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Abstract
Inspired by a recent paper™ by C. Fefferman, J. Shapiro and M. We-
instein, we investigate quantum tunneling for a Hamiltonian with a sym-
metric double well and a uniform magnetic field. In the simultaneous limit
of strong magnetic field and deep potential wells with disjoint supports,
tunneling occurs and we derive accurate estimates of its magnitude.

* [Lower bound on quantum tunneling for strong magnetic fields. STAM
J. Math. Anal. 54(1), 1105-1130 (2022).]

1 Introduction

1.1 The Hamiltonian
1.1.1 The double well potential
Consider vy € C2°(R?) such that

vo(x) = vo(|z|) is radial & v 1= In>igvo(r) <0,
suppbg C D(0,a) := {z € R? : |z] §_a}, (1.1)

Up :={vg(z) = v"} = {0} & v{(0)>0.

We suppose that D(0,a) is the smallest disc containing supp vy, i.e.

a = a(vg) :=inf{r >0 : suppvg C D(0,7)}. (1.2)
We introduce the double well potential (¢ refers to ‘left’ and r to ‘right’),

V(x) = vo(x — 2°) + vo(z — 2")  where |2° — 2| =: L > 2a(vy) . (1.3)

The potential wells of V' associated with the energy v§™ are the connected
components of {V(x) = min V}, i.e.

U=Uy+2"={", U =Uy+2"={z"}. (1.4)
Without loss of generality, we choose z¢ and 2" in the following manner

zf=<—§,o), zT:<§,O). (1.5)
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1.1.2 The magnetic field

Consider a vertical magnetic field bz where

b > 0 is a constant. (1.6)
Notice that
b = curl (bA)
where A is defined in polar coordinates (r,6) as follows,
7| —sinf
A(r,0) = B [ cos 0 } . (1.7)

1.2 Deep symmetric wells in a strong magnetic field

We consider the Hamiltonian

Hpx = (D — bA)? + N2V, l%:%v, (1.8)
with a double well electric potential A2V and a magnetic potential bA, where
A and b are the coupling parameter and the intensity of the magnetic field,
respectively. In this paper, we suppose that b = A and A > 1 is large'.

The regime where b does not scale like the coupling parameter A has been
inspected a long time ago. For instance, when b < A, accurate estimates of
the tunnel effect where obtained in [10], while when b > A, the effect of the
potential well becomes weak and the magnetic effect is dominant (see [1] and
[11)).

The potential function considered in (1.8) is not analytic, thereby making
our setting significantly different from the one of [10], where the magnetic field
scales like the coupling parameter, V is analytic and some condition on the
intensity of the magnetic field appears. As we shall see, this will induce serious
difficulties in deriving accurate bounds on the magnitude of the tunnel effect
and highlights an interesting new phenomenon related to tunneling under a
magnetic field compared to recent results in [2, 7].

In order to exploit the connection with the rich literature on the tunnel
effect in multiple wells (see [4, 8, 9, 10]), it will be convenient to divide by A
and mainly consider the corresponding equivalent semi-classical problem

Ly :=((hD—-A?+V, (1.9)

where h = 271 « 1.
Hence we have
’Hby)\ = h72£h .

Our result will depend on the size of the support of the potential function (in
particular through a(vg) in (1.2)). Let us denote by (ej°(h));>1 the sequence of

IWriting A > 1 means that we consider the regime where A — 4oc0. In the same vein,
writing oo < A (resp. a > \), we mean that a/X — 0 (resp. a/\ — +00).



min-max eigenvalues of L£;. We will investigate the semi-classical asymptotics
of
es?(h) —ej°(h), (1.10)

and prove roughly speaking (see Corollary 1.3 for a precise statement)
v 0 1 L p2 .
es’(h) —e1°(h) 2, OXP _E/o T v dp | . (1.11)
a(bo)ﬁo

Under the additional assumption that vy does not vanish in the open disk
D(O, a(uo)), we prove an accurate asymptotics of the form (see Theorem 1.4)

)~ () =, exp (L)

—0

without the hypothesis that a(vg) < 1.
Our investigation relies on expanding the ground state e*V(h) of the single
well Hamiltonian

L3V = (hD — A)* +vg. (1.12)
Under the assumptions in (1.1), we show that:

Theorem 1.1 ( Existence of radial ground states and precise expansions).
Assume that vo satisfies the conditions in (1.1). Then, there exists hg > 0
such that, for all h € (0, ho], the following holds:

1. The ground state energy, e*™(h), of L5, is a simple eigenvalue and

e (h) = v + by /1 + 200(0) + O(R*/?). (1.13)

2. There exists a unique positive ground state, up, of L3", with the properties

o uy(x) =up(|z|) is a radial function ;

o uy, is normalized, i.e. [o, |up|*de =1.

3. There exists a positive radial function ag on R? satisfying

1+ 207(0)

a0(0) = 5 Y20 (1.14)

such that, for any R > 0, the ground state uy, satisfies, uniformly in the
disc D(0, R) C R?,

M () — ™ 2ao()| = O, (1.15)

where

|z| 2
wm-mw-ﬁ J%+ww—%“@. (1.16)



This in particular clarifies the hypotheses imposed in [5]. Then, applying
Theorem 1.5 in [5], under the additional assumptions

vp<Oand L >4 (\/ jogin| 4+ a(uo)) : (1.17)

we get that
2 min
e (—L R ”("0)) < e — e (h)
) ) (1.18)
< exp (_ (L - a(Uoi)h - a(Uo) )

where (bg) is a positive constant.
The bounds in (1.18) follow from the asymptotics (also obtained in [5] under
the assumptions (1.18))

es’(h) —ej°(h) o ‘2 /D(o ) oo (z)up (x)up (21 + L, xg)e% dx (1.19)

where uy, is the radial ground state of £5" (see Theorem 1.1). The integral in the
right hand side of (1.19) is called, after [5], the hopping coefficient. Tt describes
the interaction between the two potential “wells” and can be derived through
a reduction to the restriction of £; on a two dimensional space (yielding an
interaction matriz like in [8]).

Using the improved expansion of the ground state uy in Theorem 1.1 above,
we improve the bounds on the hopping coefficient and thereby on e5° (h) —e]° (h)
provided the potential vy satisfies the conditions in (1.1). Our main result is as
follows.

Theorem 1.2 (New bounds on the eigenvalue splitting).
Assume that vo satisfies the conditions in (1.1) and (1.17). Then, there exist
positive constants hg, C1,Cy such that for all h € (0, hy), we have

Crhexp (—%) < eS0(h) — el (h) < Cyh™'exp (—%) (1.20)

where (with a = a(vg) > 0)

L—a 2 . a 2 .
Saz/ \/pz +vo(p)—v6“‘“dp+/ \/%Jrvo(p)—vg““dp (1.21)
0 0

and

L pg ]
SO = / \/Z + ’Uo(p) — ’Uanm dp (122)
0

Furthermore, if vg < 0 in D(0,a), then we have the improved lower bound

lim i(r)lf hln (e3°(h) —ef°(h)) > =5, (1.23)

h—



where S > Sy is defined as follows

~ . Lr L=r p2 min " p2 min
S_0<112£a<7+/() \/Z—l-vo(p)—vo dp—l—/o \/Z—l-vo(p)—vo dp)

(1.24)
Notice that, whenever L > 2a and vg < 0, we have,
p? m_ P
A _|_ UO vmln < - vgnn S L |,Umm| (125)
4 2
from which we deduce (with a = a(vg)) the following estimates
L — 2 _ .2 L2 4 min L
% < S, and Sy < %'”0'. (1.26)

Hence the estimates in (1.20) already improve the ones in (1.18) thereby pro-
viding a more accurate measurement of the magnitude of the tunnel effect. The
guess of S, and Sy is based on the consideration of the hopping matrix like it
appears in [5] together with the WKB expansion of the single well ground states
obtained in the present contribution (Theorem 1.1). The estimate (1.23) is a
new improvement of the lower bound in (1.20) since we will prove in Proposi-
tion 4.2, that S, < S < So.

