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Resonance free domain for Schrödinger operators

with repulsive potential

Kyohei Itakura∗

Abstract

We study resonances for the Schrödinger 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 = H0 + q(x); H0 = −~2

2
∆− 1

2
|x|2s

on L2(Rd), where ~ > 0 is the semiclassical parameter, x ∈ Rd and q is a perturba-
tion. If s = 1, H0 is called the inverted harmonic oscillator. We define resonances
of H as eigenvalues of complex distorted H , which is denoted by Hθ later, and show
that for sufficiently small ~ > 0, H has no resonances in some complex neighborhood
of a fixed energy E under a kind of non-trapping condition for potential −1

2
|x|2s+ q.

For the case of perturbed Laplacian

P = −1
2
∆+ V (x),

where V is a decaying real-valued smooth function, one assumes as a non-trapping
condition that the quantity

2(V −E) + x · ∂V
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

{x · ξ, P cl}|P cl=E,

where P cl = 1
2
ξ2 + V (x) is the classical Hamiltonian of P . The choice of x · ξ is

related to positive commutator method of [12]. In fact, Re(x · p) with p = −i∇
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plays a role of the conjugate operator for P . However Re(x · 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((∂g) · p) with

g =

{

1
2(1−s)

|x|2−2s for s < 1,
1
2
(log |x|)2 for s = 1,

as the conjugate operator for the repulsive Hamiltonian H . Therefore, it would be
better to consider (∂g) · ξ instead of x · ξ, 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 x · ξ 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
(∂g) · ∇.

There is a large body of literature on resonances for semiclassical Schrödinger
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 long-range type condition on q.

Condition 2.1. The perturbation q belongs to C∞(Rd;R). Moreover there exist
ρ ∈ (0, 1) and Ck > 0 for k ∈ N ∪ {0} such that

|∇kq| ≤
{

Ck〈x〉2s−k−ρ for s < 1,

Ck(log〈x〉)−1−ρ〈x〉2−k 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 H1 ∩ D(|x|s)

t[u] := ~2

2
‖∇u‖2 − 1

2
‖|x|su‖2 + 〈u, q(x)u〉.

In the study of resonances for perturbed Laplacian P , It would be standard
to use the dilation x 7→ eθx = (eθr)ω or slightly modified one. Here r = |x|
and ω = x/r. We note that the dilation generates an operator Re(x · 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(|x|−2sx·p) plays a role of the conjugate operator, and this is generated by a group
T (θ) : x 7→ (r2s + 2sθ)1/(2s)ω for θ ≥ 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|−2x · p) is chosen as the conjugate operator. In order to find a group
which generates this operator we need to solve the equation

∂r(θ)
∂θ

= (log r)r−1 ∂r(θ)
∂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 approximate
solution r(θ) = (r2 + 2θ log r)1/2 in the sense that this r(θ) satisfies

∂r(θ)
∂θ

− (log r)r−1 ∂r(θ)
∂r

= −θr−2 log r.

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 χ1 : R → [0, 1] which
satisfy

χ1(t) =

{

0 for t ≤ 1,

1 for t ≥ 2.

We note that χ1 is a Lipschitz continuous function, and we denote its Lipschitz
constant by L > 0:

|χ1(t1)− χ1(t2)| ≤ L|t1 − t2|.
We set for R > 0

χR(t) := χ1(t/R
2s).

For θ ∈ R we introduce the mappings

r 7→ rθ :=

{

(r2s + 2sθχR(r
2s))

1/(2s)
for s < 1,

(r2 + 2θχR(r
2) log r)

1/2
for s = 1.

(2.1)

By the Lipschitz continuity of χR, the mapping r 7→ (r2s + 2sθχR(r
2s))

1/(2s)
is in-

vertible for any θ ∈ R with |θ| < (2s)−1R2sL−1. In fact, for any r̃ ∈ [0,∞) we can
construct r ≥ 0 such that

r̃2s = r2s + 2sθχR(r
2s). (2.2)

For any r̃ ∈ [0,∞), let us consider the sequence {rn}n∈N0
⊂ [0,∞) defined by the

recurrence formula
r2sn = r̃2s − 2sθχR(r

2s
n−1), r0 = r̃.

Noting that supn∈N0
r2sn ≤ r̃2s + 2s|θ| and for any n,m ∈ N0, n ≥ m

|r2sn − r2sm | = 2s|θ||χR(r
2s
n−1)− χR(r

2s
m−1)|

≤ 2s|θ|R−2sL|r2sn−1 − r2sm−1|

3



...

