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Resonance free domain for Schrodinger operators
with repulsive potential

Kyohei Itakura*

Abstract

We study resonances for the Schrodinger operators with quadratic or sub-
quadratic repulsive potential. In the present paper, we show the non-existence
of resonances in some complex neighborhood of a fixed energy by employing
schemes of Briet—Combes—Duclos and Hunziker and by introducing a proper
distortion based on, but slightly modified, positive commutator method of
Mourre.

1 Introduction

In the present paper we consider semiclassical repulsive Hamiltonians: For a fixed
s € (0,1]

H=Hy+q(x); Hy=-"2A-1Lz*

on L*(R%), where h > 0 is the semiclassical parameter, z € R? and ¢ is a perturba-
tion. If s = 1, Hy is called the inverted harmonic oscillator. We define resonances
of H as eigenvalues of complex distorted H, which is denoted by Hy later, and show
that for sufficiently small 2 > 0, H has no resonances in some complex neighborhood
of a fixed energy E under a kind of non-trapping condition for potential —%|:p|25 +q.
For the case of perturbed Laplacian

P=—1IA+V(2),

where V' is a decaying real-valued smooth function, one assumes as a non-trapping
condition that the quantity
2(V—-FE)+ax-0V

is bounded from above by a negative constant outside of classically forbidden region.
Such a condition is called virial condition. This quantity comes from the Poisson
bracket

{ZL‘ <&, Pd}
where P9 = %§2 + V(z) is the classical Hamiltonian of P. The choice of z - £ is
related to positive commutator method of [12]. In fact, Re(z - p) with p = —iV

Pel=F,
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plays a role of the conjugate operator for P. However Re(z - p) is not the conjugate
operator for the repulsive Hamiltonian H. By considering the classical orbit of the
particle in the repulsive electric field, we can take the operator Re((0dg) - p) with

- ﬁ|x‘2_28 fOI' s < 17
t(loglz|)?  fors=1,

as the conjugate operator for the repulsive Hamiltonian H. Therefore, it would be
better to consider (dg) - £ instead of z - £, see also Remarks 2.6 (2).

In the proof of our main result, we employ schemes of [2, 6], which are used
for a perturbed Laplacian. As the author mentioned above, we slightly modify the
quantity z - £ appeared in their schemes. We discuss eigenvalue of distorted H, not
dilated, which is constructed by using a complex distortion related to the flow of
(9g) - V.

There is a large body of literature on resonances for semiclassical Schrodinger
operators with bounded potentials. We refer to [1, 2, 6, 8, 11] for non-existence of
resonances in a certain region. We study resonance free domain for H by employing
their methods. We also refer to [3, 10, 13] for asymptotic behavior of resonances
and to [16] in which many topics of resonances are dealt with. Resonances of the
repulsive Hamiltonian H can be treated in the framework of [4]. However, thanks
to using our new distortion we can discuss resonances for H with a large class of
perturbations compared to [4], cf. Remarks 2.6 (3). The Stark potential is a kind
of repulsive potential, although it is not spherically symmetric. Resonances in the
Stark effect is studied for many authors, we refer to e.g. [5, 7, 9, 15].

2 Setting and Results

2.1 Setting

First we assume a [ong-range type condition on gq.

Condition 2.1. The perturbation ¢ belongs to C°°(R% R). Moreover there exist
p € (0,1) and Cy > 0 for k£ € NU {0} such that

Vrg| < Cyplx)2=h=r for s < 1,
| Cr(log(z)) 1P (x)>* for s =1.

Although H has a self-adjoint extension under Condition 2.1 by the Faris-Lavine
theorem cf. [14], let us consider H as the self-adjoint operator associated with the
quadratic form on H' N D(|z|*)

tlu] := 5 Vull* = Flal*ul® + (u, g(@)u).

In the study of resonances for perturbed Laplacian P, It would be standard
to use the dilation z +— e’z = (e’r)w or slightly modified one. Here r = |z
and w = x/r. We note that the dilation generates an operator Re(z - p) which

is the conjugate operator for perturbed Laplacian P in the Mourre theory. As
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for the case of sub-quadratic repulsive Hamiltonian, that is s € (0, 1), an operator
Re(|z| 2z p) plays a role of the conjugate operator, and this is generated by a group
T(0) : x> (r* +250)1/@9)w for § > 0. Therefore, in order to consider resonances
for sub-quadratic repulsive Hamiltonian, it is natural to use such a transformation.
As for the case of the inverted harmonic oscillator, that is s = 1, an operator
Re((log |x|)|x| 2z - p) is chosen as the conjugate operator. In order to find a group
which generates this operator we need to solve the equation

ar(6)
90

_ —10r(6)
= (logr)r—=>.

