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QUANTITATIVE STRONG UNIQUE CONTINUATION FOR THE
SCHRODINGER OPERATOR WITH UNBOUNDED POTENTIAL

MOURAD CHOULLI

ABSTRACT. We revisit [2, Theorem 6.3]. By following the main ideas used
to prove that theorem, we establish a quantitative version of strong unique
continuation for the Schrodinger operator with an unbounded potential. We
also show that combining this result with a global quantitative unique contin-
uation from arbitrary interior data yields a global quantitative strong unique
continuation.

1. INTRODUCTION

2n P _ 2n

Let n > 3 be an integer, p := P and p’ = pray H s its conjugate. The open

ball centered at 0 with radius r > 0 will be denoted by B,., and we set B := Bj.

We say that w € L?(B) vanishes of infinite order at 0 if there exists 0 < v < 1
such that for all integer m > 0 we have

r_m/ lw?dz < ¢, 0<7T <7,

-
where ¢,,, > 0 is a constant.

Let ¢ € L% (B) and P € L"(B,C"). We say that the Schrodinger operator A +¢
(resp. the differential inequality |Au| < |qu| 4+ |P - Vu|) admits the strong unique
continuation property (hereinafter abbreviated as SUCP) in the class W?2P?(B) if
any u € W2P(B) such that (A + q)u =0 (resp. |Au| < |qu| +|P-Vu|) in B and u
vanishes of infinite order at 0 must vanishes in a neighborhood of 0.

To our best knowledge, the first result establishing that the differential inequality
|Au| < |qu| has the SUCP in the class W2P(B) with potential ¢ € L% (B) is due
to Jerison and Kenig [2]. The SUCP for the differential inequality |Au| < |P - Vu|
when P € L™ (B, C") was obtained by Regbaoui [5]. While Wolff [8] proved that
the SUCP holds for the differential inequality |Au| < |qu|+|P-Vu| with ¢ € L% (B)

and P € Lma"("’%n_Q)(B, C™). Sogge [6] considered the case where A is replaced
by a second order elliptic operator with smooth coefficients. He showed that the
SUCP holds for the differential inequality |Au| < |qu| + |P - Vu| with ¢ € L% (B)
and P € L*°(B,C"). The result of Sogge [6] was extended by Koch and Tataru
[3] with the “best possible conditions”, that is ¢ € L% (B) and P € L™(B,R") (in
fact they considered an operator with an additional term of the form div(uR) with
R € L"(B,C")). By a counterexample, Jerison and Kenig showed in [2, Remark
6.5] that L (B) is the best possible space for the potential q. Reference [3] contains
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a brief history of the SUCP. Other references dealing with the SUCP for elliptic
operators can found in [3, 6].

We aim in this article to quantify the SUCP for both the Schrédinger operator
A + ¢ and the differential inequality |Au| < |qu| + |P - Vul|. For sake of clarity,
we limited ourselves to the case where the Schrodinger operator A + ¢ acts on the
unit ball B. In a final section, we briefly outline the modifications required to
obtain a variant of Theorem 1.1, as well as a quantitative SUCP for the differential
inequality |Au| < |qu|+|P-Vu|. We also present a quantitative SUCP and a global
quantitative SUCP for the operator A + ¢ acting on an arbitrary bounded domain
in R™.

Before stating our main result precisely, we introduce some definitions and no-
tations. As usual, the set of positive integers is denoted N. For all m € N, define
O, as the set of functions w € L?(B) satisfying

Oom(w) := sup {n_m||w||Lz(Bn); 0<n< 1} < 0.
It is clear that g, (w) < oo if and only if there exists 0 < v < 1 so that
o (w) == sup {n~ " |[wl| L2 (p,); 0 <n <7} < 0.

Futhermore, u vanishes of infinite order at 0 if and only if u € m O,

meN
Let
-2 1
Ai=dA>0: dist (A, N+ 2 - =
2 2
and B := B\ {0}. It follows from [2, (3.4)] that
(1.1) 2| ull o () < illlzl " Aullpom),  u € CF(B), A€ A

Here and henceforth, k = (n) is a constant.
The closed ball of L% (B) centered at 0 with radius r > 0 will be denoted by B,..