The bounds in Theorem 1.2 provide a rather sharp estimate of the gap
e5°(h) — e]°(h) when the size of the support of the potential function is small
(i.e. a(vg) < 1). In fact, we have

So=Su+ R (1.27)

R. ;:/Oa 0/# U{}““—\/p;—i—vo(P) “““) dp.

If vo < 0and 0 < 2a < L, then R, satisfies (for the upper bound we use (1.25))

where

L —
0< R, < <Ta + |vmm|) a. (1.28)
Moreover, observing that

b fp? - “f [p?
SQZ/ Z_,Uanmdp_i_/ Z+U0(p) mln L mm
0 0

we obtain (when vy < 0 and for the lower bound we use (1.25))

/ ( ,Ugnndp_ / m1n|a<SO / ( ,Ugnndp

We then have the following immediate corollary of Theorem 1.2 (which is our
precise meaning of (1.11)).




Corollary 1.3. Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.2, the following holds

L 2
14 : s s v b
_ P _ ,min < 0 _ ,bo
/0 \/ T dp I}Lmlorifhln (e5°(h) — €e°(h))

< limsup hln (ego(h) - eijo(h»

h—04

L p2 ]
S—/ \/Z—U(r)mndpﬂLCL(vo),
0

Caon) = (E5 24/ ) atwn)

and a(vg) is introduced in (1.2).

With the improved bound in (1.23) holding when vy < 0 in D(0, a(vg)), we
can refine our estimates of the hopping coefficient on the r.h.s. of (1.19). The
idea is that we insert the profile of u; given in Theorem 1.1 into the hopping
coefficient in (5.1) and control the arising error terms by (1.23) and a tricky
identity from [5] refined by our expansion of uy, in (1.15) (see Lemma 5.2). The
outcome is a precise asymptotics of the tunneling’s magnitude through a new
sharp constant S(bg) that we will introduce later in (6.5) (see also (6.6)). More
precisely we prove the following.

where

Theorem 1.4 (Sharp asymptotics of the eigevalue splitting).
Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.2, if vg < 0 in D(O,a(no)), then we
have
bo _ LYo ~ —
hin (e5°(h) — €} (h)) ot S(vg) ,

where S(vg) is a positive constant.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4. In
Section 2, we revisit the harmonic approximation in the presence of a magnetic
field and conclude by proving Proposition 2.1, which proves the first and second
items in Theorem 1.1. In Section 3, we recall the WKB approximation in
the setting of radially symmetric potential and ground state; the third item in
Theorem 1.1 then follows from Propositions 3.3 and 3.5. Section 4 is devoted
to the properties of the constants Sy, S, and S appearing in the tunneling
estimates (1.20) and (1.23). The proof of Theorem 1.2 occupies Section 5 (see
(5.1) and Propositions 5.5 and 5.6). Finally, Section 6 is devoted to the proof
Theorem 1.4. Note that Theorem 1.4 only yields the phase of the tunneling,
whereas it would be desirable to compute the amplitude as well and establish
an asymptotics of the form

€80 (h) — 20 (h) ~ T(00)h~"™ exp <—M> |
h—0 h
This point is further addressed in Remark 6.5. Another perspective could be to
relax the hypothesis on the potential function vg, in particular, establishing that
tunneling occurs when vg is compactly supported with a unique non-degenerate
minimum.



2 Magnetic harmonic approximation

In the presence of a magnetic field and a unique non-degenerate well, the method
of harmonic approximation was treated in [10, Sec. 2], but we revisit it here in
the setting of a radial potential, which allows us to derive more precise results
on the ground states.

2.1 The Landau Hamiltonian

In the absence of an electric field, vy = 0, the operator in (1.12) reduces (after
rescaling) to the Landau Hamiltonian

L= (D - A)?
whose spectrum consists of the Landau levels, i.e.
o(L)={A,:=(2n—-1) : neN},

where each A,, is an eigenvalue of infinite multiplicity.
Moreover, L has a normalized radial ground state given by

—1/2 |z|?
do(z) =7 R s
We can decompose L via the orthogonal projections on the Fourier modes,

. 1 27 . ,
nu =™ rm,u, mnu = o / u(r, 6)e= ™% ap’ (mezZ). (2.1)
T Jo

In fact,
L*(R* dz) = @) 10, (L*(R?; dz)) ~ @D L*(Ry,rdr),
meZ meZ
L= @an: @Hmyo,
meZ meZ
where

0? 10 n 2 n m?2
orz  ror 4 r2
is the self-adjoint operator in L?(R,rdr) associated with the quadratic form

o) = [ (WO + 5 (m - o) ) .

o(L) = |J o(Hmo)-
meZ
For each Landau level A,,, we introduce the set

TIn={meZ : A,€o(Hnpo)}-

For a given m € J,, A, is a simple eigenvalue of H,, . However, since A,, is
an eigenvalue of L with infinite multiplicity, we deduce that 7, is infinite. Note
that 0 € J; and by the min-max principle, J; C [0, +00).

Hp,o:=mmLm), = — -m

Then we get



2.2 The magnetic harmonic oscillator

Consider the case where vo(z) = p|z|?, where p is a positive constant. The
single well operator in (1.12) becomes

B = (hD — A)? + plzf*

After rescaling? we get
o(Ly") = ho(L"®)

where
mag __ 2 2
L8 = (D — A)? + plzf. (2.2)

We decompose the operator L*¢ via the orthogonal projections on the Fourier

modes as follows
L™ =~ €D Hyn,p

meZ
where
mag 9?2 10 1 ,  m?
Honge = T L5, = =5 = o+ (a4 7 =

The min-max principle yields
<(_A + (% + ,LL) |x|2)u U>L2 2 1
: ’ (R?)
Vm <0, MN(Hm,yu) > inf =20/-+p.
1( ,,u) u#0 HUHLQ(Rz) 4 H
(2.3)

Moreover, the rescaling r +— (1 4 4p)Y/*r yields the reduction to the Landau
Hamiltonian,

2 2 2
Hm,H:\/—1+4u(_‘9__;§+%+T—2_m)+(m_1)m

or?

=1+ 4pHpo+ (M—l)m.

