
QUANTITATIVE STRONG UNIQUE CONTINUATION FOR THE
SCHRÖDINGER 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 Schrödinger 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

Let n ≥ 3 be an integer, p := 2n
n+2 and p′ := p

p−1 = 2n
n−2 its conjugate. The open

ball centered at 0 with radius r > 0 will be denoted by Br, and we set B := B1.
We say that w ∈ L2(B) vanishes of infinite order at 0 if there exists 0 < γ < 1

such that for all integer m > 0 we have

r−m

ˆ
Br

|w|2dx ≤ cm, 0 < r < γ,

where cm > 0 is a constant.
Let q ∈ L

n
2 (B) and P ∈ Ln(B,Cn). We say that the Schrödinger operator ∆+q

(resp. the differential inequality |∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u|) admits the strong unique
continuation property (hereinafter abbreviated as SUCP) in the class W 2,p(B) if
any u ∈ W 2,p(B) such that (∆ + q)u = 0 (resp. |∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u|) 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
|∆u| ≤ |qu| has the SUCP in the class W 2,p(B) with potential q ∈ L

n
2 (B) is due

to Jerison and Kenig [2]. The SUCP for the differential inequality |∆u| ≤ |P · ∇u|
when P ∈ L

7n−2
6 (B,Cn) was obtained by Regbaoui [5]. While Wolff [8] proved that

the SUCP holds for the differential inequality |∆u| ≤ |qu|+|P ·∇u| with q ∈ L
n
2 (B)

and P ∈ Lmax(n, 3n
2 −2)(B,Cn). Sogge [6] considered the case where ∆ is replaced

by a second order elliptic operator with smooth coefficients. He showed that the
SUCP holds for the differential inequality |∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u| with q ∈ L

n
2 (B)

and P ∈ L∞(B,Cn). The result of Sogge [6] was extended by Koch and Tataru
[3] with the “best possible conditions”, that is q ∈ L

n
2 (B) and P ∈ Ln(B,Rn) (in

fact they considered an operator with an additional term of the form div(uR) with
R ∈ Ln(B,Cn)). By a counterexample, Jerison and Kenig showed in [2, Remark
6.5] that Ln

2 (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 Schrödinger operator
∆ + q and the differential inequality |∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u|. For sake of clarity,
we limited ourselves to the case where the Schrödinger operator ∆ + q 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 |∆u| ≤ |qu|+ |P ·∇u|. We also present a quantitative SUCP and a global
quantitative SUCP for the operator ∆ + q acting on an arbitrary bounded domain
in Rn.

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
Om as the set of functions w ∈ L2(B) satisfying

ϱm(w) := sup
{
η−m∥w∥L2(Bη); 0 < η < 1

}
< ∞.

It is clear that ϱm(w) < ∞ if and only if there exists 0 < γ < 1 so that

ϱγ
m(w) := sup

{
η−m∥w∥L2(Bη); 0 < η < γ

}
< ∞.

Futhermore, u vanishes of infinite order at 0 if and only if u ∈
⋂

m∈N
Om.

Let

Λ :=
{
λ > 0; dist

(
λ,N + n− 2

2

)
= 1

2

}
and Ḃ := B \ {0}. It follows from [2, (3.4)] that

(1.1) ∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ (B) ≤ κ∥|x|−λ∆u∥Lp(B), u ∈ C∞
0 (Ḃ), λ ∈ Λ.

Here and henceforth, κ = κ(n) is a constant.
The closed ball of Ln

2 (B) centered at 0 with radius r > 0 will be denoted by Br.
To define the assumptions regarding the potential q, 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 < r0 < r∗, there exists κ0 = κ0(n, r0) > 0 such that we have

(1.2) ∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ (B) ≤ κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B), u ∈ C∞
0 (Ḃ), q ∈ Br0 , λ ∈ Λ.

For convenience, recall that W 2,p(B) embeds continuously into H1(B) and that
H1(B) embeds continuously into Lp′(B). Let

σ := sup
{

∥w∥Lp′ (B); w ∈ H1
0 (B), ∥∇w∥L2(B) = 1

}
,

We fix 0 < r0 < r∗, where r∗ is as in Lemma 1.1, and ϑ > 0 satisfying 2ϑσ2 < 1.
Then, let ς := inf(r0, ϑ), and Q := Bς .