≤ (2s|θ|R−2sL)m|r2sn−m − r2s0 |,

we can see that {rn}n∈N0
is a Cauchy sequence, and thus it converges. By letting

r = limn→∞ rn, we have (2.2). Similarly, we can verify that there exists L1 > 0
such that the lower mapping of (2.1) is invertible for any θ ∈ R with |θ| < L1. For
simplicity, we let Ls = (2s)−1R2sL for s ∈ (0, 1).

For θ ∈ R with |θ| < Ls, we define unitary operator Uθ on L2(Rd) as

(Uθu)(x) = (Uθu)(rω) := J1/2u(rθω), (2.3)

where

J = J(θ, r) =

{

(rθ/r)
d−2s(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s)) for s < 1,

(rθ/r)
d−2(1 + θr−2χR(r

2) + 2θ log rχ′

R(r
2)) for s = 1.

Now we introduce an additional condition on q. For any θ ∈ R, we set

qθ(x) = qθ(rω) = q(rθω).

Condition 2.2. In addition to Condition 2.1, for a fixed R > 0, qθ has an analytic
extension in a region Cβ0

:= {θ ∈ C | | Im θ| < β0} for some β0 > 0 uniformly in
x ∈ Rd.

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 θ ∈ R with |θ| < Ls

tθ[u] := t[U−1
θ u] = ~2

2
〈u, Uθp

2U−1
θ u〉 − 1

2
〈u, r2sθ u〉+ 〈u, qθu〉.

We note that Uθ(−∆)U−1
θ is expressed as

Uθ(−∆)U−1
θ = Uθ

(

−∂2r − d−1
r
∂r − r−2∆Sd−1

)

U−1
θ

= −J1/2(∂rθ
∂r

)−1∂r(
∂rθ
∂r

)−1∂rJ
−1/2 − (d− 1)J1/2r−1

θ (∂rθ
∂r

)−1∂rJ
−1/2

− r−2
θ ∆Sd−1 .

Then we can see that tθ[u] extends analytically to a complex region {θ ∈ C | |θ| <
Ls} ∩ Cβ0

and forms analytic family of operators

Hθ := UθHU
−1
θ = ~2

2
Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ − 1
2
r2sθ + qθ.

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 ∈ Cd,
which vanishes faster than any inverse power of |Re z| as |Re z| → ∞ in any region

| Im z| ≤ (1− ε)|Re z|, ε ∈ (0, 1).

We call ψ ∈ L2(Rd) analytic vector if it holds that ψ(x) = f(x) on Rd for some
f ∈ F . We denote the set of analytic vectors by A. Then we can see, similarly to
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[6], that there exist L̃s ∈ (0, Ls] such that for any ψ ∈ A the mapping θ → Uθψ is
an L2-valued analytic function in |θ| < L̃s. Moreover for any θ ∈ C with |θ| < L̃s,
A and UθA are dense in L2(Rd). For any z ∈ C with Im z > 0 and any real θ with
|θ| < Ls we have

〈φ, (H − z)−1ψ〉 = 〈Uθ̄φ, (Hθ − z)−1Uθψ〉, φ, ψ ∈ A. (2.4)

In particular it has a meromorphic continuation in z to C \ σess(Hθ) and in θ to
{θ ∈ C | |θ| < L̃s}. 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 Hθ for some
θ ∈ iR+.

We note that the resonances does not depend on the choice of the cut-off function
χR by uniqueness of meromorphic continuation of (2.4). Moreover it does not depend
on the value of θ = iβ, β > 0, in the sense that if z is an eigenvalue of Hiβ1

, z is also
an eigenvalue of Hiβ2

when β2 > β1.

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 ~ > 0.

Theorem 2.4. Let s ∈ (0, 1] and take any E ∈ R. Assume that there exist µ > 0
and smooth cut–off functions χ, χ̃ ∈ C1([0,∞); [0, 1]) such that

(i) χ2 + χ̃2 = 1 on Rd and χ = 1 near 0.

Moreover, if s = 1, supp χ̃ ⊂ {r ≥ √
e},

(ii) There exists α > 0 such that

−1
2
r2s + q −E ≥ α on suppχ,

(iii) There exists γ > 0 such that

{

1− s− 2(1− 2s)r−2s(q − E)− r1−2s(∂rq)− µ ≥ γ for s < 1,

1 + 2r−2(log r − 1)(q − E)− r−1(log r)(∂rq)− µ ≥ γ for s = 1

on supp χ̃.

