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LOW ENERGY RESOLVENT EXPANSIONS IN DIMENSION TWO

T. J. CHRISTIANSEN AND K. DATCHEV

Abstract. We prove resolvent expansions near zero energy for compactly supported perturbations

of the Laplacian on R
2. We obtain precise results for general self-adjoint black box perturbations, in

the sense of Sjöstrand and Zworski, and also for some non-self-adjoint ones. We compute the most

singular terms, relating them to spaces of zero eigenvalues and resonances. Our methods include

resolvent identity arguments following Vodev and boundary pairing arguments following Melrose.

1. Introduction

Let −∆ = −∂2x1
− ∂2x2

be the Laplacian on R
2. For operators P which are compactly supported

perturbations of −∆ on R
2 we obtain expansions of the resolvent at zero. The leading terms of

these expansions are determined by the |x| → ∞ asymptotics of solutions to Pu = 0.

1.1. Motivation from wave evolution. One motivation for such results comes from their rele-

vance to wave asymptotics. For example, for f ∈ C∞
c (R2), let w be the solution to

(∂2t + P )w(x, t) = 0, w(x, 0) = 0, ∂tw(x, 0) = f(x).

We consider two cases:

• The free case P = −∆. Then, by Kirchhoff’s formula and the binomial theorem, we have

w(x, t) =
1

2πt

∫ (
1−

|x− x′|2

t2

)− 1

2

f(x′)dx′ =
1

2πt

∫
f +O(t−3), (1.1)

uniformly for large t, and for x varying in a fixed compact set.

• The perturbed case P = −∆+V , with V ∈ L∞(R2) nonnegative and compactly supported.

Then (1.1) is replaced by

w(x, t) =
1

2πt(log t)2

(∫
Ulogf

)
Ulog(x) +O(t−1(log t)−3), (1.2)

where Ulog obeys PUlog = 0 and Ulog(x) ∼ log |x| as |x| → ∞.

Observe that, in the free case, the only bounded solutions to Pu = 0 are constants. Further, the

leading term of (1.1) decays like t−1, with coefficient given by a sort of projection onto constants.

By contrast, in the perturbed case, there are no bounded solutions to Pu = 0, and the leading

term of (1.2) has the faster decay rate t−1(log t)−2. It is given by a sort of projection onto Ulog.

We say that the free case P = −∆ has a resonance at zero, while for such V the perturbed case

P = −∆ + V has no resonance at zero; see Definition 1 below. This accounts for the difference

between (1.1) and (1.2).
1
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The asymptotic (1.2) can be deduced from Theorem 2 using Stone’s formula for the wave propa-

gator in terms of the resolvent. This will be done in detail in [CDY], and see also Theorem 6 from

Chapter X of [Vai89] for an abstract version of such a result.

1.2. Resolvent expansions. Our main resolvent expansions hold in the abstract framework of

Section 2.2, which includes the black box setting of Sjöstrand and Zworski [SjZw91], as well as

certain non-self-adjoint problems. The following examples are especially important:

(1) Let P = −∆ + V , where V is a bounded, compactly supported function. For Theorem 1

we will need V ∈ L∞
c (R2;R). For Theorem 2 it is enough if V ∈ L∞

c (R2;C) and ReV ≥ 0.

(2) Let P be the Dirichlet or Neumann Laplacian −∆ on R
2 \ O, where O is a bounded open

set with C∞ boundary and R
2 \ O is connected.

To describe the spaces of solutions to Pu = 0 needed for our main statements, we introduce

the following definitions. Let Ω = R
2 in the first case and Ω = R

2 \ O in the second case. Let

H = L2(Ω), let D be the domain of P , let Hc be the set of functions in H which have bounded

support, and let Dloc be the set of functions which are locally in D. Recall that if a function u is

harmonic and polynomially bounded outside of a disk, then it grows or decays like a power of |x|

or like log |x|. We accordingly define:

Gl := {u ∈ Dloc : Pu = 0, u(x) = O(|x|l) as |x| → ∞},

Glog := {u ∈ Dloc : Pu = 0, u(x) = O(log |x|) as |x| → ∞}.
(1.3)

Note that G−2 is the zero eigenspace of P .

Definition 1. If G0 6= G−2, we say P has a zero resonance. If u ∈ G0 \G−1, we call u an s-resonant

state and say P has an s-resonance. If u ∈ G−1 \ G−2, we call u a p -resonant state and say P has

a p -resonance.

For example, the free Laplacian and Neumann Laplacian always have a zero resonance with an

s-resonant state (let u be a constant) while the Dirichlet Laplacian never does. But the Schrödinger

operator −∆+V may have various combinations of s-resonance, p -resonance, and zero eigenvalue.

See Section 2.3 for more on these examples.

Dimensions of quotient spaces of the Gl are especially relevant for the form of low-energy resolvent

expansions. By standard harmonic function expansions, recalled in (2.5) below, the space of s-

resonances (resp. p -resonances) has, modulo more rapidly decaying elements of the nullspace of P ,

dimension at most one (resp. two). In symbols,

dim(G0/G−1) ≤ 1 and dim(G−1/G−2) ≤ 2. (1.4)

Recall that the resolvent (P − λ2)−1 continues meromorphically from the upper half plane to Λ,

the Riemann surface of log λ, as an operator Hc to Dloc, i.e. from compactly supported functions

in H to functions which are locally in D. We denote this meromorphic continuation by R(λ).

In other words, for any smooth and compactly supported χ, χR(λ)χ is meromorphic on Λ, with

‖χR(λ)χ‖H→H bounded away from poles. See Section 2.5 below for a review of this.

Although a number of our results are valid for non-self-adjoint operators, for our first result we

restrict ourselves to the self-adjoint case.
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Theorem 1. Let P be a self-adjoint operator chosen from among the above examples, or a general

self-adjoint black-box perturbation of the Laplacian as defined in Section 2.2. Then for any ϕ0 > 0,

we have the following expansion in the sense of operators Hc → Dloc:

R(λ) =
−Pe

λ2
+

1

π

M∑

m=1

Uwm ⊗ Uwm

λ2(log λ− sm)
+B01 log λ+O(1), (1.5)

as λ→ 0 with | arg λ| < ϕ0. Here:

• The operator Pe is projection onto the zero eigenfunctions of P , i.e. onto G−2.

• The notation U ⊗ U means the operator mapping f to U〈f, U〉H, M = dimG−1/G−2, the

Uwm are certain elements of G−1, and the sm are certain constants: see Proposition 5.12.

• We have B01 =
−1
2πU0⊗U0−(ρ2/2)Pe1>ρΠ−21>ρPe, where U0 ∈ G0, 1>ρ is the characteristic

function of the set {x : |x| > ρ}, Π−2 is projection onto the l = −2 modes in the Fourier

expansion (2.5), and ρ is large enough that P = −∆ when |x| ≥ ρ: see Proposition 5.8.

Remarks. 1. From the statement of Theorem 1, it is clear that certain leading terms of (1.5)

vanish when certain types of zero resonance/eigenvalue are absent, i.e. when Gl = {0} for some

l ∈ {−2,−1, 0}. Specifically, if G−2 = {0}, then ‖χR(λ)χ‖ = O(λ−2(log λ)−1); if G−1 = {0} then

‖χR(λ)χ‖ = O(log λ); if G0 = {0}, then ‖χR(λ)χ‖ = O(1).

2. The expansion (1.5) can be continued: see (5.1) for a general result, Propositions 5.9 and 5.10

for simplifications when G−1 = G−2, and Theorem 2 for further simplifications when G−1 = {0}.

Our results in Section 4 show that if P is a (not necessarily self-adjoint) black-box perturba-

tion of the Laplacian as defined in Section 2.2 and if G−1 = {0}, i.e. if P has neither eigen-

value 0 nor a p -resonant state, then the resolvent of P grows mildly in the sense of the bound

‖χR(λ)χ‖ = o(λ−2(log λ)−1): see (2.6) below. In some cases, including Dirichlet obstacle scat-

tering, it is straightforward to prove this bound directly: see Section 2.3. In any case, with the

resolvent bound ‖χR(λ)χ‖ = o(λ−2(log λ)−1) we are able to prove the following more refined resol-

vent expansion. Our proof of Theorem 2 is more direct than that of Theorem 1.

Definition 2. We say a series
∑

n Tn(λ) of operators Tn(λ) : Hc → Dloc converges absolutely,

uniformly on sectors near zero if, for any ϕ0 > 0 and any χ ∈ C∞
c (R2) which is identically 1 on the

set where P 6= −∆, there is λ0 > 0, such that the series
∑

n ‖χTn(λ)χ‖ converges uniformly for all

λ ∈ Λ with |λ| ≤ λ0 and | arg λ| ≤ ϕ0.

Theorem 2. Let P be as in the above examples, or alternatively let P be a more general black-box

perturbation of the Laplacian as defined in Section 2.2. Suppose the resolvent of P grows mildly at

0 in the sense of the bound ‖χR(λ)χ‖ = o(λ−2(log λ)−1).