Throughout this text, we arbitrarily fix 0 < ρ < 1
2 and ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (B) such that
ϕ = 1 in B 1

2
and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. Our main result is the following theorem
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Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant c = c(n, r0, σ, ϑ) > 0 such that for all
m ∈ N, λ ∈ Λ, q ∈ Q, u ∈ W 2,p(B) ∩Om and 0 < η < ρ

4 we have

c∥u∥L2(B ρ
2

) ≤ η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B)(1.3)

+ 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕu)∥Lp(B) + 3mηm−(λ+3)ϱm(u).

Let’s explain why Theorem 1.1 quantifies the SUCP for the operator ∆ + q,
q ∈ Q, in the class W 2,p(B). Let u ∈ W 2,p(B) such that (∆ + q)u = 0 in B and u
vanishes of infinite order at 0. For all λ ∈ Λ, 0 < η < ρ

4 and m = [λ] + 4, where [λ]
is the entire part of λ, (1.3) yields

c∥u∥L2(B ρ
2

) ≤ 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕu)∥Lp(B) + 3[λ]+4η[λ]+1−λϱ[λ]+4(u).

Taking the limit when η tends to zero in this inequality, we find

c∥u∥L2(Bρ/2) ≤ 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕu)∥Lp(B).

Let (λj)j∈N be a sequence of Λ tending to ∞ when j goes to ∞. From the preceding
inequality, we have

c∥u∥L2(Bρ/2) ≤ 2−(λj+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕu)∥Lp(B), j ∈ N,

from which we obtain that u = 0 in B ρ
2
. Hence, u = 0 in

⋃
0<ρ< 1

2
B ρ

2
= B 1

4
. In

other words, we proved the following result.

Corollary 1.1. For q ∈ Q, let u ∈ W 2,p(B) such that (∆ + q)u = 0 in B and u
vanishes of infinite order at 0. Then u = 0 in B 1

4
.

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 q ∈ Ln(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 :=
{
q ∈ Ln(B); ∥q∥Ln(B) ≤ |B|− 1

n ς
}

(⊂ Q).

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < s, t < 1
2 . For all 0 < r < 1, 0 < η < ρ

4 , m ∈ N, λ ∈ Λ,
q ∈ Q and u ∈ H2(B) ∩Om we have

c∥u∥
H

3
2 +t(B)

≤ rζ∥u∥H2(B)

+ ebr−ν
(
η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥L2(B)

+ 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕu)∥Lp(B) + 3mηm−(λ+3)ϱm(u)
)
,

where c = c(n, s, t, r0, σ, ϑ) > 0, b = b(n, s, t, r0, σ, ϑ) > 0, ν = ν(n) > 0 are
constants and ζ = min

( 1
2 −t

1+t ,
s
4

)
.
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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 ∈ Q. If u ∈ H2(B) is such that (∆ + q)u = 0 in B and u
vanishes of infinite order at 0, then u = 0 in B.

Let E ⊂ 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 q ∈ Q and u ∈ H2(B) such that (∆ + 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 = c(n, σ, ϑ) > 0 with the property that for all u ∈ W 2,p(B) and q ∈ Q we have

(2.1) c∥∇u∥L2(Br) ≤ ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B) + h−1∥u∥L2(Br+h).

Proof. Let χ ∈ C∞
0 (Br+h) such that 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, χ = 1 in a neighborhood of Br

and |∂αχ| ≤ c0h
−1 for all |α| = 1, where c0 > 0 is a universal constant.

Let u ∈ W 2,p(B) and ϵ > 0. Applying Hölder’s inequality, we obtain∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u(∆ + q)udx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B)∥χu∥Lp′ (B)

and hence∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u(∆ + q)udx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ (2ϵ)−1∥(∆ + q)u∥2

Lp(B) + 2−1ϵ∥χu∥2
Lp′ (B)

≤ (2ϵ)−1∥(∆ + q)u∥2
Lp(B) + 2−1ϵσ2∥∇(χu)∥2

L2(B).