Consequently, we infer from (2.3) and (2.2)

inf Al(Hm):Al(Ho):\/l—i-lllu, lIéfZ/\l(Hm)> \/1—|—4,u

meZ
m#0

(2.4)

This implies that

AL(L8) = /14 4p (2.5)
is a simple eigenvalue and that its (normalized) associated eigenfunction is ra-

dial:
VIFan
ﬂmz) , (2.6)

¢res(x) = 72 (14 4p)t exp <— 5

2We do the change of variable y = h—1/2z.




2.3 Eigenvalue asymptotics and radial ground states

Assuming that the potential function vy satisfies (1.1), we have an accurate
description of the spectrum of the operator £3" introduced in (1.12), which
will provide an example where the hypotheses imposed by Fefferman—Shapiro—
Weinstein in [5] hold (see their Assumption 1.4).

In the sequel we use the notation (\; (P))j ¢y for the sequence of min-max
eigenvalues of a given self-adjoint operator P.

Proposition 2.1. For every fized j € N, the jth eigenvalue of L3V satisfies,
N(L) = of™ + h A (L*%) + O(R?) - (h = 04),

where L} is the operator introduced in (2.2), with p = @.
Moreover, the lowest eigenvalue of L3V is simple with a radial ground state.

As a consequence of Proposition 2.1 and the construction of accurate quasi-
modes, the lowest eigenvalue A;(L£5") can be expanded to any order in powers
of h (see Proposition 3.3 below).

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Except the last statement, the proof is standard (see
[10] for the magnetic case) and corresponds to the so-called Harmonic approx-
imation in the case of a non degenerate well (see [3, 12] and [6, Ch. 7]). We
write

vo(z) = 0" (x) + O(|z*)  (z —0)
where .
037 (@) = ™+

For any C' > 0, the spectrum below v§" +Ch of L3¥ is effectively given (modulo
O(h*/?)) by that of

(hD — A)? + 03" () = o™ + RIS

so we are reduced to the operator analyzed in Sec. 2.2, thereby getting the
asymptotics displayed in Proposition 2.1.

To prove the last statement, we consider a normalized ground state vy of
L3V . After rescaling, we obtain from 1), the following normalized function

w () == h™ Y24y (R 22) .

Moreover, the operator L5V can be fibered as L5V ~ h €@ L m, where
meZ

02 10 r2  m
Lpm = Wt — ——— — 4+ R (R 4+ — + = —m.
hom 2= TmEp T or?  ror + o )+ 4 + r2
For h sufficiently small, the ground state energy of £}" is simple, so there exists a
unique m, € Z such that u;, = 1I,,,, up, where II,,,, is the projection introduced



in (2.1). Note that m, could depend on h but we skip the reference to h to
simplify the presentation.

The theory of harmonic approximation yields that the ground state uy is
close to the normalized radial ground state ¢};'*¢ of the operator L};"*® introduced
in (2.6). In fact, we have a spectral gap

5(1) == Ao (L™98) — Ay (LI™8) > 0

and
[un — P8 poey = O(RY?) (b — 04).

Now we write the decomposition

lun = G e me) = D T (tn = 65°%) gz

meZ
= || Houwp, — ¢Elag||%2(ua2) + Z ”HmuhH%Q(RQ) ;
meZ
m##0

where we used that Ilp¢;*® = ¢;'*® and, for m # 0, IL,,¢)*¢ = 0, since the
function ¢*¢ is radial.

Consequently,
[ITIouy, — ¢Elag”%2(R2) = O(h'?),
S sl ggey = O(BY2) (b= 04)
mEZL
m#0
and

up = Iouy, + O(hl/z) .
This proves that m. = 0 and that the ground state uy, is radial. I

3 Decay of ground states for the single well po-
tential

Again, we recall standard results but just take advantage of the additional
assumption that the one well potential is radial.

3.1 The Agmon distance

Consider the radial potential function tv on R?
|=[?

t(a) = ==+ 0o () = TZ Yuo(r) (r=lz] and z €R?).  (3.1)

We introduce the smooth radial function on R? associated with the potential v,

|z| 2
o() = d(fa]) = / J P+ wo(p) — e dp (3.2)

10



which satisfies .
|Vo(z)|* = ro(x) — vg™ on R?. (3.3)

The function d amounts to the (Agmon) distance to the well {0}, relative to the
potential 1.

3.2 Agmon estimates

If f is a radial function, then
LY f=—h*Af +1wf (3.4)

Therefore, when restricting the action of £3" to radial functions, we consider
to as the effective potential. Hence, we can apply the semi-classical analysis
relative to the Schrodinger operator without magnetic potential as considered
in [9] or [12] (see [8] or [4] for a more pedagogical presentation). The identity
in (3.4) and an integration by parts yield the following result [8, Thm. 3.1.1].

Proposition 3.1. For all R > 0, let Dp = {x € R* : |z| < R}. If ¢ €
C%(Bg;R) and u € C?*(Dg;R) are radial functions such that ¢ is Lipschitz and
u =0 on 0Dg, then the following identity holds

/ (h2|V(e¢/hu)|2 + (v — |V¢|2)|e¢/hu|2dx = / /Py L5V u da:
DR DR

We have the following standard application of Proposition 3.1 on the decay
of ground states of the operator £3}".

Proposition 3.2. For all § € (0,1), there exist a(d),Cs,ho > 0 such that
5li%l a(6) =0 and, if uy is a ground state of L3 and h € (0, ho), then we have,
—U4

[¥ (et ) [+

6(176)d(z)/huhH < C5 @O/ |y, |12

where 0 is the Agmon distance introduced in (3.2).

The estimate in (3.2) is not optimal since we work under the assumption in
(1.1). In fact, we can write estimates with 6 = 0 as we shall see in Proposition 3.5
later on.

3.3 WKB approximation

For all S > 0, we introduce the set
By(S) = {z e R? : o(x) < S}, (3.5)

where 9 is the Agmon distance to 0 introduced in (3.2). Since ? is monotone
increasing with respect to |z|, we have

By(S) = D(0,Rs) := {z € R? : |z| < Rs} (3.6)

11



where Rg is the unique solution of d(R) = S. Clearly, Rgs is monotone increasing
with respect to S.

We can then perform the WKB construction outlined in the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 3.3 (cf. Prop. 4.4.3 in [8]). There exist No > 1 and two sequences
(Ex)k>0 C R and (ag)k>0 C C°(R?) such that, for all N > 1 and S > 0,

euwm(gy__ENmoﬁN::omN—Mu on By(0,5),

where

N
EN(h) =S Euh*, Bo=of™, Ei=/1+20(0)
k=0

N
_ Cola 1 [1+207(0
N (z) = h=1/2 <kz_0“k(x)hk> e/ g0 (0) = : 7To( )

Moreover ag(x) > 0 and for every k, the function ay, is radial.

Remark 3.4. The function ag satisfies the transport equation
2Vo - Vag + (Ad — El)ao =0.

