Cy, Cy and
small vy depending on n, such that for any w € C§°(B,,(0)\{0}),V = Vi + V4, and

N .2
(2.18) 7> Ci(1+ Villjie,,) + IVallixg, )
one has
Collr*e™ (— Lw + V(x)w) H%?(JBTO)
- ~1 - ~1
(2.19) > e (log r) w||§2(BTO) + 7|re™ (logr) Dw||%2(BTO).

Similar Carleman estimates with quantitative lower bounds for the parameter 7 have
been obtained in, e.g., [DE8S, [Laull, [Zh15]. Interested readers may refer to these
references for the detailed proofs. In particular, the proof of our Proposition 2 with
Vo = 0 can be found in [Zh15, Proposition 1]. If we add a bounded measurable po-
tential function Vi, the Carleman estimate (2I9) holds with the lower bound for 7 >

o1 .2
Ci(1+ Villfiees, ) T 1Vl foo s O)) as the same way in the proof of Proposition [l in the
0 T

2
Appendix. The appearance of ||V5]] 3. (Brg) in the lower bound of 7 is well-known; see, e.g.,
[K01).
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The Carleman estimate (2.19) holds for some small ry > 0. By rescaling, we show that
this Carleman estimate holds for any ball Bg with R > (.

Let v = 2 and Vi) = & Set u(y) = w(x). Then
R? R? R?

(220) —Aw(z) + V(z)w(z) = — 2 Auly) + 5 Vyuly) = —5 (=Luly) + Viy)uly)).
o 0 0
The Carleman estimate (2.19) and a change of variables imply
(2.21) / lylte 20 () ( — Au+ V(y)u)2
Br
> 7_3/ 62T¢(T0Tm)(10g To‘y‘)—2u2 +7_/ |y|2 2r(Toll |D | (log O‘y‘)—2
N Bp R Bp R
for all 7 satisfying
R.4 2
7>+ (— ) HVlHWLoo(BR)+ () 1Vellixe)

A 2
(2.22) > Cy (1 + HWI;VW(BTO) +1Vallf s, ) -

Since 7y is fixed and R will be fixed later, in order to have the Carleman estimate (2.21]),
we only need to assume that

1 2
(2.23) 7>C(1+ IVillfy1o0 g + HV2||200(JBR))7
where C' = C(R/ro)%.

Thanks to the quantitative Carleman estimate (Z21]), we are able to derive a quanti-
tative three-ball inequality. Let ¢ € (0, 3) and

1 1
R1:1—65 and r = 325, Ry = 3y/n and =g, Rs = 9v/n and 73 = 6y/n.

We introduce annular regions

S1=Bg,\B,,, S2=Bg,\B,,, S3=DBg,\B,,.
We choose R = 2R3 = 18y/n. Define
(2.24) X, =Ap x[-1,1] and Xg, = Air, X [-Rs, Rs).

Lemma 2. Let § € (0,3). Let v be the solution of (21) which is odd with respect to 1.
There exist C' > 0 depending only on n, 0 < oy < 1 depending on § and n (see (2.49))
such that

(2.25) [0l ey < 672 exp (C(L+ GV, Vo, VRl Tk, 0 ey
where G(V1, Vo, L) is given by (24).

Proof. We choose a smooth cut-off function 0 < n < 1 as follows:

e n(r)=0 if r(y) <r or r(y) > Rs,
e n(r)=1 if Ry <r(y) <rs,
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o [ Dnllreesy) < 5 and [|An]z=(s,) < 5.
o || Dn||pe(sy) < C and ||An|lresy) < C if rs <r(y) < Rs.

From the equation (Z1]), we have

(2.26) —A(nv) +Vnu = —Anv + 2Dn - Du.