That is we have∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u(∆ + q)udx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ (2ϵ)−1∥(∆ + q)u∥2

Lp(B)(2.2)

+ ϵσ2
(

∥u∇χ∥2
L2(B) + ∥χ∇u∥2

L2(B)

)
.

On the other hand, performing an integration by parts, we getˆ
B

χ2u∆udx = −
ˆ

B

χ2|∇u|2dx−
ˆ

B

u∇χ2 · ∇udx.

Thus,

∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B) ≤

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u∆udx
∣∣∣∣ + 2

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

uχ∇χ · ∇udx
∣∣∣∣ .

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

∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B) ≤

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u∆udx
∣∣∣∣ + ϵ−1∥u∇χ∥2

L2(B) + ϵ∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B).

Hence,

(1 − ϵ)∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B) ≤

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u∆udx
∣∣∣∣ + ϵ−1∥u∇χ∥2

L2(B),
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from which we obtain

(2.3) (1− ϵ)∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B) ≤

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u(∆ + q)udx
∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

qχ2u2dx

∣∣∣∣+ ϵ−1∥u∇χ∥2
L2(B).

By applying twice Hölder’s inequality, we obtain∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

qχ2u2dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥qχu∥Lp(B)∥χu∥Lp′ (B) ≤ ∥q∥
L

n
2 (B)∥χu∥2

Lp′ (B)

Hence, we have∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

qχ2u2dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥q∥
L

n
2 (B)σ

2∥∇(χu)∥2
L2(B)

≤ 2∥q∥Ln/2(B)σ
2

(
∥u∇χ∥2

L2(B) + ∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B)

)
≤ 2ϑσ2

(
∥u∇χ∥2

L2(B) + ∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B)

)
.

This inequality in (2.3) gives

(2.4) (1−ϵ−2ϑσ2)∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B) ≤

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B

χ2u(∆ + q)udx
∣∣∣∣+(ϵ−1 +2ϑσ2)∥u∇χ∥2

L2(B).

Putting (2.2) in (2.4), we end up getting

(1 − 2ϑσ2 − ϵ(1 + σ2))∥χ∇u∥2
L2(B) ≤ (2ϵ)−1∥(∆ + q)u∥2

Lp(B)

+ (ϵ−1 + ϵσ2 + 2ϑσ2)∥u∇χ∥2
L2(B).

The expected inequality follows by taking ϵ = 1−2ϑσ2

2+2σ2 . □

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (ψη)0<η< ρ
4

be a family of C∞(Rn) such that
0 ≤ ψη ≤ 1, ψη(x) = 0 if |x| ≤ η, ψη(x) = 1 if |x| ≥ 2η and

|∂αψη| ≤ cη−|α|, |α| ≤ 2, 0 < η <
ρ

4 ,

where c > 0 is a universal constant.
Let m ∈ N, q ∈ Q, u ∈ W 2,p(B) ∩Om and v := ϕu. Let 0 < η < ρ

4 be arbitrarily
fixed. By density, we get from (1.2) the following inequality

(2.5) ∥|x|−λψηv∥Lp′ (B) ≤ κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηv)∥Lp(B),

where κ0 is the constant in (1.2). Therefore, we have

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (B ρ
2

) ≤ κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηv)∥Lp(Bρ)

+ κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηv)∥Lp({ρ<|x|<1}),

and hence

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (B ρ
2

) ≤ κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ)(2.6)

+ κ0ρ
−λ∥(∆ + q)v∥Lp(B).

In consequence, we have

∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ ({2η<|x]< ρ
2 }) ≤ κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ)(2.7)

+ κ0ρ
−λ∥(∆ + q)v∥Lp(B).
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On the other hand, applying Hölder’s inequality, we obtain
∥u∥L2({2η<|x]< ρ

2 }) ≤ ∥|x|λ∥Ln({2η<|x|< ρ
2 })∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ ({2η<|x]< ρ

2 }).

