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Abstract

We examine semiclassical magnetic Schrodinger operators with com-
plex electric potentials. Under suitable conditions on the magnetic and
electric potentials, we prove a resolvent estimate for spectral parameters
in an unbounded parabolic neighborhood of the imaginary axis.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study non-self-adjoint Schrédinger operators with magnetic
potentials. Non-self-adjoint Schrédinger operators appear in a variety of con-
texts such as the study of resonances [14], Hamiltonians of open systems [7], and
the damped wave equation [5]. Those with magnetic potential are of particu-
lar importance in Ginzburg-Landau theory in the study of superconductivity
[2]. One difficulty of working with non-self-adjoint operators as opposed to the
self-adjoint case is the lack of the spectral theorem. Whereas the size of the
resolvent of a self-adjoint operator is a function of the distance between the
spectral parameter and the operator’s spectrum, there is no analog for non-self-
adjoint operators, for which the resolvent can grow large even far away from
the spectrum [0], [15]. As such, it becomes of interest to study under what cir-
cumstances and in which regions of the complex spectral plane we can establish
useful estimates of the size of the resolvent for such operators.
Non-self-adjoint magnetic Schrodinger operators have the form

P=(hD, — A(z))>+V (z), x€R", D,:=—id,

where we will take V' = V; + iVh, with V1, V5 € C* (R™;R), A € C* (R™;R"),
and h > 0. We refer to A as the magnetic potential and V' as the electric
potential. We shall study such operators in the semiclassical limit, i.e. we shall
be concerned with the behavior of the operator in the limit as h — 0. In the
context of quantum mechanics h represents Planck’s constant and taking h to



be small models the situation where the data is large relative to the quantum
scale. Our primary goal is to show a particular resolvent estimate for a broad
class of such operators which generalizes one proven in [3] for the A = 0 case.

To study such an operator we will use methods involving pseudodifferential
operators. For this we will primarily use the Weyl quantization. For a symbol
a: R?™ — C, the Weyl quantization of a is given by

1 ,
a (x,Dy)u:= " /Rzn v g (gj—;y7 ) u (y) dydg,

and the semiclassical Weyl quantization is given by
1 .
apu=a" (z,hD;)u = 7n/ ellz=v)€y L—’_y, h& ) u (y) dyd€.
(277) R2n 2

Using this we can write P = p¥ for p(z,&) = [ — A(x) 2 +V ().

Now let us introduce some notation that we will use throughout this paper.
For X € R* X = (x,€) with 2,& € R™. The notation “f < ¢g” means there
exists a C > 0, independent of X, h and other parameters, such that f < Cg.
Additionally, the symbol class S (m) is defined by

S(m):={aeC>®(R"):[0%| <m, Va},

for m some positive function on RY. We shall place the following condition on
the symbol p:
Vi>0

V"eS(1),
A" ()| 1, xeR",
A" e S ((x)™),
Va(2)| S1+Vi(a)+ |V (2)?, zeR™ (1.5)
One implication of these conditions that will be useful is that by and
Vil SV, (1.6)

as this holds for any nonnegative C? function with bounded second derivatives
[16]. It then follows that if we define

my (X) =1+ Rep (X) +[V2 (2)' |,
these conditions collectively imply that
peS(my). (1.7)
Let P := p” (x,hD,). When regarding P as a closed, unbounded operator on

L?, we equip P with the maximal domain D (P) := {u € L? (R") : piu € L*}.
The following is the main result of this paper.



Theorem 1.1. Let T > 0 be such that |Vo| =T < Vi +|V4|?. For such p and any
K > 1 there exist constants Cy, M, hg with 0 < hg,Co <1 and M > 2 such that
forall0 < h < hg and z € C with |z| > KT+Mh and Rez < Coh?/3 (|2 — 3
(P—2)"" exists and we get

[(P=2)"" oo Sh2R (2| = 1)1 (1.8)

For convenience, we will write y := |z| — T, and so the conclusion of the
theorem can be rewritten as

(P =2)" sz S h20y~0

for z € C, |2| > KT + Mh, Re z < Coh?/3y*/3. Also, note that when 7' # 0 the
constant M can be made irrelevant by taking hg small enough, and when T"= 0
the constant K is irrelevant. Theorem [I.1] can thus be considered as applying
to two distinct cases: when T # 0 and thus |z| > KT and y > (K —1)T 2 1,
and a sharper estimate when 7' = 0 and so |z| > Mh and y = |z|.