We substitute v = nv into the Carleman estimate (2.2I]) to have

(2.27) C’O/ |y|4e27¢(TOTM)(—Anv +2Dn - Dv)?
Br,

oy To|y| o (rolyl oyl _
> 7 [ e 0g ) ) 7 [y R D) log )
Bry Br,

We first study the left hand side of (2.27). The property of 1 implies that

/}B |y|462T¢(TOTm)(—Anv +2Dn - Dv)2
R3

< C’Ré/ 2R |Anv|2+CR4/ |D77| 2| Dv)?

Br, B,
(2.28) — A, + A,
Applying the properties of 1& and 7 yields that

CR§ 2rih(TOTL) 2 4 27¢p(T0T3) 2
(2.29) A < —"e R |v|* + CRge R lvl]”.
5 S1 53

Similarly, it holds that

CR4 Tror ™
(230) Ag < _362T¢( 071 |DU‘2 + CR4 27—1/;( or 3) ‘D’U|2,

K Si Ss
For the right-hand side of (2:21), we have

w0 B 2o r [ e D) o )
Br, R Br, R
> ﬂlogwrze”(”?)( / v 413 [ |Dof?)
R S5 Ss
(231) > r3(log " %2) 2> (52
R 2
Combining these estimates (2.27) — (2.31)) together gives
(2.32)
ToT2 CR4 -
r(log =) sy < —57e 131161y + CRIEV R |03,

Recall that rg, rs, 3, R, R3 and R are all fixed constants and r; = ?%. It follows from the
last inequality that

C ari(ram)-

(233)  [olings,) < ¢ e St

)’
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Note that this estimate is translation invariant. Then we can apply it to all translated
S;(z;) with (1, §)-equidistributed sequence z; and i € Q.. Then

C (7071 - ToRz
> sy < = 51¢ 2t —2ri P> sy )

1€Qr i€Qr
(2.34) + ORI S 0] s,
1€Qr
We can check that
(2.35) X, =Ap x| U Sa(z).

The proof of the statement (235) has been shown in [NTTV18a, Lemma 3.3]. For the
completeness of presentation, we include its proof in Lemma [ in the Appendix. Thus,

(2.36) [0l ) < Z [0l (52 -
1EQL
We can see that Wj(z) N Wy(zy) = 0 for i # i'. Since S;(z) NRY™ C Wi () and v is
odd with respect to y,.; variable, we get
(2.37) Z ol 51 2y < 2 Z ol 2w ey < 201013 oy ny-
1€Qr JEQL
From the geometric overlapping of the sets S3(z;), it holds that
(2.38) Z [0l (8520 < 7n||U||§{1(uieQLsg(zi))a
1€Qr,

where 7,, depends only on n. The statement of (2Z38) is verified in Lemma M in the
Appendix. Since Xg, = Apir, X [-R3, R3] C Uieg, S3(2:), we have

(2.39) 2 ol sy < Ml i,
1€Qr

Taking the estimates (2.34) — (2.39) into consideration, we obtain

C roT AL ToTOT s
(240)  |[vllmon < —€ (D (2L )~ ( 052))HU||H1(P1(L)) +067(7’[}(%)_1!}(07@))HU||H1(XR3)-

52
Let /1 = zﬂ(’%l) - @b(mR?) and kg = @b(rm) ’l/AJ( 2). By the definition of ¢, we have

5 ~ ToR R Ry \2 2

D) — D" 2) = log 2 -+ log (log(" %)) — log (log("0))
(2.41) R 1 R R

<log—2 =K = 96\/5,
T 0
and
._A’r’o’l“g_A’l“()Rg_A’f’_o_AT_o

(242) o = D) — (000 = (%) (2,
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Clearly k1 > 0 depends on § and n. Without loss of generality, assume ry < e~* (since r
is supposed to be small). Then it is not hard to see ko < 0 depends only on n. Using k;
and kg, we obtain from (2.40) that