To define the assumptions regarding the potential g, we need the following
lemma, proved in Appendix A.

Lemma 1.1. There exists a constant r. = r.(n) > 0 with the property that for all
0 < 1o < 14, there exists kg = ko(n,r9) > 0 such that we have

(1.2) [zl ull o () < mollla] (A + Qullze(m),  u € C§°(B), g € By, A€ A

For convenience, recall that WP (B) embeds continuously into H!(B) and that
H'(B) embeds continuously into L*' (B). Let

o = sup { Jwll o ()5 w € HY(B), [Vullacm) =1},

We fix 0 < ry < 7y, where 7, is as in Lemma 1.1, and ¢ > 0 satisfying 2902 < 1.
Then, let ¢ := inf(rg, ), and @ := B..

Throughout this text, we arbitrarily fix 0 < p < 1 and ¢ € C§°(B) such that
¢=1in B% and 0 < ¢ < 1. Our main result is the following theorem
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Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant ¢ = c(n,rg,0,9) > 0 such that for all
meN, A€, geQ, ue W*P(B)N Oy, and 0 < n < & we have

(13)  cllullzz(z,) < 17 M(A + @)ull o my
+27 V(A + g)(¢u)l| o) + 3™ 0™ 0 (w).

Let’s explain why Theorem 1.1 quantifies the SUCP for the operator A + g,
q € Q, in the class W?P(B). Let u € W2P(B) such that (A + q)u =0 in B and u
vanishes of infinite order at 0. For all A € A, 0 <7 < § and m = [A] 44, where [)]
is the entire part of A, (1.3) yields

CHUHLQ(B%) < 27FD|[(A + q)(ou)|| Lr By + 3W+477[A]+1_A@[,\]+4(U)-
Taking the limit when 7 tends to zero in this inequality, we find
clullzas, ) < 2OV +0)(60) o).

Let (A;) en be a sequence of A tending to co when j goes to co. From the preceding
inequality, we have

C||UHL2(BP/2) < 2_(/\‘7+1)\|(A+Q)(¢U)||LP(B)7 JjEeN,

from which we obtain that v = 0 in Bg. Hence, u = 0 in U0<p<% By = Bi. In

1.
1
other words, we proved the following result.

Corollary 1.1. For q € Q, let u € W?P(B) such that (A + q)u =0 in B and u

vanishes of infinite order at 0. Then u =0 in B%.

The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the Carleman inequality (1.1)
due to Jerison and Kenig [2]. For elliptic operators with variable leading coefficients,
a Carleman inequality is indeed available [3]. However, this Carleman estimate is
less flexible to use than (1.1), and we do not believe it is the appropriate tool for
establishing a SUCP for operators with variable leading coefficients. We note the
paper by Malinnikova and Vessella [4], in which the authors-relying on the Carleman
inequality of Koch and Tataru [3]-proved a quantitative strong unique continuation
result from a set of positive measure.

Under the additional assumption ¢ € L™(B), we combine (1.3) with [1, Theorem
1.2 and comments in Section 1.3] to obtain a global quantitative SUCP. Precisely,
we have the following result, where

Q:={g€ L"(B); laluem < |BI"*s} (€ Q).
Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < s,t < % Forall0<r<1,0<n< g,meN, A€EA,
q € Q and u € H*(B) N Oy, we have

c[|uf < ¢l 2 m

w3+ (p)
e (07 A + ul e
+ 27O (A + ) (6wl s + 37N ()

where ¢ = c(n,s,t,rg,0,9) > 0, b = b(n,s,t,ro,0,9) > 0, v = v(n) > 0 are

-
o+

— in (2=t s
constants and ( = min ( 1)
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Proceeding as for Corollary 1.1, we deduce the following global SUCP from
Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 1.2. Let ¢ € Q. If u € H?(B) is such that (A + q)u = 0 in B and u
vanishes of infinite order at 0, then u =0 in B.

Let E C B be a set of positive measure. Proceeding as in [1, Section 3|, we
obtain the following consequence of Corollary 1.2.