Take any R > 0 such that χR = 1 on supp χ̃, and assume Condition 2.2. Let
β ∈ (0,min{L̃s, β0}), θ = iβ and z = E − iβµ. Then one has for any u ∈ D(Hθ)
and for any β > 0 small enough

‖(Hθ − z)u‖ ≥ Cα,β,γ,~‖u‖

with Cα,β,γ,~ = (1−cβ)min{α, βγ}+O(β2)+O(~2). Here c > 0 is a certain constant
which is independent of both ~ and β.

5



Corollary 2.5. Suppose all the assumptions of Theorem 2.4. Then there exists βc
such that for any each β ∈ (0, βc) there exists ~0 > 0 such that for any ~ ∈ (0, ~0)
the constant Cα,β,γ,~ is strictly positive, and hence, z = E − iµβ is not a resonance

of H = −~2

2
∆− 1

2
|x|2s + q(x).

Remarks 2.6. (1) Let us take the sequence {φs,λ,n}n∈N ⊂ L2(Rd):

φs,λ,n = cs,nηn(f)r
−(d+s−1)/2 exp{i( 1

1+s
r1+s + λf + θ(r))/~},

where λ ∈ R, cs,n is a normalizing constant, ηn is a smooth cut-off function which
is obeying supp ηn ⊂ [2n, 2n+1] and

f = f(r) =

{

1
1−s

(r1−s − 1) + 1 for s < 1,

log r + 1 for s = 1.

Moreover θ(r) is a certain smooth function which depends on s and ρ, and satisfy

(rs + λr−s + ∂rθ(r))
2 − (r2s + λ− q) = o(1)

as r → ∞. For example, if ρ > s it is sufficient to take θ(r) as

θ(r) = −
∫ r

2

q(r̃ω)r̃−s dr̃.

Then we can see that for θ = iβ and for any λ ∈ R

‖(Hθ − (λ− (1− s)βi))φs,λ,n‖ → 0 for s < 1,

‖(Hθ − (λ− βi))φs,λ,n‖ → 0 for s = 1

as n→ ∞, and hence the essential spectrum of Hθ with θ = iβ is

σess(Hθ) =

{

{z ∈ C | Im z = −(1− s)β} for s < 1,

{z ∈ C | Im z = −β} for s = 1.

The eigenvalues of Hθ would appear, if it exist, in the strip {z ∈ C | 0 < − Im z <
(1− s)β} for s < 1, or {z ∈ C | 0 < − Im z < β} for s = 1.

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

{h, a}|h=E =
[

∂h
∂ξ

· ∂a
∂x

− ∂h
∂x

· ∂a
∂ξ

]

∣

∣

h=E
,

where h = 1
2
ξ2 − 1

2
|x|2s + q(x) is the classical mechanics version of H and

a = (∂g) · ξ with g =

{

1
2(1−s)

r2−2s for s < 1,
1
2
(log r)2 for s = 1.

Since g is non-negative and g = O(t2) as t → ∞ in the classical mechanics sense,
the quantity {h, a}|h=E is expected to be positive.
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(3) Our rθ has satisfies

rθ = (r2s + 2sθχR(r
2s))2s → eθr as s ↓ 0

for any r > 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 qθ is analytic in a sector {| Im eθx| < c1|Re eθx|} \ {|Re eθx| < c2} for
some c1, c2 > 0. However this sector is wider than the region in which analyticity of
qθ is required in Condition 2.2. In fact, since we have for large r = |x|

rθ ∼ r(1 + θχR(r
2s)r−2s),

Im rθ diverges slower than Im eθr as r → ∞. Especially, if s > 1/2, Im rθ decays as
r → ∞. 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 7→ x+ θv(x) for θ ∈ C with |θ| ≪ 1,
where v is a certain bounded smooth function. The size of both of the regions
{x+ θv(x) | x ∈ Rd} and {rθ(x) | x ∈ Rd, s = 1/2} in C are almost the same.

3 Examples

This is a short section, which we discuss the choice of α, γ > 0 and χ, χ̃ ∈ C1 of the
assumptions of the theorem for free semiclassical repulsive Hamiltonian H = H0.

First we let s ∈ (0, 1). We take any E < 0. If s ≥ 1/2, the bound

1− s+ 2(1− 2s)r−2sE − µ ≥ γ

always hold for any µ ∈ (0, 1 − s) and γ ∈ (0, 1 − s − µ). Then for any α ∈
(0,−E), we can easily construct functions χ and χ̃ which obeying the assumptions
of the theorem. Let us consider the case of s < 1/2. For any µ ∈ (0, s) and
α ∈ (0,−(1 − 1−2s

1−s−µ
)E), we take and fix a constant c ∈ ( 1−2s

1−s−µ
E

E+α
, 1). Then by

taking smooth cut–off functions χ and χ̃ which satisfy

χ = χ(r) =

{

1 on {r = |x| ∈ R | − 1
2c
r2s − E > α},

0 on {r = |x| ∈ R | − 1
2
r2s −E ≤ α},

χ̃ =
√

1− χ2,

we obtain on supp χ̃ that for some γ > 0

1− s + 2(1− 2s)r−2sE − µ ≥ 1− s− (1− 2s) E
c(E+α)

− µ > γ.