C TR TR
(2.43) lllmeay < 5™ vllm@ewy + Ce™ vllm zy,)-

We choose 7 such that

e ol gy < gl
That is
1 vl x)
(2.44) T> — log W
Therefore, (2.43) turns into
(2.45) Il < g™ ol iy

S 5
To achieve the estimate (2.44) and make use of the assumption ([2.23), we select 7 as

1
(2.46) o Ligg Mlwey oy g vy, 0vmL)),
) QCHUHHl(XRg)

due to Xp, C Mg mr,- We substitute the above 7 into (2.45) to get

(2.47)

2C

K1 HU||H1(X)
]| 1y < 5—2€Xp (/bg—zlog—1

+ Cry (14 G(Vi, Vo, 9VnL))) vl a.py (1) -
2010l (55,

We simplify the last estimate to get

(2.48)
2C  _=r2 —K1R2

)si==2 exp (C

52 K1 — Ko

o]l 1 x0) < ( (1+9(V17V279\/5L)))|IUH“1 i llv ol 1“31@

Let =2 = 4. Then —2— =1 — «;. Obviously,

R1—K2 R1—K2

|2

2.49 0< =
(2:49) = Tog 0] + Tog(96v/) + ]

< 1.

Hence, we obtain

20, o
ol ey = (55 1exp(—0mz<1—on)(l+G<V1,Vz,9¢ﬁL>>)!|vllgl(X 1015 by
(2.50) <07 exp (C(1+G(Va, Vo, 9v/nL))) [0l 0%, 1ol oy oy

H(Xp,)

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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3. PROOF OF THE SPECTRAL INEQUALITY

In this section, we will show the proof of the spectral inequality (IL.I2]) in Theorem [l
We make use of the lifting argument (or so-called ghost dimension construction) to get
rid of Agz. Since V(z) is nonnegative and growing to infinity, all the eigenvalues ), are
positive. Let ¢ € Ran(P\(H)) be given by ([L4]) with eigenpairs (¢, \x) satisfying (L.
Define

(3.1) O(x, xp41) = Z akgbk(z)smh(%xnﬂ).

Then ®(x, z,41) satisfies the equation

(3.2) ~A®+V(z)®=0 inR"",

Dy 1®(x,0) = ¢(x), and ®(x,0) = 0, where A® = 3" D?@

The following estimate for ® is standard. We include its proof here for the completeness
of presentation. Interested readers may also refer to, e.g., [JL96] or [NTTV18a] for a
detailed account.

Lemma 3. Let ¢ € Ran(Py\(H)) and ® be given in (31). For any p > 0, we have

2
p
(3.3) 2pl18l1z2 @) < 1PN g x(—py < 201+ F (14 M)A 1172 gy

Proof. Using the basic properties of cosh and sinh, we have

(3.4) | sinh(v/ MeZng1)] < [V MeZns1 cosh(v/ AeZni)],

and
(3.5) 1 < cosh(v/Mpzpy1) < eV wlensal,
From (34), (31) and the orthogonality of ¢y, we obtain

sinh? (v A pZns1)

12C, ) Fo@m = D i v |”
0< AR <A k
Z 62\/E|$n+1\xi+l‘ak‘2
0<AL <A
(3.6) g2V Nanil i+1||¢||%2(w)>

where ¢ is given by (LL4). We integrate the last inequality with respect to z,.1 in (—p, p)
to get

2
(3.7) 120 Zna) e (poy < 5% VNIl
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From the definition of ®, (83) and the orthogonality of ¢y, we have

||Dn+1q>||%2(R") = | Z @y, cosh (v )‘kx"H)H%z(R”)

0< A <A

(3.8) < 2Vl g]|2, .

Integrating in x,.1 over (—p, p) gives
(3.9) | Drr @l oy < 20651622z

Next, to estimate D;® for 1 <7 < n, we consider the following equation

(3.10) —AD(, Tpgr) + V(@) P(, wns1) = Y v/ Medi() sinh(v/ News).