Since ® and ag are radial, we get

1 /14 204(0 o
aol) = ao(la) = 5 ——#ilwp(—

where L(p) ) 5
u\p 1
= — + _
Fe) 4ulp) 20 2\/u(p)
and )
u(p) = &=+ vo(p) — v

Proposition 3.5 (cf. Theorem 4.4.4 in [8]). There exists No > 1, and for all
h € (0,1], there exists a ground state up of L3V such that

lunllz2r2y =1,

and if Q is an open bounded set in R2, then for any N the following holds

o(x)/h —19N H -0 hN—No )
SO~ )| = o)

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The first item in Theorem 1.1 follows from Proposi-
tion 2.1. Consider the normalized ground state u, of £3¥ in Proposition 3.5. By

12



Proposition 2.1, uy is radial. By the Sobolev embedding theorem and Proposi-
tions 3.5 and 3.3, we have for Q = D(0, R) and R > 0,

o(z)/h _pl/2 H — O(RY/2
€ (up ao) Loo(9) ( )

thereby proving that uy, is positive, since ag is. This proves the second and third
items in Theorem 1.1. |

4 About the measure of the tunneling

Let us inspect more closely the constants Sy and S, appearing in the tunneling
estimates in (1.20). Recall that

L pg ]
So = / \/Z-l-vo(l’)—vf)nmdp- (4.1)
0

Since vg(x) = vo(|z|) vanishes outside D(0, a), we can rewrite the expression of
Se in (1.21) as follows

a p2 ] L—a p2 ]
Sy = 2/ vy +vo(p) — vd*™dp + / i v dp . (4.2)
0 a

We now prove a variational characterization of Sy and S, involving the function

d(r) = / ' J 2+ vo(p) — v dp. (4.3)

Proposition 4.1. We have

So = 0<1r7jf<a (d(u) + d(L + u)) (4.4)
and if vg < @,
Se = 0<12f<a (d(u) + d(L —w)) . (4.5)

Proof.
Proof of (4.4)

The function

u p2 ] L+u p2 .
(0,a) BU'—HZJ*(U):/O \/Z +UO(P)—UénmdP+/O \/Z‘*‘UO(P)—U(I)mndP

satisfies (for 0 < u < a),

2 . L+ u)? .
Wl (u) = uz+vo(u)—v{)n‘“+\/%—v6nl“>0.

13



Hence, it is monotone increasing and

min . (u) = ¥.(0) = So

O0<u<a

where Sy is introduced in (4.1).
Proof of (4.5)

Consider the function

L—u 2
(0,a) 3 u+— pu(u / \/—+v0 _vglindp—l-/ \/%Jrvo(p)_vgﬁndp_
0

(4.6)
Notice that, for u € (0,a) and a < é, we have a < L —a < L — u and
’U,Q min (L — u)2 min
o) = ) 2 ) — o — [
with
. (0) <0, ¢l(a) <O
and L(L -2 L(L -2
o (u) = 0 iff vo(u) = (L= 2u) > (L =20) > 0.
4 4
: : L(L—2a)
Consequently, ¢ (u) can not vanish on (0, a) if we know that vo(u) < %.

Under this assumption, we have
¢, <0on (0,a)

and
px(a) < pu(u) < 0.(0),
thereby proving (4.5). 1

We now consider the constant S introduced in (1.24). Recall that, by (1.24),

S =
Tgm | go(r)

where

L
go(r) = % +d(L—r)+d(r),
and d(r) is introduced in (4.3).
Proposition 4.2. We have

. La
Sy < S < min (So, 7) (4.7)

and if go(ro) = S then 0 < 19 < a. Moreover, if v > —%, then rq is unique.

14



Proof. We have, for 0 < r < a,

L L—r)? . r2 .
i) = 2 JESE g [y — e,

L L2 .
h0) =% /T~ <0,
L L(L—-2a) a* . az
i) = 2 JHEZ2 2 2
L [L(L - 2a)
> BT
-2 4 >

So go has a minimum 79 and rg € (0,a). Consequently,

N N La
S:go(T0)<g*(O):So, S<go(a):Sa+7,

and, by (4.5),
$ = go(ro) > Sa +%>s

Finally, we observe that

L—r

5+ 2v5(r)

1 1

" 2

gO(T):_ + 3 —
?y L e 2¢%+mm ogin

and if furthermore g{(r) = 0, we have

—|— 204 (r \/ +vo(r) — vgin + %
< + \/ +wvo(r) — vg““) % + vo(r) — vanin

which is positive if £ + 2v(r) > 0. I

90 (r) =

)

For technical reasons (see Proposition 5.6), we need to minimize, with respect
to r € [0, al, the following function

g(r,e) = % +d(/(L—=7)2+2eLr)+d(r), (4.8)

where € € (0,1] is fixed and d(-) is introduced in (4.3).
For all € € [0, 1], we set

S(e):= inf g(re),

0<r<a

and notice that S = 5(0) (see Proposition 4.2).
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Proposition 4.3 (Optimizing w.r.t. ). We have S = ig)fl] S(e) and there
e€(0,

exists €9 € (0,1) such that, for all € € (0,&0),
S(e) = g(re,e) with 0 <r. <a.

Furthermore, if vj > —%, re 1S unique and satisfies lir% re = 1o, where rqy is
e—
introduced in Proposition 4.2
Proof. Notice that
0g Lr Lr \/(L —r)*+2Lr nin
24 2Ly 4

%(T,E):—7+W 0

S L Lr \/(L—r)2+25Lr
-2\ J(L-r)2+2Lr 4
=0.
So
inf g(r,e) =g(r O)*z—l—d(L—r)—l-d(r)
0cec IS T IEI =T '
Consequently
S= inf g(r,0)= inf ( inf g(r,e)) = inf S(e). 4.9
o 0) =l (é}%,l]g(’“ 5)) ok, 5 (4.9)

We have seen in the proof of Proposition 4.2 that

dg dg
E(O,O) <0 and E(a,()) >0.

By continuity of %(r, ) w.r.t. €, we know that, for ¢ sufficiently small

99

dg
3 (a,e) > 0.

qa Y
(0,e) <0 an 5,

This yields that every minimum r. of g(r,¢) is in (0, a).
To study the behavior of r. as € — 0, we start by noticing that

lim S(e) = S. (4.10)

In fact, by (4.9), for every ¢ > 0, there exists €5 such that

and by the monotnicity of g(r,-) we get
Vee (0,e5), S<8(e)<S(e0)<S+0

which proves (4.10).
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Now, consider a sequence (€,)p>1 C R4 that converges to 0 such that
lim r., =79 €[0,a]. Then
n—-+o0o

S(En) = Ye, (Tan ) En) — 9(7'07 O)

thereby, in light of (4.10), g(rg,0) = S. Thus, by Proposition 4.2, we have

0 < 79 < a. If moreover vj > —%, then rg is the unique minimum of

go(+) == g(+,0), hence lin%r8 = r9. By a continuity argument, for ¢ small
E—r

enough, %(Ts, €) > 0, hence the uniqueness of the minimum of g(-,¢). I

5 Bounds on the eigenvalue splitting

5.1 The hopping coefficient
In [5], the following term has been introduced (the hopping coefficient)

W,y = / vo(x)up(x + 2)up(x) 5 dr , (5.1)
D(0,a)

where uy, is the positive ground state of the single well operator L3 (see The-
orem 1.1), and z = (L,0). In the framework of [9] (see also [8]), ws, can be
derived by a reduction to an interaction matrix.