However it is difficult to find an exact solution to this equation. Here we note that we
can discuss resonances of the inverted harmonic oscillator by using an approzimate
solution () = (r? 4 201ogr)'/? in the sense that this 7(6) satisfies
87(:)—(;) — (log 7“)7“_187;9—(7"m = —0r %logr.

However we need an additional assumption on the classically forbidden region to
control an error term.

Based on the above short discussion, let us define a complex distortion by mim-
icking an argument of [6]. We take a smooth cut-off function x; : R — [0, 1] which

satisfy
0 fort<l1,
t) = -
xa(t) {1 for t > 2.

We note that y; is a Lipschitz continuous function, and we denote its Lipschitz
constant by L > 0:

Ix1(t1) — x1(t2)| < Lty — tof.

We set, for R > 0
Xr(t) == x1(t/R*).

For # € R we introduce the mappings

(2.1)

2s 92 9 2s\\1/(2s) f 1
sy e (r* + 2s0xg(r*)) or s <1,
for s = 1.

(r? + 20xr(r?) log 7’)1/2

By the Lipschitz continuity of xz, the mapping r — (r* + QSQXR(T2S))1/(28) is in-
vertible for any 6 € R with |0] < (2s)"'R?>*L~!. In fact, for any 7 € [0,00) we can
construct r > 0 such that

72 = 1% 4+ 250y (1), (2.2)

For any 7 € [0,00), let us consider the sequence {r,}nen, C [0,00) defined by the

recurrence formula

2s _ ~2s 2s =~
ri =72 = 2s0xg(r; ), T0o=T-.
2s
n

Noting that sup,,cy, r2* < 7 4 2s|6| and for any n,m € Ng,n > m

[ =l = 280l xR (raZ1) — Xr(r_y)|

< 2s|0|R™*L|r2s | — 2

m—1



S (28‘9‘R72SL>m‘T7213—m - 7,83 )

we can see that {r,},en, is a Cauchy sequence, and thus it converges. By letting
r = lim, o 7, we have (2.2). Similarly, we can verify that there exists L; > 0
such that the lower mapping of (2.1) is invertible for any # € R with |f| < L;. For
simplicity, we let Ly = (2s)"!R*L for s € (0, 1).

For § € R with |0| < L,, we define unitary operator Uy on L?(R?) as

(Ugu)(x) = (Upu) (rw) := JY?u(rew), (2.3)
where

(ro/m)T25(1 + 250x/5 (12*)) for s < 1,
(ro/r)2(1 + 0r—2xr(r?) + 20 log rY/p(r?)) for s = 1.

J:ﬂam:{

Now we introduce an additional condition on ¢g. For any 6 € R, we set

() = qo(rw) = q(rew).

Condition 2.2. In addition to Condition 2.1, for a fixed R > 0, gy has an analytic

extension in a region Cpg, := {# € C||Im6| < [y} for some Fy > 0 uniformly in
r € R

In the statement of our main theorem, we fix R > 0 depending on the situation
and then assume Condition 2.2. We remark that, as we will see later, the resonance
of H does not depend on the choice of R > 0.

We set for § € R with |0] < Lj

t@[U] = t[Uglu] = h_;<u7 U9p2U51U> - %(u,'rgsw + <U, q9u>

We note that Uy(—A)U, ' is expressed as

Ug(—A)Ue_l = Ug(—@? — d_lar — T_QASdfl)Ue_l

T

_ _Jl/Q(%)—lar(%)—larJ—l/Q . (d . 1){]1/2749—1(%)—16“]—1/2

— 7’;2A§d71 .

Then we can see that tg[u] extends analytically to a complex region {6 € C| 0| <
L} N Cp, and forms analytic family of operators

Hy = UgHU; = 20U (=AU — 102 + gp.

Based on [6, Section 6], we consider a set of analytic vectors to characterize
resonances of H. Let us introduce the set F' of entire function f = f(z), z € C%,
which vanishes faster than any inverse power of | Re z| as | Re z| — oo in any region

|[Imz| < (1 —¢)|Rez|, €€(0,1).