If G0 6= {0}, i.e. if P has a zero resonance, then there are operators B2j,k : Hc → Dloc such that

R(λ) =
∞∑

j=0

2j+1∑

k=0

B2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k = B01 log λ+B00 +B23λ

2(log λ)3 + · · · . (1.6)

If k 6= 0 then B2j,k has finite rank. Moreover, if P is self-adjoint, then

B01 = −
1

2π
U0 ⊗ U0,

where U0 ∈ G0 obeys U0(x) = 1 +O(|x|−1) as |x| → ∞ and is specified in Lemma 3.5.
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If G0 = {0}, i.e. if P has no zero resonance, then there are operators B2j,k, B̃2j,−k : Hc → Dloc

and a constant a such that

R(λ) =

∞∑

j=0

(
j∑

k=0

B2j,k(log λ)
k +

j+1∑

k=1

B̃2j,−k(log λ− a)−k

)
λ2j

= B00 + B̃0,−1(log λ− a)−1 +B21λ
2 log λ+ · · · .

(1.7)

If k 6= 0, then B2j,k and B̃2j,−k have finite rank. Moreover, if P is self-adjoint, then

B̃0,−1 =
1

2π
Ulog ⊗ Ulog, a = log 2− γ +

πi

2
+ lim

|x|→∞

(
Ulog(x)− log |x|

)
, γ = −Γ′(1) = 0.577 . . . ,

and Ulog is the unique element of Glog such that Ulog(x) ∼ log |x| as |x| → ∞.

The series (1.6) and (1.7) converge absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero.

Remark. By Corollary 4.3, if G−1 = {0} then the hypothesis ‖χR(λ)χ‖ = o(λ−2(log λ)−1) holds.

The expressions for B0,1 in the first case and B̃0,−1 in the second case are similar for non-self-

adjoint P and can be found in Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6. Note that, by Theorem 1, if P = P ∗ then

(2.6) implies G−1 = {0} and hence U0 is determined uniquely by the conditions U0 ∈ G0 and

U0(x) = 1 +O(|x|−1) as |x| → ∞.

1.3. Background and context. Low frequency resolvent expansions have a long history in scat-

tering theory, explicitly since the early results of MacCamy [Mac65] and implicitly even before.

Because in dimension two there are several types of resonance and eigenvalue at zero, each play-

ing a different role, this dimension is more challenging than any other – compare the papers

[JeKa79, Jen80, Jen84, BGD88, JeNe01] which study this problem for Schrödinger operators with

real-valued potentials decaying sufficiently fast at infinity in dimensions respectively three, at least

five, four, two (with an additional restriction) and dimension no greater than two.

One of our contributions in Theorem 1 is to give a statement with explicit leading terms for

general black-box operators. Such a unified and explicit result, without need for separate cases

for presence of different kinds of resonance and eigenvalue at 0, seems to be new even just for

Schrödinger operators, and we handle them together with obstacle problems and many other ex-

amples. In the absence of elements of the null space of P which decay at infinity, Theorem 2 refines

these results, with a more direct proof, and generalizes them to certain non-self-adjoint operators.

By comparison, Vainberg [Vai89] has very general abstract results and many references, but

the expansions there are not as explicit as ours. Explicit results corresponding to Theorem 2

were obtained using the framework of [Vai89, Chapter X] by Kleinman and Vainberg [KlVa94]

in the setting of exterior differential operators. More recently, another abstract framework was

developed by Müller and Strohmaier in [MüSt14], and our methods (in particular the proof of

Proposition 4.1) have some commonality with it. It was applied to obtain explicit results, similar

to but not as strong as our Theorem 2, for differential forms on manifolds by Strohmaier and Waters

in [StWa20]. Some analogous results have been obtained for magnetic Pauli and Dirac operators

in [Kov22, Theorem 6.5].

The structure of the resolvent expansion at zero has consequences for the low-energy behavior of

the spectral measure, scattering matrix, and scattering phase – see e.g. [JeKa79, ChDa23, GMWZ].
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Moreover, as discussed in Section 1.1, it impacts the long-time asymptotics of solutions of the

wave or time-dependent Schrödinger equation, see, e.g. [JeKa79, Vai89, Sch05, ErGr13, DyZw19,

Hin22]. We explore some of these applications for the scattering matrix and scattering phase of the

Dirichlet Laplacian in [ChDa23], for resonance and eigenvalue behavior near zero in [CDG], and

for Aharonov–Bohm operators and wave evolution in [CDY].

Wave decay results, such as (1.1) and (1.2) and related results, have been much studied for

decades. The field is too wide-ranging to survey here. Let us mention the seminal work of Morawetz

[Mor61], and the surveys in [LaPh89, Epilogue], [Vai89, Chapter X], [DaRo13], [Tat13], [DyZw19],

[Vas20], [Sch21], [Kla].

Another recent direction is discussed in the survey [ADH] on subwavelength resonator systems.

These show strong scattering of waves by small objects, by analyzing at low energies a non-self-

adjoint problem which does not fit the assumptions of Section 2.2, but is still amenable to our

methods: see the Remark following Proposition 4.1 for a resolvent expansion in their setting.

1.4. Plan of the paper. In Section 2 we introduce our abstract framework, give examples, and

prove some preliminary lemmas. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 2, establishing our best and most

direct resolvent expansions under the mild growth assumption (2.6). The proof of Theorem 2 has

significant overlap with the proof of [ChDa23, Theorem 1]; moreover, the latter is a special case of

the former. We accordingly refer the reader to corresponding parts of [ChDa23] for certain details.

In Section 4 we prove our most general resolvent expansions. In Section 5, we refine the Section 4

expansions in the self-adjoint case: Theorem 1 follows from Propositions 5.1, 5.8, and 5.12. Further

information about negative powers of log λ is contained in Propositions 5.9 and 5.10. Sections 4

and 5 do not use anything from Section 3.

1.5. Notation and conventions.

• The spaces Gl, Glog of polynomially bounded solutions to Pu = 0 are defined in (1.3).

• Pe is projection onto the zero eigenfunctions of P , i.e. onto G−2.

• Λ is the Riemann surface of log λ.

• 1>ρ is the characteristic function of the set {x : |x| > ρ}.

• The constant γ0 = log 2−γ+πi
2 is defined in terms of Euler’s constant γ = −Γ′(1) = 0.577 . . .

• The free resolvent notations R0(λ), R̃0(λ) and R2j,k are introduced in Section 2.1.

• We use the complex inner product a · b = a1b̄1 + a2b̄2 for a, b ∈ C
2.

• The black-box notations P , H, D, B, including the tensor product ⊗ and involution u 7→ ū,

are introduced in Section 2.2.

• The Fourier coefficients vl, c0, clog are introduced in (2.5).

• The cutoff χ1 ∈ C∞
c (R2), which is 1 near B and depends only on |x|, is introduced in the

beginning of Section 2.4.

• The radius r1 > 0 is always large enough that χ1(x) = 0 when |x| > r1 − 1, and sometimes

taken larger so as to satisfy additional requirements.

• The boundary pairing B is defined in (2.9).

• The operators K1, K(λ), F (λ) used in Vodev’s identity are defined in the equations from

(2.15) to (2.19).
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• The operators F̃ (λ), F2j,k, A(λ), D(λ), D2j,k, the function w, and the complex numbers

α(λ), α2j,k are defined in (3.1) and Lemma 3.1.

• The notation Uw for w ∈ C
2 denotes an element of G−1 such that Uw(x) = w·(cos θ, sin θ)r−1+

O(r−2), where x = r(cos θ, sin θ). Such a Uw does not necessarily exist for arbitrary w ∈ C
2,

and when it does exist it is not necessarily unique.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The free resolvent. Let −∆ be the nonnegative Laplacian on R
2 and R0(λ) = (−∆−λ2)−1

its resolvent for λ in the upper half plane. We briefly review some standard facts about R0; see

Section 2A of [ChDa23] for references. The integral kernel of R0(λ) is given by

R0(λ)(x, y) =
i

4
H

(1)
0 (λ|x− y|), where H

(1)
0 (s) =

2i

π

∞∑

m=0

(log s− γm)
(−s2/4)m

(m!)2
, (2.1)

γ0 = log 2− γ + πi
2 , γ = −Γ′(1) = 0.577 . . . , γm = γm−1 +

1
m for m ≥ 1.

For any f ∈ L2
c(R

2) and λ in the upper half plane,

R0(λ)f(x) = O(e−|x| Imλ), as |x| → ∞. (2.2)

It follows from (2.1) that R0(λ) : L
2
c(R

2) → H2
loc(R

2) continues holomorphically from the upper

half plane to Λ, the Riemann surface of log λ. For each λ ∈ Λ we write

R0(λ) =
∞∑

j=0

1∑

k=0

R2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k = R01 log λ+ R̃0(λ), (2.3)

where R̃0(λ) is defined by the equation, the R2j,k are operators L2
c(R

2) → H2
loc(R

2), and the series

converges absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero. More explicitly, the integral kernels of the

leading terms are as follows, with asymptotics valid for y in a fixed compact set and |x| → ∞:

R01(x, y) = −
1

2π

R00(x, y) = −
1

2π
(log |x− y| − γ0)

= −
1

2π
(log |x| − γ0) +

1

4π

∞∑

m=1

1

m|x|2m
(2x · y − |y|2)m

= −
1

2π
(log |x| − γ0) +

1

4π|x|2
(2x · y − |y|2) +

1

2π

(
x · y

|x|2

)2

+O(|x|−3)

R21(x, y) =
1

8π
|x− y|2 =

1

8π
(|x|2 − 2x · y + |y|2)

R20(x, y) =
1

8π

(
log |x− y| − γ0 − 1

)
|x− y|2

=
1

8π

(
log |x| − γ0 − 1−

x · y

|x|2

)
|x− y|2 +O(|x|−2)|x− y|2

R41(x, y) =
−1

128π
|x− y|4 =

−1

128π
(|x|4 − 4|x|2(x · y) + 4(x · y)2 + 2|x|2|y|2 − 4(x · y)|y|2 + |y|4).