To prove this we start by proving the L? lower bound

(P = 2)ull 2 B2y P ull, Vues. (1.9)

We do this by showing that it suffices to prove the same estimate for the Weyl
quantization of a modified symbol ¢, obtained by cutting off the magnetic po-
tential in the region where |z| < |¢|, taking advantage of the ellipticity of p in
this region. We then prove such an estimate for ¢;’ by constructing a weight
function to use as a bounded multiplier and then using some symbol calculus of
pseudodifferential operators, following a method very similar to that used in [3].
Then we show that this lower bound extends to the maximal domain of P by
using a graph closure argument, which then implies that the desired resolvent
estimate holds.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we construct the modified
symbol ¢ and show that working with ¢}’ — z suffices. In section 3 we construct
a weight function g and show that it satisfies a list of properties which will be
needed to use it as a bounded multiplier later. In section 4 we review some of
the important properties of the Wick quantization. In section 5 we prove the
desired L? lower bound for ¢ — z using the weight function from section 3 and
pseudodifferential symbol calculus in both the Wick and Weyl quantizations.
This then implies that holds due to section 2. In section 6 we prove that
for a class of symbols which includes p, the graph closure of the corresponding
Weyl quantization on & has maximal domain. We then apply this to conclude
that P — z is invertible and attain the desired resolvent estimate.

The reason why we work with a modified symbol is because when deriving
L? estimates using pseudodifferential symbol calculus it will be necessary to
bound certain derivatives of the symbol of our operator. Specifically, we will be
using the Calderdén-Vaillancourt theorem which states that for a € S (1),

la“||z2r2 S sup [[0%al e, (1.10)
la|<Mn



where M > 0 is some global constant, see [16]. An obstacle for using this when
working with a Schrédinger operator with magnetic potential is that any deriva-
tive of the symbol p with respect to x will have a term of the form £ - 9% A (x),
which is unbounded in £, even when A is compactly supported. However, in the
region where (x) 2> ||, the condition implies that such a term is bounded
for || > 2. Thus it is preferable to work with a modified symbol, ¢, which has
the magnetic potential cut off in the region where [£| 2 (z).

2 Truncating the Magnetic Potential

We are able to modify p in the region where |¢| is much larger than |z| while
keeping the same the L? lower bound because the derivative bounds on A and
V imply that [p| ~ [£]? ~ m,, and thus p is elliptic in this region. Thus, if we
change the symbol there while keeping this ellipticity we can expect the new
symbol to behave similarly to p.

First we recall a couple standard facts of Weyl symbol calculus. We say that
a function m > 0 on R¥ is an order function if m (X) < (X — Y)*m (Y) for all
X,Y € RY and some k (see [16]). Let m;, ms be order functions on R?", and
let f€S(my),g € S (ms). We then have that fg, f#g € S (mims) with f#g
defined by

w h v
ot = () = (Fa+ tfgb+0r) (2.1
h
where
f#g=eFPeDu=DaDu) £ (4 £) g (y, )
(y,m=(z,¢)
and

1 )
r = _1/ (1 _ t) 61t2h (D¢-Dy—Dy-Dy)
4 0

(D¢ - Dy — Dy - Dy)* f (2,€) g (y, ) dt

(y,m)=(z,&)

In particular, expanding to first order, given f and g with f’ € S (m;) and
g € S (my) it holds that

filgr = (fg)y + D (ra)y (2.2)

for some r; € S(myms). Both and can also apply to the non-
semiclassical Weyl quantization by taking A = 1.

Let x € C* (R™;]0,1]) be a smooth function with y () = 1 for all |z| <1
and y () = 0 for all |z| > 2. We use x to cut off the magnetic potential in the

region where || is large relative to (). Define x; (X) := x (%) and

q(X) = [¢ = x2r (X) A(2) P+ V (2). (2.3)



where R > 0 is chosen sufficiently large such that |A (z) [, |V (z) | < - R?(z)%.
Such an R exists because conditions (1.2)) and(1.3) imply that |A (z) | < (x)
and |V (z)| < (z)2. Thus for X € supp (1 — xg) we have |¢| > R(z), and so

€~ Ae)| > 24l > 282 and

V(@) | <6 —Ax)[* ~ J¢*.

We then see that |£|? dominates the other terms of Rep on the support of 1 —xg,
and so

Rep ~Req~my(X) ~[¢> ~(X)?, X esupp(l—xgr).  (24)

We can see from that supp (p — q) C supp (1 — x2r). Thus p and ¢ are
both elliptic of order m,, in the region in which p # g.