Corollary 1.3. Let g € Q and u € H?*(B) such that (A+q)u =0 in B and u =0
in E. Then, u=0 in B.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1
2.1. Caccioppoli’s inequality.

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < r,h < 1 such that 0 < r+ h < 1. There exists a constant
¢ = c(n,0,9) > 0 with the property that for all u € W*P(B) and q € Q we have

(2.1) e[ Vullrzis,) < 1A+ Q)ullLes) + ™ ullra (s,

Proof. Let x € C§°(By+p) such that 0 < x <1, x = 1 in a neighborhood of B,
and |0%x| < coh™? for all |a| = 1, where ¢y > 0 is a universal constant.

Let u € W2P(B) and € > 0. Applying Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

/ Y’u(A + q)udz
B

< (A + @)ullzem)lIxull L 5y
and hence

/ Y2u(A + q)udx
B

< (25)_1”(A + Q)UH%P(B) + 2_1€||Xu||ip’(3)
< 20)7H(A + @)ullTopy + 27 ed® [V (xU)||72(p)-

That is we have

(2.2) /B ’u(A + q)udz

< 20)7H(A + @ullFap

+ o (IuVxIae) + IXVullies)) -

On the other hand, performing an integration by parts, we get

/ Y ulAuds = —/ 2| Vul?dz —/ uVx? - Vudz.
B B B
Thus,

IXVull72(g) < +2

/ Y2 uAudz / uxVyx - Vudzx
B B

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and then a convexity inequality to the
second term of the right hand side of inequality above, we get

Il < | [ xPusuds

+ e HuVx|7aip + ellxVul 2 -

Hence,

(1= X Vul2a ) < \ [ xutuda] + Vg
B
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/ ox*utde
B

< llaxull o) lIxtll L 5y < llall 3 () Ix0l 700 )

from which we obtain

(2.3) (1—€)||Xvu||%2(3) < ‘/BXQU(A—Fq)ud:c + +671||uVX||2L2(B).

By applying twice Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

/ gx*u’dz
B

Hence, we have

'/ gx*u’dx
B

<llgll .3 )7 IIVOxw)ll2(s)

< 2lallzrrze)0? (JuV X323 + XT3
< 2002 (JuVx |20 + IXVulie(s) ) -

This inequality in (2.3) gives

(24) (1—e—2007)||xVull72(p) < ‘/ XPu(A + q)udz| + (e +200%) [uVx||72(p)-
B

Putting (2.2) in (2.4), we end up getting
(1= 200" — e(1+ ™)) IXVullZ2(s) < (26) 7' I(A + q)ullis s
+ (et +ed® + 21902)||UVX||2L2(B).

The expected inequality follows by taking e = 12122190"22 . ([

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (¢;)o<y<2 be a family of C*°(R") such that
0 <y < 1, hy(2) = 0 i o] < 1, oy(x) = 11 J2] > 29 and

p

|0%Yy| < c77‘|o“7 la] <2, 0< < T

where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant.

Let meN, g€ Q,ue W??(B)NO,, and v := ¢u. Let 0 < n < & be arbitrarily
fixed. By density, we get from (1.2) the following inequality

(2.5) 2] 0oll Lo 5y < olllz] (A + @) (Ly0) | Lo(m),

where k¢ is the constant in (1.2). Therefore, we have
) < wolllzl ™M A + @) ($go)ll o (s,)

+ olllz] 7 (A + @) (¥n0) | Lo ({p<iol<1})»

el ™l o,

and hence
(2.6) HI%I*A%UIILP'(B%) < k|27 (A + @) Yyl Lr(s,)
+rop (A + Q)ol Lo (s)-
In consequence, we have
(2.7) H|$|_AUHLP’({27,<|J:]<5}) < rolllz|"MA + @) (¥nu) | Lo (s,
+kop M(A + Q)ol Lo (s)-
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On the other hand, applying Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

||U||L2({2n<|z]<g}) < |||‘T‘>\|‘L”({2n<\z|<§}) | |$|_/\UHLP'({27]<|1}<§})'

