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ABSTRACT. We prove a limiting absorption principle for a generalized
Helmholtz equation on an exterior domain with Dirichlet boundary
conditions
(L+XNv=f, AeR

under a Sommerfeld radiation condition at infinity. The operator L is
a second order elliptic operator with variable coefficients; the principal
part is a small, long range perturbation of —A, while lower order terms
can be singular and large.

The main tool is a sharp uniform resolvent estimate, which has
independent applications to the problem of embedded eigenvalues and
to smoothing estimates for dispersive equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Helmholtz equation
Av+ %0 = f(z), k€ER (1.1)
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2 SOMMERFELD CONDITION

on an exterior domain = R™\ X, is used to model the scattering by a compact obstacle
¥ of waves generated by a source f(x). The operator A + k2 has a nontrivial kernel
and to properly select solutions of (1.1) additional conditions are needed. It is natural
to require asymptotic conditions at infinity, and the standard one is the Sommerfeld
radiation condition

2|2 V(e ** ) 50 as |z| — oo. (1.2)

Condition (1.2) guarantees uniqueness for (1.1), but it can be substantially relaxed as
discussed in the following.

The second part of the problem is the effective construction of solutions; this is usually
done by taking x? = X +ie complex valued and letting € — 0. When the limit exists, one
says that the limiting absorption principle holds. Note that for 2 € R equation (1.1) is
the resolvent equation v = R(k?)f for R(z) = (z+A)™!, which is a bounded operator on
L?if and only if z € o(—A). Thus the problem amounts to estimate the resolvent operator
R(z) uniformly in z ¢ R. As a byproduct, one obtains that the resolvent operator in
the limits £z — 0 extends to operators R(A £ ¢0) which are bounded between suitable
weighted Sobolev spaces.

The Helmholtz equation with potential perturbations was studied in [1], [2], where
the correct functional setting for the problem was established, and in [20] [21], where non
decaying potentials were allowed. More general Schrédinger operators with electromag-
netic potentials were considered in [3] [4], [5], [13], [14], [17], [27], [28]. Uniform resolvent
estimates in the case of variable coefficients were obtained in [19], [23], [25] and the pre-
decessor [8] of this paper, and estimates local in frequency for general elliptic operators
were proved in Chapter 30 of [16]. We also mention the connection of resolvent estimates
with smoothing and Strichartz estimates for the corresponding evolution equations (ex-
ploited first in [18], [26], [22]; see also [11], [9] and the references in the papers mentioned
above).

In recent years the problem of establishing sharp regularity and decay conditions on
the potentials has attracted some attention, also in view of the applications to dispersive
equations. The critical threshold for electric potentials is ~ |z|~2 and for magnetic
potentials ~ |z|™!. Uniform resolvent estimates for singular potentials of critical decay
were obtained in [6], [15] (see also [12]), while the limiting absorption principle was
studied in [27], [5].

Our goal here is to study the interaction of singular potentials with a nonflat metric
which is a long range, small perturbation of the euclidean metric. We consider the
following generalized Helmholtz equation

(L+AX+ie)v =7, AeeR (1.3)
where L is an operator of the form
Lo = V" (a(z)V') + cv, VP =V +ib, (1.4)

defined on the exterior Q = R™\ ¥ of a compact, possibly empty obstacle ¥ with C*
boundary, in dimension n > 3. Here a(z) = [a;x(z)]} x=1 is a real valued, positive definite
symmetric matrix, b takes vaues in R™ and ¢ in R. We shall always assume that

L is selfadjoint with domain H?>(Q) N Hy () (1.5)

i.e., we restrict to Dirichlet boundary conditions. Note however that in the course of the
paper we shall use the same notation for the selfadjoint operator L and the differential op-
erator (1.4) (which operates also on functions outside D(L), e.g. in weighted L? spaces).
We shall assume that the metric a(x) is a small perturbation of the flat metric, in an
appropriate sense precised below, so that in particular trapping is excluded. Concerning
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the boundary 92, we shall always assume that it is starshaped with respect to the metric
a(x): this means

a(x)z - v(x) <0 Vo € 082 (1.6)
where 7(z) is the exterior normal to Q at z € 99.
The assumptions on the magnetic potential b(x) = (b1,...,bn) will be expressed in

terms of the corresponding field
db = [0;be — Oebjl} =1
as it is physically natural; actually it is sufficient to impose bounds only on the tangential

part of db for the metric a(x), which is the vector db = (dby, .. .,db,) defined by
db(z) = db(z)a(z)z ie. db; = (8;br — Oebj)armBm,  T= L.

Eq
This fact was already noted in [5] (see also [7]). Here and in the following we use the
convention of implicit summation over repeated indices. Note that for a vector w € C"
we define its radial part wgr and its tangential part wr as
wg = (T - w)Z, wr =W — WR (1.7)

respectively; we have of course |w|? = |wr|? + |wr|?.
The relevant functional spaces for our problem are the space Y with norm

1013 = suPrso & Jonqjei<ry 0de = 217205 12
and its (pre)dual space Y* with norm
olly« = [llz] vl 2
the notation P LY refers to the dyadic norms
1/p
[vllerza == (Z||v||§q(m{2jS‘zwﬂ})) 7 (1.8)

Jj€Z
with obvious modification when p = co. Note that Y* is an homogeneous version of the
Agmon-Hoérmander space B (see [2]). An important role will be played also by the space
X with norm
2 . 1 2
HUHX ‘= SUPRr>0 RZ me{m:R} [v]“dS
where dS is the surface measure on the sphere || = R. Our main result is the following;

in the statement |a(z)| denotes the operator norm of the matrix a(z), and we use the
shorthand notation |a’(z)| to denote > laj=1 [0%a(z)|, and similarly for a”,a", while

()] = 32021 [070(2)|-
Theorem 1.1 (Limiting absorption principle). Let n >3, § € (0,1) and let L and §2 be
as in (1.4),(1.5),(1.6). There ezist two constants & > 0, @ > 0 depending only on n,d
such that the following holds.
Assume that for some k € [0,%] and K > 0 the coefficients of L satisfy:
(i) [I{z)° (Ja = I| + |zlla/|)lle2 oo < 00 and
lla = 1| + [z[a’ o1 oo + |2[*|a”| + |2]*|a"] < k.
(ii) b',b* € L™ and b = bs + br, with
|z|dbs| <k, (x)’"|dbe| < K.
When n = 3 we assume the stronger condition, |||z|?dbs||s1 o < k-
(1) ¢ = cs + cr with |z|cs, |z|*Ves € L™ and

cs >~z —O(lzles) 2~ (@)’ler] < K.

‘1‘27
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Then for A\ > & - (K + K?) and all f with [ |z|°(x)|f]* < oo the equation
(L+Xv=f (1.9)

has a unique solution v € Y N HZ.(Q) satisfying v|oa = 0 and the radiation condition

liminf/ Vb0 — @AY ?0]?dS = 0. (1.10)
|z|=R

R—+oc0

In addition, the solution satisfies the smoothing estimate

1
vl + X2 [lvlly + [IV°0lly + [@V*0)r|l L2 + (n — 3)

Lo Sc@lflly- (1.11)

and if e, € R\ {0} is an arbitrary sequence with e, — 0, then v is the limit in H}.(Q)
of the solutions v, € Hy(Q) N H2(Q) of

(L + A+ iek)vk = f

When K = 0, i.e., when the long range components by, ¢, of the potentials are absent,
the previous result implies that the limiting absorption principle is valid for all values of
X and for (short range) potentials with critical singularities, provided suitable smallness
conditions are assumed. When K # 0, i.e., if long range potentials are present, we obtain
a similar result but only for large frequencies A depending on the size of the potentials,
which can be arbitrarily large.

The structure of the proof is the following:

e The main tool used in the Theorem is a smoothing estimate for the resolvent
R(z) = (L + 2)~! outside the spectrum, proved in Section 2 (Theorem 2.1).
The estimate improves on earlier results, notably on a similar estimate in the
predecessor of this paper [8]. Indeed, we admit large potentials with critical
singularities and the estimate is uniform for $z > 1. In the short range case,
if c/li)s and the negative part of cg satisfy suitable smallness conditions, the
estimate is uniform for all z € C. A few applications include the non existence
of embedded eigenvalues or resonances for L, and smoothing estimates for the
Schrodinger and wave flows associated to L.

e The smoothing estimate alone is not sufficient to exclude functions in the kernel
of L + \. However, if the source term f has a slightly better decay, then the
difference VPv—iZv/ )\ satisfies a stronger estimate, and this is enough to deduce
a weak Sommerfeld radiation condition and hence uniqueness of the solution.
The radiation estimate is proved in Theorem 3.2 in Section 3.

e In the last Section 4 we put together all the elements and prove the limiting
absorption principle for L.