Furthermore in this region, Re p, Re g > R;(:U)Q while |Imp|, |[Im ¢| < <x>2,
so Rep > 8|Im p| and the same holds for g. The conditions of Theorem also
require that Rez < Coh?/3y'/3 and |z| > Mh with M > 2, Cy < 1. Thus
Re z < 272/3|2| which implies that Rez < |Im z|. Thus for such z we have that
for X € supp (1 — xr), p(X) and ¢ (X) lie in a closed cone disjoint from one
which contains z, as shown in Figure[l] It follows that [p (X)—z| ~ |p (X) |+]z],
and the same for ¢. From this and , we now have that:

Ip(X) = 2| ~ |q(X) — 2| ~ (X)* + 2], X €supp(l—xr). (2.5)

-
\_

Figure 1: The lighter shaded region indicates the values of z for which Theorem
applies. The ranges of p (X) and ¢ (X) for X € supp (1 — xg) lie within the
darker shaded cone around the positive real axis.

What is convenient about working with this ¢, given in ([2.3)) is that, unlike
p, derivatives or order two and higher are bounded.

Lemma 2.1. For q as defined in (2.3)), it holds that
q" €S(1). (2.6)



Proof. Let us expand ¢ and consider each term.
q= ¢ =26 Axar + X3g|AP + V.

It is trivial that derivatives of order two and higher are bounded for |£|? and
V', due to (1.2). To see that the same holds for the other two terms, we first
observe that

%% ()| S (X)L Jal = 0. (2.7)
Then by and ,
0% (A(z) x2r (X)) S 1, o[ 21,

and by and
0% (A (2) xor (X)) S(X)7F ol > 2.

~

With these two estimates we can see that all derivatives of order at least two of
¢ - Axar and x3p|A|* are bounded. 0

So that we may work with ¢ instead of p we will establish that
(g’ = 2)ull S | (pi —2) ull + O (A) [luf, ueS, Rez < [Imz.
To see this we will use the following lemma.
Lemma 2.2. Define F (X) by

q(X)—=2
p(X)—=z

where z € {z € C: Rez < |Imz|}. The symbol F satisfies

F(X)= (1=xr (X)) +xr(X),

FesS(1)

and
Fres((x)™).

Proof. Recall that when we say a € S(m) for a symbol a and symbol class
S (m), the implicit constants in the derivative bounds are independent of z even
when a or m depends on z.

To understand F, note that, by (2.5, both p — z and ¢ — z are elliptic on
supp (p — q¢) C supp (1 — xr), so whenever p—z = 0 we also have that ¢—z =0
and F' = 1. Thus F is equal to (¢ — z) / (p — z) everywhere that the latter is
defined, and F (X) =1 when |¢| < 2R(z). In particular

(p—2)F=q-—= (2.8)

We can then see that the bounds in the lemma are only nontrivial when
p # q, i.e. for X € supp (1 — x2r), and that supp (F’) C supp (1 — x2r). In



that region, (2.5)) implies that |F'| < 1 uniformly in z so it remains to check the
size of the derivatives there.
By (2.6), ¢ € S({X)) and ¢ € S ((X)?). Similarly, observe that the deriva-

tive bounds on V and A, (1.2)), (1.3), and (1.4)), imply the same for p:
0%p| S (X), o] = 1. (2.9)

So we can say p’ € S ((X)), and p € S ((X)?) by (L.7).
Thus p—z,q—2 € S ((X)? + |2]), and |p— 2| 2 (X)?+ |z| on supp (1 — xr)
by (2.5). It then follows from (2.5 and that

1—XR 1
S .
PR (<X>2+|z|>

Using that xg = 0 on supp (F”’) and p = ¢ on supp (x’z), we have

/

(p—2)¢ —(q—2)p

F'=(1-yg) 27 —Xr Xk
= <1p_XZR) (p—2)d —(a—2)p).

Multiplying the symbol classes of these factors together yields

1
Pes(—— (X)) <X>> C 5 ((x)7).
<(<X>2 +2))”
As we have already shown that |F| < 1, this implies that F € S (1). O

This leads to the following.
Corollary 2.3. Suppose it is true that
(g = 2)ull Z R*Py" P lull, weS, (2.10)
for z € C satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem[1.1. Then
(o = =) ull Z B2y fu]|.