Assuming the condition (1.18), the following holds by [5, Eq. (1.10) & (1.12)]

€5 (h) e (h) ~ 2w, (5.2)

so the magnitude of the tunneling effect is given by wy, .

As pointed out in [5], the oscillatory complex phase in the expression of wy ,
is behind the difficulties in dealing with this term. Fortunately, as observed
in [5], it is possible to rule out the oscillatory complex phase by using special
functions. Recall that the ground state up(x) = up(|z|) is a radial function and
a = a(vp) is introduced in (1.2).

Proposition 5.1 (Bounds on wy,). We have we, € R, and there exists c3 > 0
such that, for all h € (0,1], we have

|we,r| < 02/ [vo ()| un (L — r)up (r)rdr .
0

Furthermore, if vg < 0, then for all € € (0,1], there exists ¢c; > 0 such that, for
all h € (0,1], we have

lwe,r] > / e~ T |’U0(T‘)|uh(\/ (L—r)2+ 25Lr)uh(r)rdr
0
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The proof of Proposition 5.1 relies on the tricky representation, in Lemma 5.2
below, of the function wy, defining the radial ground state uy. It is obtained in
[5], but with the expansion of uj, in Theorem 1.1, we can describe the coefficients
in a sharper manner than in [5].

With a = a(bg) in (1.2), d(+) in (1.16) and ag(-) in (1.15), we introduce the
two constants

- 2
a - min a2 + 4|vm1n| +a
F(op) = 1/ + 4o + [u5™] In ( ey L _ o
0
ao(0) 2 i\ 1/4 (] i 2
m(vg) = ————— (a* + 4|vy™™" ( a? + 4|ppm —|—a)
( 0) 4|U§1m|m( | 0 |) | 0 |

Lemma 5.2. The function up, defining the ground state wu, in Theorem 1.1,
has the following representation, valid for p > a,

2 +oo Qt
un(p) = Oy exp <_Z_h> /0 exp (_p2_h> t* 1 4-t)"dt, (5.4)

(5.3)

where
o = o] - ( 1+ 2v5(0) — 1> ORI ~ |, (5.5)
2 2 h—0 2h
and
Cy, o CpY = m(vo)h ™" exp (@) : (5.6)

Proof. The representation in (5.4) is obtained in [5, Eq. (2.9)], with

11,
5~ 5" (). (5.7)

o =

The asymptotics in (5.5) now follows from (1.13) in Theorem 1.1. So we still
have to determine the constant Cj, by matching (5.4) with the expansion of
up(p) in Theorem 1.1. In fact, by (1.15) and (1.16), we have

d(a)

un(@) ~ ap(0)h~Y2e= 75 |

where ao(0) is given in (1.14).
On the other hand, by the method of Laplace approximation [5, Eq. (2.12)],
the representation in (5.4) yields

2mh n(a)
~ C . 14t (a))e 52
uh(a) 0 h\/|U6n1n|(1 + 2t*(a))( + (a))e

1 / 4 . 1
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and

n(a) = —(1 + 2t.(a))a”® + [vf™"|In <1 + ! > .

t(a)

FNgr.

Consequently, we have

Cp ~ VIog (1 + 2t (a)) 1, )zt
h=0  \27(1 4+ ti(a))

which eventually yields (5.6). 1

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We start by expressing the integral (5.1) in polar co-
ordinates

Wy = /0 o (r)un(r) ( 0277 Kn(r, 9)d9> dr, (5.8)

where

iLr sin @

Kn(r,0) = up(r® + L? + 2Lrcosf)e”

Coming back to (5.8
Prop. 5.1] by using (

), the integral of K} with respect to 6 is computed in [5,
5.4) as follows

27 2 2 +o00
Kp(r,0)dd = Cp, exp (—T +L ) Gp(r t)dt, (5.9)
0 4h 0
where
24+ L)t Lry/tt+1
Gp(r,t) = exp (—%) t* 141", (%) (5.10)

and z — Ip(z) := Jp(iz) is the modified Bessel’s function of order 0.
The advantage of the formula in (5.9) is the absence of the oscillatory complex
term and moreover, the integrand G}, is a positive function.

The function Ip(z) has the following asymptotic for large z [13, Eq. (9.3.14)],

eZ

Ig(z) ~ . 5.11
o), v T (5.11)
In particular, Iy grows exponentially as follows
C1 C2
——e* < Iy(z) L ——€* (z € Ry) < €?, 5.12
Va1l she s pmmmet GeRg<e (5:12)

where c¢1, co are positive constants.
We introduce

+oo T2 9 ;
o) = [ e (<) et (Y
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Note that, for all t > 0, we have

Y S
TVt VE+1 T 2
hence
F(r) < Fo(r) (5.13)
where  hes (L
Fy(r) = en /0 exp (_T) t* 1+ t)"dt.
Collecting (5.9), (5.12) and (5.13), we get by (5.4)
" Kp(r,0)d0 < coup(L —1). (5.14)

0

Let us now bound fOQW Kp(r,0)dl. Given an arbitrary e € (0, 1], it results from
(5.12) that there exists a constant ¢. > 0 such that

Io(z) > c.el™9% (2 eRy). (5.15)

We now introduce,

+oo r2 2 _ .
FE(’I”) = /0 exp <—w) ta*1(1 + t)fa exp <(1 E)L t(t + 1)) gt

2h h

+oo _ )2
- / exp <—%> t N1+ 1) Y exp <%((1 —e)tt+1) - t)> dt.
0
Note that, for all t > 0, we have
I—e)Vtit+1)—t>(1—e)t —t=—ct

hence
Fe(r) > Ff(r) (5.16)

where

+oo —r 2 r
Ff(r)= /0 exp <— (& )2;— 2L )t> t N1+ )t

Collecting (5.9), (5.15) and (5.16), we get by (5.4)

2w

Kp(r,0)dd > cee_(k??“ up (v (L —7r)%+2eLr) .

Recalling that 0 < r < a, we get further
2m

Ky (r,0)do > 0587(17;’1”& up(/(L —r)%+2eLr).

0

0
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5.2 WKB approximation
Using (1.15) and Proposition 5.1 (with e = 1), we get,

cwld + OM;)) < Jwe,| <l + O(M), (5.17)
where
wgfj = h—l /0 |’U0(T)|G0(L - T‘)aO(T) exp (—W) Td?‘,
’ d(r) +d(L
wl = h! /0 lvo(r)lao (L + r)ao(r) exp &W) dr
and
wg = [Mnfess (-4EEZDY o,
Oa d( +d(L+ ) (518)
iy = [Mentofesp (~LEED par
0

The remainder terms M. hi are easily controlled as follows.
Proposition 5.3. We have

M;F =0(e %" and M, = O(e= /).
Proof. By (4.5) and (4.4),

min (d(r) +d(L — 7)) = S, and min (d(r) + d(L +71)) = Sp

0<r<a 0<r<a

where S, and Sy are introduced in (1.21) and (4.1) respectively. Hence
Mp < e [ ()| dr
0

and u
M, Se_so/h/ |vo (r)| 7 dr.
0

We move now to the control of the leading terms, wg’;t, in (5.17).