0<AL <A

where A is the n-dimensional Laplace operator in x (without z,41). Integrating (B.10)
against ®(-, x,41) over R and using the orthogonality of ¢, we get

> IIDi® |72y < /]R S D) + V()92
i=1 i=1
< Z | |* sinh® (\/ A1)

0< A\ <A

(3.11) < Aa? eV Nl p)2, 0.
Thus, by integrating in x,,1 over (—p, p), we obtain

. 2
(3.12) I T e Vg [ e
i=1

A combination of 3.7), (39) and (BI2]) gives the second inequality in (B3]).
From (B.5) and the orthogonality of ¢, it holds that

1Dy 1®(, Tyt ||L2(Rn = Z aPr cosh(v/ A1 ||L2(R"
0<>\k<>\
(3.13) > [l olZ2ge)-
Note that this estimate is uniform in x,;. Thus, integrating in x,.; over (—p, p) leads
to the first inequality in (B.3). O

The following proposition quantifies the decay property of the linear combination of
eigenfunctions ¢, which has been studied in, e.g., [A82, BS91, |GY12] and [DSV22h].

Proposition 3. There ezists a constant C, depending on [y, c1, Ba and co such that for
all A\ > Xy and ¢ € Ran(P\(H)), we have

1
(3.14) ||¢||?{1(Rn\zsék1/ﬁl) < §||¢||i2(w)-
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Remark 1. A proof of (B.I4]) can be found in [DSV22h, Theorem 1.4] or [GY12, Lemma
2.1]. However, in their proofs a mild condition for DV (z) is needed because they took
differentiation to the entire equation of eigenfunctions in order to get the estimate for
D¢y.. We here claim that this decay property depends only on the growth bound of V. In
particular, the differentiability of V' is not relevant. The argument is a simple modification
of the proof of [DSV22H, Theorem 1.4] or [GY12, Lemma 2.1]. By checking their proofs,
we see that if (=A + V)éy, = A\, then for R satisfying R > max{(\, +2)/c1, 1},

(3.15) ||e|x|/2¢k||Lz(Rn) < 76R+1||¢k||L2(Rn).

This estimate does not require differentiability of V. Now, to get the estimate for D¢y,
we only need to apply local Caccioppoli inequalities. Indeed, for any B;(z) C R", the
Caccioppoli inequality implies

1
(3.16) HD@H%Z(&(Z)) <C(1+ )‘k)H(ka%z(Bg(z)) + H|V|2¢k||%2(32(z))
< C(1+ erR%) [ 0nll Ty e + CNA A |- )220kl 225, -
Multiplying the inequality by e?l and using the fact el*l ~ el*! for any 2 € By(2), we have
||e|x|/4D¢k||%2(Bl(z)) <C(1+4 1 R™) ||e\x\/4¢k”%2(82(2))

(3.17) + O[T+ |- )22 125,00
Covering R"™ by B;(z) with finite overlaps, summing over z and using ([B15]), we have
(3.18) 14 Dp T2y < O (1 + 1R ([l | 2y + Cll(L+ |- )72 | Zagny

: 2
< C(14 et R7?)EFD |6 72 oy -

Once the exponential decay estimates for both ¢, and D¢, are established, the proof of
([B.14) follows from the same argument as, say, [DSV22h, Theorem 1.4].

Based on (3.I4]), we can show that the global H' norm of ® can be controlled by its
local norm. In fact, it follows from (3.14)) that

(3.19) 0Nz @ms, o) < 16l1Z2s,,, 0 )
This yields

(3.20) ||¢||§{1(R”) < 2”(?”%11(3@1/61)’
and

(3.21) 161 Z2en) < 206l1E2s, s, )

Since ®(-, x,41) € Ran(Py\(H)), the estimate (3.20) implies
(3.22) 1217 gy < 2019170 s

é)\l/ﬁl).

