GLOBAL STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR NONTRAPPING
GEOMETRIES: ABOUT AN ARTICLE BY H. SMITH AND C. SOGGE

N. BURQ

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this note is to present an alternative proof of a result by
H. Smith and C. Sogge showing that in odd dimension of space, local (in time) Strichartz
estimates and exponential decay of the local energy for solutions to wave equations imply
global Strichartz estimates. Our proof allows to extend the result to the case of even
dimensions of space

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider © C B(0, R) C R? a smooth obstacle, Q = ©°, g a smooth metric on Q equal
to g;j(x) = 0;; for || > R, and the wave equation on 2:

(07 — Agu(t,z) = F(t,z)
(11) u ‘t:o: f € Hg,atu ‘t:(): g c H—g—l
U ‘ag =0

where A, is the Laplace Beltrami operator on €2, and H7, v € R are the homogeneous
Sobolev spaces associated to the square root of the Laplace operator with Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions on €, /—Ap. In [10] H. Smith and C. Sogge show that in odd space
dimensions, if the perturbation (g, ©) is assumed to be non trapping, then local (in time)
Strichartz estimates imply global (in time) Strichartz estimates for the solutions of the
wave equation. The method of proof relies on the exponential decay for the local energy
of solutions of the corresponding wave equation with compactly supported initial data, a
localization argument on the wave cone and a result by M. Christ and A. Kiselev [5] al-
lowing to deduce the inhomogeneous estimates from the homogeneous ones. The purpose
of this note is to generalize this result to the case of even dimensions of space. In this
case, the exponential decay is no longer true and one has to replace it by another form
of decay. In fact the decay we will use (global L? integrability of the local energy norm
for any initial data, i.e. non necessarily compactly supported) is closely related to the
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2 N. BURQ

exponential decay of the local energy used by H. Smith and C. Sogge, since the proof of
our decay relies on a weaker form of the estimates used to prove the exponential decay in
scattering theory.

More precisely, the result by H. Smith and C. Sogge reads as follows:

Definition 1.1 ([10]). We say that 1 <r,s <2 <p,q < 400 and 7y are admissible if the
following two mized norm estimates hold

e Local Strichartz estimates. For data f,g,F supported in {|x| < R}, and u
solution of (1.1), one has

(1.2) HUHLP([O,l]t;L%(Q) + [ (u, atUHLoo([o,l]t;HgXHz)—l)

< C (I3, + Mgl s + 1F o,z
e Global Minkovski Strichartz Estimates. For data f,g,F and u solution
of (1.1) in the case Q@ =R? and g; ;(x) = &;;, one has
(13) lullgrzeay < C (171l +lolggs + 1F sz
In [10], H. Smith and C. Sogge show:

Theorem 1 ([10, Theorem 1.1]). Assume that d > 3 is odd, 1 < r,s <2 < p,q < 400
and vy are admissible, p > r and v < %. Then for data f,g,F and u solution of (1.1),
one has

(1.4) ull o ryn2 () < € (HfHH;) + gl o1 + HFHLT(Rt;L;(Q))>
In this article we are going to prove:

Theorem 2. Assumed > 2,1 <1, <2 <p,q <400 and v are admissible, p > 2 and
v < d/2. Assume also if d = 2 that © # 0 and v < 1/2. Then for data f,g,F and u
solution of (1.1), then

(1.5) 1wl Lo (ysa ) < C (||f||H73 + ||9||Hz)—1 + ||FHLT(Rt;L§(Q)))

Remark 1.2. The assumption © # () is used to avoid low frequency problems. It could be
replaced by a “0 is not a resonance” assumption (see section 2).

As explained above, the idea in this article is to replace the exponential decay of the
local energy by another (weaker) form of decay. Section 2 is hence devoted to the proof
of this decay. Then in section 3 we prove Theorem 2.

Remark 1.3. At the final stage of this work, I have learned that the results of this article
have been obtained independently (by a slightly different method) by Jason Metcalfe [9]
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2. GLOBAL L2—INTEGRABILITY OF THE LOCAL ENERGY

We begin first by recalling (essentially following [10]) the definition of the homogeneous
Sobolev spaces (in the boundary case) H - Remark that we shall restrict ourselves to the
case s < d/2, hence the multiplication by a smooth function ¢ € C§°(R?) is continuous
from H*(R?%) to H*(R?%) and the two norms are equivalent on functions with fixed compact
support. Take R large enough so that © C B(0,R) and g; j(z) = §;; for || > R. Fix
B € CP(RY) equal to 1 on {|z| < R}, and define for s € N H$, to be the set of functions
f € H5,.(2) such that

(2.1) 113, = 167 gy + 11 = )11 g

is bounded and which satisfy the following compatibility conditions:

; . 1
(2.2) Al f [oo=0,Yj;5 — 25 > 5

For —s € N, define H3, = (Hgs)’ and finally for s € R define Hfj by interpolation. On
H3,, the norms ||(—=A,)*/2f| 2 and HfHHg are equivalent (it is clear for s an even integer

and follows in general by interpolation and duality). Denote by H* = H b X Hstl and
H® = Hj) x Hy '
In this part we are going to prove:

Theorem 3. Consider x € C°(RY). Assume that d > 2 and if d = 2 that © # (. Then
For data f, g, F such that F is supported in B;(0, R) NQ and u solution of (1.1), one has

23) 0w X0 oy ety < C (Il + 1902 + 1P ey )

Remark 2.1. Note that in the result above only F' (and neither f nor g) is assumed to
be compactly supported.