We conclude the Introduction by examining a few physically interesting singular po-
tentials to which the previous result can be applied.

_v
‘1‘3/2

Remark 1.1 (Coulomb potential). We can handle potentials of the form
C
c(z) = —, 0<a<?2
||
including in particular the Coulomb potential a = 1. In the critical case a = 2, we must

require in addition that C' > —& for a suitable K > 0 depending on n, however in this
case the result is valid without restrictions on the frequency.

Remark 1.2 (Aharonov—Bohm). Consider a magnetic potential b(z) satisfying
z-b(x) =0 and b(tx) =t "b(z) (1.12)

for all x € 2 and ¢ > 0 such that tx € 2. The first condition is simply a choice of gauge,
which is not restrictive, and the second one states that b(x) is homogeneous of degree
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—1, which is precisely the critical scaling for magnetic potentials. Then one checks easily
(see [5]) that
db(z)z =0 forall xe€Q.
This implies
db(z) = db(z)a(x)F = db(z)(a(z) — )T
and as a consequence

27 2
[lz["db(@)]| 1o < lla = Ilgrpoe [||27bllLoe -

Since by homogeneity we have also |||z|?b||re < oo, recalling that ||a—I||s1 ;- is assumed
to be sufficiently small, we conclude that any magnetic potential b satisfying (1.12) (or
more generally, any potential b = bs + by with bs satisfying (1.12) and bz as in the
Theorem) is covered by Theorem 1.1. Interesting examples in R® include the so called
Aharonov-Bohm potentials

—X2 X1
ba)=C (22 2L 9
(=) <ﬁ+@w%wa>

—cof_*2 *
o) = (= 0)-

In both cases the result is valid for all frequencies, independently of the size or sign of C.

and potentials of the form

2. THE SMOOTHING ESTIMATE

In this section we develop the key tool for Theorem 1.1: a smoothing estimate for the
resolvent of L which is uniform on appropriate regions of C. In order to get sharp results,
we distinguish two situations:

(1) short range perturbations of A with critical singularities (Assumption (Ag)). In
this case we can prove a uniform smoothing estimate for all z € C\ R;

(2) long range perturbations of A, with large electromagnetic potentials of milder
decay at infinity (Assumption (A)). In this case the estimate is uniform on a
region Rz > C, where C is a suitable norm of the long range component of the
potentials.

Moreover, from our analysis one can read precisely the influence of different components
of the potentials b and ¢ on the estimate.

The assumptions in the short range case are the following:

ASSUMPTION (Ag). Let n > 3 and let L and Q be as in (1.4),(1.5),(1.6), with V', b* €
L™, We assume that, for some constant p > 0

Ca(2) = la—I| + [z[la’| + |z|*|a"| + |z |a

"

< llzla’lleope < p

The magnetic field in dimension n > 4 is of the form b = br +b;r and in dimension n = 3
of the form b = by, with

2 [*dbrllr oo + l[2[*|@ — Tidbrrller oo + |22 dbrr]| Lo < pr.
The electric field is of the form ¢ = ¢; + crr with
lePerrllape < p, cr- € L
and in dimension n > 4

la— 1]+ (l2*ler| + alIVer]) + |2 - (e1,- + [Or(ren)]s) < p
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while in dimension n = 3
lla = 1| - (|z*|er| + 2I*[Ver]) + 2| - (e1,- + [0 (ren)]+) e e < p.

In the long range case the assumptions are the following. Note that Assumption (A)
reduces to (Ag) when Z = 0:

AssuMPTION (A). We assume b = by + brr + brrr and ¢ = ¢f + i1 + crrr + cry with
br, brr, cr, crr as in (Ag) while
llzldbrrrllerzee < 2, laliz) ervllaLe < Z,
lla =11 (lerrr| + [2l|Verrn]) + |af* - (errr,— + [Or(rerrn)]+ o poe < 2.

Then we can prove:

Theorem 2.1 (Smoothing estimate). There exist two constants po(n) and co(n) depend-
ing only on n such that the following holds.
Let v € HZ.(Q) with v|aq = 0 be such that

liminf/ (V0> + [v*)dS = 0 (2.1)
R—o0 |z|=R
and define for some A,e € R

f=(L+X+ie)v.

If (Ao) holds with p < po(n) then
ol +(A+eD) 2 ol +IV 0l + 1@V )7 12 +(n—3)

The same estimate is valid if (A) holds with u < po(n) and X > co(n)(Z + Z?).

Remark 2.1 (Uniform resolvent estimate). Condition (2.1) is satisfied if v is in H'. Thus
the Theorem applies in particular to the solution v of
(L+A+iev=7f

for € # 0 and f € L*(Q), which exists and belongs to Hg (Q2) N H?(Q2) by the assumptions
on L. This gives the following estimate for the resolvent operator R(z) = (z + L)™ %,
uniform in z € R or in Rz > co(n)(Z + Z?), 2 & R respectively:
b 1/2
IV Ry + 2" IR lly + IRE D S 1l
Remark 2.2 (Absence of embedded eigenvalues or resonances). Suppose v is a solution
of
(L+Xv =0, vloa =0
for some A\ > co(n)(Z + Z?). From the smoothing estimate, we see that if v satisfies
condition (2.1) then v = 0.

Since any function v € HJ(Q) satisfies condition (2.1), this implies that there is no
eigenvalue A > ¢, (Z+2Z?). In particular in the case Z = 0 (that is to say, under condition
(Ao)) we obtain there are no embedded eigenvalues in the spectrum of L.

A similar argument gives a more general result about resonances. Writing Q<gr =
QN {|z| < R}, we say that a function v is a resonance at z € C if

(L+2)v=0, vlaa = 0, v # 0, lim infr o0 % fQSR [v]? = 0.
Note that the last condition is weaker than the usual one:
—s 2 1 . 1 2
(x)"ve L* forsome s<3 = limr.c 3 fQSR [v]* = 0.

Then we have



SOMMERFELD CONDITION 7

Corollary 2.2 (Absence of resonances). Assume (A) holds with p < po(n), and let
A > co(n)(Z + Z%). Then no resonance exists at \.

Proof. We must only prove that v satisfies condition (2.1). For |v|* this follows imme-
diately from the assumption liminf & fQ<R [v]? = 0. For |V®v|?, we apply Lemma 4.2
from Section 4 which gives N

P b A

lim inf - stR |VP|? < liminf & fQSR [v]2 =0

O

Remark 2.3 (Smoothing estimates for dispersive flows). A natural application of estimate
(2.2) to dispersive equations is given by Kato’s theory of smoothing operators. We recall

the procedure in the simplest case. Assume (Ag) holds. Then, from (2.2) we deduce the
(Hilbert space) estimate

1(z) ">/ vl g2 S 1)V [l
uniform in A + e € R, which can be written as the resolvent estimate
(2)"*/2 R(2) fll2 S 1) fll2
uniform in z ¢ R. By duality and interpolation we get
(2) " " R(2)fllee S 1@ fllee Le [|ATR(2)AS|2 S I1f Il

where A = (x)fl* is the multiplication operator. In terms of Kato’s theory, this means
that A is supersmoothing for the operator L, and immediate consequences of the theory
are the estimates for the Schrédinger group e

—1— itL
[[(z) et f||L2L2(Q) S ||fHL2(Q)
t

and the corresponding Duhamel term
t) \—1— i(t—
[ fo (x) el S)LF(S)dSHL%LZ(Q) S H<x>1+FHL%L2(Q)‘
Moreover, if L is nonnegative, we also get the estimate for the wave flow e®

-1— _itvL
[[(z) et f||L§L2(Q) S ||L1/4fHL2(Q)
and a similar one for the Duhamel term. With some more work, smoothing estimates
with a weight (z)71/2~ can be deduced for the flows |D|/2e*" and |D|1/26it\/z. For
more details, and the extension of Kato’s theory to the wave and Klein—Gordon groups,
we refer to [10].