We call v € L*(R?) analytic vector if it holds that ¥ (z) = f(z) on R? for some
f € F. We denote the set of analytic vectors by A. Then we can see, similarly to

4



(6], that there exist L, € (0, L] such that for any 1) € A the mapping 6 — Uyt is
an L?-valued analytic function in |§| < L,. Moreover for any § € C with || < Li,
A and UpA are dense in L?(R?). For any z € C with Im z > 0 and any real 6 with
|0| < Lg we have

(6, (H = 2)7') = (Ug, (Ho — 2)"'Ugth), 6,0 € A. (2.4)

In particular it has a meromorphic continuation in z to C \ oe(Hp) and in 6 to
{6 € C||A| < L,}. In general, resonance is defined as a pole of a meromorphic
continuation of (2.4). In the present paper, we adopt the following definition of
resonances, which is equivalent to it.

Definition 2.3. We call z € C a resonance of H if z is an eigenvalue of Hy for some
0 €iR,.

We note that the resonances does not depend on the choice of the cut-off function
X r by uniqueness of meromorphic continuation of (2.4). Moreover it does not depend
on the value of & =i, 8 > 0, in the sense that if z is an eigenvalue of Hig,, 2 is also
an eigenvalue of Hig, when 5 > [3.

2.2 Resonance free domain

The following theorem is our main result and it asserts that H has no resonances in
some complex neighborhood of fixed energy E for sufficiently small A > 0.

Theorem 2.4. Let s € (0,1] and take any E € R. Assume that there exist p > 0
and smooth cut-off functions x,x € C'([0,00);[0,1]) such that

(i) X*+x*>=1onR?% and x = 1 near 0.
Moreover, if s =1, supp x C {r > /e},
(ii) There exists o > 0 such that
—%7‘28 +qg—FE>a on suppy,
(iii) There exists v > 0 such that
1—s—2(1=28)r%(q—E)—r""%00,q) —pu>vy  fors<l,
1+ 2r2(logr — 1)(g — ) — r(logr) () — p > 7 for s =1

on supp x.-

Take any R > 0 such that xg = 1 on supp X, and assume Condition 2.2. Let
f € (0,min{Ly, Bo}), 0 =i and z = E —iBu. Then one has for any u € D(Hy)
and for any B > 0 small enough

I(Hp = z)ull = Capy.nllull

with Cy g n = (1—cB) min{e, fv}+O0(5%)+O(h?). Here c > 0 is a certain constant
which s independent of both h and 5.



Corollary 2.5. Suppose all the assumptions of Theorem 2.4. Then there exists (.
such that for any each 5 € (0, 5,) there exists hy > 0 such that for any h € (0, hy)
the constant Co g~ ts strictly positive, and hence, z = E —iuf is not a resonance

of H=~"2A — Lz|> 4 q().
Remarks 2.6. (1) Let us take the sequence {¢; x , tnen € LA(R?):
Goan = Contla()r~ V2 exp{i(gzr™* + Af +6(r))/R},

where A € R, ¢, ,, is a normalizing constant, 7, is a smooth cut-off function which
is obeying suppn, C [2",2""!] and

f=flr) = {1_13(7“13 —1)+1 fors<1,

logr +1 for s = 1.

Moreover 6(r) is a certain smooth function which depends on s and p, and satisfy
(r* + X5+ 0,0(r))* — (r** + XA — q) = o(1)

as 7 — oo. For example, if p > s it is sufficient to take 6(r) as

0(r) = —/ q(Tw)r—* dr.
2
Then we can see that for # =i and for any A € R

|(Hp — (A — (1 = 8)B1))psan|| = 0 fors <1,
||(H9 - (>‘ - Bi))gbs,)\,nn —0 fors=1

as n — 00, and hence the essential spectrum of Hy with 0 =i is

{zeC|Imz=—(1-1s)p} fors<l,

Oess(Hlp) = {{z € C|Imz = -4} for s = 1.

The eigenvalues of Hy would appear, if it exist, in the strip {z € C|0 < —Imz <
(I1—-s)ftfors<l,or{zeC|0< —Imz < g} for s=1.

(2) The bound of (iii) is a virial type condition, and it comes from an estimate
of the Poisson bracket

{ha}lnes = [3- 22— 2. 2|, _,.

where h = 162 — 1|z|? + ¢(x) is the classical mechanics version of H and
129
s——7r°"** for s <1,
a=(dg)- & with g = ¢ 207"
5(log7) for s = 1.