(2.4)
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2.2. Black-box setup and notation. The operator P will either be a black-box perturbation of

−∆ on R
2 in the sense of [SjZw91]; see also [DyZw19, Chapter 4], or a variant of this that allows

for certain non-self-adjoint operators as described below. We briefly review the basic definitions

and results that we will need. Let H be a complex Hilbert space with orthogonal decomposition

H = H0 ⊕ L2(R2 \ B),

where H0 is a separable Hilbert space and B is a fixed ball in R
2. Define similarly

Hloc = H0 ⊕ L2
loc(R

2 \ B), and Hc = H0 ⊕ L2
c(R

2 \ B).

Let u 7→ u|B and u 7→ u|R2\B denote the orthogonal projections H → H0 and H → L2(R2 \ B),

and denote their natural extensions Hloc → H0 and Hloc → L2
loc(R

2 \ B) in the same way. For χ a

function on R
2 which is equal to a constant c near B, we define

χu = cu|B + χu|R2\B.

We assume that at least one of (A1) or (A2) holds.

A1. For the “classic” black-box operator, let P be a self-adjoint operator on H with dense

domain D. We assume that P is lower semi-bounded, that u 7→ ((P + z0)
−1u)|B is compact for

some z0 with Im z0 > 0.

A2. Alternatively, in order to allow certain non-self-adjoint operators P , we assume (as in

equations (4.4.10) and (4.4.11) of [DyZw19]) that there is an involution defined on H, u 7→ ū, so

that if u ∈ L2(R2 \ B) is 0 near B, then ū is the complex conjugate of u as usual. Moreover, we

assume that if c ∈ C and u ∈ H, then cu = c̄ū, and 〈ū, v̄〉H = 〈v, u〉H. An example to keep in

mind is of course H = L2(R) with the involution given by complex conjugation. We need also

some hypotheses on the operator P : it has dense domain D ⊂ H, if u ∈ D then ū is in the

domain of P ∗, with P ∗ū = Pu. Moreover, we assume there is an M > 0 so that for all u ∈ D,

Re〈Pu, u〉 > −M‖u‖2H, and u 7→ ((P + z0)
−1u)|B is compact for some z0 with Im z0 > 0.

We also assume D|R2\B ⊂ H2(R2 \B), that (Pu)|R2\B = (−∆u)|R2\B, and that if f ∈ H2(R2 \B)

and f = 0 near B then f ∈ D. Put Dloc = D|B ⊕ H2
loc(R

2). We use a tensor product notation

analogous to [DyZw19, (2.2.19)]:

(g ⊗ h)f = g〈f, h〉H,

and we use the same inner product notation for pairing vectors in Hloc with vectors in Hc. By

statements like

u(x) = O(|x|l), or u = O(|x|l),

as |x| → ∞, as in (1.3), we mean u|R2\B(x) = O(|x|l). If u ∈ Dloc, by Pu we mean Pu =

−∆(1− χ)u+ Pχu ∈ Hloc, where χ ∈ C∞
c (R2) is 1 in a neighborhood of B.

We can now make sense of the spaces Gl and Glog of functions in Dloc annihilated by P , defined

in (1.3). Recall that such functions have a large |x| expansion in polar coordinates: if φ ∈
⋃

l Gl,

then there are coefficients c0(φ), clog(φ) ∈ C, and vl(φ) ∈ C
2, such that for r large enough we have

φ(r cos θ, r sin θ) = c0(φ) + clog(φ) log r +
∑

l∈Z\{0}

vl(φ) · (cos(|l|θ), sin(|l|θ))r
l. (2.5)
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Under the above assumptions, R(λ) = (P − λ2)−1 : H → D is meromorphic for λ in the upper

half plane, and R(λ) continues meromorphically as an operator from Hcomp to Dloc to λ ∈ Λ; we

review these facts in Section 2.5 below.

We record the following straightforward lemma for future reference.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose the black-box operator P and the Hilbert space H satisfy (A2). Let f ∈ H

and take Imλ > 0, away from any square roots of eigenvalues of P . Then (R(λ))∗f = R(λ)f̄ .

Proof. Note that our assumptions (A2) imply that

(P ∗ − λ
2
)R(λ)f = (P − λ2)R(λ)f = f̄

so that (P ∗−λ
2
)R(λ)f̄ = f . Comparing this to (P ∗−λ2)(R(λ))∗ = I gives (R(λ))∗f = R(λ)f̄ . �

For our results in Section 3 we will need to assume that the resolvent grows mildly at 0 in the

sense of the bound

‖χR(iκ)χ‖H→D = o(κ−2(log κ)−1), as κ→ 0 along the positive real axis, (2.6)

for any χ ∈ C∞
c (R2) which is 1 near B. Corollary 4.3 shows that if P has neither eigenvalue 0 nor

a p -resonance state (i.e. if G−1 = {0}), then the estimate (2.6) holds. Below we consider some

examples in which one can rather easily check that there are no nontrivial elements of the null

space of P which decay at infinity.

2.3. Examples. We now discuss further the basic examples we introduced earlier.

2.3.1. Schrödinger operators. Let P = −∆ + V , with V ∈ L∞
c (R2;C). If either ReV ≥ 0 or

± ImV ≥ 0 with ImV 6≡ 0, then we can quickly show that G−1 = {0}, and thus by Corollary 4.3

the resolvent satisfies the estimate (2.6). Indeed, if u ∈ G−1, then

0 =

∫

|x|<ρ
Puudx =

∫

|x|<ρ
(|∇u|2 + V |u|2)dx−

∫

|x|=ρ
∂ruudSx.

By (2.5), limρ→∞

∫
|x|=ρ ∂ruudSx = 0. Hence

∫

R2

(|∇u|2 + V |u|2)dx = 0. (2.7)

If ReV ≥ 0, then taking the real part of (2.7) shows that ∇u ≡ 0. Since u(x) = O(|x|−1), we get

u ≡ 0. If ± ImV ≥ 0, then taking the imaginary part of (2.7) shows that ImV |u|2 ≡ 0. Using

ImV 6≡ 0 and unique continuation [Rob87, Corollary 2], we again get u ≡ 0.

If ReV ≥ 0, one can prove the resolvent estimate (2.6) directly, without resorting to Corollary 4.3.

One way is to argue as in Lemma 2.1 of [ChDa23]: if u = R(iκ)χf , then

‖∇u‖2L2 + κ2‖u‖2L2 ≤ 〈χf, u〉L2 ≤ ‖χf‖L4/3‖u‖L4 ≤ ‖χ‖L4‖f‖L2‖∇u‖
1/2
L2 ‖u‖

1/2
L2 , (2.8)

which implies the stronger estimate ‖R(iκ)χ‖H→D = O(κ−3/2).

We remark that the paper [CDG] studies low-energy behavior of resonances and the scattering

phase for Schrödinger operators, with explicit calculations for Schrödinger operators with circular

well potentials.
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2.3.2. Obstacles. Let P = −∆ be the Dirichlet or Neumann Laplacian −∆ on Ω = R
2 \ O, where

O is a bounded open set with C∞ boundary and Ω is connected.

To determine whether P has a zero resonance or eigenvalue, we compute as in the proof of

Theorem 4.19 of [DyZw19]. Let u ∈ G0, and take ρ large enough that |x| < ρ for all x ∈ O. As in

Section 2.3.1, we have

0 ≤

∫

{x∈Ω: |x|≤ρ}
|∇u|2 = −

∫

|x|=ρ
(∂ru)ū = O(ρ−1), as ρ→ ∞,

and hence u is constant. Thus u can be nontrivial if and only if the boundary condition is Neumann.

We conclude that P has an s-resonance in the Neumann case, but not in the Dirichlet case. In either

case there is no p -resonance and no zero eigenvalue, so the estimate (2.6) holds by Corollary 4.3.

In the Dirichlet case (2.6) also follows directly from (2.8), and it holds moreover for any obstacle

O which is not polar: see [ChDa23, Section 2.2] for more details.

2.4. Boundary pairing. It is convenient to introduce a boundary pairing, similar to that from

[Mel93, Section 6.1], whose notation we now adapt to our setting. Let χ1 ∈ C∞
c (R2; [0, 1]) be such

that χ1 is 1 near B and χ1 depends only on |x|. For r1 > 0 such that χ1(x) = 0 for |x| > r1 − 1,

and u, v ∈ H2({x ∈ R
2 : ||x| − r1| < 1}), define

B(u, v) = Br1(u, v) =

∫

|x|=r1

u∂rv − (∂ru)v. (2.9)

The circle |x| = r1 plays the role of the boundary of the interaction region.1

Define for u1, u2 ∈ Hloc,

〈u1, u2〉|x|<r1 = 〈χ
1/2
1 u1, χ

1/2
1 u2〉+

∫

|x|<r1

(1− χ1)u1u2dx, (2.10)

and define similarly 〈u1, u2〉|x|>r1 , 〈u1, u2〉r1<|x|<r2 . Note that this definition is independent of the

choice of χ1.