Since Dy 1P (¢, Tpy1) € Ran(Py(H)), the estimate (3.21)) gives that

(3.23) 1Dn 1@ 2 ey < 2 Dnsr @l , -
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Combining both ([3:22) and (3.23) and integrating in .1 over (—1,1), we obtain

(3.24) 11 ey < 2120 ey
We are ready to provide the proof of Theorem [II

Proof of Theorem[. Let L = Q[C'Al/ﬁﬂ + 1, where C is given in Proposition B and [a]
means the smallest integer that does not exceed a. Recall that A;, = [-L/2, L/2]". Then
it is obvious that Bx,1/s, C Ar. Moreover, we can decompose Ay, as

(3.25) A= U (ke [—%,%}").

keALNZ"

Observe that |k| < /n[CAYP1] for each k € A, NZ". Let ~ € (0, 1) be as in (L7) and
(3.26) § 1= A WRIONIIDT < IR for all k€ Ap N ZM

The assumption (I7) on § shows that the intersection QN (k + [—3, 3]") contains a ball
1 17

centered at some 2, € k + [—3, 5]" with radius § for each k. Thus, the sequence {z} in

the set QN Ay is (1,0)-equidistributed in Ayp.

Now we show an interpolation inequality, using the previous two three-ball inequalities.
We replace v in the equation (2.I]) by @ in the equation (3.2). Note that ® is odd in z,,41.
We combine (2.3) in Lemma [ and ([2.25) in Lemma 2 with 6 and L defined above to get

@1l (x) < 072 exp (C(L+G(VA, Vo, 0VRL))) [ @75 @115 PI(L
< 97 exp (C(1+ GV, Vo, VAL)) @5ty || ||zz%;“ el |
< 07 exp (C(1+G(Va, Vo, VRN 81220, 0 195,

where & = a1 (1 — ) and we have used the facts P5(L) C Xg, and %(-, 0) = ¢. Recall
the value of a; in Lemma [2is defined by (2.49). Thus a; ~ & ~ m for any 0 € (0,1).
Hence §73* < C and then

(3.27) @]l xy < exp (C(L+G(Va, Vo, 9VnL))) 16112200, 1213 s, o

where we have also used the fact Ds(L) C QN Ayp.

Recalling the definitions of L = 2[CAY#] + 1 and Rs = 9y/n, we have A, C Ap g, C
Ag /1. By Assumption (A), we have

(3.28) G(Vi, Vs, v/mL) < C(1 + gnL)f < O

for A > A;. Therefore, we can write (B.27) as

(3.29) [8l11(xsy < exp(CAT]|]4 @ 1Pl k-
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Next, applying p = R3 and p; in Lemma [3] for upper and lower bounds, respectively,
we obtain

||®||%11(R”X(—R3,R3

) < oRr,(1+ R—§<1 + X)) exp(2R3VA) < exp(CoV/A),

(3.30) .

1211 R 1.1y

where Cy depends only on n. With the aid of (3.24)) and the fact Bayi/s, C A, we get
1
1@l a1t e () < exP(5C2VN @ a1 (1.0

1

(3.31) < 2eXp(§Cz\/X)||<1>||H1(ALx(—1,1)>

Recall that X; = Ay x (—1,1). Thanks to the interpolation inequality (3.29]), we obtain
Lo & —a

(3.32) 112 e )y < eXD(CIATB]I 22000, 1M, )

where we also use the fact 2%21 > 1. Since Xg, CR™ x (—Rs, Rs), it follows that
. Ba.