Since ¢ is non-negative and g = O(#?) as t — oo in the classical mechanics sense,
the quantity {h,a}|,—g is expected to be positive.
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(3) Our 7y has satisfies
rg = (r** 4+ 250xr(r*))* — e’r as 5,0

for any » > 2R. In this sense, we can regard our main result as a generalization
of that for perturbed Laplacian. We can also discuss resonance free domain for the
repulsive Hamiltonians H by using the dilation. If we use the dilation we need to
assume that gy is analytic in a sector {|Ime’x| < ¢;| Ree’z|} \ {| Ree’z| < ¢y} for
some ¢y, co > 0. However this sector is wider than the region in which analyticity of
qp is required in Condition 2.2. In fact, since we have for large r = ||

g ~ (1 + Oxp(r*)r =),

Im 7y diverges slower than Ime’r as r — oo. Especially, if s > 1/2, Imry decays as
r — 00. Hence by using our distortion instead of the dilation we can deal with a
large class of potentials. This is a novelty of the present paper.

We also mention the case of Stark Hamiltonian. Roughly speaking, Stark Hamil-
tonian is corresponding to the case of s = 1/2. In [5, Section 23.1] and [7], they
study resonances by introducing a distortion x +— x + fv(z) for € C with |0] < 1,
where v is a certain bounded smooth function. The size of both of the regions
{z + 0v(z) |z € R} and {ry(z) |z € R% s =1/2} in C are almost the same.

3 Examples

This is a short section, which we discuss the choice of a,y > 0 and x, ¥ € C! of the
assumptions of the theorem for free semiclassical repulsive Hamiltonian H = H,.
First we let s € (0,1). We take any £ < 0. If s > 1/2, the bound

1—s5+2(1—28)r *E —pu>~

always hold for any p € (0,1 —s) and v € (0,1 —s — p). Then for any a €
(0, —F), we can easily construct functions y and x which obeying the assumptions
of the theorem. Let us consider the case of s < 1/2. For any p € (0,s) and
a € (0,—(1— 1:271)E), we take and fix a constant ¢ € (ll:isuELM, 1). Then by
taking smooth cut—off functions y and y which satisfy

1 on{r=|z|eR| —Lr* —E>a}, ._
XZX(T):{ tr=lel €R| =5 J X=V1-x%

0 on{r=|z|eR|—ir*—E <a},

we obtain on supp x that for some v > 0

1—3+2(1—25)7”23E—u21—5—(1—25)c(§—+0l)—u>7.

Next we let s = 1. In this case, we need restriction £ < —1/2 to obtain the
bound
1 —2r2%(logr —1)E — >~ on supp X (3.1)



for some p,v > 0. For a € (0,—(2E + 1)/4) we introduce smooth functions y and
X as
1 on{r=|z|eR| -2~ E>2a}, .
X =x(r)= { :

— V1
0 on{r=|z]eR|—3r?—E <a}, X X

When E < —e?/2, by retaking a € (0,—(2F + €*)/4), we can see that the term
—2r~%(logr — 1) E is non-negative on supp x. Thus for any p € (0,1) and v € (0,1—
1t), the bound (3.1) holds. Let E € [—e?/2,—1/2). Then for any p € (0, 3 log(—2E))
there exist & > 0 and v > 0 such that the bound (3.1) holds. In fact, for sufficiently
small @ > 0 we have on supp x

1—2r%(logr —1)E —
log(—2E) — pu+ Eiaéa + 2(E+2a log (557%) — Fisa l0g(—2F)

4 Proof of the theorem

4.1 Sub-quadratic repulsive Hamiltonian
In this section we give a proof of Theorem 2.4 for s € (0, 1).

Proof of Theorem 2.} wzth s€(0,1). Let § = if. Take any u € D(Hyp), ||ul| = 1.