Lemma 2.2. Let u1 ∈ Dloc, u2 ∈ Hloc and suppose for each χ ∈ C∞
c (R2) which is constant near

B, u2χ is in the domain of P ∗. Then

B(u1, u2) = 〈Pu1, u2〉|x|<r1 − 〈u1, P
∗u2〉|x|<r1 .

Proof. This follows in a straightforward way from Green’s formula. �

The next two results are closely related.

Lemma 2.3. Let χ1 ∈ C∞
c (R2) be one in a neighborhood of B, and such that χ1(x) = 0 for

|x| > r1 − 1. Let u ∈ Dloc, v ∈ H2
loc(R

2). Then

〈[−∆, χ1]u, v〉 = 〈(1− χ1)u,∆v〉|x|<r1 + 〈(1− χ1)Pu, v〉|x|<r1 − B(u, v).

1In [Mel93, Section 6.1] the ‘boundary’ in ‘boundary pairing’ refers to a boundary at infinity. See also [DyZw19,

Section 4.4.3] for another related usage.
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Proof. We write

〈[−∆, χ1]u, v〉 = 〈(∆(1 − χ1) + (1− χ1)P )u, v〉|x|<r1

= 〈(1− χ1)u,∆v〉|x|<r1 + 〈(1 − χ1)Pu, v〉|x|<r1 +

∫

|x|=r1

(∂ruv − φ∂rv),

by using Green’s formula. �

Lemma 2.4. Fix φ ∈ Hc and y0 ∈ R
2 such that |y0| < r1. Then

〈φ,R0(λ)(•, y0)〉|x|>r1 = −Br1(R(λ)φ,R0(λ)(•, y0)).

Proof. By analytic continuation, it is enough to prove the equality for λ = i|λ|, |λ| > 0, and λ away

from any poles of R(λ). Recall that, by (2.2), R0(λ)(x, y0) is exponentially decaying in |x|. Then,

with ψ1 = R(λ)φ and ψ2 = R0(λ)(•, y0), we have

〈φ,ψ2〉|x|>r1 = lim
ρ→∞

〈(P − λ2)ψ1, ψ2〉ρ>|x|>r1 = lim
ρ→∞

Bρ(ψ1, ψ2)− Br1(ψ1, ψ2) = −Br1(ψ1, ψ2),

where we used Green’s formula in the annulus ρ > |x| > r1 as in Lemma 2.2, the compact support

of φ, and (−∆− λ2)R0(λ)(x, y0) = 0 for |x| > r1. �

We shall frequently take boundary pairings of functions which are harmonic near infinity, and

so we record the following lemma, whose proof is a straightforward calculation which we omit.

Lemma 2.5. Let φ, ψ be harmonic and polynomially bounded for x such that |x| > r1 − 1, some

ǫ > 0. Then, in terms of the Fourier series expansion, (2.5), we have

1

2π
B(φ,ψ) = c0(φ)clog(ψ)− clog(φ)c0(ψ) +

∑

l∈Z\{0}

lv−l(φ) · vl(ψ).

We will often use the following special case:

Lemma 2.6. If φ ∈ Glog, then clog(φ) =
−1
2π 〈[∆, χ1]φ, 1〉 = R01[∆, χ1]φ.

Proof. Use Lemma 2.3 with v = 1, Lemma 2.5, and the resolvent kernel formula (2.4). �

We supplement the Gl spaces with the following related spaces. For l ∈ Z \ {0}, let

Fl = {u ∈ C∞(R2 \ {0}) : u(r cos θ, r sin θ) = (c+e
ilθ + c−e

−ilθ)rl, for some constants c± ∈ C},

and

F0 = {u ∈ C∞(R2 \ {0}) : u(r cos θ, r sin θ) = c0 + c1 log r, for some constants c0, c1 ∈ C}.

Note from Lemma 2.5 that B is a nondegenerate pairing from Fl ×F−l to C, and that B(u, v) = 0

if u ∈ Fl, v ∈ Fk, with l 6= −k. Let

F ′
l = {u ∈ Fl : there exists u′ ∈ Dloc with Pu′ = 0 and u ∼ u′ as r → ∞}. (2.11)

Lemma 2.7. Suppose u ∈ F ′
l and v ∈ F ′

−l. If P = P ∗, then B(u, v) = 0. If instead P and H

satisfy the hypotheses (A2), then B(u, v̄) = 0.

Proof. First we note that if u′ is as in (2.11) and v′ is the analog for v, then B(u, v) = B(u′, v′) and

B(u, v) = B(u′, v′). Then the lemma follows from an application of Lemma 2.2. �
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From Lemma 2.7 and the nondegeneracy of the mapping B : Fl ×F−l → C, we deduce

Corollary 2.8. If l ∈ N0, then dimF ′
l + dimF ′

−l ≤ 2.

Since dim(G−1/G−2) = dimF ′
−1 and dim(G0/G−1) ≤ dimF ′

0, Corollary 2.8 generalizes and sharp-

ens (1.4). In particular, we obtain

Corollary 2.9. At most one of Glog \ G0 and G0 \ G−1 is nonempty.

2.5. Vodev’s identity. Let z and λ be in the upper half plane, away from any square roots of

eigenvalues of P . To relate the resolvents of P and −∆, we start by using

R(λ)(1− χ1)(−∆ − λ2)R0(λ) = R(λ){(P − λ2)(1− χ1) + [χ1,∆]}R0(λ)

to write

R(λ)(1 − χ1) = {1− χ1 −R(λ)[∆, χ1]}R0(λ). (2.12)

Similarly to (2.12) we have

(1− χ1)R(z) = R0(z){1 − χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(z)}. (2.13)

We note for later use that this implies that for any f ∈ Hc and λ in the upper half plane,

R(λ)f |R2\B(x) = O(e−|x| Imλ), as |x| → ∞. (2.14)

Inserting (2.12) and (2.13) into

R(λ)−R(z) = (λ2 − z2)R(λ)R(z) = (λ2 − z2)
(
R(λ)χ1(2− χ1)R(z) +R(λ)(1 − χ1)

2R(z)
)
,

gives

R(λ)−R(z) =(λ2 − z2)
(
R(λ)χ1(2− χ1)R(z)

+ {(1− χ1)−R(λ)[∆, χ1]}R0(λ)R0(z){(1 − χ1) + [∆, χ1]R(z)}
)
.

Plugging in (λ2 − z2)R0(λ)R0(z) = R0(λ)−R0(z), and introducing the notation

K1 = 1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(z), (2.15)

gives

R(λ)−R(z) =(λ2 − z2)R(λ)χ1(2− χ1)R(z) + {1− χ1 −R(λ)[∆, χ1]}(R0(λ)−R0(z))K1. (2.16)

We now bring the R(λ) terms to the left, the remaining terms to the right, and factor, obtaining

R(λ)(I −K(λ)) = F (λ), (2.17)

where

K(λ) = (λ2 − z2)χ1(2− χ1)R(z)− [∆, χ1](R0(λ)−R0(z))K1, (2.18)

F (λ) = R(z) + (1− χ1)(R0(λ)−R0(z))K1. (2.19)

Here and below we shorten formulas by using notation which displays λ-dependence but not z-

dependence for operators other than resolvents. The identities (2.16) and (2.17) are versions of

Vodev’s resolvent identity [Vod14, (5.4)].

Our first use of Vodev’s identity is to prove meromorphic continuation of the resolvent to z,

using the technique of Section 2 of [ChDa22]. Take χ ∈ C∞
c (R2) such that χ is 1 near the support

of χ1 and multiply (2.17) on the left and right by χ. That gives χR(λ)χ(I − K(λ)χ) = χF (λ)χ.
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Observe now that K(λ)χ is compact H → H, and ‖K(λ)‖H→H → 0 as λ → z. Consequently, by

the analytic Fredholm theorem, χR(λ)χ = χF (λ)χ(I −K(λ)χ)−1 continues meromorphically from

the upper half plane to Λ, the Riemann surface of log λ.

Thus (2.16) and (2.17) continue to hold for any z and λ in Λ, with K(λ) and K1 mapping Hc to

Hc, and R(λ) and F (λ) mapping Hc to Dloc.

3. Resolvent expansions with mild growth

The main result of this section is the proof of Theorem 2, an asymptotic expansion for the

resolvent near the origin under the mild growth assumption (2.6).

We now begin to use the assumption (2.6) on the rate at which the cutoff resolvent norms may

grow near zero energy. Parts of this proof are the same as that of [ChDa23, Theorem 1]. That

result, for Dirichlet obstacle scattering, is a special case of (1.7).

Our first lemma, from [ChDa23], is based on Vodev’s identity (2.17) and on part of [Vod99,

Proposition 3.1]. To state it, use the free resolvent series (2.3) and F (λ) as in (2.19) to write

F (λ) =

∞∑

j=0

1∑

k=0

F2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k = F01 log λ+ F̃ (λ), (3.1)

where each F2j,k is bounded Hc → Dloc. Moreover, if k 6= 0, then F2j,k has finite rank.