Since

∥|x|λ∥Ln({2η<|x]< ρ
2 }) ≤ ∥|x|λ∥Ln(B ρ

2
) =

[
ωn

n(λ+ 1)

]1/n (ρ
2

)λ+1
,

where ωn = |Sn−1|, we get

(2.8) ∥u∥L2({2η<|x]< ρ
2 }) ≤

[
ωn

n(λ+ 1)

] 1
n (ρ

2

)λ+1
∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ ({2η<|x]< ρ

2 }).

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

∥u∥L2(B ρ
2

) ≤ κ1(1 + λ)− 1
n

(ρ
2

)λ+1
∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ)

+ κ1ρ2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)v∥Lp(B) + ∥u∥L2(B2η),

where κ1 = κ0
(

ωn

n

) 1
n . Hence, the following inequality holds

∥u∥L2(B ρ
2

) ≤ κ1∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ)(2.9)

+ κ12−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)v∥Lp(B) + ∥u∥L2(B2η).

Next, as
∆(ψηu) = ψη∆u+ 2∇ψη · ∇u+ ∆ψηu

and supp(2∇ψη · ∇u+ ∆ψηu) ⊂ {η < |x| < 2η}, we get

∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ) ≤η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B)(2.10)

+ c0η
−(λ+2) (

∥∇u∥L2(B2η) + ∥u∥L2(B2η)
)
,

for some constant c0 = c0(n) > 0.
In the remaining part of this proof, c = c(n, r0, ϑ) > 0 will denote a generic

constant.
From inequality (2.1), we obtain

c∥∇u∥L2(B2η) ≤ ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B) + η−1∥u∥L2(B3η).

This inequality in (2.10) yields

c∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ)(2.11)

≤ η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B) + η−(λ+3)∥u∥L2(B3η).

Therefore, it follows from (2.9) and (2.11)

c∥u∥L2(B ρ
2

) ≤ η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B) + 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)v∥Lp(B)

+ η−(λ+3)∥u∥L2(B3η).

We end up getting

c∥u∥L2(B ρ
2

) ≤ η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B) + 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕu)∥Lp(B)

+ 3mηm−(λ+3)ϱm(u).
This is the expected inequality.
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3. Other results

3.1. Quantitative SUCP around a fixed potential. Let q0 ∈ L
n
2 (B) and 0 <

ρ < 1
2 such that σ2∥q0∥

L
n
2 (Bρ) <

1
4 . Let

Q :=
{
q ∈ L

n
2 (B); σ2∥q − q0∥

L
n
2 (Bρ) <

1
4

}
.

The following inequality will be useful later on.

(3.1) σ2∥q∥
L

n
2 (Bρ) <

1
2 , q ∈ Q.

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

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (Bρ) ≤ κ0∥|x|−λ∆(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ) + κ0ρ
−λ∥∆v∥Lp(B).

In light of (3.1), this inequality implies for all q ∈ Q

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (Bρ) ≤ 2κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ) + 2κ0ρ
−λ∥∆v∥Lp(B),

In particular, we have for all q ∈ Q

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (B ρ

2
) ≤ 2κ0∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ) + 2κ0ρ

−λ∥∆v∥Lp(B),

As the Caccioppoli’s inequality (2.1) remains valid when q ∈ Q is replaced by q ∈ Q
and 0 < r + h < 1 is replaced by 0 < r + h < ρ, by modifying slightly the proof of
Theorem 1.1, we get the following result.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a constant c = c(n) > 0 such that for all m ∈ N,
λ ∈ Λ, q ∈ Q, u ∈ W 2,p(B) ∩Om and 0 < η <

ρ

4 we have

c∥u∥L2(B ρ

2
) ≤ η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B)

+ 2−(λ+1)∥∆(ϕu)∥Lp(B) + 3mηm−(λ+3)ϱm(u).

An immediate consequence of this theorem is

Corollary 3.1. Let q ∈ L
n
2 (B). If u ∈ W 2,p(B) is such that (∆ + q)u = 0 in B

and u vanishes of infinite order at 0, then u = 0 in a neighborhood V of 0.

Of course, V in Corollary 3.1 depends on q.