(3.33) 19| 1 & (= Ry, me)) < €xP(QT C3A20) ||| £2(0ma ) -

Recall that ¢~ =~ o' ~ |log §| ~ |log7|)\%. It follows that

o Ba
1| 11 (e (— s, 1)) < €xp(CLog Y[ AP T2) |9 2 )

L onfit o
(3.34) = (;) 161l 22(@na)-

Finally, using the lower bound in (3.3 with p = R3, we obtain

1 1, oot ot
(3.35) 6l < (GR-)2 19l @ -rs.me)) < (;)” "9l AL -
This completes the proof of Theorem [Il O

4. APPENDIX

In this Appendix, we prove the quantitative global Carleman estimate in Proposition
[ and a lemma concerning the geometric properties on the introduced sets. Interested
readers may refer to the survey |[K01] and |[LL12] for more exhaustive literature for local
and global Carleman estimates. We will use the integration by parts repeatedly to get
the desired estimate. Recall that the weight function we are using is

Y((y)) = e W),

where #(y) = |y — b|, where b = (0,---,0, —b,41) with small b, = 3 and 6 € (0,1).

For convenience, let h(y) = —7(y) = —|y — b|. Note that

(4.1) [Dh(y)| =1 and [D*h(y)| <

> Q

for y € BY. Next we present the proof of Proposition [
Y 5
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Proof of Proposition[1. We first prove the desired estimate for the case V =V, € WhH>(BY).
Choose

(4.2) w(y) = e Wu(y).

Since u(y) € C*(Bf U{y,t1 = 0}), then w(y) € C°(BY U {y,11 = 0}). We introduce an
(n + 1)-dimensional second order elliptic operator

Py=-A+V(y).
Define the conjugate operator as
Pow= er’(y)Po(e_W(y)w).
Direct calculations show that

Pow = — Aw + 21D - Dw — 72| Dy|*w + 7 A%w + V (y)w
= — Aw + 2759 Dh - Dw — 725**w + Tpaly, s)w + V (y)w,

where
(4.3) a(y,s) = s>+ sAh.
We split the expression P.w into the sum of two expressions Pyw and Pow, where
Piw = —Aw — 725**w + V(y)w,
Pow = 2781y Dh - Dw.
Then
(4.4) Pw = Piw + Paw + ma(y, s)w.
We compute the L? norm of P,w. By the triangle inequality, we have
[Pwl? = [|Prw + Prw + T¢haly, s)w]|?
(45 > SNPwl? + Pl + (P, Pw) ~ lIra(y, s)oll
Later on, we will absorb the term ||7a(y, s)wl|?.

Now we are going to derive a lower bound for the inner product in (£3]). Let us write

3
(4.6) (Pow, Pyaw) =Y I,
k=1

where

I = (—Aw, 21sYDh - Dw),

I, = (—1%s**w, 2159 Dh - Dw),
(4.7) I3 = (V(y)w, 27svDh - Dw),
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We will estimate each term on the right-hand side of (). Recall that w(y) € C5°(Bf U
{Yn+1 = 0}) and h(z) satisfies ([A.]]). Performing the integration by parts shows that

]1 :27'82 w(Dh . DU))2 dy + 27'8/ wD]wathw dy
B

By
ow
+ 275 YDjwD;;wDihdy — 275 YvDh - Dw ds
B B N{yn+1=0} OYnt1
(4.8) =+ +1IL+1I,

where we have adopted the convention D;;w = D;D;w and the Einstein notation so that
the repeated index is summed. By the integration by parts, the third term I} can be
computed as

I} :Ts/ Y D;hD;(|Dwl|?) dy
B

= —7‘8/ wAh|Dw|2dy—7'52/ Y| Dwl|? dy
Bf Bf

oh
(4.9) —I—’TS/ Y| Dwl? ds.
OBF N{yn+1=0} 8yn+l
Combining (A1), (A8) and (£9), we can estimate [; from below

(4.10)
2 2 Crs 9 ow
Lz-7s [ ¢lDwldy — —— | ¢[Dw|"dy — C7s V| 2 dy,
Bf 0 BY OB} N{yn+1=0} 8yn+1

where we have also used the fact Dyw = 0 on BF N {y,s1 = 0} for i = 1,2,--- . n.
Choosing s = % for sufficiently large C5 (dependig only on n), we have

ow
OYn+1

|2dy.