Lemma 3.1. Assume (2.6). There is z0 > 0 such that for every z on the positive imaginary axis

obeying 0 < −iz ≤ z0, we have

R(λ) =
log λ

1− (log λ− log z)α(λ)

((
−1

2π
(1− χ1) + F̃ (λ)D(λ)w

)
⊗ 1

)
K1D(λ)

−
log z

1− (log λ− log z)α(λ)
F̃ (λ)D(λ)(w ⊗ 1)K1D(λ) + F̃ (λ)D(λ),

(3.2)

where w = 1
2π∆χ1, and

D(λ) =
∞∑

j=0

j∑

k=0

D2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k, α(λ) = 〈K1D(λ)w, 1〉 =

∞∑

j=0

j∑

k=0

α2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k, (3.3)

for some operators D2j,k : Hc → Hc and complex numbers α2j,k which depend on z but not on λ.

If k 6= 0 then D2j,k has finite rank. The series converge absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero.

We also have the following variant of Vodev’s identity

R(λ)(I −A(λ)D(λ)) = F (λ)D(λ), (3.4)

where A(λ) = (log λ− log z)(w ⊗ 1)K1.

Proof. The identity (3.2) generalizes identity (2.23) of [ChDa23], and the other assertions generalize

Lemma 2.3 of the same paper. The same proofs work in our setting and we omit them. �

We now derive the form of the resolvent expansions, in terms of two cases depending on α00.
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Lemma 3.2. Let the notation and assumptions of Lemma 3.1 hold.

1. If α00 = 0, then there are operators B2j,k : Hc → Dloc such that

R(λ) =

∞∑

j=0

2j+1∑

k=0

B2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k = B01 log λ+B00 +B23λ

2(log λ)3 + · · · . (3.5)

2. If α00 6= 0, then there are operators B2j,k, B̃2j,−k : Hc → Dloc such that

R(λ) =
∞∑

j=0

(
j∑

k=0

B2j,k(log λ)
k +

j+1∑

k=1

B̃2j,−k(log λ− log z − α−1
00 )

−k

)
λ2j

= B00 + B̃0,−1(log λ− log z − α−1
00 )

−1 +B11λ
2 log λ+ · · · (3.6)

The series converge absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero. If k 6= 0, then B2j,k and B̃2j,−k

have finite rank.

Proof. 1. If α00 = 0, then |(log λ− log z)α(λ)| → 0 as λ→ 0 and, using the series for α from (3.3),

we have

1

1− (log λ− log z)α(λ)
=

∞∑

m=0

(log λ− log z)mα(λ)m =

∞∑

j=0

2j∑

k=0

a2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k.

Inserting this, and the series for D and F̃ from (3.3) and (3.1), into (3.2) gives the resolvent series

expansion (3.5), with B01 of rank at most 1. Moreover, B2j,k has finite rank for any k 6= 0.

2. If α00 6= 0, then |(log λ− log z)α(λ)| → ∞ as λ→ 0. As in equation (2.30) of [ChDa23], we have

1

1− (log λ− log z)α(λ)
=

∞∑

j=0

(
j−1∑

k=0

b2j,k(log λ)
k +

j+1∑

k=1

b2j,−k(log λ− log z − α−1
00 )

−k

)
λ2j .

Inserting this series and the series (3.3) and (3.1) for D and F̃ into (3.2) gives (3.6), with all the

B2j,k, B̃2j,k having finite rank if k 6= 0, and B̃0,−1 having rank at most 1. �

We will use the following two lemmas for uniqueness statements when computing B01 and B̃0,−1,

and also to identify the cases α00 = 0 and α00 6= 0 with the resonant G0 6= {0} and non-resonant

G0 = {0} cases respectively. We defer the proofs to the end of the section.

Lemma 3.3. Assume (2.6). Then 0 is not an eigenvalue of P , i.e. G−2 = {0}.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose R(iε) has a limit Hc → Dloc as ε→ 0+. Then G0 = {0}.

To compute B01 and B̃0,−1, we expand the equation (P − λ2)R(λ) = I, for Imλ > 0, using (3.5)

or (3.6), and compare powers of λ, log λ, and (log λ − log z − α−1
00 )

−1. This gives the following

identities in the sense of operators Hc → Dloc:

PB2j,k = B2j−2,k, P B̃2j,k = B̃2j−2,k if (j, k) 6= (0, 0),

PB00 = I,
(3.7)

where we understand that B2j,k = 0 and B̃2j,k = 0 for the terms not appearing in (3.5) or (3.6).
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Lemma 3.5. Let the notation and assumptions of Lemma 3.2 hold, and suppose α00 = 0. Then

B01 = −
1

2π
U0 ⊗ U0, in case (A1), or B01 = −

1

2π
U0 ⊗ U0 in case (A2) (3.8)

and U0 is the unique element of G0 obeying

U0(x) = 1−

∫

R2

x · y

|x|2
(K1D00w)(y)dy +O(|x|−2), as |x| → ∞. (3.9)

Proof. From (3.2) we see that the range of B01 is spanned by a function U0 given by

U0 = 1− χ1 − 2πF00D00w. (3.10)

Furthermore, PU0 = 0 follows from (3.7). Given the expansion (3.9), uniqueness of U0 follows from

G−2 = {0}, by Lemma 3.3. Next we show that

F00D00w(x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

x · y

|x|2
(K1D00w)(y)dy +O(|x|−2). (3.11)

By definition (2.19),

F00 = R(z)χ+ (1− χ1)(R00 −R0(z))K1, (3.12)

and, since the R0(z) and R(z) terms are O(e−|z||x|) by (2.2) and (2.14) because z is on the positive

imaginary axis, (3.11) follows from the fact that for |x| large enough we have

R00K1D00w(x) =
1

4π

∞∑

m=1

1

m|x|2m

∫

R2

(2x · y − |y|2)mf(y) dy, with f = K1D00w, (3.13)

where we used the R00 asymptotic (2.4) and the fact that α00 =
∫
R2 f = 0. This shows (3.9).

If P is self-adjoint, then writing

〈R(i|λ|)u, v〉 − 〈u,R(i|λ|)v〉 = 0, (3.14)

for arbitrary u and v in Hc and |λ| > 0 small enough, substituting R(i|λ|) = B01 log |λ|+O(1), and

extracting the coefficient of log |λ|, we see that B01 = cU0 ⊗ U0, for some c ∈ R.

If, instead P and H satisfy the hypotheses (A2), then B01 = cU0⊗v for some v ∈ Hloc and some

c ∈ C. Expanding R(λ) as in (3.5), from the coefficient of log λ in Lemma 2.1 we obtain v = U0.

Now we evaluate c. Let φ = [∆, χ1] log |x|. Since χ1(x) = 0 if |x| ≥ r1, the coefficient of log λ in

Lemma 2.4 yields

B(B01φ,R00(•, 0)) + B(B00φ,R01(•, 0)) = 0. (3.15)

Now we evaluate B01φ and B00φ. If P is self-adjoint, then, by Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, we obtain

〈φ,U0〉 = 〈(P (1− χ1)− (1− χ1)P ) log | • |, U0〉 = B(log | • |, U0) = −2π.

Using this in B01φ = c (U0 ⊗ U0)φ = c〈φ,U0〉U0 yields

B01φ = −2πcU0. (3.16)

A similar argument in case P satisfies hypotheses (A2) also yields (3.16).

To compute B00φ we observe that, because PB00φ = φ = [∆, χ1] log |x| = −∆(1 − χ1) log |x|,

it follows that φ1 := B00φ − (1 − χ1) log |x| is in the nullspace of P . Next, by the definition of F

(3.12), we have F00ψ = O(log |x|) as |x| → ∞, for any ψ ∈ Hc. Hence, by the resolvent expansion
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(3.2), we get B00φ = O(log |x|) and thus also φ1 = O(log |x|) and so φ1 ∈ Glog. Since U0 ∈ G0 \G−1,

by Corollary 2.9 it follows that φ1 = O(1) as |x| → ∞. Hence

B00φ = log |x|+O(1), as |x| → ∞. (3.17)

Using Lemma 2.5 to evaluate the boundary pairings in (3.15), and plugging in (3.16), (3.17) and

the free resolvent asymptotics (2.4), gives 2π(−2πc)(−1
2π )− 2π(1)(−1

2π ) = 0, or c = −1
2π . �

Lemma 3.6. Let the notation and assumptions of Lemma 3.2 hold, and suppose α00 6= 0. Then

the operator B̃0,−1 from (3.6) is given by

B̃0,−1 =
1

2π
Ulog ⊗ Ulog in case (A1), or B̃0,−1 =

1

2π
Ulog ⊗ Ulog in case (A2) (3.18)

where Ulog is the unique element of Glog such that clog(Ulog) = 1. Moreover,

c0(Ulog) = α−1
00 + log z − γ0. (3.19)

Proof. The proof in case (A1) is the same as that of Lemma 2.6 in [ChDa23], and we give just the

following outline: first show that B0,−1 = cUlog ⊗ Ulog, then that Ulog = 2πB̃0,−1w, and then that

〈w,Ulog〉H = 1. Uniqueness of Ulog follows from Lemma 3.4

The proof in case (A2) is only slightly different. We have instead B̃0,−1 = cUlog⊗Ulog (just as in

the proof of (3.8) above), while Ulog = 2πB̃0,−1w is unchanged, and finally we show 〈w,Ulog〉H = 1

by the same calculation that gives 〈w,Ulog〉H = 1 in case (A1). �

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. If P has a zero resonance, then, by Lemma 3.4, R(λ) cannot have a limit as

λ → 0 along the positive imaginary axis. Hence by part 2 of Lemma 3.2 it follows that α00 = 0.