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

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (Bρ) ≤ κ∥|x|−λ∆(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ) + κρ−λ∥∆v∥Lp(B),

where κ = κ(n) is the constant in (1.1).
Similarly to (2.10), we prove

∥|x|−λ∆(ψηu)∥Lp(Bρ) ≤∥|x|−λψη∆u∥Lp(Bρ)

c0η
−(λ+2) (

∥∇u∥L2(B2η) + ∥u∥L2(B2η)
)
,

for some constant c0 = c0(n) > 0.
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This inequality in the preceding one yields

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (Bρ) ≤ κ∥|x|−λψη∆u∥Lp(Bρ) + κρ−λ∥∆v∥Lp(B)

+ κc0η
−(λ+2) (

∥∇u∥L2(B2η) + ∥u∥L2(B2η)
)
.

Let P ∈ Ln(B,Cn). Then, under the assumption

|∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u| in B,

the inequality above gives

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (Bρ) ≤ κ
(
∥|x|−λψηqu∥Lp(Bρ) + ∥|x|−λψηP · ∇u∥Lp(Bρ)

)
+ κρ−λ∥∆v∥Lp(B) + κc0η

−(λ+2) (
∥∇u∥L2(B2η) + ∥u∥L2(B2η)

)
.

Since

∥|x|−λψηqu∥Lp(Bρ) ≤ ∥q∥
L

n
2 (Bρ)∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (Bρ)

∥|x|−λψηP · ∇u∥Lp(Bρ) ≤ ∥P∥Ln(Bρ,Cn)∥|x|−λψη∇u∥L2(Bρ),

if q ∈ Q and ∥P∥Ln(Bρ,Cn) ≤ k, for some constant k > 0, we obtain

∥|x|−λψηu∥Lp′ (Bρ) ≤ 2κ(c0 + k)η−(λ+2)∥∇u∥L2(B2η)

+ 2κρ−λ∥∆v∥Lp(B) + 2κc0η
−(λ+2)∥u∥L2(B2η).

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

Theorem 3.2. Let k > 0, m ∈ N, λ ∈ Λ, q ∈ Q, P ∈ Ln(B,Cn) such that
∥P∥Ln(Bρ,Cn) ≤ k. For all u ∈ W 2,p(B) ∩ Om satisfying |∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u| in
B and 0 < η <

ρ

4 , we have

c∥u∥L2(B ρ

2
) ≤ 2−(λ+1)∥∆(ϕu)∥Lp(B) + 3mηm−(λ+3)ϱm(u),

where c = c(n,k, q0, ρ) > 0 is a constant.

We observe that the inequality |∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u| in B, from Theorem 3.2,
can be replaced by the following:

c|∆u| ≤ |x|−2+α0 |u| + |x|−1+α1 |∇u| in B,

where c > 0, αj > 0, j = 0, 1, are constants. This follows easily by observing that
|x|−2+α0 ∈ L

n
2 (B) and |x|−1+α1 ∈ Ln(B).

The corollary below follows from Theorem 3.2.

Corollary 3.2. Let q ∈ L
n
2 (B) and P ∈ Ln(B,Cn). If u ∈ W 2,p(B) is such that

|∆u| ≤ |qu| + |P · ∇u| 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 Ω be a
bounded domain of Rn, x0 ∈ Ω, and d := dist(x0,Rn \ Ω). Let Br(x0) denote the
open ball centered at x0 with radius r > 0, and set

Q̃ :=
{
q̃ ∈ L

n
2 (Ω); ∥q̃∥L2(Bd(x0)) ≤ ς

}
,

ϱ̃m(ũ) := sup
{
η−m∥ũ∥L2(Bη(x0)); 0 < η < d

}
, ũ ∈ L2(Ω), m ∈ N,

Õm := {ũ ∈ L2(Ω); ϱ̃m(ũ) < ∞}.

For m ∈ N, ũ ∈ W 2,p(Ω) ∩ Õm and q̃ ∈ Q̃, define
u(x) = ũ(x0 + dx), q(x) = d2q̃(x0 + dx), x ∈ B.

We verify that u ∈ W 2,p(B) ∩Om, q ∈ Q, with
∥q∥

L
n
2 (B) = ∥q̃∥

L
n
2 (Bd(x0)), ϱm(u) = dm−n/2ϱ̃m(ũ)

and
(∆ + q)u = d2(∆ + q̃(x0 + d ·))ũ(x0 + d ·) in B.