Next we let s = 1. In this case, we need restriction E < −1/2 to obtain the
bound

1− 2r−2(log r − 1)E − µ ≥ γ on supp χ̃ (3.1)

7



for some µ, γ > 0. For α ∈ (0,−(2E + 1)/4) we introduce smooth functions χ and
χ̃ as

χ = χ(r) =

{

1 on {r = |x| ∈ R | − 1
2
r2 − E > 2α},

0 on {r = |x| ∈ R | − 1
2
r2 − E ≤ α},

χ̃ =
√

1− χ2.

When E < −e2/2, by retaking α ∈ (0,−(2E + e2)/4), we can see that the term
−2r−2(log r−1)E is non-negative on supp χ̃. Thus for any µ ∈ (0, 1) and γ ∈ (0, 1−
µ), the bound (3.1) holds. Let E ∈ [−e2/2,−1/2). Then for any µ ∈ (0, 1

2
log(−2E))

there exist α > 0 and γ > 0 such that the bound (3.1) holds. In fact, for sufficiently
small α > 0 we have on supp χ̃

1− 2r−2(log r − 1)E − µ

≥ 1
2
log(−2E)− µ+ 2α

E+2α
+ E

2(E+2α)
log

(

E+2α
E

)

− α
E+2α

log(−2E)

> 0.

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 2.4 with s ∈ (0, 1). Let θ = iβ. Take any u ∈ D(Hθ), ‖u‖ = 1.

Then we set v = (∂rθ
∂r

)
2
(χ2 − iχ̃2)u. Note that ‖v‖ ≤ (1 +O(β))‖u‖. We show that

for z = E − iβµ

Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉
≥ (min{α, βγ}+O(~2) +O(β2))‖u‖2 + β2Re〈u, ψ(r)(Hθ − z)u〉, (4.1)

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

(1 +O(β))‖u‖‖(Hθ − z)u‖ ≥ ‖v‖‖(Hθ − z)u‖ ≥ Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉,
O(β2)‖u‖‖(Hθ − z)u‖ ≥ −β2Re〈u, ψ(r)(Hθ − z)u〉,

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

Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉 = Re〈(χ2 − iχ̃2)u, (∂rθ
∂r

)2(Hθ − z)u〉
= ~2

2
Re〈χ2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
+ Re〈χu, (∂rθ

∂r
)2(−1

2
r2sθ + qθ − z)χu〉

− Im〈χ̃u, (∂rθ
∂r

)2(−1
2
r2sθ + qθ − z)χ̃u〉.

(4.2)

Let us further compute each term on the right-hand side of (4.2). First we compute
the factor (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ .

(∂rθ
∂r

)2Uθ(−∆)U−1
θ

8



= −(∂rθ
∂r

)2J1/2(∂rθ
∂r

)−1∂r(
∂rθ
∂r

)−1∂rJ
−1/2

− (d− 1)(∂rθ
∂r

)2J1/2r−1
θ (∂rθ

∂r
)−1∂rJ

−1/2 − (∂rθ
∂r

)2r−2
θ ∆Sd−1

= −J1/2(∂rθ
∂r

)∂r(
∂rθ
∂r

)−1J−1/2∂r − J1/2(∂rθ
∂r

)∂r(
∂rθ
∂r

)−1(∂rJ
−1/2)

− (d− 1)(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1r−1∂r +

1
2
(d− 1)J−1(∂rθ

∂r
)(rθ/r)

−1r−1(∂rJ)

− (∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2r−2∆Sd−1

= −∂2r − J1/2(∂rθ
∂r

)
(

∂r(
∂rθ
∂r

)−1J−1/2
)

∂r

+ 1
2
J−1(∂rJ)∂r +

1
2
J1/2(∂rθ

∂r
)
(

∂r(
∂rθ
∂r

)−1(∂rJ)J
−3/2

)

− (d− 1)(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1r−1∂r +

1
2
(d− 1)J−1(∂rθ

∂r
)(rθ/r)

−1r−1(∂rJ)

− (∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2r−2∆Sd−1

= −∆+ J−1(∂rJ)∂r + (∂rθ
∂r

)−1(∂
2rθ
∂r2

)∂r − 3
4
J−2(∂rJ)

2 + 1
2
J−1(∂2rJ)

− 1
2
J−1(∂rθ

∂r
)−1(∂

2rθ
∂r2

)(∂rJ)− (d− 1)
(

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1

)

r−1∂r

+ 1
2
(d− 1)J−1(∂rθ

∂r
)(rθ/r)

−1r−1(∂rJ)−
(

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1

)

r−2∆Sd−1 .