The conclusion then follows from part 1 of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.5.

If P has no zero resonance, then there can be no solution uA ∈ Dloc to Pu = 0 with the

asymptotic (3.9). Hence, by part 1 of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.5, we must have α00 6= 0. The

conclusion then follows from part 2 of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.6. �

It remains to prove Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4. We prove Lemma 3.3 using an intermediate step in the

proof of Vodev’s identity to reduce to a problem of bounding the free resolvent. See Lemma 5 of

[Sch05] for a related calculation. If P is self-adjoint, then Lemma 3.3 can alternatively be deduced

from Proposition 5.1 below.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let χ, χ0 ∈ C∞
c (R) be 1 in a neighborhood of B, with suppχ0 contained in

the set on which χ1 is 1. We use (2.12) with λ = iκ, κ > 0 to write

R(iκ) = R(iκ)χ1 + {1− χ1 −R(iκ)[∆, χ1]}R0(iκ)(1 − χ0). (3.20)

Let φ ∈ G−2. Then R(iκ)φ = φ/κ2. Applying (3.20) to φ and multiplying on the left by χ yields

κ−2χφ = χR(iκ)χ1φ+ χ{1− χ1 −R(iκ)[∆, χ1]}R0(iκ)(1 − χ0)φ,

or, using our assumption (2.6),

χφ = κ2χ{1− χ1 −R(iκ)[∆, χ1]}R0(iκ)(1 − χ0)φ+ o((log κ)−1). (3.21)
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It suffices to show that ‖χ̃R0(iκ)(1 − χ0)φ‖ = O(log κ) as κ ↓ 0, for any χ̃ ∈ C∞
c (R2), since then

by (3.21) and (2.6) we must have χφ = o(1), or φ = 0, proving the lemma.

Moreover, we can replace (1− χ0) with 1>ρ for any fixed ρ > 0, since by the R0 expansion (2.3)

we have ‖χ̃R0(iκ)(1 − χ0 − 1>ρ)‖L2→L2 = O(log κ). Thus, by the resolvent kernel formula (2.1),

taking ρ large enough that χ̃ is supported in {x : |x| < ρ/2}, we see that it is enough to show
∫

{y : |y|>ρ}
H

(1)
0 (iκ|x − y|)φ(y) dy = O(log κ),

uniformly for x ∈ R
2 such that |x| < ρ/2. Now write |x− y| = |y|(1 + ε), where ε = ε(x, y) obeys

|ε| ≤ |x|/|y| < 1/2. Using the fact that
∫

{y : |y|>ρ}
H

(1)
0 (iκ|y|)φ(y) dy = 0

since the zero Fourier component of φ is 0 for |y| > ρ, we see that it is enough to show that
∫

{y : |y|>ρ}

(
H

(1)
0 (iκ|y|(1 + ε))−H

(1)
0 (iκ|y|)

)
φ(y) dy = O(log κ).

Using φ(y) = O(|y|−2), and passing to polar coordinates, observe that it is enough to prove
∫ ∞

ρ

∣∣∣H(1)
0 (iκr(1 + ε1))−H

(1)
0 (iκr)

∣∣∣r−1dr =

∫ ∞

ρκ

∣∣∣H(1)
0 (is(1 + ε1))−H

(1)
0 (is)

∣∣∣s−1ds = O(log κ),

provided |ε1| < 1/2. By the same large argument Bessel function asymptotics as in the proof of

(2.2), we have H
(1)
0 (is) . e−s as s→ ∞, so it is enough to show that there is δ > 0 such that

∫ δ

ρκ

∣∣∣H(1)
0 (is(1 + ε1))−H

(1)
0 (is)

∣∣∣s−1ds = O(log κ).

For that use the fact that, by (2.1), H
(1)
0 (is) ∼ (2i/π) log s as s→ 0 to write

∣∣∣H(1)
0 (is(1 + ε1))−H

(1)
0 (is)

∣∣∣ ∼
2

π
| log(1 + ε1)| <

2

π
log 2.

�

Proof of Lemma 3.4. We first give the proof for P self-adjoint. Let U ∈ G0. Take φ ∈ Hc, and take

r1 such that φ(x) = 0 when |x| ≥ r1. Let R(0) = limε→0+ R(iε). Then, by Lemma 2.2,

0 = 〈R(0)φ, PU〉 = 〈φ,U〉 − B(R(0)φ,U) (3.22)

Now observe that, by (2.13) with χ1 such that χ1 = 1 near the support of φ, with z → 0 along the

positive imaginary axis, and substituting the free resolvent series (2.3), we have

(1− χ1)R(0)φ = lim
ε→0+

log(iε)R01{1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(iε)}φ +R00{1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(0)}φ.

But the fact that the limit on the right exists implies that
∫

((1 − χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(0))φ)(x)dx = 0, (3.23)

and also that the limit limε→0+ log(iε)R01

(
1− χ1 + [∆, χ1](R(iε) −R(0))

)
φ exists, yielding

(1− χ1)R(0)φ = lim
ε→0+

log(iε)R01[∆, χ1](R(iε)−R(0))φ +R00(1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(0))φ. (3.24)
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Now we use (3.23) and insert the R00 series (2.4) into (3.24) to get

(1− χ1)R(0)φ(x) = cφ +
1

4π

∞∑

m=1

1

m|x|2m

∫

R2

(2x · y − |y|2)mf(y) dy,

with f = (1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(0))φ and

cφ = −
1

2π
lim
ε→0+

∫ (
log(iε)[∆, χ1](R(iε)−R(0))

)
φ dx.

In particular, R(0)φ is harmonic and bounded for large |x|. By Lemma 2.5, B(R(0)φ,U) = 0, and

hence (3.22) yields 〈φ,U〉 = 0. Since this is true for any φ ∈ Hc, it follows that U = 0.

If P is not self-adjoint but satisfies the alternate conditions (A2), then instead of (3.22) we write

0 = 〈R(0)φ, PU 〉 = 〈R(0)φ, P ∗Ū〉 = 〈φ, Ū 〉 − B(R(0)φ, Ū ).

The rest of the proof is essentially identical, giving 〈φ, Ū 〉 = 0 for all φ ∈ Hc, and hence U = 0. �

4. General resolvent expansions

Here we begin our study of resolvent expansions without the mild growth hypothesis (2.6).

Corollary 4.3 to these initial results gives us a sufficient condition for (2.6) in terms of the nullspace

of P : if G−1 = {0}, i.e. if P has no p -resonance or eigenvalue at 0, then (2.6) holds. In the

self-adjoint case, the converse is also true by Theorem 1, or more specifically by Lemma 5.5.

We emphasize that the results of this section do not require that P be self-adjoint, only that it

satisfies our general black-box hypotheses, including either (A1) or (A2).

Proposition 4.1. There are j0 ∈ N0, k0(j) ∈ N0 and B2j,k : Hc → Dloc such that

R(λ) =

∞∑

j=−j0

k0(j)∑

k=−∞

B2j,k(log λ)
kλ2j . (4.1)

The series (4.1) converges absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero. Moreover, if k 6= 0, then

B2j,k has finite rank.

Proof. We use Vodev’s identity R(λ)(I −K(λ)) = F (λ) from (2.17). First note that if we choose

χ2 ∈ C∞
c (R2) to be 1 on the support of χ1, then (I −K(λ)(1 − χ2))

−1 = I +K(λ)(1 − χ2), since

(1− χ2)K(λ) = 0. Using I −K(λ) = (I −K(λ)(1 − χ2))(I −K(λ)χ2) yields

R(λ) = F (λ)(I −K(λ)χ2)
−1(I +K(λ)(1 − χ2)),

so that it remains to understand the inverse of I − K(λ)χ2. Note that, by Section 2.1, the free

resolvent R0(λ) can be written in the form

(log λ)H1(λ) +H2(λ),
with H1, H2, holomorphic and even in λ near λ = 0,

and ∂mλ H1(0) finite rank for all m.
(4.2)

Hence each of K(λ) and F (λ) can be written in the form (4.2) as well. Since K(λ)χ2 is a compact

operator and K(z) = 0, (4.1) follows from the Hahn-holomorphic Fredholm theorem [MüSt14,

Theorem 4.1].



18 T. J. CHRISTIANSEN AND K. DATCHEV

For the reader’s convenience we give the argument, which is very similar to that used in the

proof of the usual analytic Fredholm theorem, e.g. [ReSi80, Theorem VI.14]. Set

A1(λ) := (1/2π)(log λ− log z)(∆χ1 ⊗ 1)K1χ2.

Since limλ→0K(λ)χ2 −A1(λ) is compact, we can find λ0 > 0 small enough, a finite rank operator

A2, and a compact operator K2(λ), such that

K(λ)χ2 = A1(λ) +A2 +K2(λ), for λ ∈ Λ, | arg λ| < ϕ0, |λ| < λ0,

and ‖K2(λ)‖ ≤ 1/2 in this region. Moreover, K2(λ) can be written in the form (4.2). Then

I −K2(λ) is invertible with bounded inverse in this region, and the inverse can be written

(I −K2(λ))
−1 =

∞∑

m=1

(K2(λ))
m =

∑

j≥0

∑

0≤k≤j

D2j,k(log λ)
kλ2j

for some operators D2j,k : Hc → Hloc. Moreover, if k > 0, D2j,k has finite rank.