Then we set v = (%) (x* — ix?)u. Note that ||v]] < (1 + O(B8))||u||. We show that
for 2= F —ifp

Re(v, (Hp — z)u)
> (min{a, By} + O(R*) + O(8%))|ull* + 5 Re(u, () (Hp — 2)u),

where 9(r) is a certain bounded function. Then by combining with the inequalities

(4.1)

(L + OBl (Hy = 2)ull = [Jv[l[|(Ho = 2)ull = Refv, (Hp — 2)u),
O(B%)lulll(Ho — 2)ull = =B Re{u, v(r)(Hp — 2)u),

we have the assertion.
The left-hand side of (4.1) is expressed as

Re(v, (Hy — 2)u) = Re((x* — ix*)u, (52)*(Hy — 2)u)
= 1 Re(x*u, (52)°Up(—A)U; ")
e 90 )20y (— AUy ) (4.2)
+ Re(xu, (52)*(=375° + @0 — 2)xu)
, (

or
(52)*(=575° + g0 — 2)Xu).

Im (?u, (

Let us further compute each term on the right-hand side of (4.2). First we compute
the factor (87"‘9) Us(=A)U, .

(52)°Us(—=2)Uy !



— (87’9) J1/2(a_g) 18 (87’9) 18 J71/2

s

_( )( Jrg ) J/2 71(87"(9) 18 J 1/2 (ﬂ)QTQQASdfl

J1/2(87"g) (8 ) 1J_1/28 Jl/Q(Barg)a (%rg)—l(arJ—l/Z)
—( D)(52)(ro/r) 0710, + 5(d — 1) T (F2) (ro/r) 1710, ])
= (F2)*(ro/r) *r~* Agans
:—82 ‘]1/2(8_:)( ar9 1J—1/2)
+ 1T 0,0)0, + 4 JW(M)( (%) 71(0,0)T )
—( = DG (ra/r) 1710, + 5(d = 1)J (G2 (ro/r) ™7 (0, )
— (G2 (ro/r) " Agas
= — A+ YO0, + (Z2) Y (Zre)d, — 3T72(0,J)? + LI 1(82)

3G NG OT) = (d = D)((52)(re/r) ™ = 1)r 10,
+%(d—l)J N2 (g r) e (00 T) = ((222)2(rg/7) % = 1)1 2 Agarr.

For notational simplicity, we introduce

$(r) = =370, )" + 117’1(3217) 35 TG00

+5(d = 1) (G (re/r) 10, T),

and then, we can write

(Za)2Uy(~A) Uyt = —A + T H8,0)0, + (?;g) L %)),
— (d=1)((5)(re/r)"" = 1)7r7'0, + ¢(r) (4.3)
— (522 (rg/r) % = 1)1 2 Aga-r.
We remark that ¢ is a complex-valued smooth function having bounded derivatives.

By the identity
Re(x*A) = xAx + [Vx[*,
we have
—L Re(x*u, Au) = & (|V(xw)|I* = [(Vx)ull?) - (4.4)
Noting that

Opd = (0, (ro /)% (1 4 250X (r*)))
= (d = 28)(ro/r)" 71 (9,22) (1 + 250X (™))
( ) (Tg/?“)d ZSQX (TQS)TZS 1
= (d = 28)(rg/r)" 250 (X (r™*) = XR(r*)r*)r ™ (1 + 250X(r™))
+(25)2(r /1) 20X p(r2)r®
%I =(d —2s><d 45) o/ )" (250)" (0r(r™) = () )’
(1 + 250X (r>))
+ <d — 25) (o /1) (25)20 (X (1)1 — X (%) + xR (r%)r )
X 172 (1 4 250X (1))



= (d = 25)(ro /1) 250(Xp(r**) — Xr(r*)r™)r (1 + 2505 (r™))
+(d = 2)(rg/r) "~ (250) (XR (™) — Xa(r*)r = ) R(r*)r* 2
+(d = 25)(25)(ro /1) 0 (X p (™) = XR(r*)r ™) X (r®)r® ™!
+(2)%(rg/r)" 028X (r*)r* 72 + (25 — DXR(r*)r*72),
G = (ro/r) 72 (1 + 2505 (r™)),
%259 = (1—2s)(ro/r)"" 48289(XR( ) = XR(r*)r ) (1 + 250X R (r™))
+(28)%(ro/r) O R ()

(G2 (ro/r) ™ =1 = (ro/r) (1 + 250X (r*)) — 1

1 2s0xR(r) _
1+ 2s0xp(r?s)r=2s
_ 2600a(r™) — xelr*)r =)
1 4 2s0x (r?s)r=2s

(52)%(ro/r) ™2 = 1= (ro/r) ™ (1 + 250xp(r*))* — 1
(14 250xR(r*))?
(14 250y g(r2s)r—25)2
_ 4s00CR(r™) + sOXE(r?) — Xr(r*)r™ — sOxg,(r*)r~™)
B (14 2s0xp(r?)r- 23)2 ’

)

—1

we can bound the first term of (4.2) as, by using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
and (4.4),

2 Re(x*u, (%2)°Us(~A) Uy ')

> 12(2 = CyB) IV G2 + O () [l (45)

where C'; > 0 is a certain constant which is independent of both & and . In the
following we frequently use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality without mentioning.