N

2.1. Notations. With the convention of implicit summation over repeated indices, we
write

APy = V" (a(z) V') = 85 (ajk(z)dhv), Av =V - (a(x)Vv) = 9j(a;r(z)0kv).

We use the notations

~ X ~ ~ —
z = 2l = (T1,...,%n), a(w, 2) = ajr(x)wiz;, ke = Opaj

and
a(x) = aem () TeTm, a(z) :=tra(x) = amm(x), = AmiTm.-
If a(x) is positive definite, we have

0<a=az -7 <laZ| <.
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We shall use frequently the following identity, valid for any radial function ¢ (z) = ¥ (|z|):

a—

A(2) = On(amBmt') = 0" + =Ly 1 G (2.3)

|z

where 1)’ denotes the derivative of (r) with respect to the radial variable.
In order to refine the scale of dyadic spaces ¢’L?, we introduce the mixed radial-
angular LYL" norms on an annulus C' = Ry < |z| < R»

Ro
lollzerr© = lollez, g = (f () oras)rdps
! Ry lz|=p
= HHUHU(\UC\:P)HLq(Rl,Rz;dp)7
and on QN C we define ||v||Larr@nc) = ||Lav||Lerr. When ¢ = r this definition reduces
to the usual LI(C) norm. Then we define for all p, g, € [1, o]
[|[v]|eprarr == ||{||v||LqL7‘(Qj)}jezH[P7 Q;=QnN {2j <lz| < 2j+1}, (2.4)

In the case ¢ = r we reobtain the previous dyadic norms:
[vllerLa = [[vllerLara.
Both spaces X,Y are included in this finer scale
lollg = el vllp gz, lolly = o™ ?0llow g2 (2.5)
like the predual norm Y*, which is given by
[vlly~ = 2?0l 2 =~ 32520l 12 (0,00 -

Remark 2.4 (Magnetic Hardy inequality). We shall make frequent use of the magnetic
Hardy inequality, valid for s < n/2 and w € Hg():

|~ wlle < 25l Vowl| 2. (2.6)

n—2s

This is proved as usual, starting from the identity

T 5 wZ-YVw n—2s wZ -Vbw n—2s o
V'{|x|2571|w| }:2% |z[2s—1 + |2 lw|” = 2R |21 + |2 |w|

then integrating on (2, estimating with Cauchy—-Schwartz

2 b 2
Jo B lwlPde < a [ —“;““25 de+a™! [, “Zzl'i‘z

and finally optimizing the value of a.

2.2. Basic identities and boundary terms. Using the two multipliers
[A®, )5 = (AY)T 4 2a(Vep, VP0) and ¢
one obtains the following Morawetz type identities, proved in [8]:

Theorem 2.3. Let v € H7. () on an open set @ C R™, \,e € R, a(z) : Q — R™*"
symmetric, b(xz) : @ = R™ and ¢, ¢, : Q@ — R sufficiently smooth, and let

[ =A% — c(z)v + (A +ie)v. (2.7)
Then the following identity holds:
Ivo + In + Ic + Iy + Iy = R0;{Q; + P;} (2.8)
where
Iy = R[(Ay + $)5f + 2a(Ve, V') ], (2.9)

Ive = amR(%v %)—&—a(vbv,vév)qﬁ7 Qm = 20jm 0 (aekOr) —ajk Ok Ojarm (2.10)
I, = =3 A(AY + ¢)|v]* — [a(VY, Ve) — cd + Ag] vl (2.11)
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I = 2eS[a(Vy, Vo)) (2.12)
Iy = 2Sa;,0pv(dbe — Bebj)aemOmih T) = 23[(aV ) - (db aV)T] (2.13)
and

Q; = a0 - [A°, )T — Lan (O AY)|v]* — ajud [(c = N[> + a(V'v, V)]

P = ajk{),ﬁvdﬁ — %ajk8k¢|v|2.
Moreover we have the identity
9;P; = a(V0,V'0)¢ + (¢ — A —ie)[v|*p + [T — LAB)? +iSa(VPv,vVe).  (2.14)

Remark 2.5 (Boundary terms). In the next computations we shall integrate identities
(2.8) and (2.14) on Q, with various choices of real valued weights ¢ and v, with v radial,
for a function v € HZ,.(2) vanishing at 9Q and satisfying the asymptotic condition (2.1).
The weights will always be piecewise smooth functions, with possible singularities only
at 0 or along spheres |z| = R; the worst singularity at 0 appearing in all computations
is dominated by |x|™® in dimension n > 4 and by |z|™2 in dimension n = 3; concerning
the singularity appearing along the sphere, in the worst case it will be a surface measure
d|z|=r With a definite sign. Moreover, in our choice of ¢ we have ¢’ € L* and ¢’ > 0
(see (2.33) below).

In order to handle the boundary terms, some smoothness of the coefficients is neces-
sary. We note that from our assumptions it follows that a,a’,a”,a”, c are bounded for
large = and

a, |zld’,|z[*a”, |z)*a” € L™, be LM, b,ce L™, (2.15)

Then one checks easily that for v € H7.(Q) the quantities Q; and P; are in Lj,., using
the Sobolev-Lorentz embedding H* < L N L7223 which implies |v[? € L' N L7
and the Holder-Lorentz inequality.

We integrate the identities (2.8) and (2.14) on a set QN {|z| < M} and let M — oo.
At the boundary QN {|z| = M} we get the quantities

fQ:]M VijdS7 fQ:M VijdS7

where 7/ = (v1,...,vp) is the exterior normal and dS is the surface measure on the sphere
{]z| = M}. Letting M — oo along a suitable subsequence, by condition (2.1) we see that
both integrals tend to 0. Moreover, at the boundary 92 one has directly Pjlaq = 0 since
v|pa = 0. Concerning Q;, after canceling the terms containing a factor v and noticing
that V%0 = Vu + ibv = Vv on 9Q, we are left with

[0 0iQ5 = [,o[2a(Vv, D) - a(Z, Vv) — a(Vv, Vv) - a(Z, V)] 'dS (2.16)

where I is the exterior unit normal to 0€2. Dirichled boundary conditions imply that Vv
is normal to 9 so that Vv = (¥ - Vv)7 and hence

a(Vv,v) = (V- Vv)a(?, V), a(x,Vv) = (7 V0)a(Z, D),
a(Vv, Vv) = |7 - V1|*a(7, D)
and
fQ oiRQ; = faQ |7 - Va7, 7)a(Z, D)y dS.
Now using the condition that 9 is a(z)-starshaped and recalling that 1)’ > 0 we conclude
fQ o;RQ; <0. (2.17)
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2.3. Preliminary estimates. The first group of estimates is based on the identity
(2.14).

Lemma 2.4 (I.). We have the identities
efg [v]? = SfQ fo, fQ a(VPv, Vbo) = )\fg [v]? — §RfQ fo— fQ vl (2.18)

Moreover if we assume |la — I||pe < 1/2 and ¢ = ¢; + ¢i1 with ¢;,— € L* and
Iz crr,— |l < 252, we have the following estimate of the quantity I := 2¢S[a(vVy, VPv)]
Jo Hel < o (X + lel + ller o) [[vll5 + Co [ £y (2.19)
where C = C(n, ||Vi||L=) and o € (0,1) is arbitrary.
Proof. Consider identity (2.14) with ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 0 and let g = A%v 4 (A +ie)v, so that
g = f + ¢(x)v. Taking the imaginary part we get
elv]® = S(g) — S0 {Ta;x0hv} (2.20)
and integrating on 2 we obtain the first identity in (2.18), since (fv) = I(gv). Note
that the identity implies
lell[vl|Zz < £l L1 (2.21)
If instead we take the real part of (2.14) with ¢ =1 and ¢ = 0 we get
a(VP, V') = Av|* — R(gT) + RO, {Tarhv}.
Integrating on €2, the boundary term vanishes (see Remark 2.5), and we get the second

identity (2.18), after replacing g = f + c¢(z)v.