For notational simplicity, we introduce

φ(r) = −3
4
J−2(∂rJ)

2 + 1
2
J−1(∂2rJ)− 1

2
J−1(∂rθ

∂r
)−1(∂

2rθ
∂r2

)(∂rJ)

+ 1
2
(d− 1)J−1(∂rθ

∂r
)(rθ/r)

−1r−1(∂rJ),

and then, we can write

(∂rθ
∂r

)2Uθ(−∆)U−1
θ = −∆+ J−1(∂rJ)∂r + (∂rθ

∂r
)−1(∂

2rθ
∂r2

)∂r

− (d− 1)
(

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1

)

r−1∂r + φ(r)

−
(

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1

)

r−2∆Sd−1.

(4.3)

We remark that φ is a complex-valued smooth function having bounded derivatives.
By the identity

Re(χ2∆) = χ∆χ+ |∇χ|2,
we have

−~2

2
Re〈χ2u,∆u〉 = ~2

2

(

‖∇(χu)‖2 − ‖(∇χ)u‖2
)

. (4.4)

Noting that

∂rJ =
(

∂r(rθ/r)
d−2s(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))

)

= (d− 2s)(rθ/r)
d−2s−1(∂r

rθ
r
)(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))

+ (2s)2(rθ/r)
d−2sθχ′′

R(r
2s)r2s−1

= (d− 2s)(rθ/r)
d−4s2sθ(χ′

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s)r−1(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))

+ (2s)2(rθ/r)
d−2sθχ′′

R(r
2s)r2s−1,

∂2rJ = (d− 2s)(d− 4s)(rθ/r)
d−6s(2sθ)2(χ′

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s)2

× r−2(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))

+ (d− 2s)(rθ/r)
d−4s(2s)2θ(χ′′

R(r
2s)r2s − χ′

R(r
2s) + χR(r

2s)r−2s)

× r−2(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))
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− (d− 2s)(rθ/r)
d−4s2sθ(χ′

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s)r−2(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))

+ (d− 2s)(rθ/r)
d−4s(2sθ)2(χ′

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s)χ′′

R(r
2s)r2s−2

+ (d− 2s)(2s)3(rθ/r)
d−4sθ2(χ′

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s)r−1χ′′

R(r
2s)r2s−1

+ (2s)2(rθ/r)
d−2sθ(2sχ′′′

R(r
2s)r4s−2 + (2s− 1)χ′′

R(r
2s)r2s−2),

∂rθ
∂r

= (rθ/r)
1−2s(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s)),

∂2rθ
∂r2

= (1− 2s)(rθ/r)
1−4s2sθ(χ′

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s)r−1(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))

+ (2s)2(rθ/r)
1−2sθχ′′

R(r
2s)r2s−1

and

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1 = (rθ/r)

−2s(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))− 1

=
1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s)

1 + 2sθχR(r2s)r−2s
− 1

=
2sθ(χ′

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s)

1 + 2sθχR(r2s)r−2s
,

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1 = (rθ/r)

−4s(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))2 − 1

=
(1 + 2sθχ′

R(r
2s))2

(1 + 2sθχR(r2s)r−2s)2
− 1

=
4sθ(χ′

R(r
2s) + sθχ′2

R(r
2s)− χR(r

2s)r−2s − sθχ2
R(r

2s)r−4s)

(1 + 2sθχR(r2s)r−2s)2
,

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

~2

2
Re〈χ2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
≥ ~

2(1
2
− C1β)‖∇(χu)‖2 +O(~2)‖u‖2,

(4.5)

where C1 > 0 is a certain constant which is independent of both ~ and β. 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 ε ∈ (0, 1)

~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u,∆u〉 = ~

2 Im〈(∇χ)u,∇(χu)〉
≥ −~

2
(

ε‖∇(χu)‖2 + (4ε)−1‖(∇χ)u‖2
)

.
(4.6)

Since we have on supp χ̃

J−1(∂rJ) = −2sθ(d− 2s)(rθ/r)
−2sr−2s−1,

(∂rθ
∂r

)−1(∂
2rθ
∂r2

) = −2sθ(1− 2s)(rθ/r)
−2sr−2s−1,

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1 = (rθ/r)

−2s − 1

and

(rθ/r)
−2s =

1

1 + 2sθr−2s
=

1− i2sβr−2s

1 + 4s2β2r−4s
,
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it holds that

− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u, [J−1(∂rJ) + (∂rθ

∂r
)−1(∂

2rθ
∂r2

)− (d− 1)
(

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1

)

r−1]∂ru〉
≥ −4s2~2β2|1− 2s||〈χ̃u, r−4s−1

1+4s2β2r−4s∂rχ̃u〉|+O(~2)‖u‖2.