Proof. As F € S(1) by Lemma it follows from the Calderén-Vaillancourt
Theorem ((1.10]) that

1B (i — 2) ull S | (o8 — 2) ul.
Then because F' € S ((X)™') and p’ € S ((X)), as noted in Lemma using
(2:2), (2.8) and (1.10) yields
[E (0" = 2)ull > [ (F (p = 2))), ull = O (B) [lu]l = || (a5 — 2) ull = O () [u].
Thus
33— 2yl 2 1@ = 2l = O ) [l 2 (/2912 = O () [l

We required that y > Mh for some large M > 0, so taking M large enough we
get the desired estimate. O



Thus when proving Theorem we can get the desired lower bound for P,
(11.9), by showing that (2.10]) holds. So our goal now is to show ([2.10).

3 The Weight Function

Note that for the original symbol p we have the subellipticity property
Rep + Hp, Rep = [¢ — A> + Vi +2|V3* > 0.

We use this as a basis for constructing a weight function g, to be used to form
a bounded multiplier.
Let
Ap =€ — AP + Vi +2|V3 > = Rep + 2|V; 2,

and
Ag =€ = xorA]* + Vi + 2|V5 > = Req + 2[V3|2.

Let 1 € C (R;[0,1]) be a cutoff function with ¢ (¢t) = 1 for |t| < 1 and
Y (t) =0 for |t| > 1.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a function g € C™ (Rzn;R) such that:
lgl <1, (3.1)

g S hV2, (3.2)

and
Re (X) + hHpmqg (X) + Coh > B*3A, (X)?, X e R*" (3.3)

for some Cy > 0 and all h > 0 sufficiently small.

Proof. Define G (X) in the region where A, (X) > h by

G =eh /3 HImpRepl/f < Rep > )

)\127/3 h2/3>\;/3

with € > 0, to be chosen later, independent of h. Then we define g by

A
=(1-9v(Z2))G.
o= (=0 ()
We will first show that the following hold where G is defined:

Gl S e

G’ S en™2,

and
Rep + hHumpG 2 W?3N5. (3.4)



Then we will use these to show the desired properties for g. Proving this works
almost identically to the A = 0 case from [3]. The support of G is contained in

the region where Rep < h2/3)\,1,/3, so we see that since ¢ <1

—1732|Vs (@) [|€ — A Rep

1/3 2

G(X)| <eh™ WA VoG
p (X) h2/3\p

)\11)/2 (hl/BA}/ﬁ)

< eh /3 Se.
\Z/3
Using (1.2)), (1.3), and (1.6)) we get that
[Rep| S (Rep)'?, (3.5)
and
Al S Rep'| + (V3] S A2 (3.6)

Then to estimate |G’| we have the following estimates on the support of G, using
the above and that |§ — A] < hl/?’)\},/ﬁ in this region:

’Hljg’/f;ep —o ('), (3.7)

4

aa% -0 ()\;1/6> -0 (h—l/ﬁ) ol =1, (3.8)
4

o Rep _
? (w ())\ 39

=0 (R4 ) =0 (h12), el = 1.
Thus by , , and ,
G| = en* (0 (/0) -0 (WPh12) ) = O (en1/2),

which verifies that |G'| < eh™1/2.
Now we shall attain (3.4)) in the region where

1 2/34y1/3
Repgzh/)\p/ < =X,

1
4

and so 2|VJ (z) |> > 23X, (X). In this region v (hzi’e/\’;/_g) =1, and so G =

_1/3 Him pR:
eh 1/31)\+y3ep. Now we get
P

(3.10)

Hipn oG = eh™/3 (2"2' (@) > 8(V3(x)- (¢~ A))2> |

A3 3A/3



Thus

Rep (X)+hHim G (X) = Rep(X)+eh2/3 <2|V2/ (z)|? B 8(Vy (x)- (¢ —A))Q)

A2/3 3N5/3

2AVE (@) _ 213 (2) |2> L Vi@ P

> Rep (X) +eh?/?
AZ/3 322/3 3223

1 2/3y1/3
> Seh?P.

It remains to show the bound in the region where Rep > 1h?/ 3)\;1,/ % Using

B, @-5), and (B9) we get that
[hHi G| < eh?A}20 (3;1/9)
4 eh2/3/\11)/20 (hl/S (h71/3)\;1/6 4 )\;1/2>>
2/3y1/3
=0 (en?*N?).
Now for € sufficiently small we get
Rep + hHin G 2 WAL = O (en®*201%) 2 n2/*A0/°.

Thus G has all of the claimed properties, and we will now show the corresponding
properties for g.