Remark 2.2. As will appear below, the proof of this result is closely related to the proof
of the exponential decay of the local energy (for compactly supported data). In fact we
will use some estimates on the resolvent weaker than the estimates required to prove this
exponential decay. The result above can be transposed to the framework of Schrodinger
equations. It gives then a (global in time) “smoothing effect” [4].

Remark 2.3. For d = 2,7 < 1/2 and g; j(x) = 9, for any u solution of (1.1) with
F =0, we have (see [10, Lemma 2.2])
(2.4) Ot X | 2yt iy < C (11 + Nl )

To prove Theorem 3, we first show that by a T7T™ argument it is enough to prove a

non homogeneous estimate. Indeed denote by A = i(f)A %d) the self adjoint operator
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on H = H(Q) x L?(Q) with domain D = {(u,v) € H N H%(Q) x H}(Q)}. The solution
of (1.1) with F' = 0 is given by

(2.5) <8?:u> _ gitA (g )

The operator €4 is a group of isometries on ’HSD (equipped with the norm [|A®f||z2).

Denote by T' = ye™”. The continuity of T' from H* to L?(Ry;H?) is equivalent to the
continuity of T* from L?(Ry; H*) to H*. But
(2.6) T°G = A2 AN A2 (s, ) ds
seR
and the continuity of 7* is in turn equivalent to the continuity of T7* from L?(Rs; H®) to
L*(Ry; H®). Finally

(2.7) TT*G(t,-) = / A2 AN A2 (s, Yds = / - /
seR s<t t<s

And it sufficies to prove the continuity of any of the two operators above, say for example
the continuity of xT'T} with

2.8 TTG(t,-) = A2 =9 Ay A2 G (s, Y ds
1

s<t

Suppose that G is supported in {s > 0} (which by density and translation invariance is
possible). Then U = A?*TT}G satisfies the equation

(2.9) (i + A)U = xA*G(t,), U li<o=0

The Fourier transforms with respect to ¢t of U and G are holomorphic in the half plane
Imz < 0 (due to the support property) and satisfy there

(2.10) (A —2)U = YA®»G
We now show how Theorem 3 can be obtained from:

Proposition 2.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2, the resolvent x(A — (x —ig)) "1y

is forx € R and 0 < |e| < 1, uniformly bounded on H7,.

Indeed, taking z = z—ie and letting € > 0 tend to 0 and using that the Fourier transform
is an isometry on L?(Ry; H) if H is a Hilbert space we get (using Proposition 2.4 for —s)

IXUN 2oy < CIAZ Gl 2,905 < ClGl2@ang,)
and by elliptic regularity (for s integer and therefore for any s by duality and interpolation)
IXTTY Gl 2 rers)) < ClG L2 Resms,)-
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Finally, the proof of the nonhomogeneous part of Theorem 3 is slightly simpler since we
have to deal with an equation of the form:

(i0, + A)V = (F(?, x)> .

We can take the Fourier transform as above and use Proposition 2.4 directly to conclude.
We are going to deduce Proposition 2.4 from the classical result:

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that the obstacle © is non trapping. Then the resolvent of the
operator Ap, (—=Ap — \)~! (which is analytic in C \ RT ) satisfies:

Vx € C°(R%),3C > 0;VA € R,0 < e << 1,

(2.11) o o
—Ap — (A *ie e < —
[x(=Ap —( i€)) " Xl 2 r2 1+\/W

Remark 2.6. Proposition 2.5 was proven for || >> 1 in greater generalities by Laz and
Phillips [6], Melrose and Sjostrand [7, 8] ), Vainberg[13], Tang and Zworski [11] (see also [3]
for a self contained proof which joined with the results in [1] would relax the smoothness
assumption required in these papers to a C? assumption). The proof for || << 1 can be
found in [2, Annexe B.2] (see also [12, 13]). Remark that in [2] the Poincaré inequality is
used to control the local L?-norm by the local L?>-norm of the gradient of a function (wich
is why © # () is required). However, the following inequality

U Vu

r(1 + r2)8/2 Iz < (14 172)8/2 %

d
(2.12) V<5 - LVue CS°(RY), ||

allows to handle the argument for d > 4 (and the result is standard in odd dimensions).