Moreover, noting that on supp χ̃

Im
[

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1

]

= Im
1

(1 + 2sθr−2s)2
=

−4sβr−2s

(1 + 4s2β2r−4s)2
,

we have

− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u,−

(

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1

)

r−2∆Sd−1u〉
= ~2

2
〈χ̃2u, −4sβr−2s

(1+4s2β2r−4s)2
r−2∆Sd−1u〉

≥ 0.

Therefore we have by letting ε = 1/4

− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
≥ −1

4
~
2‖∇(χu)‖2 − 4s2~2β2|1− 2s||〈χ̃u, r−4s−1

1+4s2β2r−4s∂rχ̃u〉|+O(~2)‖u‖2.
(4.7)

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

− 4s2~2β2|1− 2s||〈χ̃u, r−4s−1

1+4s2β2r−4s∂rχ̃u〉|
≥ O(β2) Re〈u, χ2

R(r
2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ

∂r
)2(Hθ − z)u〉+O(β2)‖u‖2

(4.8)

for sufficiently small β > 0. Let us confirm it. We have

− 4s2~2β2|1− 2s||〈χ̃u, r−4s−1

1+4s2β2r−4s∂rχ̃u〉|
≥ −~

2β2‖χR(r
2s)r−4s−1∂ru‖2 +O(~2β2)‖u‖.

(4.9)

By the expression of Uθ(−∆)U−1
θ , see (4.3), it holds that

~
2‖χR(r

2s)r−4s−1∂ru‖2
= ~

2Re〈χR(r
2s)r−4s−1∂ru, χR(r

2s)r−4s−1∂ru〉
+ ~

2〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉
− ~

2〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉
≤ ~

2Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(−∆)u〉
− ~

2〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉+ C2~
2‖u‖2

= ~
2Re〈u, χ2

R(r
2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ

∂r
)2[Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ ]u〉
− ~

2Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2[J−1(∂rJ) + (∂rθ
∂r

)−1(∂
2rθ
∂r2

)]∂ru〉
+ (d− 1)~2Re〈u, χ2

R(r
2s)r−8s−2[(∂rθ

∂r
)(rθ/r)

−1 − 1]r−1∂ru〉
+ ~

2Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2[(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1]r−2∆Sd−1u〉

− ~
2Re〈u, χ2

R(r
2s)r−8s−2φ(r)u〉 − ~

2〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉+ C2~
2‖u‖2
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≤ 2Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ
∂r

)2(Hθ − z)u〉
+ ~

2|〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−3O(β)∂ru〉|
− (1 +O(β2))~2〈u, χ2

R(r
2s)r−8s−2(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉+ C3‖u‖2.

Moreover we have for any ε ∈ (0, 1)

|〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−3O(β)∂ru〉| ≤ εβ2‖χR(r
2s)r−4s−1∂ru‖2 + ε−1C4‖u‖2,

and thus, for sufficiently small ε > 0 and β > 0 we have

~
2‖χR(r

2s)r−4s−1∂ru‖2

≤ (1− εβ2)−12Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ
∂r

)2(Hθ − z)u〉
− (1− εβ2)−1(1 +O(β2))~2〈u, χ2

R(r
2s)r−8s−2(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉+ C5‖u‖2

≤ (1− εβ2)−12Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ
∂r

)2(Hθ − z)u〉+ C5‖u‖2.

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

~2

2
Re〈χ2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉 − ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
≥ ~

2(1
4
− C1β)‖∇(χu)‖2 +O(β2) Re〈u, χ2

R(r
2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ

∂r
)2(Hθ − z)u〉

+O(~2)‖u‖2 +O(β2)‖u‖2

≥ O(β2) Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ
∂r

)2(Hθ − z)u〉
+O(~2)‖u‖2 +O(β2)‖u‖2

(4.10)

for β > 0 small enough.
Next we bound the third term of (4.2). Using the Taylor expansion of qθ in θ

qθ = q + r1−2sχR(r
2s)(∂rq)θ +O(θ2)

and assumption (ii) of the theorem, we see that

Re〈χu, (∂rθ
∂r

)2(−1
2
r2sθ + qθ − z)χu〉

= 〈χu, (−1
2
r2s + q −E +O(β2))χu〉

≥ α‖χu‖2 +O(β2)‖u‖2.
(4.11)

Similarly, by using assumption (iii) of the theorem we have

− Im〈χ̃u, (∂rθ
∂r

)2(−1
2
r2sθ + qθ − z)χ̃u〉

= −〈χ̃u, [−(1− 2s) + 2(1− 2s)r−2s(q − E)− (s− r1−2s(∂rq)− µ)]βχ̃u〉
+O(β2)‖u‖2

≥ βγ‖χ̃u‖2 +O(β2)‖u‖2.