As |G| £ ¢, the same holds for g, and we now fix the value of € by choosing
it small enough such that |g| < 1. To check that |¢’| < h~'/? we note that in
the region where A, > 2h, we have already shown that it holds as g = G there.
When A\, < h it holds trivially as g = 0 there. In the intermediate region where
h < A, < 2h, we see, by using ,

AL/2

A/
15161+ | ra| s+ G s,

thus verifying (3.2). To attain (3.3) we will show the corresponding bound with
q replaced by p,

Rep (X) 4+ hHimpg (X) + Coh 2 h23N, (X)Y?, ¥X e R*", (3.11)

and then show that this implies desired inequality with g. To check (3.11]) we
first note that we have already shown that it holds where A, > 2h in (3.4).

When A, < 2h we use to see that
|[hHin gl S BM2V5] S D (3.12)
Thus, choosing C sufficiently large,
Rep (X) + hHimpg () + Coh 2 h 2 h*/3NL/3.

10



Now it remains to show that this implies the related fact for ¢, (3.3)). In the
region where p = ¢ this implication is trivial. In the region where p and ¢ can
differ, i.e. where |£| > 2R(z), we recall from (2.4]) that

Reg~ Xy ~ |§|2 > 1.

Then, as

|hHrmgg] S BY2V3] S RPN,
we can see that Req is the dominant term on the left-hand side of (3.3) in this
region, and so

Req— O (h1/2 (Re q)1/2) + Coh 2 h2/3 (Req)V/? 2 /313

for all h sufficiently small. O

Lemmas [2.1) and [3.1] and the fact that Req > 0 are the main ingredients
needed to adapt the proof from Section 4 of [3] to prove (2.10).

4 Wick Quantization

In addition to the Weyl quantization, we will also work with pseudodifferential
operators in the Wick quantization. Here we provide a brief summary of the
relevant properties. More detail can be found in [4] and [I1]. Let Y = (y,n) €
R2". Define ¢y by

by () = /e gle—yl gile—y)m 6y llzz = 1.

Then define
Iy u (37) = (U7 ¢Y) oy (-T) )

where (-, -) denotes the L? scalar product. Then for a € 8’ (R*") and u € S (R™)
we can define aVi* : S (R") — S (R") by
aViky = ay (Myu) .

To see that this indeed maps to S (R™) we observe that for v € S (R™)
(’U,, ¢Y) €S (R%;n)) )

which is verified in Proposition 3.1.6 of [13]. So Ilyu € § (R?&mz)>, and then

applying a in the first two variables leaves ay (Ilyu) € S (R2). It follows shortly
from the definition that for a symbol a € &' (R?") and all u € S (R™)

a>0= (a""%yu,u) >0, (4.1)

11



and, just as for the Weyl quantization, formal L? adjoints are attained by taking
the complex conjugate of the symbol.

(aWick)* _ (E)Wick ) (42)
Furthermore, if a € L>, then a"V* : L2 — L? and
[a"* | 22 < Jlal| e (4.3)

We also can relate the Wick quantization of a symbol a € S (m), for some order
function m, to its Weyl quantization by

aViek = ¥ 41 (a)?, (4.4)

where
1
r(a — (m)V? —t)ad"’ YelYP ) )
(a) (X) = () /0 /R%(l Ha" (X +1Y)Y -Ye Y Pavde  (4.5)

For smooth symbols a and b with a € L> (R?*") and §°b € L> (R*") for |a| = 2
we have the following composition formula proven in [12],

4 . 1 1 Wick
G WickpWick _ (ab _ §a/ Y+ o {a, b}) + R, (4.6)
(3

where ||R||r2r2 S |laljpe sup ||0%b]|p<. We will now use this to show that

lee|=2

([2.10), the desired L? lower bound for ¢* — z on S (R™), holds.

5 Proving the Lower Bound for ¢’ — 2

Let u € S(R"), and let z € C satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem We will
start by using Wick symbol calculus to use g"V*** as a bounded multiplier for
q"'** which will be related back to ¢*. By , Wick operators with real
symbols are formally self adjoint. Thus,

e (fn () " o (VX)) <
e (2= ()" o () =) ") -

(re (20 (vix)] " [ (o (vAx) =) ). 60

For any Wick symbol a it is true that

ReaWick — 1 (aWiclc i (aWick)*) _

: (aW“k n (mwmk) — (Re a)Wick.