Since

1/n A+1
A A o Wn, P
Mol lon gznei<sn < NPl = || (5)™

where w, = [S"71|, we get

p _
@8 lulerccgy < | )\+1] ()™ et ull o (ot

By putting together (2.7) and (2.8), we obtain

s,y < s+ 07 (2)7 el A + @) mllncs,)
+ k1p2” ATVN(A + q)vl| popy + [l L2(Bay) s
where k1 = Ko (‘““ ) %. Hence, the following inequality holds
(2.9) lullz2ay) < malllel™ (A + @)@yl Lecs,)
+ 512 ATV (A + Qv o) + [l L2(Bay)-
Next, as
A(Ypu) = YyAu+ 2Vh, - Vu + Ahyu
and supp(2V, - Vu + Avyu) C {n < |z| < 2n}, we get
(2.10)  [[lz["MA + @) (yu)llocs,) <0 A+ Q)ullLr(s)
+con” N (IVull z2(Bs,) + lullL2(8.))

for some constant ¢y = ¢o(n) > 0.

In the remaining part of this proof, ¢ = c(n,rg,¥) > 0 will denote a generic
constant.

From inequality (2.1), we obtain
c|VullL2(s,,) < (A +@)ullLrs) + 17 lull2(s,,)-

This inequality in (2.10) yields

(2.11) clllz] (A + @) (Wyu)l Lo (5,)
<n A+ Qulle(m) + p= O+ llullz2(Bs,)-
Therefore, it follows from (2.9) and (2.11)
cllullz2z,) < 1 M(A + Qull sy + 27 V(A + Qoll Lo (s)
+ 777(H3)HU||L2(3377)'

We end up getting

cllullzaisy) < 1 M(A + @ull sy + 27 V(A + g) (du) | o5

+ 3mnm—()\+3)gm(u).

This is the expected inequality.
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3. OTHER RESULTS

3.1. Quantitative SUCP around a fixed potential. Let ¢y € L= (B) and 0 <

p < % such that 02||q0\|L%(B ) < 1. Let
= 2

. 1
-—_ 2 N 2
Q'_ {q€L2(B),O' ||q—QO||LZ(BP)<4}'

The following inequality will be useful later on.

1
(31) O—QHq”L%(BP) <3

1 q€Q.

Under the definitions and the notations of the proof of Theorem 1.1 with p = p,
instead of (2.6) we have

|||$|7’\¢nu||m'(3£) < "QO|H$|7)\A(¢17U)HLP(Bﬁ) + HopiAHAU”LP(B)-
In light of (3.1), this inequality implies for all ¢ € @
=l o 3,y < 260 lll2] (A + @) ()| Lo(5,) + 2500~ 1AVl o),
In particular, we have for all ¢ € Q

2l null o 5,y < 20lllz] ™A + Q) (W)l Lo(s,) + 2600~ [ AV] Lo(m),

L
2

As the Caccioppoli’s inequality (2.1) remains valid when ¢ € @ is replaced by ¢ € Q
and 0 <7+ h <1 is replaced by 0 <7+ h < p, by modifying slightly the proof of
Theorem 1.1, we get the following result.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a constant ¢ = ¢(n) > 0 such that for all m € N,
AEA, g€Q, ue W2P(B)NO,, and 0 <1 < & we have

cllullzzs,) <0 A+ QullLes)

P
L
+ 27 MV A(¢u) | oy + 37 0™ A gy ().
An immediate consequence of this theorem is

Corollary 3.1. Let g € L>(B). If u € W?P(B) is such that (A +q)u =0 in B
and u vanishes of infinite order at 0, then uw =0 in a neighborhood V of 0.

Of course, V in Corollary 3.1 depends on gq.