(4.12)

Hence by the expression (4.2) and the bounds (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12), it holds that

Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉 ≥ (min{α, βγ}+O(~2) +O(β2))‖u‖2

+O(β2) Re〈u, χ2
R(r

2s)r−8s−2(∂rθ
∂r

)2(Hθ − z)u〉.

We are done.
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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 θ = iβ. Take any u ∈ D(Hθ), ‖u‖ = 1. Then

we set v = (∂rθ
∂r

)
2
(χ2 − iχ̃2)u. Note that ‖v‖ ≤ (1 + O(β))‖u‖. We show that for

z = E − iβµ

Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉
≥ (min{α, βγ}+O(~2) +O(β2))‖u‖2 + β2Re〈u, ψ(r)(Hθ − z)u〉, (4.13)

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

(1 +O(β))‖u‖‖(Hθ − z)u‖ ≥ ‖v‖‖(Hθ − z)u‖ ≥ Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉,
O(β2)‖u‖‖(Hθ − z)u‖ ≥ −β2Re〈u, ψ(r)(Hθ − z)u〉,

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

Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉 = ~2

2
Re〈χ2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
+ Re〈χu, (∂rθ

∂r
)2(−1

2
r2θ + qθ − z)χu〉

− Im〈χ̃u, (∂rθ
∂r

)2(−1
2
r2θ + qθ − z)χ̃u〉.

(4.14)

Note that the expression (4.3) also holds even for the case of s = 1. Since we have
(4.4),

∂rJ = (d− 2)(rθ/r)
d−4θ(−2r−3 log rχR(r

2) + r−3χR(r
2) + 2r−1 log rχ′

R(r
2))

× (1 + r−2χR(r
2)θ + 2 log rχ′

R(r
2)θ)

+ (rθ/r)
d−2θ(−2r−3χR(r

2) + 4r−1χ′

R(r
2) + 4r log rχ′′

R(r
2)),

∂2rJ = (d− 2)(d− 4)(rθ/r)
d−6θ2(2r−3 log rχR(r

2)− r−3χR(r
2)− 2r−1 log rχ′

R(r
2))2

× (1 + r−2χR(r
2)θ + 2 log rχ′

R(r
2)θ)

+ (d− 2)(rθ/r)
d−4θ

[

(6 log r − 5)r−4χR(r
2)− (6 log r − 4)r−2χ′

R(r
2)

+4 log rχ′′

R(r
2)
](

1 + r−2χR(r
2)θ + 2 log rχ′

R(r
2)θ

)

+ (d− 2)(rθ/r)
d−4θ2(2r−3 log rχR(r

2)− r−3χR(r
2)− 2r−1 log rχ′

R(r
2))

× (2r−3χR(r
2)− 4r−1χ′

R(r
2)− 4r log rχ′′

R(r
2))

+ (d− 2)(rθ/r)
d−4θ2(2r−3 log rχR(r

2)− r−3χR(r
2)− 2r−1 log rχ′

R(r
2))

× (2r−3χR(r
2)− 4r−1χ′

R(r
2)− 4r log rχ′′

R(r
2))

+ (rθ/r)
d−2θ

[

6r−4χR(r
2)− 8r−2χ′

R(r
2) + 12χ′′

R(r
2) + 4 log rχ′′

R(r
2)

+8r2 log rχ′′′

R(r
2)
]

,
∂rθ
∂r

= (rθ/r)
−1(1 + r−2χR(r

2)θ + 2 log rχ′

R(r
2)θ),

∂2rθ
∂r2

= −(rθ/r)
−3θ(−2r−3 log rχR(r

2) + r−3χR(r
2) + 2r−1 log rχ′

R(r
2))
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× (1 + r−2χR(r
2)θ + 2 log rχ′

R(r
2)θ)

− (rθ/r)
−1θ(2r−3χR(r

2)− 4r−1χ′

R(r
2)− 4r log rχ′′

R(r
2))

and

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1 =

θ(r−2χR(r
2) + 2 log rχ′

R(r
2)− 2r−2 log rχR(r

2))