1
2

12



Using this fact, and the composition formula for the Wick quantization, (2.1]),

Re ({2 iy (\/EX)} ek [q (\/EX) - z} WM) - (5.2)

. b Wick
+§g' (\/EX> ‘Req (\/EX) +§HV29 (\/EX)] + Sh,

where || Sy 2222 = O (h), because |g| < 1 and ¢” € S (1) by Lemmal[2.1] Then,
because |[Re¢’| < (Re 9)"? and, by (3.2), l9'] < h~1/2 we have

hy' (\/EX) ‘Req' (\/EX)‘ < pi/2 (Req (x/ﬁX))

1/2

<rh+ %Req (\/EX),

for arbitrary r > 0. By taking r large enough the %Req (\/ﬁX) term can be

absorbed by % g (\/EX)) Regq (\/?LX)

By using (3.3)) we get that for some C7, Co > 0 and arbitrary Cy > 0,

(2 g (\/EX)) (Req (\/EX) ~Re z)
—|—gg/ (VAxX) - Req (VAX) + gHvzg (Vhx)
> Reg (\/EX) — 3maz (0,Rez) + gHV29 (\/EX) o) (53)
> n2/3), (\/EX)UB — Cymaz (0,Re z) — Coh
> p2/3 (/\q (\/EX)U?’ _ 200013/1/3) + CoCyh2/3y /3

+ 4 (Coh2/3y1/3 —max (0,Re z)) — Csh.

As we required that Re z < Coh?/3y'/3 it follows that

1/3
h?/3 ()\q (\/EX) - 20001311/3) +C (Coh2/3y1/3 —maz (0,Re z)) (5.4)

13



B, (VAX)
v

> —2C,C1h 3y /3y

where
1

T (4G Ch)

and v is the same cutoff as before. Fix the value of 0 < Cy < 1 by choosing it
small enough such that we can use that |Vo (z) | =T < Vi () + |Vy (z) |2 to get

(5.5)

B)\, (X
g(x)| -7 < P2 g, (56)

which we will need later. Substituting into gives

(2 —g (\/EX)) (Req (\/EX) ~Re z) + gg' (\/EX) ‘Req’ (\/EX) (5.7)
+o Hv2 (xf X)
B, (VAX)

Y

> —2C,CLh23yt /3y — Coh + CoCLR? 3y 3.

Now ) , , and (5.7) imply that, for h sufficiently small, Rez <
Coh2/3 1 and some Cy,C5 > 0

e ([q (\/Ex) _ JWicky 2 _ g (\/Hx)]Wicku) + Cuhllu)?+

Wick
Cp2/31/3 BAq (\/EX) < 72/31/3)|, 112
sh/ Pyt [ " wu | 2By ulze.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.3) we get that

Wick
H[q (\/EX) — z]WiCkuH + hlul| + h23y 3 ||y B/\q(y\/EX) u

2 B3y

Now, as y > Mh, we pick M sufficiently large so that the hlju|| term can be
absorbed by the right-hand side to get

Wick
B, (VAX)\
ul| £ 2yl [ AT ul  (58)

9 - |

i| Wick

14



2 B3yl

We now want to get the same bound for the Weyl quantizations of these

symbols. Because of ([2.6)), (4.4), and the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem ((1.10)),

0 (Vix)"" =g (Vix)" 4 Opase (). (5.9)

In order to do the same for the ¥ term, we need bounds on its derivatives. To
do this we will first note the following bounds on the derivatives of \;, which

follow from (1.2)), (2.6]), and that Req > 0.
0°Xg| S [Req'| + V5| S A2, Jal =L (5.10)
0% ST+ [VZI ST+ A2 ol > 2. (5.11)
We use these bounds to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. The derivatives of the ¥ term obey the following estimate.

B\, (\/EX) R1/2
o _ < 7 |a] > 1. (5.12)
Y Y
Proof. For X € supp (z/; (BAQ(;/EX))> we have

Ag (\/EX> S
and so, by
A (VAX) _ e, (\/Ex)l/2 B

and by (5.11)
1/2
/\q (\/EX> 1+ /\q (\/EX> h h h1/2
e I STh ST alz2
y y y o oyl
We can express 0% (1/} (B)\q(y\/ﬁx))> as a linear combination of terms of the
form
B, (VAX) A (VAX) A (VAX)
k) | N/ MmN / ve | N/
Y 0 ” ..0 ; ,

where @« = v1 + ...+, |7:| > 1 for all i, 1 <k < |a|. Each such term is of size

k/2
(0] ((Z) ), proving the lemma. O
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Thus

BA, (VRX)
y

Wick
1/2

M +Op2_p2 <Z1/2) . (5.13)

(G =9

It then follows from (5.8)), (5.9), and (5.13)), taking M sufficiently large, that

BA, (VRX)

[lo (Vi) =] uf 2oy | —

ul| 2 B2y |l

(5.14)
Now if we can show that the 1) term can be absorbed into the other two we will
get the desired inequality, (2.10). For the sake of brevity we will henceforth use

the notation
B, (VAX)

U (X):=1 ”

Lemma [5.1] can then be rephrased as:
, h1/2
v (X)eS (y1/2> .
Thus, by applying (2.2)) for the h = 1 quantization we get that

(W (X)")? = 2 (X)" + gRav,

for some R; € S(1). Then by applying (1.10) and using that ¥* is self adjoint
we get

v (X)" uHiz = (¥ (X)" u,u) + O (Z) w3 . (5.15)

To control the first term on the right-hand side we follow a method similar to
Lemma 8.2 from [§] and Lemma 3 from [3].