6
(4.11) L > ——7'32/ Y| Dw|* dy — C’Ts/ 0l
5 Jer OB ({yn+1=0}

Now we compute the term I, using integration by parts. Since w(y) € C§°(BF U{yn+1 =
0}), we have

I, =—13§ Y3*Dh - Dw? dy

+
B6

= 37°s* /+ VIwtdy +73s° ) 3 Ahw? dy
]Bé B&

33
(4.12) > 30350 [ prutay - 0
B 0

v3w? dy.
B
Again, choosing s = % with C5 large enough, we deduce that

14
(4.13) I > 37354 iw? dy.

+
B&
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We proceed to estimate the term I5. It is here that we take advantage of the gradient
information of the potential. Using integration by parts shows that

I3 = TS/ V (y)yDh - Dw? dy
By
= —7'3/ YDV (y) - Dhw? dy — 7‘82/ V (y)hw? dy
By Bf

(4.14) - 7‘8/ V(y)Yp Ahw? dy.
B
Thus, we have

(4.15) I3 > —CTsz||V||W1,OO(Bé+) /B+ Yw? dy.
5

Now, assume 7 > C’1||V|| +) with sufficiently large C; > 0. Then

wi oo(]B
1 3 9

(4.16) Iy > —=736* vrw* dy,
5 ]B+

where we also used the observation ¢ &~ 1 in B} (this is because s ~ §~!, # ~ ¢ in B}
and 1) = e=*").

Combining all the estimates on each I, we arrive at

3
1
(4.17) (Pow, Pyw) :Z > ;’Ts / Viw? dy — —Ts/ Y| Dw|? dy

_Crs / o242 g,
OBY N {yn+1=0} ayn+1

for sufficiently large C,Cy > 0.

under the assumptions s = £2 and 7 > CIHVH

5 Wiheo(B)

We want to control the gradient term on the second term on the right-hand side of
(@17). To this end, we consider the following inner product

3
(4.18) (Prw, Ts*pw) =Y Ly,
k=1
where
Ly = <_Aw> 7'52ww>,
(4.19) Ly = (—1s%)%w, 7s*Yw) = / Viw? dy,

and

(4.20) Ly = (V(y)w, Ts*w) > 0.
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We want to find out a lower bound estimate for L; to include the gradient term. Recall
that w(y) € C° (B U {yn+1 = 0}). It follows from the integration by parts and Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality that

Ly :Ts2/ w|Dw\2dy—|—Ts3/ Y Dh - Dww dy
B} Bf

0
— 78 / | v 1%dS
8]B ﬁ{yn+1 0} ayn+1

% /¢|Dw\2dy C'Ts/ Yw? dy

(4.21) _r? / 0 =212,

OB N{yn41=0} 8yn+1
Taking (4I8)) - (£21)) and 7 > C into account gives

(Pw, 278%pw) > / Y| Dwl|? dy — 4/ 3w? dy
(4.22) — C1s? / Y| 2 dS.
OB N{yn+1=0} 8yn+1

Since
(4.23) —||P1w||2 + 2||rs*pw||* > (Pyw, 278%w),

from (4.3]), we obtain
| Prwl]? + 2||7s*yw]|* > (Piw, 275*pw) + (Piw, Paw) — ||Tva(y, s)w||?

2
> =7 /1/13w2dy+ /¢|Dw\2dy
5 ]B+

B
(4.24) — Crs? / =222 dS — |rpaly, s)w|)*
OBF N{yn+1=0} OYn11
Next, using (4.3) and (4.1]), we obtain
1
(4.25) || rs2iw|? + [ raly, sywl? < 07234/ vt < 2t [ g,
By

where in the second inequality, we assume 7 > () for sufficiently large C’l and use the

fact 1 ~ 1. Combining ([A24) and ([AL25), we get

0
||PTw||2+C7‘s2/ | v

|2 ds
OB N{yn+1=0} Wt

1
(4.26) > —7igt / ¢3w2dy+—rs2 / Y| Dw|* dy.
R > Jr;
Since w = e™u, the triangle inequality and (&I) imply