As for the second term of (4.2), we evaluate it by using assumption (i) of the
theorem. We have for any ¢ € (0,1)

2 Tm(gu, Au) = 12 Im((Vx)u, V(xu))

4.
> 1 (= V0l + () (Vull?) (46)

Since we have on supp y

10,J) = —2s0(d — 25)(re/r) " 2r 21,

(%)_1(%) = —250(1 — 25)(rg/r) 2 r 271,

(B ro/r) ™ =1 = ro/r) ™ — 1

and
1 1 —i2s8r=2¢

—2s __ —
(ro/r)™= = 1+ 2s0r=2s 14 4s232p—4s’
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it holds that

= B I [ 0) + (57 () — (= D (50 0ra/r) " = )r o

> —45°h?B%1 — 2s||(xu, W Orxu)| + O(h?)||ull®.
Moreover, noting that on supp x

1 B —45PBr~2
(14 250r=25)2 (1 + 45232r—45)2’

Im [(%)2(7“9/7“)*2 — 1} =Im
we have

-, = (5 00/r) = 1))

4 2s
<X u, (1+4$§g+45)27’ Agd—1u>

>

e

Therefore we have by letting e = 1/4
— 2 (%, (%2)0n(~A) Uy M)

~ p—ds— ~ (47>
> 3T ) — A5 25, ret 0] + OUE

Here we remark that we can bound the second term on the right-hand side of (4.7)
as, by using a bootstrap argument,

— 45°W* 3|1 — 25| (X, Trym = Or X11)| (48)
> O(5%) Re(u, xg(r**)r=*2(G2)* (Hy — 2)u) + O(6°)||u”
for sufficiently small § > 0. Let us confirm it. We have
~ 7’74‘971 ~
_ 4527:1,262‘1 — 28||<XU,7 W&Xuﬂ (49)

=12 32| xr(r*)r= " 0] + O(R?B7)|u].
By the expression of Up(—A)U, *, see (4.3), it holds that

R Ixa(r®)r= " 0pul)®
— h2 Re( ( ) —4s— 18’& XR( 28)7“_48_187»’LL>
+ B2 (u, o (r?)r 2 2 (—r 2 Aga1 )u)

2

XR

_ h2<u <T28>T ( r- ASd 1)U>
< R Re(u, xR(r**)r ¥ 2 (= A)u)
— B, X (%) 82 (=2 Aga u) + Cah2ul|?

= * Re(u, X (r*)r ™72 (52)?[Us(~A) Uy 'Ju)
— B Re(u, X3 (r*)r 5 [T71(0,7) + (52) 71 (5)10ru)
+(d = 1A Re(u, xp(r*)r™" 2[(%’;?)(7’9/7’) P 1 Opu)
+ 1 Reu, X (r?)r ™5 2 [(G2)? (rg/r) 7 = 1r > Aga-1u)
— W* Re{u, X5(r*)r ™ 20 (r)u) — 1 (u, x5 (r* )™ 72 (—r 7 Aga-a)u) + Coh?||ul|*
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< 2Re(u, XR(r*)r™>72(52)* (Hy — 2)u)
+ B2 (u, XR(r*)r ™ 0(8)0,u)|
— (1 + O(B) I (u, X (r*)r ™7 (=r 7 Aga-a )u) + CsJu*.
Moreover we have for any € € (0, 1)
[(w xR (r*)r ™ 20(B)0u)| < eB2(Ixr(r®)r™ T 0ul|® + 71 Cullul|?,
and thus, for sufficiently small € > 0 and # > 0 we have

R Ixa(r)r= " 0ul)®
< (1= eB%)7"2Reu, XH(r*)r ™ 72(52)* (Hy — 2)u)
— (1 =) (L + O(B*) R (u, X (r*)r = (=r *Aga-r)u) + Csul?

< (1= eB%) "2 Re(u, xR (r*)r~>2(52)* (Hy — 2)u) + Cs|ul.