Then I −K(λ)χ2 = (I −A3(λ))(I −K2(λ)) where A3(λ) = (A1(λ) +A2))(I −K2(λ))
−1. Since

A1(λ) and A2 are each finite rank, A3(λ) is of finite rank and I −A3(λ) can be inverted essentially

by Cramer’s rule, resulting in an operator of the form I +G(λ), where G(λ) is of finite rank and

has an expansion of the type on the right hand side of (4.1). The claim about the finite rank of

B2j,k for k 6= 0 follows from how a nonzero power of log λ can arise during the construction: as

a coefficient of log λ λ2j
′

in the expansions of F , K, or K2, each of which is of finite rank, or in

inverting I −A3(λ), which differs from the identity by a finite rank operator. �

Remark. The main ingredients of the proof of this proposition are Vodev’s identity and a variant

of the analytic Fredholm theorem. This means that the proof of Proposition 4.1 does not need

the full strength of assumptions (A1) or (A2). It does, however, require that K(λ) is a compact

operator for some λ with 0 < arg λ < π. For this, it suffices if u 7→ ((P + z0)
−1u)|B is compact for

some z0 with Im z0 6= 0. Hence the results of Proposition 4.1 hold for a larger class of non-selfadjoint

operators, including the case of a finite set of subwavelength resonators as in [ADH].

Lemma 4.2. With the assumptions and notation of Proposition 4.1, if j0 > 0 and φ ∈ Hc, then

B−2j0,kφ ∈ G−1 for all k ∈ Z with k ≤ k0(−j0).

Proof. To simplify notation, let k♯ = k0(−j0), and for each k ≤ k♯ let ψk = B−2j0,kφ. Since Pψk = 0

follows from the coefficient of λ−2j0(log λ)−k in (P − λ2)R(λ)φ = φ, it is enough to show that, for

all k ≤ k♯, we have

ψk(x) = O(|x|−1), as |x| → ∞. (4.3)

From the coefficient of z−2j0(log z)k
♯+1 in (2.13), and using R01 = − 1

2π1⊗ 1, we obtain

〈[∆, χ1]ψk♯ , 1〉 = 0, (4.4)

and from the coefficient of z−2j0(log z)k with k ≤ k♯ we obtain

ψk = R00[∆, χ1]ψk +R01[∆, χ1]ψk−1 +O(|x|−N ) = O(log |x|). (4.5)

Plugging the formula (2.4) for R00 and (4.4) into (4.5) with k = k♯, and applying Lemma 2.6, yields

ψk♯(x) = clog(ψk♯−1) +O(|x|−1). (4.6)

By Corollary 2.9, we cannot have both ψk♯ ∈ G0 \G−1 and ψk♯−1 ∈ Glog \G0. Hence clog(ψk♯−1) = 0,

and we obtain ψk♯(x) = O(|x|−1) and ψk♯−1(x) = O(1).
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An inductive argument which repeats the steps above proves (4.3) for all k ≤ k♯. �

Lemma 4.2 has as an immediate corollary:

Corollary 4.3. Suppose P satisfies the black-box hypotheses, including either (A1) or (A2). If

G−1 = {0}, then the resolvent estimate (2.6) holds.

5. Resolvent expansions without mild growth

In this section we study the more challenging problem of understanding the expansion of R(z)

near 0 without the mild growth assumption (2.6). In order to make this more manageable, we shall

assume throughout this section that P satisfies hypothesis (A1); in particular, P is self-adjoint.

Proposition 5.1. When P is self-adjoint, (4.1) can be refined to

R(λ) =

0∑

k=−∞

B−2,k(log λ)
kλ−2 +

∞∑

j=0

k0(j)∑

k=−∞

B2j,k(log λ)
kλ2j , B−2,0 = −Pe. (5.1)

Proof. By self-adjointness, Im〈(P∓ir2)φ, φ〉 = ∓r2‖φ‖2 if φ ∈ Hc, r > 0. Hence ‖R(eiπ/4r)‖H→H ≤

r−2. Combining with Proposition 4.1 gives (5.1), except for B−2,0 = −Pe.

It remains to prove B−2,0 = −Pe. First observe that ‖B−2,0‖H→H ≤ 1, because if φ, ψ ∈ Hc,

then |〈B−2,0φ,ψ〉| = limr→0+ |〈r2R(eiπ/4r)φ,ψ〉| ≤ ‖φ‖‖ψ‖, by (5.1) and ‖R(eiπ/4r)‖ ≤ r−2. Next,

the coefficient of λ−2 in (P − λ2)R(λ) = I gives PB−2,0 = 0 and thus PeB−2,0 = B−2,0.

The coefficient of λ0(log λ)0 in (P − λ2)R(λ) = I gives PB00 − B−2,0 = I, and applying Pe to

both sides gives PeB−2,0 = −Pe once we show that PePB00 = 0.

It remains to prove PePB00 = 0. We deduce this from φ ∈ Hc, ψ ∈ G−2 =⇒ 〈PB00φ,ψ〉 =

〈B00φ, Pψ〉 = 0 and to check the first equals sign we use Lemma 2.2 to reduce the problem to

proving limr1→∞ Br1(B00φ,ψ) = 0. Now, by the coefficient of z0(log z)0 in (2.13) we have

(1− χ1)B00 = R00(1− χ1) +

1∑

j=0

1∑

k=0

R2j,k[∆, χ1]B−2j,−k. (5.2)

Using the R2j,k formulas in (2.4), the lack of l ≥ 0 modes in the expansion (2.5) of B−2,−1φ (from

Lemma 4.2), and the lack of l ≥ −1 modes in the expansion of B−2,0φ (from PeB−2,0 = B−2,0), we

see that B00φ = O(|x|) and ∂rB00φ = O(1) as |x| → ∞, and hence from the formula (2.9) for Br1

we have Br1(B00φ,ψ) = O(r−1
1 ), as desired. �

Like B−2,0, all terms B2j,k we compute below have the form

B2j,k =

M∑

m=1

cmUm ⊗ Um, for some M ∈ N, cm ∈ R, Um ∈ Dloc. (5.3)

Note that if k = −1 or k0(j), then the κ2j(log κ)k coefficient of 〈R(iκ)φ,ψ〉 = 〈φ,R(iκ)ψ〉 for κ > 0

gives 〈B2j,kφ,ψ〉 = 〈φ,B2j,kψ〉, and hence (5.3) follows provided we have additionally k 6= 0.

In Section 5.1 we show that B−2,k with k ≤ −1 is nonzero if and only if G−1 6= G−2, and describe

such B−2,k in terms of elements of G−1 \ G−2 (i.e. p -resonant states). In Section 5.2, we show
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that B0,1 is nonzero if and only if G0 6= G−1 or G−2 6= G−3, and describe it in terms of elements of

(G0 \ G1) ∪ (G−2 \ G−3) (i.e. s-resonant states and eigenfunctions of slowest decay). We also show

that B0,k = 0 for k ≥ 2 always. In Section 5.3 we simplify the leading negative powers of log λ.

5.1. Contributions of p-resonances. The main result of this section is the following proposition,

which computes B−2,−1. We use the Fourier series notation of (2.5).

Proposition 5.2. Let M = dim(G−1/G−2). If M = 0 then B−2,−k = 0 for all k ≥ 1. Otherwise,

M ≤ 2 and there exist {wm}Mm=1 an orthormal set in C
2 and corresponding Uwm ∈ G−1 with

v−1(Uwm) = wm such that

B−2,−1 =
1

π

M∑

m=1

Uwm ⊗ Uwm .

Before proving Proposition 5.2, we prove several lemmas and identities. We begin by using

Vodev’s identity (2.16) with λ = zeinπ, followed by R0(ze
inπ)−R0(z) =

∑∞
j=0 inπR2j,1z

2j , to get

R(zeinπ)−R(z) = inπ
(
1− χ1 −R(zeinπ)[∆, χ1]

)( ∞∑

j=0

R2j,1z
2j
)(

1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]R(z)
)
. (5.4)

In the next lemma we extract coefficients corresponding to negative powers of log z from (5.4).

Lemma 5.3. Let −1 ≤ j and 1 ≤ k′ ≤ k. Then

B2j,−k =
∑

j1+j2+j3=j

B2j1,−k′ [∆, χ1]R2j2,1[∆, χ1]B2j3,k′−k−1 (5.5)

For j = −1, (5.5) simplifies to

B−2,−k = B−2,−k′ [∆, χ1]R21[∆, χ1]B−2,k′−k−1, (5.6)

In particular, B−2,−kHc ⊂ B−2,−k′Hc.

Proof. To prove (5.5), use a−k − b−k = (b− a)(a−kb−1 + · · ·+ a−1b−k) to extract the coefficient of

z2j(log z + inπ)−k′(log z)k
′−k−1 from (5.4).

To get (5.6), it is enough to show that if j = −1, then all terms in (5.5) with j2 = 0 vanish.