Proposition 5.4. There exist constants hg, C > 0 such that, for all h € (0, h],
we have
wy," < Ch™lemSa/h

and
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Proof. The bound on wgﬁ’: follows in a straightforward manner, as for the bound
on M, in Proposition 5.3. Concerning wg_”r_, the function ¥, (r) = d(r)+d(L+r)
is monotone increasing and

L2 )
So=1.(0) = min v.(r). (0)= F > 0.

By Laplace’s approximation,

Wl o~ e Solh / [0 (0)]ao(L)ao (0) exp | — rdr
’ h—0 0

2
hie—SO/h
L2 min ’
i)

4 0

Collecting (5.17), Propositions 5.3 and 5.4, we get

Proposition 5.5. There exist constants ho, C > 0 such that, for all h € (0, hy],

we have , 5 s
5 exp <—70) < |we,r| < Ch~! exp (_Ta> .

By inserting the estimates in Proposition 5.5 into (5.2), we finish the proof
of (1.20) in Theorem 1.2. So we still have to prove (1.23) which follows from
the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. If vg <0 on D(0,a), then

. . > A )
h}lnﬂlélf (hln|wgyr|) > -9, (5.19)

where S is introduced in (1.24).

Proof. We use Proposition 5.1 with 0 < € < 1 and we replace u;, by its WKB
approximation using (1.15). Eventually we get

|we,r| > ccw, — Ce My, (5.20)

where ¢, C; > 0 are independent of h,

wZT =h! ‘/Oa |UO(’]")|a0( (L —7)2+ QELT)(LQ(T) exp (_9(28)> rdr,

M; = /0 oo ()| exp (_9(25)> rdr
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and g(r, e) is introduced in (4.8). We can rewrite (5.20) as follows

hlwer| > ce /0“ lvo(7)| (a0 (v/(L = 7)% + 2eLr )ao(r) — CXh) exp (__g(r}‘; €)> rdr

(5.21)
where CF = C. /c..
Now we assume that 0 < € < g¢, where g¢ is the constant in Proposition 4.3.
Pick r. € (0, a) such that

S(e) = 0<irgf<ag(n ) =g(re,€).

We choose 19 € (0,a) sufficiently small such that, for all n € (0,79) and r €
I, = (—n+re,re +1) C (0,a), we have

g(r,e) < S(e) +men

where m. is independent of 7. By the same considerations, we have (after
choosing 79, ho small and taking n € (0,79) and h € (0, ho))

ao(v/(L —1)? +2eLr)ag(r) — CZh > mk >0

where m. is independent of h and 7.
Now we write,

R S(e) +me
|hw€,r| > KE(T]) exp <_M> )

h

where

K.(n) = cem? |vo (r)| 7 dr .
I,

The hypothesis vg < 0 in D(0, a) ensures that K.(n) > 0. Consequently
o S
hin—i(?f (hIn|hwe,|) > —S(e) + men

Sending 7 to 0 then € to 0, we get

liminf (h1n|hwe,|) > -5,
h—0

where we used that S = S(0) by Proposition 4.2. §

Remark 5.7. The upper bound in Proposition 5.5 continues to hold if we relax
the assumption on the sign of vy and assume instead that

L(L - 2a)

v <
0 1

which ensures the validity of (4.5).
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Remark 5.8 (Reduction to an interaction matrix). In [5], the asymptotics (5.2)
holds for vo < 0 and L > 4(a + /|vg"]). We can derive (5.2) by using the
approach of reduction to an interaction matriz like in [9] (see [8] or [4]). More
precisely, we have

e5° (h) = e} () = 2lwe,.| + O(e>™), (5.22)
where S is an any constant satisfying

0< S’ < min(S’o, S’a, S())

R L/2 p2 ]
50:2/ \/Z + vo(p) — v dp
0

. L—a 2 ]
S, = / \/% +vo(p) —vndp  (a=a(vg)) .
0
We always have 25, > So. However, 2§0 > Sy holds under the additional

condition 0 < a(bg) < VAL Rl (see Appendiz A). Resuming, if we

2L iL+2’
assume that
34/ |v6ni“| < 3L
2L 4L+ 2

and

vo <0 and 0<a(by) <

we infer from (5.2) and Proposition 5.5,
es?(h) —e7°(h) o 2|we | - (5.23)

Note that (5.2) is much stronger than (5.23).

6 The tunneling asymptotics

Recall the constant a = a(vg) in (1.2) and let us assume that vy < 0 in D(0, a)
(i.e. vo(r) <0 for 0 < r < a). With Proposition 5.6 in hand, we can compute
the leading term in the hopping coefficient wy , introduced in (5.1). This will
follow through a sequence of reductions justified in the following lemmas, leading
by the end of this section to the proof Theorem 1.4.

We will make use of the following consequence Proposition 5.6. Recall the
constant S in (1.24). Then, by Proposition 5.6, we have

VpeR,VA>S, hPe= A" =, ollwes]). (6.1)
—0

Moreover, for all ) € (0, a), let us introduce

Wi(n) i= Ch /ar|v0(r)|uh(r) exp <_ r :hm) </n+oo Gr(r, 1) dt> dr |

n

where C}, is introduced in Lemma 5.2 and G}, is introduced in (5.10). The next
lemma establishes that |wg,,| can be approximated by Wi (n) uniformly with
respect to n € (0,1n0], where 7o is a sufficiently small constant.
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Lemma 6.1. There exist constants no € (0,a), A(no) > S and hg > 0 such
that, for all m € (0,710] and h € (0, ho], we have

||wl,r| - Wi (77)| < e Am)/h
In particular, for all n € (0,n0],

[wer|

hs0 Wi(n).

Proof. Consider i € (0,19) where 0 < 19 < a. By (5.8) and (5.9) we write

[we,r| = Wi(n) + Ri(n) + Ra(n)

Ra(n) —/Onr|v0(r)|uh(r)( OQW Kn(r,0) d9> dr,
Ra(n) = Ch /ar|vo(r)|uh(r) exp (- r :hLQ) (/On G (r, 1) dt> dr .

n

Using (5.14), we have

0<Ri(n) < Ri(no) < e /0770 rvo (1) |up (r)up (L — r) dr.

Arguing as in Proposition 5.4, and using the monotonicity of the function . in
(4.6), we have

/T rlvg (r)|up (r)up (L — r) dr = O(hile*Sno/h)

0
where S,,; = . (10) and depends continuously on 7y so that 1im0 Spo = So; here
no—

Sp is introduced in (4.1). By Proposition 4.2, we choose 1y sufficiently small
such that S,, > S. This proves that Rq (1) = O(h~te=Sn/h) o o(lwe,r|), by
—

(6.1).
Let us now prove that Ra(n) o o(|we,r|). Using (5.10) and (5.12), we write
—

for0 <t <n<mn <a,
(r2 + L)t

Gh(r,t) < O(eCO\/ﬁ/h)C’h exp <— 5,

> ta71(1 4 t)fa
where ¢g = y/a + 1. Inserting this into the expression of R2(n), we get by (5.4),

Ra(n) < O(eco\/ﬁ/h) /a rlvo (r)|up (M)up (VL2 + 72)dr .

n

Arguing as in Proposition 5.4 and observing that

min d(r) +d(v/L?+1r?) =d(n) +d(/L+n) > So

n<r<a
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we get
Ra(n) = O(h~LeeoVlhe=S0/h).