By substituting this inequality into (4.9), we can obtain (4.8). By summing up (4.5),
(4.7) and (4.8), one has the bound

B Re(x*u, (52)*Us(=2)Uy ) — 5 Tm(FPu, (52)°Up(—A)Uy )
> 12(3 = CLB) IV (xw)|I” + O(B) Re{u, x3(r**)r=™"2(52)*(Hy — 2)u)
+O()||ull® + O(8°)||ull? (4.10)
> O(5%) Re(u, xg(r**)r=*2(G2)* (Hy — 2)u)
+O(R)||ull® + O(8°)||ull*
for § > 0 small enough.
Next we bound the third term of (4.2). Using the Taylor expansion of gy in 0

g0 = q + ' xr(r*)(0:)0 + O(6)
and assumption (ii) of the theorem, we see that

Re(xu, (52)*(=4r3° + qo — 2)xu)
= (xu, (—3r* + ¢ — E + O(8%))xu) (4.11)
> allxul]> + O(8%)||ull*.

Similarly, by using assumption (iii) of the theorem we have
= T (xu, (F2)*(= 375" + a0 — 2)Xu)
—(Xu, [~ (1 = 28) +2(1 = 28)r™*(¢ — E) — (s = r'7*(0,q) — p)]Bxw)
+0(8%)[[ull?
> Byllxull* + O(B)|full*.
Hence by the expression (4.2) and the bounds (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12), it holds that
Re(v, (Hy — 2)u) > (min{a, v} + O(h?) + O(8%))||u|”
+O0(6%) Re(u, xq(r*)r™>72(52)*(Hy — 2)u).
We are done. O

(4.12)
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4.2 Inverted harmonic oscillator

This is the last section and we give a proof of Theorem 2.4 for s = 1. Since the
proof is quite similar to that for s € (0, 1), we sometimes omit computations.

Proof of Theorem 2.4 with s = 1. Let 0 = if. Take any u € D(Hy), ||u|| = 1. Then
——2
we set v = (%) (x* — ix*)u. Note that ||v]| < (14 O(B))]Ju||. We show that for
—iBu
Re(v, (Hyp — z)u)

> (min{a, 67} + O(2) + O(F) Jull> + 6 Re(w, p(r)(Ho — ), )

where () is a certain bounded function. Then by combining with the inequalities

(14 OB)[ullll(Hp = 2)ull = |[o[ll|(Hp = 2)ull = Re(v, (Hy = 2)u),
OB ullll(Hp — 2)ull = = Re(u, (r)(Hp — 2)u),

we have the assertion.
The left-hand side of (4.13) is expressed as

Re(v, (Hy — z)u) = 2 Re(xu, (3—‘9) o(=A)Uy )

— 2 Im(Xu, (52)°Up(—A)U, ' ur)
+Re<xu (52) (=475 + a0 — 2)xu)
— Im(Yu, (52)* (=377 + go — 2)Xu).

(4.14)

Note that the expression (4.3) also holds even for the case of s = 1. Since we have

OpJ = (d—2)(rg/r)*0(—2r"2log rxr(r?) + r3xr(r?) + 2r ' logr\/s(r?))
x (147" 2xg(r*)0 + 2log rx’z(r 2)9)
+ (rg/r)20(=2r X (1?) + 4 xR (r?) + 4rlog rXR(r?)),
02 = (d —2)(d — 4)(re/r)* 50 (2r~ 3longR( %) —r 3y r(r?) — 2r M log ryp(r?))?
X (L+772xR(r*)0 + 2log rX'r(r*)0)
+(d = 2)(ro/r)*0 [(6logr — 5)r~"x&(r?) — (6logr — 4)r~*XR(1?)
+4logrxh(r*)] (1 + 7 ?xr(r*)0 + 21log rx’(r?)0)
+(d—=2)(rg/r) 0% (2r log rxr(r®) — r*xg(r?) — 2~ log xR (r?))
(27 (r2) — 47~ () — Arlog rih(r)
+(d = D(rofr) (2 log ra(r?) — - xa(r) — 2 log ri(r?)
X (2r P xg(r?) — 4r X R(r) — 4rlogrxp(r?))
+ (ro/r)* 720 [6r "X r(r?) — 8r 2 XR(r?) + 12X%(r%) + 41log rx'p (1)
+8r*log /' (r )},
87"@ = (ro/7) (1 + 1 2xr(r*)0 + 2log rY'z(r*)0),
%f;’ = —(ro/r)°0(=2r""log rxr(r?) + 17 xr(r?) + 2r~ log rxR(r?))