We can now write
2

el < fyerloP + fyern o < fyer- o + lePerr— o [, 2

x

and by the magnetic Hardy inequality (2.6)

2 2
lafers,- o Jo £ < HEGEFIES [ 1900 < 5 [ a(VP0, V')

provided [la — I|[r>~ < 1/2 and |||z|*crs,— || < Z52. Absorbing the last term at the
left hand side of (2.18) we have proved

Joa(VP0, Vo) <2 [ [v]* — 2R [, fo+2 [, er—|v]*. (2.22)
Next, by Cauchy—Schwartz and a < NI we have
[l < [ollela(T, Vi) 2a(V70, V)2 < NY2 (V9 1o el [o]a( V"0, V)2
and using (2.18), (2.22), with C' = 2NY2|V4|| =,
Ja |1 < C [(sen )3 o 15172 [lelA o [of? = el o 17+ lel Jo er.-[oP’]
(note that both quantities inside brackets are positive). Using again (2.21) we get

Jo 1l < C | S 1372 [UN + [eD] [y £51 + el fi er.—0[?]

1/2

which implies
_ _1/2) 1/2
Jo LIl < CON + )21 8l 21 + Clel 21 £3]1 2 ey 2 0]l 2.

Using (2.21) we have

1/2 1/2 1/2 ) p=111/2
le[2ller2vlle < lel2ler -2 llze < ller- N2 o147

plugging it into the previous inequality we get
Jo Hel < CUN 4 lel + ller.llzo=) /211 f0) 1
and using Cauchy—Schwartz we obtain (2.19). O



SOMMERFELD CONDITION 11

Lemma 2.5 (Auxiliary estimate I). We have
b
"2 Il < Cllallz= (IV*vlly + lollx + 11+ (2.23)
for some universal constant C.
Proof. Take the imaginary part of (2.14) and choose ¢ as follows:
o(z)=1if || <R, ¢(z)=2— ‘iR‘ if R<|z| <2R, ¢(z)=0Iif |[z|] >2R. (2.24)
Integrating on €2 the boundary term vanishes and we get
2 — L N b
lel Jo, 101 < Ja_,, /71 + R Jap ) op V70
<2R||flly«lvllx +3NRlv]| ¢ IV"v]ly-
Dividing by R and taking the sup for R > 0 we obtain (2.23).

(2.25)

Lemma 2.6 (Auxiliary estimate IT). Assume A = —A_ < 0 and |ja—I ||z +|||z]a’ || <
1/8. Then in dimension n > 4 we have

Al < Clle—faf*||zolllel = *v]IZ2 + blloll% + O Iflly- (2.26)
and in all dimensions n > 3 we have
Azl 20)1Z2 + el 72V 0llZe < (Clllef el roe +O)lol% + CST I (2:27)
for some universal constant C' and all 6 € (0,1). Note also that
lolly < [l 720l 2.
Proof. Since A = —A_ < 0, we can rewrite (the real part of) (2.14) in the form
(cr +2)|v)*¢ + a(V0, V'0)§ = ;RP; + c—|v|*¢ — R(fD)d + 3Ag[0]>.  (2.28)
We choose the radial weight
b=nmvE = ¢ =-mplesr 8= —mler+ grlesr

By the formula A¢ = a¢” + %(ﬁ' +a¢’, writing@ = 1+ (a—I)Z-Tand @ = n+tr(a—1)
and dropping a negative term, we get

o 3a—a+|z|a 3—n+(n+3)(la—I|+|z||a’])
A¢— _%6\:0\:12"" Tz]3 1\x\>R < BIE 1\x\>R-

In dimension n > 4, if |la — I||ze + |||z|a’||Le < 1/6, we get Ad < 0; hence integrating
(2.28) on Q and estimating a(V®v, VP0) > v|V?0|?, we get

I (cp+A) w2+ VPo|? < c_|v®+| 7]
Q |z|VR —= Ja |z|VR .

Taking the sup over R > 0 we conclude

1?7202 + Al 7 20)2 + vllla] 7200012, < [l al 202, + f,, L2

|—1/2

Since |jv]ly- < ||z v||2, we have in particular

2 2 —3/2, 112 1
Alolly < Clle-lallzeelllz] > 20l72 + 2]~ ol g 1f ]l -
and using the inequality |||z|~'v||y- < |lv||x We obtain (2.26).

If the dimension is n > 3 we choose a different weight, for o > 0 arbitrary:

a—a+|zla

_ 1 1 — a —
P=m = A9 G T D

By the estimates @ < 1+ Cy, |z||a] < Ch, @ > n(1 — C,,) with C;, = |a — I| + |z||a’|, we
have

1 _ |z|(n=2—(n+1)CL)—e(n—1-nC.) _ 1
AP < FICEERIE S TRl rEn?
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provided we choose e.g. C;, < 1/8. Hence integrating (2.28) on € and using again that

a(VPv, Vo) > v|VP|?, v > 1, we get for some universal constant C

A_|v| 24| VP02 2 _ 1/2 1
Jo ARl e < O] 2 P02 + C2] 7 10

< ClllzPe-llaz=lvl% + Clfllv-llvlx-
Letting 0 — 0 we obtain (2.27). O

Lemma 2.7 (Auxiliary estimate TIT). Letn > 4. Assume ||Ca ||l +|||z|?c—||r= < 1/16.
Then

H|33|_1/2Vb”||i2(\z\g1) < >\+|||90|_1/2U|\2Lz(\z\§2) +em)vll% + eI fl13- (2.29)
Note also that )\+H|x|_1/2v||L2(‘z‘§2) < 2)\+|||:v|_3/2v||L2(‘z‘§2).
Proof. Choose a smooth nonnegative weight of the form

p=lz| " for|z| <1, 0<op<|z| for1<|z|<2,  Hp=0for |z]|>2

in (2.14), take the real part and integrate on Q. We get

2 o ~
o 22 < [ R )
+ CHUHQL?(lg\x\gz)
for some C' = C(n, ||Ca|lze). Since
a—3a+|z[a>n—3—(n+4)Callze > 1 (2.30)
if e.g. ||CallLe < 1/16, and moreover
fQ‘I‘SZ ‘f\‘x‘\v‘ < 5|||90|73/2UH%2(\¢\§2) +5 13, loll 2 (1< jei<2) < 2[0] %,

we have
vbo, vt v v
fQ\I\Sl o \1;\ 2 < Al 2172 HiZ(\x\§2)+(6+ llz*e-|lze — i)”m”?ﬂ(mg)
+C(n, [CallLe=)(Iol% + 67 I£II5-)
by taking § sufficiently small we get the claim. d

We recall the notations
(V)R = (Z - aV"0)Z, (aV°0)r = aV'v — (aV'0)r

for the radial and the tangential part of aV®v. Note that in case the weight 1 = 1(|z|)
is a radial function, the term I, takes the form

Iy = 25[(aV*) - (db aZ) T = 23[(aV" ) - db T]e)’
where db := db a7 is the tangential part of the magnetic field.
Lemma 2.8 (I). Assume v is a radial function, b= by + brr + brrr. Then we have
Jo 11 < CRIN Iy ol + CBa(fy BEY/2( [, LTIz )12 | 0o 9ol ol
where C = 2||a||Le ||V~ and
B1 = lllal?dbrl| a2 e + [l *la = Tldbrall 2o, (2.31)

Ba = |||zl dbrsllee, B3 = |l|z|dbrrsllepos. (2.32)
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Proof. We split I, = I, + Iy,, + Ip,;, with I, = 23[(aV"v) - dbr)y’ and so on. Then
Jo oy | < CIVPollg el /2dbrvlln 212 < CIVPullg ol Mo l®/2dbi s 2

where C' = 2N||V¢||r~, and similarly

Jaorir) < CIVPolly 2] dbrrrolle 22 < CIUV 0]l ol |l dbrrrllor po oo
Next we note that dbs; is antisymmetric , hence (aZ) - dbrr = (az) - (dbrr aZ) = 0, and
for any v € C we can rewrite Ip,, as

I, = 2S[(aV'0 — vZ + 7 — vaZ) - dbr0]0)’ .