Since

—z 22 -1 i 22 -1
e GRS

to prove Proposition 2.4 we have to estimate uniformly for any s € R

(2.14) X+ 21)(Ag + 22) " x| 13,13,
(2.15) IX(Ag + %) 7 X g e
(2.16) IXAg(Ag +2%) "Xl g3 —oprst

Using duality and interpolation it is enough to do this for s € N.
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For s = 0, (2.14) is Proposition 2.5 and if u = (A, + 22)"1x f, we have

/Qxfxu:/Q(A—l-ZQ)uxu

(2.17)
= / —x|Vul]? = Vx - Vuz + 2%x|ul?
Q

which by Cauchy Schwartz implies (using (2.14) for s = 0 and a different y) easily (2.15)
for s = 0. By duality we get also (2.15) for s = —1. Applying A, to x(A, + 22) "1y
and commuting with y we obtain by induction (2.15) for s € N (hence by duality and
interpolation for any s). Applying again A, we deduce (2.16) for any s. Finally, remark
that

(2.18) XA (A, + 22) Iy = xddx + x22(A, + 2%) Ty
from which we estimate uniformly
(2.19) HXZQ(Ag + ZQ)_IXHHBHH;;L

Interpolating this latter inequality with (2.15), we get (2.14),.

3. FROM ENERGY DECAY TO GLOBAL STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section we are going to show how the local (in time) Strichartz estimates and
the global (in time) L2- energy decay imply global (in time) Strichartz estimates. In
fact, taking benefit of the estimates of the previous section, we can essentially follow the
strategy in [10]. We consider firstly the homogeneous case (F' = 0) and we also assume
that v <1/2if d = 2.

Consider x € C§°(R?) equal to 1 on B(0,R), u solution of (1.1) with F = 0 and
v = x(x)u, w = (1 — x)(x)u solutions of

(0F = Ag)u(t, ) = —[Ag, X]u
U |i=0 = e HY
(3.1) li=o = X[ -
o |10 = xg € H),
vlon =0

(07 — Agw(t,z) = (87 — Ao)w(t,z) = [Ag, X]u
(3.2) wl—o = (1= x)f € H,
w |1=0 = (1 — x)g € HY 1

First we show that w satisfies global Strichartz stimates. Since w is a solution of the free
wave equation (because it is supported in the set where g; j(z) = d;;), the contributions
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of (1—x)f and (1 — x)g are handled using (1.3). Consequently it sufficies to study w the
solution of

(07 — Ao)w(t, =) = [Ag, XJu
(3.3) @ limo =0
BT J1—0 = 0

For this we use the following result by M. Christ and A. Kiselev [5]:

Theorem 4 (M. Christ and A. Kiselev). Consider a bounded operator T : LP(R; By) —
LY(R; Ba) given by a locally integrable kernel K (t,s) with value operators from By to Ba
where B2 are Banach spaces. Suppose that p < q. Then the operator

(3-4) Tf(t)= [ K(ts)f(s)ds
s<t
is bounded from LP(R; By) to LY(R; By) by

~ o1 1
(3.5) 1T\ o By —ra@:B) < (L =277 79 )T || 1o(r: By )— La(R: Ba)

According to (3.3),

t .
(3.6) (W, 0,0) (t, ) = /0 ¢!t (0, [Ag, x]u(s, ) ds

According to Theorem 3 (and Remark 2.3 since v < 1/2 if d = 2) applied to the free
wave operator, for any x € C§° (R%) the operator Ty = xe™4° maps HY x H'~! into
LY(R/; HY x H""1) and consequently its adjoint

(3.7) ThG = / e A0\ Gds
0
maps L2(RS; HY x H7') into HY x H?~! and since
t .
(39 (@00 = [ e 0, (B0 ) d,
0

the global Strichartz estimate follows from Theorem 4 (here we are speaking about adjoints
relative to the L? in time and HY x HY~! in space norms).
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We come back to the analysis of v = yu. Consider ¢ € C§°(]0,1[) equal to 1 on
[1/4,3/4]. Denote by v, = ¢(t — n/2)v solution of

(92 = Ag)onlt, z) = —o(t —1/2)[Dg, Xlu+ [, (t — n/2)]xu
= up(t, x)
(3.9) Un |t<ny2 =0
Ovn lt<ns2 =0
Uploq =0
With, according to Theorem 3,
(3.10) > lunll?, g, A < C(I£1I%, +||g||Hw 1)

neL

According to the (local in time) Strichartz inequality (1.2) (and Minkowski inequality),
we obtain

(3.11)

lonll 2y ey (@) + 11 (vns Ol o o 11,7 w1y < € (”“n”Ll<[—1+n/2,2+n/21t;H¥’1<9>>)
Since
(3.12) 10115 ey ~ D 10l o s o)

neZ
and since p > 2, we obtain, using (3.10) and (3.11)

10170 230 < D onlfonaiay < C D Nl g -1

neE”L ne”Z
(3.13) s ) "
< O3 Nnlaqgyr )" < CU Iy + 1l )
nel

which proves Theorem 2 for F' = 0. As recognized by H. Smith and C. Sogge [10], another
application of Theorem 4 gives the general case.
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