Lemma 5.2. For allu € S, h > 0 sufficiently small, and z € C with |z| >
KT+ Mh

w

h1/2

o (vix) <[,
W L L x) | wu +o<y1/2> [

2 Y, u
(% (X)" u,u) < J

Proof. Recalling (5.6)), we see that for X € supp (V)

B, (VRX)

()| -7 < 22

Y
< =, 5.16
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This property is precisely what condition (1.5)) is needed for. We then have

Lo (VAx) =] =+ (121 =]a (VAx)))

=, (=l (vix)]) = 5.
and so 9
U2 (X) < 4W;H\Iz2 (X), X eR™ (5.17)
Let )
o (Vix) ]
Q(X)=4 " U2 (X) - ¥ (X) > 0. (5.18)
By , , and we get that
(Q" (2, Dy) u,u) 2 + (5.19)

/2 </ / Q" (X +tY)Y - ye IV det) | [lul| > 0.
RQn
To estimate the second term, ([1.10) implies that we need to estimate the deriva-

tives of order two and higher of Q.
As|z| > KT 4+ Mh and K > 1,

y=|z|-T>K-1)T2T.
So, for X € supp (V¥), using (5.16), y = T, and y = |z|, we get the following
q (\/EX) -z

1
y s " (y+T+|z]) S 1. (5.20)

For such X, using that |Re¢’| < (Re q)1/27 we also have

q (\/EX) —z|  pi/2 12 pl/2
¢4 < < — =
) . SN (\/EX) S S lal=1 (5.21)
and
q (\/EX) —z|  plal/2
0 < , Jal > 2. (5.22)
)
By the above and (5.12), for |a| > 1,
h1/2 )
|3O‘Q(X)|§W, X e R™.
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Thus by applying the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem (1.10) we can bound the
latter term of ([5.19)) as follows,

’(/ / Q" (X +tV)Y Ve VI 2”det> u
R2n

Therefore (5.19)) implies a variant of the sharp Garding inequality (cf. Theorem
4.32 of [16]) for @,

1/2

S WHUW

h1/2
(Q@" (z, Dz)u,u)p2 + O (y ) ul2, > 0.

By (5.18) we attain the statement in the lemma. O
Combining (5.15) and Lemma[5.2] we get that
2 w
o < [ (X)L P
[[T@u| < 4y—2\11 (X)| uu +O< 1/2) lull12. (5.23)

Finally, we have to understand the first term on the right side of (5.23)). The
estimates (5.12)), (5.20), (5.21)), and (5.22) imply that

o qu (x)| =0 ((Dm) ol > 1.

Y

Then by applying (2.2]) we get

4—‘(] WE;) _ Z‘Q\IJ2 (X)

4 W;()_Z)\p (X) #W;M\Il (X) |+ ng,

where Ry € S(1). We also similarly get from (5.12)), (5.21)), (5.22)) and (2.2))

that
el m;) )60,

for Rg € S (1).
Now, using this, , the fact that % < 47, and (L.10), we can conclude
that

Vh. —z 1/2

L2

<

19 (X)) ull7 < |2 (X)"
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S g llo (Vix) -]

Plugging this into (5.14) we get

2 1 9
L2 PO g7 ) lullze.

Jfo (7)< o]+ s o (V7)<

y2/3

1
+0 (7 ) 10 Ll 2 12y .

Then taking M sufficiently large yields
[fa (VBx) =] a2 1200y
Finally, by making the symplectic change of coordinates x — ﬁ, & — VhE we
obtain the desired estimate,
1(g" (z,hD.) = 2) ull Z by |[ul.
The results of this section can summarized by the following.

Proposition 5.3. For any K > 1 there exists constants 0 < Cy < 1, M > 2,
and ho > 0 such that for all z € C with |z| > KT + Mh and Rez < Coh?/3y*/3
and all 0 < h < hg,

(g = 2)ull 2 By Pl wes.