If we choose v = Z - aV%v we obtain

Iy = 23[(aVP0) 7 - dbrro)y’ 4 2S((@ - aV ) (I — a)Z) - dbr o)y = I, + 11, .
We estimate I like Iy, :

Jo |81 < CUNPolly ol 2l a = 11dbrx e 2 poe

brr

Finally we have

Jo o, 1 < Clllel =2 (aV )2l g2 el =0 g2 ||| |*dbrr || o

d
2.4. Choice of the weights and main terms. We choose, for arbitrary R > 0,
1 a
lp:ﬁ|$|21‘x‘SR+|x|1‘x‘>R, ¢:_E1‘x‘SR4 (233)
Note that ¢ is not radial. We have then
/ || w1 a—a+|zla
= = —1<r, A = 2.34

since A = ay” + %@b' +ay’. Recalling the notation
Ca(2) = la(z) = I| + |z||a'(2)| + |z[*|a” (z)| + |z[*|a"" ()|
we have, after a long but easy computation,
|z|*(|Aa] + | A@] + ||| Ad| + | Va]) + |z|(|Va| + |Va| + [a]) < C(n, [|Callzee) - Calz). (2.35)
Then for |z| > R we find that
A(Ay + ¢) = -850 4 R(x)

where

R(ac) = —2a(va—va,§)+5(d—a) + A(a—a) " A’d’

| |

and by (2.35)

[R(@)| < Cn, |CallLe) - G5, |af > R. (2.36)

||

In the region |z| < R we have instead

a—a)+a’+|z|Aa+2a(Va,z a(a—a
A(AY + ¢) = R(z) = AB=DE2Ane20(VaD) 4 slo-0)

and again by (2.35)

Ca(x)
Rlz|*’
Finally, along the sphere |z| = R there is a singularity of delta type, originated by the

term .
~fa—a+|zla
o ==~
|| VR

|R(z)| < C(n, [|Callre=) - |z < R. (2.37)
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and therefore the singular term has the form

_a(@— a+Ra)5‘ =r-

Summing up we have

AAY + ¢) = LRG0 — SO0 o+ R(2) (2.38)
where R(z) satisfies (2.36), (2.37). Further, we note that
[a— 1|+ |z[la] < Ca(z),  [a—n| <nCu(r) (2.39)

so that
a(a—a+ Ra) > 1
provided e.g ||Ca|lLee < 1/6. Moreover we have
(@—a)@a—3a)>(n—-1)(n—3)—2(n+2)Ca

and in conclusion we have proved the inequality

—A(AY +¢) > C=m=I1 g+ 250 =k + Ra(@) (2.40)
where Ri(x) satisfies for all
Ca(z)
|Ri(z)| < C(n) - —5—~ =
|z[? (| v R)

with a constant C'(n) depending only on n (polynomially).

Lemma 2.9 (I,). Let ¢ =ci + c2 + ¢c3 + ca + ¢5, with cs supported in || < 1, and ¢,
as in (2.24). If n > 4 we have, for all § € (0,1),

SUPRs fo o > (in =71 = e(n)(v2 + 75 + [ Callzoo)) 12|~ 20l|Z2 + [lvll %+

(2.41)
- b - b
+(A=Ts — e(n)d ' Ta)[vl3 — (2 + IV 0llF = 3slllz] ™2V 0]l 12 <1
where pn, = (n—1)(n—3)/2 and (0, :=Z-V)
= 2 ([0 (|2le))+ + er,— + |a = I|(|2]|Ver| + Jea]) [z,
2 2
72 = [llze2llezioe, s = [zl esllLee,
s = [[[8: (Jeles)]+ + ca.— +la = I(|2]|Ves| + leslllzpoo,  Ta = lleallerpos + lleallfipoe-
In dimension n = 3, provided cs = 0, we have instead
SuPgso Jo Lo = (1= 71 — e(n)yz — e(n)[|Callze) 0] % (2.42)
+(A =T —c(mTa)[[v]|F = (2 + &) V*0[l3
where the definition of I's, I'4 is the same, while
71 = lllz|([0r(|zle)]+ + 1, + a = I|(|z][Ver| + |er e pipee,
T2 = H|x|3/262”Z1L2L‘X’-
Proof. Integrating I, on Q and using (2.40) we obtain
n\v c(n)Ca(z)|v]|? Al \ac\(aac) Ve | ac 2
fQ fQ>RM +f9 _R R dS fQ W+IQ<R fQ T Iz[VR +% Lei<r)lv]".
(2.43)

Consider first the case n > 4. We estimate the term
I = (e84 221, <p)lof?

VR
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in two different ways for ¢1, ¢3 and for cz, ca. For c1, writing r = |z| and 9, =Z -V, we
have

z)-V ac T
SRR + g <r =0, (\‘f\‘vc}z) +(e-Dz-V (@\5}%)

<t (0 ren)ls + e1.- + la = 1I([al|Ver| + |er )
so that
Sub s Jo Lo Il ™ (D (ren)ls + e1,— + fa = I|(Je[Ver| + fea]) [of? |

—3/2

2
<nlll=l"" ol

A similar computation for I., gives (also in the case n = 3)
2
SUPRr>0 fQ I, < FSH”HY‘
On the other hand for co we write

_ . JaBlaleaw|2 | _ a—atz|a 2 o zfes b, -
I, =V { B3 avr - c2lvl” = 2150k Ra(Vov, 7o)

and if e.g. ||Ca|lze < 1/4, recalling also (2.30), we get
I.,<V- {J‘J‘VJRTL} +e(n) 2 o] + dlea[v]| VPl
so that
SUP o Jo Tea Se(n)lllel ™ (2, )" ?0l1 72 + dlle2v| V]| 1

|—3/2 |—3/2

<c(n)|e*e2,~ [l [[[e] 0l 72 + 4|z eallz oo 2|~ 0] 12| V*0]ly-

72072 + 72l V03

Using the same identity for c4 we can estimate

<c(n)yefz

suPpso Jo Les < e(n)lles,— o poe 015 + Alleallo oo 0]l V0]l
and this implies
SUP R Jo Les < O[VP0[3 + c(n)d ™ Tullvlf3
The same identity for cs can be estimated as follows, with C' = ¢(n):

v

b
SUPR>0 fQ Ie; < 075”‘—3/2”%,2 + ’YS|“Z—1/UzHiZ(\x\§1)‘

al
Hence taking the sup in R > 0 of (2.43) and using the previous estimates we get (2.41).

In the. case n = 3 we have pu3 = 0 and the weighted L? norm of v is unavailable. We
use the X norm instead and we obtain

SUPR>0 fg I, < '71”””%‘(7
suP o Jo Lea < e(n)llea— |zl poe V)% + 4l 2 caller p2 poe 0]l [V 05
with the new definition of v1, 72, and this gives (2.42). O
Lemma 2.10 (Iv,). With v as in (2.34), we have

a b’U 2
SWPRso Jo Ivw = (1= 6lla— I|zee = c(n)||[z]a’ || o) V0I5 + [ T, (2.44)

|]
Proof. By separating the terms in ay,, which contain derivatives of a;r we have
Ive = Sem - 8‘?(821}8&1}) + Tom - ﬂ?(afvaﬁ’nv) + a(va7 va)qﬁ

where

/

Szm(l’) = Qajmagkﬁfjﬁfkw” =+ 2[ajmaﬂ — ajmazki’\jﬁfk]‘%7

Tem () = [205maeks; — QjkGems; ) Try)’.
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With our choice of ¢ we get

[reen (2)R(0}080)| < e(n) RV 0] < e(n)la’|[V"0]?,

a(VP, V)¢ = — L1, 1<ra(V'v, Vo) > —NTfl‘x‘SR|va|2.
Moreover
SemR(OL0OL,V) = 2|(aVPV)r[*Y" + 2|(ava)T|2%
which gives, using |wr|* + |wr|* = |w|* (we recall notation (1.7))
semR(OFvOh,0) = 2[aV 01 i<r + Fl(@V"0) 71105 A
Summing up we obtain
1/2— 2 !
Tvy > LRN) VPPPL <k + %|(avbv)T|21m>R — c(n)]d||Vbv|?.
Note that we can assume v > 1 — |ja — I||zec and N <1+ |la — I||z> so that
202 — N?>1—6|la—I||p=.
Integrating on €2 and taking the sup over R > 0 we obtain
avlv)p|?
SWPp= Jo Ivo = (1= 6lla = Ill)[IV°0 3 + f “Sp e — e(n)a’[[ V0l 11
and this implies the claim. O
Lemma 2.11 (Iy). With ¢,v¢ as in (2.33), we have for all § € (0,1)
Jo Ir < 8loli% + 8Vl + Cln, [[Callzo)s I £ (2.45)
Proof. By (2.34)
I; = SHEEER@S) + TZR(VPuf) < Cln, || Calle) (14 + [VP0))|f]

|z|VR |z|VR ||
and hence
Jo Ir < C(n, || Callzoe) (Il vlly + IV 0]l flly--
The claim follows recalling that |||z| ™ vy < ||v| - O

2.5. Conclusion of the proof. We are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 2.1.
We integrate (2.8) on © with the choice of weights (2.33) and we take the supremum over
R > 0. We then apply the previous Lemmas to estimate the individual terms.