3.2. Quantitative SUCP for differential inequalities. Here again, the nota-
tions are those of the proof of Theorem 1.1. As at the beginning of the proof of
Theorem 1.1, we have
|~ mull por 5,y < Blllel*Agu)llzes,) + wo~ A0l Lo (m),
where k = k(n) is the constant in (1.1).
Similarly to (2.10), we prove
2] Ayl s,y <llal™vnAullLe(s,)

—(A+2) (‘

con IVl L2(Byy) + 1l 2(8,,)) »

for some constant ¢y = ¢o(n) > 0.
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This inequality in the preceding one yields

™l 1o 5, < lllzl ™ nAullocs,) + 5p M AV] Los)

—(A+2) (

+ Keon IVull2(B,,) + lullL2(B.,)) -

Let P € L™(B,C"™). Then, under the assumption
|Au| < |qu|+ |P-Vu| in B,
the inequality above gives
el 5, < e (el naull iz, + llal 0P - Vulo(s,))
g

+ kp M AV Lo gy + meon” M2 (| Vull 2 (s, + 1l 2(Bs,,)) -

Since

2™ mqullLecs,) < lall g 5, el Opull Lo 5,
1| "*¢nP - Vull Lo,y < 1PllLn(s,.cmlllzl ¢y Vull2(s,),

if ¢ € Q and ||P|z»(B,,cn) < k, for some constant k > 0, we obtain

HI%I”%UIILPI(BE) < 2k(co + k)n~ Y|V L2(s,,)
+2kp [Av|[Le(B) + 2kcon~ M2 lullL2(B,,)-

Armed with this inequality, we can proceed as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 to
obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Letk > 0, m € N, A € A, ¢ € Q, P € L"(B,C") such that
|P|n(B,cny < k. For allu € WP(B) N Oy, satisfying |Au| < |qu| + |P - Vul in

£

7, we have

Band0<n<

cllull e,y < 27 MVNA(GU)| Lo(p) + 3™ 0™ T 0y (u),

L
2

where ¢ = ¢(n, Kk, qo, p) > 0 is a constant.

We observe that the inequality |Au| < |qu| + |P - Vu| in B, from Theorem 3.2,
can be replaced by the following:

lAu] < [a] 20 u] + 2] 7+ |Vu| in B,
where ¢ > 0, a; > 0, j = 0,1, are constants. This follows easily by observing that
|z| 72t ¢ L5 (B) and |z|~'** € L"(B).
The corollary below follows from Theorem 3.2.
Corollary 3.2. Let ¢ € L3(B) and P € L"(B,C"). If u € W?P(B) is such that

|Au| < |qu| + |P - Vu| in B and u vanishes of infinite order at 0, then u =0 in a
neighborhood V' of 0.

Corollary 3.2 with P = 0 corresponds to [2, Theorem 6.3]. We also note that
Corollary 3.2 does not hold in general when n = 2 (see [7, Theorem 2]).
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3.3. Quantitative SUCP for an arbitrary bounded domain. Let ) be a
bounded domain of R™, zg € Q, and d := dist(zo, R™ \ Q). Let B,(x¢) denote the
open ball centered at xy with radius r > 0, and set

Q:={d e L% (); dll2(Baco)) < S}
Om (@) := sup {U_mHﬂHL%Bn(zo))% 0<n< d} , aeL*Q), meN,
O = {0 € L*(Q); om (@) < o0}.
For m e N, @ € W??(Q) N O,, and § € Q, define
u(x) = @(xo + dx), q(x) = d*§(zo +dx), z€ B.
We verify that u € W2P(B) N O,,, ¢ € Q, with
”(JHL%(B) = ||q||L%(Bd(x0))’ Qm(u) = dmin/z@m(ﬂ)
and
(A +qu=d*(A+q(zo+d-))i(zo+d-) in B.
Let 0 < n < 4. Applying Theorem 1.1, we get
cllullzagsy) < 1M (A + g)ull o)
+ 27D (A + ) (@u)l| o (m) + 3™ 0 (u).

Here and henceforth, ¢ = ¢(n, rg,9¥) > 0 denotes a generic constant. Therefore, we
obtain

cd 2 ||il|z2(p,,) < AP0 (A + Q)i Lo(Ba(ao))
2

2 gy

(A + @) (00| Lo (B (o)) + 37 d" ™ E ™ O gy (@),

where ¢(y) = ¢ (), y € Ba(xo). In summary, we have proved the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Th§re exists a constant ¢ = c(n,ro,¥,d) > 0 such that for all
meN, N€A, GeQ, ueW?P(Q)NO,, and 0 < n < &, we have

cll@ll 2B 4, (xo)) < 1A + ull Lo (B4(0))
2
+ 27 MN(A + Q)(G8) | o (B4(w0)) + BD)™ 1™~ N 5 ().