Thus, by Corollary 2.3] the same holds for pj’. All that remains to complete
the proof of Theorem is to extend this lower bound to the maximal domain
of pj’ so that we may conclude the corresponding upper bound for its resolvent.

6 Attaining the Resolvent Estimate
We will use the following to finish the proof of Theorem
Proposition 6.1. Let a € C* (RQ") with
a e S(X)). (6.1)

Then the L?-graph closure of a® on S has the mazimal domain Dpas =
{ueL?:a"ue L?}.

Proof. To show that the graph closure of a* (z, D,) on S (R™) has domain D,
we follow a method from Hérmander found in [I0]. Let x5 € S (R?") be a family
of symbols parametrized by § > 0 such that x¥ : L? — S is a bounded family
of operators with x¥u — w in L? as § — 0 for all u € L% If

(@“x5 —x5a“)u—0 (6.2)
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in L? as 6 — 0 for all w € D,,,qq then us := X5 u is a sequence of functions in S
converging to u and a%us — a"u in L?, thus the domain of the graph closure
of a® is Dpaz.-

To accomplish this, let ¢ € C° (R™,[0,1]) be a cutoff function with ¢ () =1
for z in a neighborhood of 0. Then define

Xs = (¢ (62) ¢ (6€)) -

We then have that xj : L? - S and X5u — uin L? as 6 — 0 for all u € L?
as desired, which is quick to verify using Weyl calculus and Parseval’s theorem.
We then need to check (6.2)). This can be accomplished using some Weyl symbol
calculus for the commutator [a*, x¥]. For X € supp (xs) it holds that | X| <
671, We also have that [0%xs| < 62 for |a] > 2, and so x§j € S (6(X)™1)
uniformly in §. Using this and (6.1)) it follows that for some R4 € S (1) we have
[, x5'] = (—i{a(2,€) ¢ (6x) ¢ (36)} + 0R4)"
i (Oea- &' (52) 6 (06)" + 10 (Bua - & (56) 6 (52))" u+ ORY  (6.3)
=I+I11+1I1I.

Using (6.1)) and the fact that |X| < 671 on supp (¢ (62) ¢ (5€)) we get

00% (Oea- ¢ (62) ¢ (6€))| = O (1), Va (6.4)

and
00% (Oga - ¢ (6€) ¢ (02))] = O (1), Vo (6.5)
Thus by
Ia* x5 2y p2 = O (1)

It thus suffices to show that [a¥, x¥]u — 0 for all u in a dense subset of L?.
Term 11 is easily dealt with because as § — 0,

| ITTul| = O (8)||ul| =0, we L

To deal with terms I and II, let u € C° (R™). Note that the Weyl symbol
from IT is supported where |£| ~ §~—! and is in S (1) by (6.5). Then, using the
definition of the Weyl quantization and integration by parts,

M=o [ e @,a) (T52e) o 000 (M55 ) uio)

— o [ (@ (Fhe) o 000 (MU Y uw)) avde
=) Lo,

la|<2

where each b, € S (62). Thus

|1 Tu| < 6% — 0.
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Similarly, the Weyl symbol in I is in S (1) by (6.4)), and

w= (;f /R 0 (9ca) (x = ) ¢ (‘W;y)) ¢ (66) u (y) dydg

-2l T;_‘y’; A <(a£a> (Tg) & (W) ¢ (65)) u (y) dyde.

The integrand is supported where |z +y| ~ 6~! and |y| < 1. So for § sufficiently
small |x — y| ~ =1, Thus

1 i(—)-
Tu= (%)/R T Ep (2, €) u (y) dyde,

where 9p = O (6?) for all a. Thus by Theorem 4.20 of [16]
[ Tu]| < 6% = 0.

Therefore (6.2) holds, which tells us that the graph closure of ™ on S has
the domain D, 4. ]

The above lemma applies to p¥ (z,hD,) — z as we have p’ € S ((X)) from
(2.9). Let P denote p* (x,hD,) extended by graph closure to its maximal
domain, D (P) := {u € L? : Pu € L?}. We then have that

(P = z)ull 2 b**yP|u]l, Vue D(P),

and so P — z is injective with closed range. We can apply the same argument
to the formal adjoint of p* — z on S, p* —z = (hD, — A)2 +V (z) — 2, and we
similarly get its graph closure, P — Z, is also injective with maximal domain and
closed range. Thus P = P*, and P — z in invertible. We then get the desired
resolvent estimate,

(P —2)""ull Sh 23 (|| = 1) |lul.
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