1 + 2r−2 log rχR(r2)θ
,

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1

= θ
[

r−4χ2
R(r

2)θ + 4(log r)2χ′2
R(r

2)θ + 2r−2χR(r
2) + 4 log rχ′

R(r
2)

+ 4r−2 log rχR(r
2)χ′

R(r
2)θ − 4r−2 log rχR(r

2)

− 4r−4(log r)2χR(r
2)2θ

]

/(1 + 2r−2 log rχ2
R(r

2)θ)2,

we can bound the first term of (4.14) as

~2

2
Re〈χ2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
≥ ~

2(1
2
− C1β)‖∇(χu)‖2 +O(~2)‖u‖2,

(4.15)

where C1 > 0 is a certain constant which is independent of both ~ and β.
Next we bound the second term of (4.14). Noting that we have on supp χ̃

J−1(∂rJ) = −θ(d− 2)(rθ/r)
−2r−3(2 log r − 1),

(∂rθ
∂r

)−1(∂
2rθ
∂r2

) = θ(rθ/r)
−2r−3(2 log r − 1)− 2r−3θ/(1 + r−2θ),

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1 = (rθ/r)

−2(1 + r−2θ)− 1,

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1 = (rθ/r)

−4(1 + r−2θ)2 − 1

and

(rθ/r)
−2 =

1

1 + 2θr−2 log r
=

1− i2βr−2 log r

1 + 4β2r−4(log r)2
,

we have

− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u, [J−1(∂rJ) + (∂rθ

∂r
)−1(∂

2rθ
∂r2

)− (d− 1)
(

(∂rθ
∂r

)(rθ/r)
−1 − 1

)

r−1]∂ru〉
≥ −2~2β2|〈χ̃u, r−5 log r(2 log r−1)

1+4β2r−4(log r)2
∂rχ̃u〉| − ~

2β2|〈χ̃u, r−5

1+β2r−4∂rχ̃u〉|+O(~2)‖u‖2

and, by using assumption (i),

− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u,−

(

(∂rθ
∂r

)2(rθ/r)
−2 − 1

)

r−2∆Sd−1u〉
≥ −C1~

2β3〈χ̃2u, r−6(log r)(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉.

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

− 2~2β2|〈χ̃u, r−5 log r(2 log r−1)
1+4β2r−4(log r)2

∂rχ̃u〉|
≥ −β2Re〈u, ψ1(r)(Hθ − z)u〉+O(β2)‖u‖2,
− ~

2β2|〈χ̃u, r−5

1+β2r−4∂rχ̃u〉|
≥ −β2Re〈u, ψ2(r)(Hθ − z)u〉+O(β2)‖u‖2
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and

− C1~
2β3〈χ̃2u, r−6(log r)(−r−2∆Sd−1)u〉

≥ −β3Re〈u, ψ3(r)(Hθ − z)u〉+O(β2)‖u‖2.

Here ψj
′s are uniformly bounded smooth functions, although they depend on β > 0.

Therefore by (4.6) with ε = 1/4, we have

− ~2

2
Im〈χ̃2u, (∂rθ

∂r
)2Uθ(−∆)U−1

θ u〉
≥ −β2Re〈u, ψ4(r)(Hθ − z)u〉 − ~2

4
‖∇(χu)‖2 +O(~2)‖u‖2 +O(β2)‖u‖2,

(4.16)

where ψ4 = ψ1 +ψ2 +βψ3. 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 qθ in θ

qθ = q + r−1 log rχR(r
2)(∂rq)θ +O(θ2),

we have

Re〈χu, (∂rθ
∂r

)2(−1
2
r2θ + qθ − z)χu〉 = 〈χu, (−1

2
r2 + q − E +O(β2))χu〉

≥ α‖χu‖2 +O(β2)‖u‖2. (4.17)

Similarly, we can see that

− Im〈χ̃u, (∂rθ
∂r

)2(−1
2
r2θ + qθ − z)χ̃u〉

= −〈χ̃u,
[

−2r−2 log r(−1
2
r2 + q − E) + 2r−2(−1

2
r2 + q −E)

+(− log r + r−1 log r(∂rq) + µ)
]

βχ̃u〉+O(β2)‖u‖2

≥ βγ‖χ̃u‖2 +O(β2)‖u‖2.

(4.18)

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

Re〈v, (Hθ − z)u〉 ≥ (min{α, βγ}+O(~2) +O(β2))‖u‖2
− β2Re〈u, ψ4(r)(Hθ − z)u〉

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