1
(4.27) |Dw|* > 5 ™| Dul? — T2 s% ™02
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This, together with (£.286]), the definition of P, and the fact u(y) € C5°(BY U{yni1 = 0}),

gives

’|€T¢P0U||2+CTSQ/ Ye 2Tw| —2ds
OB N{yn+1=0} W1
1
(4.28) > 107‘384/ 3™ u? dy + 57'82/ Ve?™ | Dul? dy.
By By

Thus, we have proved the desired estimate for the case V € W1>°(B}). Recall that here

we assume s = £ and 7 > Ci(1+ HVH

5 for sufficiently large C4, Cy > 0.

Wi, ]B+ )
Finally, we cosider the general case V = Vi 4V, with V; € WhH(BY) and V, € L= (B}).
Here is the small trick to get the expected exponent for V5. First, the estimate (£.28])

1
holds with Py = (=A 4+ V1) and 7 > C1(1 4 |[Vi][j1.)- To insert V5, using Vi =V =V,
and the triangle inequality, we have

(4.29) le™(=Lu+ Viw)|* < 2)lem™ (= Lu+ V)P + 2| |Vellfo s €™ ull.

Note that the last term on the rlght hand side can, be absorbed to the right-hand side of
([428), provided 7 > Cy(1 + HVlHWloo @) T HV2||300 &5 ) for sufficiently large C4. This
completes the proof of Proposition [Il O

In the following lemma, we will show the conclusions (2.33]) and (2.38)), which were also
proved in [NTTV18a, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 4. Let L > 5 be an odd integer and § € (0,1). Let {2} be a (1,0)-equidistributed
sequence in A, and Qp = A NZ".

() It holds Xl C UzeQLS2(Zz’)-
(ii) Let f € Hy  (R™). There exists y, depending on n such that

loc

D Il sse < WlFlaieo, sae)-

i€eQr

Proof. (i). We first show that [—3, 1]" x [~1,1] can be covered by the sets Sa(z;). Let us
choose i; = (—1,0,---,0) and is = (1,0,---,0), 91,72 € Q. We claim that

11,
[—5, 5] X [—1, 1] C Sg(Zil) U SQ(Z,'Z).
To this end, recall that S, = ]Bg\/_\ % Since {z;} is a (1,0)-equidistributed sequence,
then z;, € (=346, -3 —0)x (=1 +6,5—6)" " and z;, € (346,32 —6) x (=3 +0,5 —0)" .
It is obvious that
11,
[_57 5]

x [=1,1] C B3 m(2;,) UBs /s (2z,) and B%(zil) NB1(z,) = 0.

1
2
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It follows that
Salz1) U Sa(z) = (Baya(zi)\By (2) ) U (Boya(zia) \By (z) )

= (]]3%3\/5(22-1) UBgﬁ(ZiQ)) \ (B (2i1) ﬂBé(%»

= By m(2i,) UBs m(2i,)
5 [ 11
272

1
2

" x [—1,1].

This proves the claim.

The set X; consists of the cell (i + [—3,3]") x [=1,1] for i € Q. for some L > 5.
We can apply the same argument as before to cover each (i + [—3, 2]") x [~1,1] by two

272
neighboring sets Sa(z;).

(ii) We observe that, each € U;eg, S3(2;) can be covered by (2R3 + 2)™ number of
S3(z;) for i € Qp. Thus,

Z XS3(Z@')($> < (2R3 + 2)nXUiEQLS3(Zi)(x)'

1€EQL

Hence we have

Zm%MsZA\MMWm

i€Qy jeQu 5 =)
S fyanH%II(UieQLSB(Zi))’

where v, = (2R3 + 2)™. O
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