Theorem 3.3 together with [1, Theorem 1.2 and comments in Section 1.3] yield
the following global quantitative SUCP, where

Q= {7€ L 131 (3aoy < |Balwo)| 7} (€ Q).

Theorem 3.4. Assume that Q is CV'. Let 0 < s,t < % For all0 < r < 1,

0<77<§,m€N,)\€A,(j€Qandu€H2(Q)ﬁOm we have

cllll g+ g < 7Nl m2e)

e (07 A + Dl ey
+ 27 (A + ) (68) || o) + (3d)mnm_(k+3)ém(ﬂ)),
where ¢ = ¢(n,s,t,r0,9,Q,x0,d) > 0, b = b(n,s,t,70,9,Q,20,d) > 0, v =

. it
v(n, Q) > 0 are constants and ¢ = min ( ol i)




10 MOURAD CHOULLI

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 1.1
Let u € C°(B), A € A and q € L% (B) satisfying

(A1) 26l 3 ) < 1.

According to (1.1), we have
2]l gy < slllzl ™A + @ullzoem) + sllale] ™ ull Lo sy
< lllz]7MA + Q)ull ez + slall g gy 2™ ull L (5),
which, combined with (A.1), gives
(A.2) 2™ ull o gy < 260|217 A + @)ull o).

Let R be the set consisting of the constants r > 0 for which there exists k, > 0
such that for all u € C§°(B), A € A and ¢ € B,., we have

(A-3) el ™l Lo 5y < Bellle] (A + Q)ullos)-

By (A.2), (0,(25)7!] ¢ R. Furthermore, we verify that if 0 < r’ < 7 and
r € R, then 7/ € R. That is R is an interval. We now show that R =|0,r,[, where
7. = sup R. For this, let »r € R and 71 = r 4 (2x,)~". For all u € C°(B), A € A
and g € B,,, using

r 2k,) 1
q=—q+ g%
1 1

and proceeding as for (A.2), we obtain from (A.3)
= ull 2o 5y < 260|272 (A + @)ull o).

That is 71 € R and hence R is an open interval. The proof is complete.

REFERENCES

[1] Choulli M. : Uniqueness of continuation for semilinear elliptic equations. Partial Differ. Equ.
Appl. 5, 22 (2024). 3, 4, 9

[2] Jerison, D. ; Kenig, C. E. : Unique continuation and absence of positive eigenvalues for
Schrédinger operators. Ann. of Math. (2) 121 (1985), no. 3, 463-494. 1, 2, 3, 8

[3] Koch H. ; Tataru, D. : Carleman estimates and unique continuation for second-order elliptic
equations with nonsmooth coefficients. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 54 (3) (2001), 339-360.
1,2,3

[4] Malinnikova E. ; Vessella S. : Quantitative uniqueness for elliptic equations with singular
lower order terms. Math. Ann. 353 (4) (2012), 1157-1181. 3

[5] Regbaoui, R. : Unique continuation for differential equations of Schrédinger’s type. Comm.
Anal. Geom. 7 (2) (1999), 303-323. 1

[6] Sogge, C. D. : Strong uniqueness theorems for second order elliptic differential equations.
Amer. J. Math. 112 (6) (1990), 943-984. 1, 2

[7] Wolff, T. H : Note on counter examples in strong unique continuation problems. Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc. 114 (2) (1992), 351-356. 8

[8] Wolff, T. H. : Recent work on sharp estimates in second order elliptic unique continuation
problems. Fourier analysis and partial differential equations (Miraflores de la Sierra, 1992),
99-128. Studies in Advanced Mathematics. CRC, Boca Raton, Fla., 1995. 1

UNIVERSITE DE LORRAINE

Email address: mourad.choulli@univ-lorraine.fr



	1. Introduction
	2. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	2.1. Caccioppoli's inequality
	2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

	3. Other results
	3.1. Quantitative SUCP around a fixed potential
	3.2. Quantitative SUCP for differential inequalities
	3.3. Quantitative SUCP for an arbitrary bounded domain

	Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 1.1
	References