Finally, by Proposition 4.2, we choose ng sufficiently small so that, So—cg+/mo >
S and we conclude by Proposition 5.4 that Ry (1) o o(|we,r|), for alln € (0,n0).
—

Looking closely at the foregoing bounds on Rq(n) and Ra(n), we have in
fact proved the following. If we select A such that

S<A< min(Sy,, So — co\/10)
then there exists hg > 0 such that, for all € (0, ng],
0 <Ri(n) + Raln) <e .

For all n € (0, a), we introduce

Wa(n) = C™ /:7“|U0(7°)|(10(7“) exp (-% - - IhL2> ( ;OO Gp(r,t) dt) dr,

where C;™ is introduced in (5.6), G}, is introduced in (5.10) and ag is introduced
in Proposition 3.3. We will prove that Ws (n) in Lemma 6.1 can be approximated
by h=Y2Wy(n), uniformly with respect to n € (0, o).

Lemma 6.2. Let 19 be as introduced in Lemma 6.1. There exist constants
ho, M > 0 such that, for all n € (0,10] and h € (0, ho], we have

cy
Ch

Wi(n) — h_1/2W2(77)| < MEY2Way(n) + ‘1 - Wi (n)

where W1 (n) is as in Lemma 6.1. In particular, for all n € (0,n0], we have

el ~ B2 Wa().

Proof. By Lemma 6.1, it suffices to prove that W (n) ~ h=Wa(n) (and esti-

h—
mate the remainder terms). We write

+oo
g"?(/r) = Gh(’f‘, t)dt, 6h(’f‘) = ed(T)/hUh(’f') _ h—l/?ao(/r)
n

and
Wi(n) = B2 Wa(n) + Ra(n) + Ra(n)

where

a

4h

7'2 2
(s ) x (<SG = T )

7,2 2
Ri) = (Cn = C3) [ rlon(r)lun (r)gy 1) exp (— L )dr,

n
a

.

n
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Notice that

Wits) = O [ (o) exp (<5 )

Consequently

asy
Ch

Ratn) = (1= L= ) W) =, oW

As for Ra(n), by (1.15), |6 = O(h'/?), and since ag(-) > 0, we have

rloolan(rexp (-4 - T ar

a

Wa() > WE(5) = moCoY /

n
where
mo = min ag(r) >0.
0= min o(7)

Consequently, and

[Ra(n)| < O(R*W3(n)) = o(h™*Wa(n)) .

We give a finer approximation of |wy .|, by replacing Gy, in the definition of
Wh(n) by its approximation at infinity. At this level, unlike Lemmas 6.1 and
6.2, our estimates are no more uniform with respect to 1 € (0, no].

Lemma 6.3. Let 1 € (0,10], where ngy is introduced in Lemma 6.1. Consider

Wit = [ rwlaotesn (42 - HE) ([ e o) ar.

where C;™ is introduced in (5.6),

G 21 + L Z(tﬂ) —aln (1 + %) )

as exp(
G (r,t) = Vh 2h
W) = Vh (2m L) /2 45/4(t + 1)1/4

and « is introduced in (5.5). Then, we have

fwesl ~ BPW(0).

Proof. By Lemma 6.2, it suffices to prove that Wa(n) o Ws(n). By (5.10),

we observe that

)= o BTy (LE (1))
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By (5.11), for each € > 0, there exists zo > 0 such that

z z

e

V2mz

In particular, there exists hg = hqo(n, €) > 0 such that,

e

Vz2>z, |Io(z)— <e€

2mz

Vrt>mn, Vhe (0,ho], |Gr(r,t) — GyY(rt)] < eGy¥(r,t).
Writing
Wa(n) = Ws(n) + R(n)

we get, for all h € (0, ho],
IR(n)| < eWs(n)

which yields that R(n) = o(Ws m)- 1

In our next step we get a new asymptotics from Lemma 6.3 by replacing «
by its approximation in (5.5). Recall that by (5.5)

)
=%
ap = ag™™ + O(h*/?), (6.2)

. min h
ag™t = —|U°2 I 3 ( 14 205(0) — 1) :

Inserting this into G}, (r,t) in Lemma 6.3, we get

. h (r2+ L%t Lry/tt+1)  [og®In(1+ 1)
Gmdm t — t _ — t
) = 5 g0(t) eXp< s T Y 57

1 ( 1 3 (/14207 (0)-1)
" ) |

e —— -
90(t) £5/4(t + 1)1/4 t

(6.3)

Lemma 6.4. Let n € (0,10], where ng is introduced in Lemma 6.1. Consider

Wiln) = € [ ooty exe (-4 ( / e .

where C;™ is introduced in (5.6), G in (6.3) and af**™ in (6.2).
Then, we have

jwesl ~ BTVPWI().

Proof. By Lemma 6.3, it suffices to prove that Ws(n) o Wi(n). Notice that
—
. . main __ 1
Gy (r,t) = G (r,t) exp (7040 - % 1n (1 + ;))
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and there exist ho = ho(n) > 0 and Cy > 0 such that,

main

- 1 1
Vhe (0,ho], V=1, 0< wm <1+¥) < Coh?In (1+5> .

This proves that G (r,t) o G2 (r ¢) uniformly with respect to (r,t) €
—
[n,a] x [n,4+00). This yields

Ws(n) = Waln) = o(Wiu(n)) .

h—

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let n € (0,m0), where 79 is introduced in Lemma 6.4.
We set,
S(bg,n) = —F(vg)+ inf U(rt),

re(n,al
te[n,+o0)

where

U(r,t) :=d(r) +

2 L2 min 1
! Z (2t+1)+|”0—2|1n (1+ g) —Lrtlt+1)  (6.4)

and F(bvg) is introduced in (5.3).
Since the function n — S(vg,7) is monotone non-decreasing, we have

lim S(vg,n) =: S(vo), (6.5)
n—0
and
S(Uo) = —F(Uo) + i%f , U(r,t). (6.6)
re|0,a
t€(0,4+00)

So, by Lemma 6.4, it suffices to prove that,
V1 € (0,m0), hlnWy(n) ~ —S(0o,n). (6.7)
h—0

Using the expression of C;™ in (5.6), we get by Lemma 6.4

a +oo r _
m(n)=‘3% / VF v ()] ao(r) / go(t) exp (—w) dtdr

(6.8)
where go(t) is introduced in (6.3). Singe go is integrable on [n, +00), we imme-
diately get the following upper bound

Wa(n) (’)( 1 _S<u£,n>>
= — e 3
i 2mh

lim sup (hInWa(n)) < —S(vo,7). (6.9)

from which it follows
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To prove a lower bound on Wy (n), pick an arbitrary ¢ € (0,1) and consider the
set

Is,, = {(r,t) € [n,a] x [n,+00) : U(r,t) < F(vg) + S(bo,n) + 0} .