We consider first the case (Ap). One checks easily that the assumptions on b, ¢ imply
the following: for b = b; + brr we have

3/2

el 2dbrllr 2 poe + el 2la = Idbrzllgr g2 + e dbrillzoe < g,

with br; = 0 in » = 3, while the electric potential can be written ¢ = ¢1 + c2 + ¢y with
2 2esllerpopoe < o er,— € L
and in dimension n > 4
la— 1|+ (|2 |ex] + 2’| Ver]) + [a]* - (er, + [Or(ren)]s + c2,-) + [llzlezllon po < p
while in dimension n =3
lla =11 - (lzPlex| + 2 *|Ver]) + 2] - (e1,- + 0r(re)ls + 2, + lllzleallerpoe < p

Indeed, it is sufficient to take ¢c1 = ¢r and, for a fixed cutoff 0 < x(x) < 1 supported near
0, co=(1—x)-crr and ¢y = x - c11.
Consider the case n > 4. Write ¢ = ¢1 + ¢2 and

f= (A® — T+ X +ie)v, f~:f+CfU4
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Then all the assumptions of Lemmas 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, 2.8, 2.9, 2.10 and 2.11 are satisfied by
a, b and ¢. As a consequence we have

Isgéfg Ll + 1L+ 117 < O+ lllik + IV°0l3 + 2]~ 20llZ2)

+ ol SN+ el + ller— Nl )0 N3 + Co~ 1713 -,

sup fo(To + Ivo) 2 (5 = Cp)lllal ™ 20l72 + (1 = Clu+ )IV0l + llol% + Mol

Aol < Culllel = 2vll72 + dllvl% + Co7 |1 FI3-
Thus integrating (2.8) on  and dropping the boundary terms, which give a negative
contribution as proved in Remark 2.5, from the previous inequalities taking J and p
sufficiently small we obtain (2.2), with f = f + ¢yv in place of f. More precisely, we
use Lemma 2.5 to get rid of the € term at the right hand side, so that we obtain (2.2)
with € = 0. To reinclude the € term, we can use again (2.23) combined with the local
smoothing just obtained, which gives

"2 lolly < Cllallze (I9*vlly + llollx + 1715+ ) < C@)(A + @)1l
Now it remains to estimate

I +crolly <A flly= + 2™ erllapzree lvllx < [flly~ + pllvilix
and absorb the last term at the left hand side, provided p is small enough. The proof for
n = 3 is completely analogous.
In the case of the weaker condition (A) the argument is almost the same. We split
c=c1+c2+c3+ca+ ey wither =cr, co = (1 —x)err, ¢s = crrr, ca = (1 — x)erv and
¢y =x - (crr + crv), and we write €= c1 + c2 + ¢3 + ¢4 and

f= (A° —E+ X +ie)v, f:f+cfv
as before. Note that in the estimate of I we get an additional term ||cs,— +ca,— ||z ||[v]|3,
while in estimate (2.41) we must take 2\ > ¢(n)(Z+Z?) > TI's+¢(n)I'4 in order to obtain

positive terms. Then we can apply the lemmas as above, and in the final step we estimate
f as follows:

3/2

1l < 1F g+l 2xerrller e poo 0l x+llllxerv e os [olly < I Flly«+alloll+Zlolly-
In conclusion, we arrive at an estimate of the form
[ollx + A+ 1) 2lolly + 1V°0[ly + 1@V 0)rllL2 < @) flly+ + () Z]olly

and the additional term ||v||y- can be absorbed at the left hand side, provided A is large
enough. We omit the details.

1/2

Remark 2.6 (Inverse square potentials). Note that in dimension n > 4 and for A > 0 we
can add to the electric potential ¢ a further term cy satisfying

v = |||z’ ev e < 1 cv supported in {|z| < 1}.
Indeed, taking c5 = cyv in Lemma 2.9, we obtain an additional term at the right hand
side of the estimate:

oll + Il =2

vllzz + O+ 1e) 2 olly + IV70lly + 1@V )72 <

1/2 — b
<c)(Iflly- + "2zl V0 2 ay<1))-

We can estimate the additional term using Lemma 2.7:

— b —
(||| 2y UHLZ(\I\SI) <224 ||| S/QUHiZ(\x\Q) + C(”)H”H?{ + C(”)Hf”i/*
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and if p is small enough we can absorb the ||v||y term at the right hand side:

2ol| 2 + (AL 1) 2ol + [V"0lly + [[(@V*0)r 2 <

< e(n)||flly+ + e(m)(ysAe) 2|z 7220l o

[l % + =]~

In conclusion, if we assume

llale = - A+ < e(n) (2.46)
for a suitable constant ¢(n) depending only on n, we can absorb also the remaining
term and we obtain that the estimate (2.2) continues to hold. However in this case the
condition on cy is not independent of A and actually becomes worse as A4 grows.

3. THE RADIATION ESTIMATE

The goal of this Section is to prove an estimate for the difference
Vi = Vv — izvVaw

(S stands for Sommerfeld) in a norm slightly stronger than ||-||y; to this purpose we use
the weighted L? norms, for some § > 0,

/ lz° V| da. (3.1)
Ja

This is enough to rule out functions in the kernel of L + A\ and hence to get uniqueness
for the Helmholtz equation. Indeed, if the previous norm is finite then condition (1.10)
is satisfied. The value of § is connected to the asymptotic behaviour of the metric a(x)
(see the statement of Theorem 3.2), a fact already observed in [23].

Note that we can only estimate (3.1) in terms of the Y norms of v and its derivative;
in order to get an actual estimate, this result must be combined with the smoothing
estimate of Section 2.

Since we are interested in the behaviour of solutions in the limit A +ie — A > 0, it
is actually sufficient to prove an estimate in the quarter plane |e¢] < A. However, the
estimate in the case A < |¢| is elementary (and actually stronger), and we give it here for
the sake of completeness.

Proposition 3.1 (Radiation estimate, Case A < [¢]). Let e € R, 0 < X < |e|]. Assume
Co <1/2 and ¢ = ¢1 + crr with

laler,~lleee <, lerr,—|oe < K.

If Kk is sufficiently small with respect to n, we have

IV 0lZ2 + Allollze S (1 + KX [Iloll3 + I1/15-] - (32)
Proof. We can assume € > 0. By A < € and (2.18) we have

Mol < el < [1fol < olly + £
Also by (2.18), we can write for all § >0
Ja(V%0, Vo) <A [ o2 + [ efol® + [ 1£8] < A+ K) [ [o]? + 5 [ 123 + [ |f7].
By the magnetic Hardy inequality (2.6) and the previous inequality we have then
<2+ KA [1f0] + me(n)[|V 017
and if x is sufficiently small we deduce
IV*oll72 € (1+ KXY [1f3].

Appying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we obtain (3.2). |
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Theorem 3.2 (Radiation estimate, Case A > |e|). Let § € (0,1], b =br+brr, c = cr+err
and assume that |2|*Ver € L™ and for some constants k, K

ICallzoe + lllz|*dbr||zee + [[l]*(@r (J2ler))+ o + Illz*er,~ |z < &,
Iz’ (ja = 1| + |2lla' Dl oo + N2l dbrrller oo + [l err ]l poe < K.
If K is sufficiently small with respect to n,§, then we have for 6 < 1
(1= O~ @V 0)rlz2 + [ (2" + F5lel) Ve <
SA+K) [+ Nl +1V°l3 + [ 2@ 2] + KX [ |2l f]2,
while for 6 = 1 we have

[+ Fl2DIVeol < 1+ K) [(L+Molly + 1Vl + AT IS + [l=P1F] . (3.4)

(3.3)

Proof. In the proof we shall use the shorthand notation
a(w) = a(w,w) = a(z)w - w, weC”
for the quadratic form associated to the matrix a. We can assume € > 0, the other case
being similar.
For later use we write the computations in terms of a generic weight function x as far
as possible. We consider again identity (2.8) with the choices

W =x ie y(lz)) = [iTx(s)ds, o=+ 5x

where x is a smooth radial function with x,x’ > 0, and we add to it the imaginary part
of identity (2.14) with the choice ¢ = —2v/Ax. We also rearrange the terms using the
identities

€

I. = 2eS[a(Ve, Vo)) = [a(v% —iZV) — a(VPv) — a‘)\|v|2] X
and
Sa(VPv,vV(=2VAx)) = [a(va — iV ) — a(V') — E)\|v|2} X' (3.5)
We obtain the following identity:
Is + Ive + I, + I. 4+ I + I = 0;{RQ; + RP; + SP;} (3.6)
where

Is = [x’ T ﬁx} a(Vt — iv/Azv)
Ivy = 2|(aV®0)r|*x + 2|(aVbU)T|2‘lz—‘ —2a(V®0)x' + remR(85v08,v)
with rom (2) = [2ajmaer;j — Qjk@em;;|Trx and using notation (1.7),

I, — [,%A(M} +6)+ (1 —a)(eVAx + Ax')] [of?