Let 0 < η < ρ
4 . Applying Theorem 1.1, we get

c∥u∥L2(B ρ
2

) ≤ η−λ∥(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B)

+ 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕu)∥Lp(B) + 3mηm−(λ+3)ϱm(u).
Here and henceforth, c = c(n, r0, ϑ) > 0 denotes a generic constant. Therefore, we
obtain

cd− n
2 ∥ũ∥L2(B dρ

2
) ≤ d2− n

p η−λ∥(∆ + q)ũ∥Lp(Bd(x0))

+ 2−(λ+1)d2− n
p ∥(∆ + q̃)(ϕ̃ũ)∥Lp(Bd(x0)) + 3mdm− n

2 ηm−(λ+3)ϱ̃m(ũ),

where ϕ̃(y) = ϕ
(

y−x0
d

)
, y ∈ Bd(x0). In summary, we have proved the following

theorem.

Theorem 3.3. There exists a constant c = c(n, r0, ϑ, d) > 0 such that for all
m ∈ N, λ ∈ Λ, q̃ ∈ Q̃, ũ ∈ W 2,p(Ω) ∩ Õm and 0 < η < ρ

4 , we have

c∥ũ∥L2(B dρ
2

(x0)) ≤ η−λ∥(∆ + q̃)u∥Lp(Bd(x0))

+ 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q̃)(ϕ̃ũ)∥Lp(Bd(x0)) + (3d)mηm−(λ+3)ϱ̃m(ũ).

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

Q̃ :=
{
q̃ ∈ Ln(Ω); ∥q̃∥Ln(Bd(x0)) ≤ |Bd(x0)|− 1

n ς
}

(⊂ Q̃).

Theorem 3.4. Assume that Ω is C1,1. Let 0 < s, t < 1
2 . For all 0 < r < 1,

0 < η < ρ
4 , m ∈ N, λ ∈ Λ, q̃ ∈ Q̃ and u ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ Õm we have

c∥ũ∥
H

3
2 +t(Ω)

≤ rζ∥ũ∥H2(Ω)

+ ebr−ν
(
η−λ∥(∆ + q̃)ũ∥L2(Ω)

+ 2−(λ+1)∥(∆ + q)(ϕ̃ũ)∥Lp(Ω) + (3d)mηm−(λ+3)ϱ̃m(ũ)
)
,

where c = c(n, s, t, r0, ϑ,Ω, x0, d) > 0, b = b(n, s, t, r0, ϑ,Ω, x0, d) > 0, ν =
ν(n,Ω) > 0 are constants and ζ = min

( 1
2 −t

1+t ,
s
4

)
.



10 MOURAD CHOULLI

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 1.1

Let u ∈ C∞
0 (Ḃ), λ ∈ Λ and q ∈ L

n
2 (B) satisfying

(A.1) 2κ∥q∥
L

n
2 (B) ≤ 1.

According to (1.1), we have
∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ (B) ≤ κ∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B) + κ∥q|x|−λu∥Lp(B)

≤ κ∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B) + κ∥q∥
L

n
2 (B)∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ (B),

which, combined with (A.1), gives
(A.2) ∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ (B) ≤ 2κ∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B).

Let R be the set consisting of the constants r > 0 for which there exists κr > 0
such that for all u ∈ C∞

0 (Ḃ), λ ∈ Λ and q ∈ Br, we have
(A.3) ∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ (B) ≤ κr∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B).

By (A.2), (0, (2κ)−1] ⊂ R. Furthermore, we verify that if 0 < r′ < r and
r ∈ R, then r′ ∈ R. That is R is an interval. We now show that R =]0, r∗[, where
r∗ = supR. For this, let r ∈ R and r1 = r + (2κr)−1. For all u ∈ C∞

0 (Ḃ), λ ∈ Λ
and q ∈ Br1 , using

q = r

r1
q + (2κr)−1

r1
q,

and proceeding as for (A.2), we obtain from (A.3)
∥|x|−λu∥Lp′ (B) ≤ 2κr∥|x|−λ(∆ + q)u∥Lp(B).

That is r1 ∈ R and hence R is an open interval. The proof is complete.
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