N~— TN N~
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X (14717 2xr(r*)0 + 2log ry/s(r*)0)
— (ro/r)02r xR (r?) — 4r 7 XR(r?) — 4rlog rxR(r?))

and

(20) (g fr) ) — 1 = O(r=2xr(r?) + 2logrx'z(r?) — 2r2logrxr(r?))
or 1+ 2r—2logrxr(r?)0 '

(52)%(ro/r) 2 =1

_0[ IR0 + 4(log ) XA (r?)0 4 2r 2y (1) + 4log xR (1?)
+4r?log rxr(r*)XRr(1*)0 — 4r~*log ryr(r?)
— 4r’4(10g7’)2XR(r2)29] J(1+2r2logrys(r*)0)?,

we can bound the first term of (4.14) as

2 Re{y’u. (%2)°Up(~A)Uj 'u)

01 ) ) ) (4.15)
> (5 — GBIV xu) "+ OR) [[ull,

where C7 > 0 is a certain constant which is independent of both A and [.
Next we bound the second term of (4.14). Noting that we have on supp y
“1(0,) = —6(d — 2)(rg/r) " 2logr — 1),
(52) 71 (52) = 0(rg/r) *r~*(2logr = 1) = 270 /(1 +r20),
(%)(T@/T) —1=(rg/r) 2(1+7720) — 1,
(Z2)2(ro/r) > = 1= (rg/r) (1 + 1 %0)* — 1

and
1 ~1—i2pr%logr

1 +20r—2logr 1+ 432r—4(logr)?’

(rafr) 2 =

we have

= S Im (P, [T70,) + (52) (5

2 logr(21 1)
Z_QhQﬁ |< 71+4([)3%r(—4((1)fgr 25%

) = (d =1 ((F2)re/r) ™" = 1)1 "]0u)
u)| = BB\ (Ru, 5= 0, X} | + O(RP) [

and, by using assumption (i),

—h—;Im()Zzu,—((ar")( 6/7)7% = 1)r 2 Aga-1u)
> —C1R2 B3 (X, rO(log 1) (=12 Aga—1)u).

By a bootstrap argument we can obtain the bounds, for sufficiently small g > 0,

~ r—%logr(2logr— ~
— 2h2/82|<xu, Wm&xuﬂ
> — % Re(u, ¢ (r)(Hp — 2)u) + O(B%)||ul*,
- h252|<XU7 1_,_52 —46 XUH

> — % Re(u, ¢2(r) (Hy — 2)u) + O(6)||ul®
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and

— C1R? B3 (Pu, v~ %(log 7) (—r 2 Aga-1)u)
> =3 Re(u, 13(r)(Hy — 2)u) + O(5%)|ul|*.

Here 1);'s are uniformly bounded smooth functions, although they depend on 8 > 0.
Therefore by (4.6) with ¢ = 1/4, we have

2 I, (22)2Up(~A)U; )

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 (4.16)
> —f* Re(u, vu(r)(Ho — 2)u) — L[| Vxu)|* + OR*)||ull® + O(5%) [[ul,

where 1y = 11 + 19 + B1)3. Let us bound the third and the fourth term of (4.14) by
using the assumptions (ii) and (iii) of the theorem, respectively. Using the Taylor
expansion of gy in 6

g9 = q+rtlog TXR(TQ)(&Q)G + 0(92),
we have

Re(xu, (52)* (=375 + g — 2)xu) = (xu, (=37 + ¢ — E+ O(8%))xu)

(4.17)
> alxull® + O(8%)|ull*.
Similarly, we can see that
= Im(xu, (52)* (=375 + a0 — 2)Xu)
= —(xu, [-2r*logr(—ir’ + ¢ — E) + 2r *(—=3r* + ¢ — E) (4.18)

+(—logr 4+~ logr(deq) + p)] Bxu) + O(5%) ||ull?
> Bylxull” + O0(6%)[|ull®.

Hence by the expression (4.14) and the bounds (4.15)—(4.17) and (4.18), we finally
have

Re(v, (Hy — z)u) > (min{a, 87} + O(F*) + O(5%)) [|ul”
— % Re(u, 4(r)(Hy — 2)u)

for sufficiently small g > 0, and then the assertion (4.13) follows.
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