I, = [ﬁXC —x'c—a(z, Vc)x] v?
I = 23[(aV") - (db)1)v]x
Iy = R{(A¢ + 9)0f + 2a(Z, V'v)xf] = 2VA3(Tfx)
where
_ b b o=~ 1 2 ~ 2 b
Qi = ajrdgv - [A”,P)0 — a6 (O AY)|v* — apZix [(c = N)|o|* + a(V'v)]
with ¢’ = x, and
Py = apdfov|S5x — X = sap@elol [55X =Xl P = apvdRox.
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Note that at 992 the boundary terms FP;, lsj vanish, while @); give a negative contribution
as proved in Remark 2.5; on the other hand, the integrals of Pj7ﬁj7Qj on the sphere
{|z| = M} tend to zero as M — oo by the conditions imposed on the growth of x. Hence
by integrating (3.6) on QN {|z| < M} and letting M — oo we can neglect the boundary
terms and we obtain
JoUs+Ivo+ Ty + 1.+ I+ 1I5) <0.

We shall also use the magnetic Hardy inequality (2.6) for different choices of s. Note
that with the substitution w = e~ "Iy we have also

]~ vlz2 < '~ Vvl 2 3.7)

777,23

where we used the notation V% = V® — m/X
We estimate each term separately. We can write

Ivy = 2xX'a(VP, (a — I)V0) + 2(¢5 - X)) (@VP)r|? + remR(85v0%,v)

and noticing that x > |z|x’ for x = |z|®, § < 1, we obtain

Jo Tvw > —e@) 2l (la = 1| + [l|a/ | poo - V20113 + (1= 6)[[]2] = (V") 32 (3.8)

In order to estimate I, we first compute
N / a—a+|z|a e
Ap+ o= (a—-1)x"+ ] X+\5\X-
Recalling (2.35) we have easily
|AY + 6| < e(n)(Z +x') + Z5x < e~ + Sz, (3.9)

while a straightforward computation gives, with w, = (n — 1)(n — 3),

A(AY +9) < — 55 (2 = x) + T2x" + o) S + 25 (@ + 354 + () %)

where
nr |

Ox(@) = la] ™ x + X'+ |2lIx"| + J=[*[x
With the choice x = |:v|‘57 and dropping a negative term, this reduces to

AAY +9) < ~ 00240 | iy of 2tifugle)

We shall drop also the first term at the right, although it gives a positive contribution,
since it can be recovered from the final estimate. Thus we have

I, > =SS fof* — L 202 — o — I|(evXx + AX) vl

We now integrate I, on . Thanks to the magnetic Hardy inequality (3.7) with s =
(3 — 6)/2 and using the previous estimate for A(Ay + ¢), we have

n) [ Cala*2Jof* < *EATRE= [ Vivf* <o [ Is

(note that in 3D the constant — oo as 6 — 0) provided

dc(m)||Callro0
v(n— 3+5)L <o-o.

Here o is a universal constant (it will be chosen equal to 1/10) which we keep around to
track the smallness assumptions on the coefficients. In a similar way, with s = (2 —9)/2,

S0 [ A o < B IG i) [ p VP <o [Is (3.10)

provided

4(n—14c(n)|[Callroo)
v(n—2—5)2 -0 <o
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Note that the last condition restricts ¢ to an interval (0, d,] which covers (0, 1] only for
n sufficiently large. To get around this difficulty we give an alternative estimate of the €
term. Fix a > 0 and split the integral in the regions |z| < o and |z| > a:

Ef‘ ‘2 3 <50‘f‘ B 6‘*‘5046 2f|”|2— v(n— 3+5)2f15+0‘ 2f|f”

where we used again (3.7) and the inequality € [, [v|> < [, |f| (recall the first identity
(2.18)). Hence we obtain

n— acln €oa a® * v
o P < 0yt 15 ot

where

Oy = Mol ellies) -y = — 14 o(n) | Cal v

We choose now

- clg\ﬁ\
and we arrive at the following inequality, which is valid for all 6 € (0, 1]:

n— c(n € 1-6 —
S0 [ Tl < o [Is + CavA T [

where

_ 427(n—14c(m)Callpe)]®~°
Cs = (o‘u(n73+6)2)2f5

and we can estimate the coefficient €/ with 1 since A > e. Thus we get

6 [ PCatm 2 < o [ T 4 e(m, 8) (1 4+ ) loll? + [1£113.

Moreover we have
Jla =TI < lla = Illz]’ [l e All0ll3
[la=TlevAx|vl* < llla = I||z|’ |l VX [ |£7]
where we used the estimate € [, [v]* < [, |fo] which follows from (2.18). Summing up,
we obtain, as § € (0, 1],

[ 1 > =20 [ Is — e(n,8)(1 + K)((1 + N ol% + I £13.). (3.11)
The term I, can be estimated as follows. We note that
aV'v - (db)r = aVv - (db)r
so that, with the choice x = |z|°,
[ Iy > —c()lllx] = Y ol| ol 2dbr | o< 2] = 0] 2
and using the magnetic Hardy inequality

[ oy > =248 ||wfPdby || o< ||~ V|22 > —o [ 1s

provided
2¢c(n) 2&\1) < 2¢c(n) < 5
v(n—3+9) H'xl I||L°° = U(n—3+9) R~ 0-0.
For the second piece Ip,, we have simply
[ Iory 2 =cm)[VP0lly [0l llzl* dbrrller oo > —e(n) K| VP 0]y o]y

and in conclusion

[ 12 —0 [Is = c(m) K|V o]y |lv]y- (3.12)
To estimate I, we begin by writing, with y = |z|°,
JIer 2 =z llelPer—llzee [lz°72|o|* = [[6]e*~ er + |zl a(@, Ver)] o]

and the first term can be handled again using Hardy’s inequality:
> o [ Is — [Pl es + [zl a(z, Ver) vl
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provided
mﬂmpc[ﬁnmo < m k<00
To bound the second integral we write, with 0, denoting the radial derivative,
Sz’ ter + |z|°a(@, Ven)|v)? = o-(|z|°cr) + (a — )T - Ver|z|®
— (6 = DlalPer + 220, (zlen) o~ + (a — D)z - Verlal?
<w- (L4 el Verl|zee) - |2]°7°

and hence, using Hardy’s inequality,

[11z° " er + a(@, Ver)x]v)* < o [ Is
provided

l/(n—%;)-kéﬂ(l + |z|*Ver|[Le) -k < o - 6.
Thus we have proved, for x small enough,

fICI > f2afIs.
For the second piece I.;, we use again (2.18): with x = |z|°, we have
J Ly = =222 err -l [ 1£7] = [IX err + a(@, Vern)x][o]*.