Since the integrand in the expression of Wy(n) is positive, we have the lower
bound

_ S(vg,m+96
7

Waln) > —

2 = < s \/7_”|vo(r)|ao(r)go(t)dtdr> e

from which we infer the lower bound
lim inf (210 Wa(n)) = —S(vo,n) =4

After sending § to 0 we eventually get

limsup (hIn Wa(n)) > —S(vo,n). (6.10)
h—0

Collecting (6.9) and (6.10), we finish the proof of (6.7). 1

Remark 6.5 (Amplitude of the tunneling). Our proof of Theorem 1.4 above
only yields an asymptotics for the phase of the hopping coefficient,

In |wl,r| h:O —S(Uo) .

We can estimate the amplitude of |wy,,| if we know that the function ¥ in (6.4)
has a unique non-degenerate minimum (r«,ts) on [0,a] x (0,+00) such that
0 < r. < a. In this case, by the method of Laplace approximation, we get

|we | o Y (0g)hP(P0)e=S(v0)/h
—

for some constants T (vg) > 0 and p(vg) € R.
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A Two comparison inequalities

Consider the constant Sy introduced in (4.1) and the two constants 5’0 and 5’,1
introduced in Remark 5.8. Here a = a(vg) (see (1.2)).
Proposition A.1. We have 25, > So.

Proof. For all u € [0, L], consider the function

L—u ] L pQ ]
/ \/——l—vo —vg“ndp—/ \/——vg“ndp.
L—u 4

Notice that h(a) = 25, — Sp and, for all u € (0, L),

h’(U)——\/@Jrvo(L— )—vg““—\/i(]:_”)2 v <0,

hence
h(a) > h(L)=0.

Proposition A.2. Ifa < 2y ‘U“ " < then we have 25y > Sy.

T
Proof. For all u € [0, £], consider

u \/_P2 ~ N P
=9 _ gmin g 3 _min g, _min 7,
v /0 4 (o) K a \/1:. 4 0 ’ /12‘ 4 o g

Notice that

280 — 50 = g(a), (A1)
where S, is introduced in (4.2). Assuming that L > ( ) a + 44/ 2]vgin]]

we can prove that g(a) > ¢(0) > 0. In fact,

2 2 L — u)2 ]
g/(U)ZZ u_+vo(u)_vgnn_3\/u?_v6nm+\/%_vémn

>u—3 \/__vm1n+\/(L ) _ pmin
0 4 0

and if L > (3+4/§ + 1) a+4+/2lvpn] and 0 < u < a, we have

(L — U)2 min (L — a)Z min a min
\/T ” S > 53yl

>u+3 | m1n|
- (Y
2

=3<2 |vm”’|> —u

u2
>3 Z—vg““ U .
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Consequently, for u € (0,a) and L > (%ﬁ + 1) a + 4y/2[vpm|

—u)? 2
g/(U)Z\/Q_U(‘Sﬁm_ <3\/%—’Uéﬂin—u> >0,

hence g(a) > ¢(0). Computing ¢(0) we find

L (VIZFT615™ — /17 + 4l ™))
1

) L L
— [ogin| (sinh_l <7> — 4sinh™? <7>> .
2/l /R

We can express g(0) as follows

9(0) =

. L
0) =lv""If | = A2
9(0) = [vg |f<\/|%n—m|> (A.2)
where
Flw) = 5 (VR +16 — /a2 +4) — sinh ™ (3 ) + asinh ™" (§)
and

d 1 1
- [— sinh™? (%) +4sinh ™t (%)} = — >0.
U u2 u2
vt 2\/T +1

Consequently, we find

fw)> (Va2 +16 = Va2 +4) > 0

for all u > 0, thereby proving that ¢g(0) > 0. Moreover, if

o< 3LV (A3)
VI + L) 2V]og™] + L)

then by (1.28)

; L
R < |vg™|f (7

and we get by (1.27)
QS’Q—SOZQS’Q—SQ—R,I>O.
Note that (A.3) and L > (34ﬁ + 1) a + 4y/2[o5™] are fulfilled when

3 |v(’5’“i’“|< 3L
2L AL +2°

a <

32



References

[1]

[10]

[11]

[12]

J. Bellissard. C*-Algebras in solid state physics: 2-D electrons in a uniform
magnetic field, Operator algebras and applications, Vol. 2, 49-76, London
Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., 136, Cambridge Univ. Press (1988).

V. Bonnaillie-Noél, F. Hérau, N. Raymond. Purely magnetic tunneling ef-
fect in two dimensions. Invent. Math. 227(2), 745-793 (2022).

H.L. Cycon, R.G. Froese, W. Kirsch, and B. Simon. Schrodinger opera-
tors, with application to quantum mechanics and global geometry. Springer
Study edition. Texts and Monographs in Physics. Springer-Verlag, (1987).

M. Dimassi and J. Sjéstrand. Spectral Asymptotics in the Semi-Classical
limit. London Mathematical Society. Lecture Note Series 268. Cambridge
University Press (1999).

C. Fefferman, J. Shapiro, M. Weinstein. Lower bound on quantum tun-
neling for strong magnetic fields. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 54(1), 1105-1130
(2022). (see also arXiv:2006.08025v3).

S. Fournais and B. Helffer. Spectral methods in surface superconductivity.
Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and Their Applications 77.
Basel: Birkhéuser (2010).

S. Fournais, B. Helffer, A. Kachmar. Tunneling effect induced by a curved
magnetic edge. R.L. Frank (ed.) et al., The physics and mathematics of El-
liott Lieb. The 90th anniversary. Volume I. Berlin: European Mathematical
Society (EMS). 315-350 (2022).

B. Helffer. Semi-classical analysis for the Schrédinger operator and appli-
cations. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 1336, Berlin : Springer-Verlag
(1988).

B. Helffer and J. Sjostrand. Multiple wells in the semi-classical limit I.
Communications in PDE 9 (4), 337-408 (1984).

B. Helffer and J. Sjostrand. Effet tunnel pour I’équation de Schrédinger
avec champ magnétique. Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa, Vol XIV, 4, 625-657
(1987).

B. Helffer and J. Sjostrand. Equation de Schrddinger avec champ
magnétique et équation de Harper, Partie I Champ magnétique fort, Partie
IT Champ magnétique faible, 'approximation de Peierls. Lecture notes in
Physics, No 345 (éditeurs A. Jensen et H. Holden), 118-198 (1989).

B. Simon. Semiclassical analysis of low lying eigenvalues. I: Non-degenerate
minima: Asymptotic expansions. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Sect. A 38,
295-308 (1983).

33



[13] N.M. Temme. Asymptotic Methods for Integrals (Series in Analysis Book
6). WSPC, 2014.

34



	1 Introduction
	1.1 The Hamiltonian
	1.1.1 The double well potential
	1.1.2 The magnetic field

	1.2 Deep symmetric wells in a strong magnetic field

	2 Magnetic harmonic approximation
	2.1 The Landau Hamiltonian
	2.2 The magnetic harmonic oscillator
	2.3 Eigenvalue asymptotics and radial ground states

	3 Decay of ground states for the single well potential
	3.1 The Agmon distance
	3.2 Agmon estimates
	3.3 WKB approximation

	4 About the measure of the tunneling
	5 Bounds on the eigenvalue splitting
	5.1 The hopping coefficient
	5.2 WKB approximation

	6  The tunneling asymptotics
	A Two comparison inequalities