Using the identity (¢ = cr1)

a—a+|z|a
||

a(@, Ve)x|v|* = 9j{ajrTrex|v)®} — ex|v]? —acx|v]? — 2Ra(VPv, Tv)ex

we obtain
JI err +a(@ Vern)xllo? < cm)llelerrllape(lvl3 + 1V°]3).
Summing up, we have proved
J 12 =20 [Is = AT'K||fI3. — () K(IV]5 + [[0ll3). (3.13)
Finally for Iy we can write
2Ra (T, VPu)xf — 2VAS(@Tfx) = 2R(a — )T - VPox [ + 2RT - Viux S
and recalling (3.9)
Iy 2 —(c(n)]a]’~" + Z5 =) fo] = la = I||z°|V*o||f] = 2|z[°|Vu]|f].
The integral of the first term is estimated by Cauchy-Schwartz
J 12l fol < ad [ el ol + g5 [ 12T AP
and then by Hardy’s inequality
ad [ |z]PB? < % [z~ Vi[> <o [ Is, 4o =o(n—346)%v
and we conclude
[P ol <o [ Is + e(n, ) [ ||| £12.
For the second term we use the condition € < A\ and we obtain
S5 [l Tl < e [ o + [|=*[f1* < [1fo]+ [z f]?
Next we have
[la =1z IVPollf < [ll2]*(a = Dl Vool [ £l
The integral of remaining term can be estimated as follows:
[ 12’ IVl f| < odv [ |2’ Vv + 555 [1el™FfP < o [ Is + 555 [ |27 FP

odv odv

Summing up, we have proved
JoIr 2 =20 [ Is —c [(|2]"*" + ) [f1* = [1f7] = KV 0lly [ ]y (3.14)
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for some ¢ = ¢(n, o, 0).
We collect (3.8), (3.11), (3.12), (3.13) and (3.14) to obtain
-1
(1=170) [Is + (1 = O)|l|z| = (aV*0)z[|72 < c(n,8) [(J«**" + a|*)| f*+
+e(n, ) (1 + K)((L+ Volly + [Vl + A7)
We now choose o = 1/10 so that 1 — 7o > 0. Moreover, in the case § < 1 we have easily
Sl + 2 PO + 115 S [ 12l )£

and this gives (3.3), while for 6 = 1 we leave the two norms of f separate, and we obtain
(3.4). O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We first prove that the only solution satisfying the Sommerfeld condition is 0.

Corollary 4.1 (Uniqueness). Assume (A) holds, i < pio(n) and X > co(n)(Z + Z?). Let
v € HL.(Q) with vjaq = 0 be a solution of

(L+XNv=0
satisfying the Sommerfeld radiation condition
lim inf / |VP0 — iv/Azv|*dS = 0. (4.1)
R—oo |z|=R

Then v = 0. If in particular
/ |x|671’va - i\/Xi?v’de < o0 (4.2)
|z|>1

for some 6 > 0, then (4.1) is satisfied and the same conclusion holds.
Proof of the Corollary. By the assumptions on L we have v € H2,. Moreover, multiply-
ing the equation by v and taking the imaginary part we obtain the identity
%81- {ajka,gvi} =0
and integrating on Q N {|z| < R}, thanks to the Dirichlet boundary conditions we get,
for R large enough,
Jiaj=r 3@ - VP0)dS = 0.
This implies
o 12
Siai=r (VP02 + Al?)dS = [, _p|VP0 —ivXz0|"dS
and hence condition (2.1) is satisfied. Then applying the previous estimate with f = 0,
€ = 0, we obtain that v = 0. The last claim is proved by contradiction: if f‘x‘:R |va -
ivAZv|?dS > o for some constant ¢ > 0, then multiplying by |z|°~! and integrating in

the radial variable we obtain that the quantity (4.2) can not be finite. d

Lemma 4.2. Assume (A), with u, \ arbitrary, and let
2
['=lla— Il + [[|lz]"c-llLoe (o <2)-

Letv € HE.(Q) with v|oa = 0, \,e € R and let f = (L+A4ic)v. Then, if T is sufficienty
small with respect to n, for all R > 0 we have

/ Vo2 < C of? + / P (4.3)
an{|e|<R} Qn{lz|<R+1} Qn{lz|<R+1}

where C' = c(n)(1 4+ Xt + |lc=||Lee (j2)>1))-
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Proof. For any real valued test function ¢ we can write
(L + A+ ig)(hv) = 9 f + (AP)v + 2a(V'v, Vi)

and multiplying by ¥v and rearranging the terms we get

03 {¥Tak0k (¥o)} — a(V ($v), V' ($0))+(A + e — ) |pu]” =

=f0°T + (AP)ylol* +2a(V"v, V§)yT.
Now we take the real part and use the fact that
2Ra(V'v, Vi)yT = 2Ra(Vv, VY)UT = — 2a(V[¥[%, V|v|?)
= — 3 (AR vl* — 0;{zasklv[*Onlv*}
and we obtain
Oi{ReTa R (¥o) + Faj|vl* a9 *} = a(VP (Yv), V' ($0)) + (¢ = N)v[*+
HRIV*T + (AP)p[o]® — 5 (Al )]o]*.

Integrating on ©Q and using A|w|? = 2 Ay + 2a(Vip, Vip) and the Dirichlet boundary

conditions, we arrive at
Jo (VP (40), VP (40)) = [, (A= o)lyvl* = [ RfY*T + [, a(Ve, Vi)|u]?. (4.4)

It is clear that this identity holds for any compactly supported, piecewise C! weight
function .

We introduce now a cutoff function x equal to 1 in |z| < 1, equal to 0 for |z| > 2, and
such that 0 < x < 1. Then we can write

= [elpu? < [(1 = x)e-|vol* + [ xe-|yvf*.
We estimate the first term s1rnply as follows:
Jo (@ =x)e- 10 < lle-lzee a1z 1) Jq [¥vf*.

On the other hand, for the second term we use the magnetic Hardy inequality:

Jo xe— ol < llzle- Lo oi<a) Jo l2l 7 ov]* < e()T [, [V° (o).
Since a > (1 —T")I, if T is sufficiently small with respect to n we can absorb the last term
at the left hand side of (4.4) and we obtain the estimate

Jo VP @0)]* < e(n)(1+ At + lle=llzoe z121) fo 1ol + Jo a(Ve, V)l + [, [0 fI>.
Finally, we choose v as follows: for a given R > 0,
p=1 if |z| <R, =0 if |z|>R+1, Y =R+1—|z| elsewhere.
Plugging 1 in the previous estimate we obtain the claim. g

We are ready to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1. Given f with [ |z|°(z)|f|* < oo,
we consider a sequence ¢, > 0 with ¢, — 0 and define v; as the unique solutlon v €
H3(Q) N H*(Q) of

(L + X+ iek)vk = f
We now remark that under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, if x is sufficiently small, all
the conditions in both Theorems 2.1 and 3.2 are satisfied. Then, introducing the norm
+ ([ |2l Vgol*dz) 2,

lw]?
‘x‘S/Z

lwllz = llwllx + Mllwlly + 1V*wlly + (n - 3)

we get the bound (uniform in || < A for fixed \)
lvelly < [ l2l® ()12 (4.5)
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since the last norm controls || f||y .. Note on the other hand that the smoothing estimate

Lo S flly- (4.6)

_ Yk __
‘x‘S/Z

ol 5+ A2 okl + 1900k lly + 1@V o) | 12 + (n = 3)

is uniform for all A > & - (K 4+ K?) and all e.

From (4.5) we deduce that vy is a bounded sequence in H'(Q N {|z| < R}) for all
R > 0; by a diagonal procedure and the compact embedding of H' into L? we can extract
a subsequence, which we denote again by vy, strongly convergent in L*(Q N {|z| < R})
for all R > 0. Moreover, the difference v — v;, of two solutions satisfies the equation

(L + X+ iex) (v —vp) = (ex — €n)vn,

hence by Lemma 4.2 we see that v is a Cauchy sequence in H'(22 N {|z| < R}), and in
conclusion v converges strongly in H*(QN{|z| < R}) for all R > 0 to a limit v. Clearly
v € HL.(Q), v]aa = 0, and v is a solution of

(L+Av=f.

We note that by (4.5) the sequence vy, is bounded in Z which is the dual of a separable
space, hence it admits a weakly-* convergent subsequence whose limit satisfies the same
bound. This means that v € Z with

ol < [lel @)1,
and that v satisfies also the smoothing estimate (4.6).

Finally, if we apply the same procedure to any subsequence of the original sequence,
we can extract from it a subsequence which converges in H},, strongly and in Z weakly-*
to a solution v of the Helmholtz equation satisfying the same bounds, and by Corollary
4.1 we must have v = v. This implies that the entire original sequence converges to v
both in H}, strongly and in Z weakly-*, and the proof is concluded.
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