Such terms have either j3 = −1 or j1 = −1. If j3 = −1, we have R01[∆, χ1]B−2,k−k′−1 = 0, by

Lemma 2.6 and the fact that B−2,k−k′−1 maps Hc → G−1 by Lemma 4.2. If j1 = −1, we have

similarly B−2,−k′ [∆, χ1]R01 = 0, because B∗
−2,−k maps Hc → G−1 since P is self-adjoint. �

We shall also need to compute R21[∆, χ1]Uw. Since (1− χ1)Uw has no 0 Fourier modes,

〈(1− χ1)Uw,∆R21(x, •)〉|x|<r1 = 〈(1− χ1)Uw,
1

2π
〉|x|<r1 = 0

so that by Lemma 2.3 〈[∆, χ1]Uw, R21(x, •)〉 = B(Uw, R21(x, •)). Then

(R21[∆, χ1]Uw)(x) = 〈[∆, χ1]Uw, R21(x, •)〉 = B(Uw, R21(x, •)) = −B(Uw,
x · •

4π
) = −1

2w · x, (5.7)

where we used the formula (2.4) for R21, Lemma 2.5 to compute the boundary pairing, and again

the fact that Uw has no 0 Fourier modes for |x| big enough.

Lemma 5.4. If φ ∈ Hc and B−2,−1φ 6= 0, then B−2,−1φ ∈ G−1 \ G−2.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.2, B−2,−1φ ∈ G−1, so we must show that B−2,−1φ ∈ G−2 implies B−2,−1φ = 0.

By (5.6), we have

B−2,−1 = B−2,−1[∆, χ1]R21[∆, χ1]B−2,−1. (5.8)

But if B−2,−1φ ∈ G−2 then R21[∆, χ1]B−2,−1φ = 0 by (5.7), and so (5.8) implies B−2,−1φ = 0. �

Now we show that if G−1 6= G−2, then there is a nontrivial term B−2,−1 in the expansion (5.1).

Lemma 5.5. We have rankB−2,−1 = dim(G−1/G−2).

Proof. Observe first that Lemma 5.4 implies that rankB−2,−1 ≤ dim(G−1/G−2).

To prove that dim(G−1/G−2) ≤ rankB−2,−1, we will construct a linear map L : G−1 → B−2,−1Hc

with kerL ⊂ G−2. Let Uw0
∈ G−1 and φ ∈ Hc with Peφ = 0. Applying Lemma 2.2 with r1

large enough that φ(x) = 0 when |x| ≥ r1, and using PB00 = I − Pe (from the λ0 coefficient of

(P − λ2)R(λ) = I), gives

0 = 〈PUw0
, B00φ〉 = B(Uw0

, B00φ) + 〈Uw0
, φ〉. (5.9)

To compute B(Uw0
, B00φ), note the R2j,k formulas (2.4) imply that R01[∆, χ1]B0,−1φ = O(1) and

R00 (1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00)φ = O(log |x|) as |x| → ∞, and furthermore B−2,0φ = −Peφ = 0 by our

choice of φ. Thus the formula (5.2) for B00 and (5.7) yield

B00φ = R21[∆, χ1]B−2,−1φ+O(log |x|) = −1
2w1 · x+O(log |x|), where Uw1

= B−2,−1φ.

Hence, by Lemma 2.5, B(Uw0
, B00φ) = −πw0 · w1. Plugging into (5.9) gives

w0 · w1 =
1
π 〈Uw0

, φ〉. (5.10)

Now given Uw0
∈ G−1 with w0 6= 0, applying (5.10) with φw0

= χw0 · x, for some χ ∈ C∞
c (R2 \ B),

χ ≥ 0, χ 6≡ 0, yields w0 ·w1 > 0. Thus, defining LUw0
= B−2,−1φw0

gives kerL ⊂ G−2 as desired. �

Proof of Proposition 5.2. By Lemma 5.4, if M = 0, then B−2,−k = 0 for any k ≥ 1.

It remains to compute B−2,−1 when M ≥ 1. By (5.3) and Lemma 5.5,

B−2,−1 =
∑M

m,m′=1 cm,m′Uwm ⊗ Uw′

m
,

for some constants cm,m′ . Further, by linearity, we may take the wm orthonormal. Using (5.7) and

its consequence 〈[∆, χ1]w · •, Uw′〉 = B(w · •, Uw′) = −2πw · w′ in (5.8) gives
∑M

m,m′=1 cm,m′Uwm ⊗ Uw′

m
= π

∑M
m,m′,m′′=1 cmm′cm′m′′Uwm ⊗ Uwm′′

.

Thus if we denote by C the M ×M matrix whose entries are the cmm′ , we have πC2 = C. Since

C must have rank M by Lemma 5.5, this means πC = I. �

5.2. Contributions of s-resonances. We next compute the B0k. The main results of this section

are Lemma 5.7, which shows that B0k = 0 for k ≥ 2, and Proposition 5.8, which computes B01 and

shows that it is nontrivial if and only if P has an s-resonant state or a zero eigenfunction which

decays more slowly than |x|−3 as |x| → ∞, i.e. if and only if G0 6= G1 or G−2 6= G−3.

Lemma 5.6. We have B0kHc ⊂ G−1 for k ≥ 2 and B01Hc ⊂ G0.
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Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 4.2. Let k♯ = k0(0), and assume k♯ ≥ 1 as

otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let φ ∈ Hc and ψk = B0kφ for k = 1, . . . , k♯. From the

coefficient of (log λ)k in (P − λ2)R(λ) = I, Pψk = 0. The coefficient of (log z)k in (2.13) yields

ψk ∈ Glog,

ψk = R00[∆, χ1]ψk + clog(ψk−1) + δ1kR01(1− χ1)φ+O(|x|−N ), (5.11)

where we used R21[∆, χ1]B−2,0 = 0 from (5.7), Lemma 2.6, and δ1k is the Kronecker delta.

By (5.11) with k = k♯ + 1, we obtain clog(ψk♯) = 0 and hence ψk♯ ∈ G0. If k
♯ = 1 we are done.

Suppose now k♯ ≥ 2. By (5.11) with k = k♯, and using ψk♯ ∈ G0, Lemma 2.6, and the formula

(2.4) for R00, we obtain ψk♯ = clog(ψk♯−1) + O(|x|−1). By Corollary 2.9, we cannot have both

ψk♯ ∈ G0 \ G−1 and ψk♯−1 ∈ Glog \ G0. Hence clog(ψk♯−1) = 0, giving ψk♯ ∈ G−1 and ψk♯−1 ∈ G0.

An inductive argument which repeats the steps above completes the proof. �

Lemma 5.7. If k ≥ 2, then B0k = 0.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.3, the coefficient of (log z + inπ)k−2 log z in (5.4) gives

B0k =

{
−B0,k−2[∆, χ1]R01[∆, χ1]B01, k ≥ 3,

Pe[∆, χ1]R21[∆, χ1]B01 + {1− χ1 −B00[∆, χ1]}R01[∆, χ1]B01, k = 2.

But R01[∆, χ1]B01 = 0 by Lemmas 2.6 and 5.6, and Pe[∆, χ1]R21 = 0 by (5.7). �

Now that we know B01 is the only possible nontrivial B0k with k ≥ 1, it remains to compute it.

Proposition 5.8. There exists U0 ∈ G0 such that

B01 = −
1

2π
U0 ⊗ U0 −

ρ2

2
Pe1>ρΠ−21>ρPe, (5.12)

where Π−2 denotes projection onto the l = −2 modes in (2.5), 1>ρ is the characteristic function of

{x : |x| > ρ} with B ⊂ {x : |x| > ρ}. Moreover, U0 = 0 if G0 \ G−1 = ∅, and c0(U0) = 1 otherwise.

Proof. 1. From the coefficient of (log z + inπ)0(log z)0z0 in (5.4), we get

B01 = B01,0 +B01,−2, where

B01,0 = (1− χ1 −B00[∆, χ1])R01(1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00), B01,−2 = −Pe[∆, χ1]R41[∆, χ1]Pe,

and we used Pe[∆, χ1]R21 = R21[∆, χ1]Pe = 0, from (5.7). It remains to show that

B01,0 = −
1

2π
U0 ⊗ U0, B01,−2 = −

ρ2

2
Pe1>ρΠ−21>ρPe. (5.13)

2. Now we turn to showing the first of (5.13). For φ ∈ Hc, by Lemma 5.6 B01φ ∈ G0, so that

by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5 we find 〈1, [∆, χ1]B01φ〉 = 0. Since P is self-adjoint, B∗
00 = B00 + cB01 for

some constant c. We use these and the formula (2.4) for R01 to write, for φ, ψ ∈ Hc,

−2π〈B01,0φ,ψ〉 = 〈(1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00)φ, 1〉〈1, (1 − χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00)ψ〉, (5.14)

By Lemma 2.3,

〈[∆, χ1]B00)φ, 1〉 = −〈(1− χ1)PB00φ, 1〉|x|<r1 + Br1(B00φ, 1).
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Plugging in PB00 = I − Pe, and taking r1 large enough that φ(x) = 0 when |x| ≥ r1, gives

〈(1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00)φ, 1〉 = 〈(1− χ1)Peφ, 1〉 + Br1(B00φ, 1) = Br1(B00φ, 1),

since Peφ contains no l = 0 modes in (2.5). But, from the coefficient of log λ in Lemma 2.4,

Br1(B01φ,R00(•, y0)) + Br1(B00φ,R01(•, y0)) = 0, (5.15)

where we used (by (5.7)) Br1(B−20φ,R21(•, y0)) = 0. Using also the formulas (2.4) for R00 and

R01, the fact (from Lemma 5.6) that B01φ ∈ G0, and Lemma 2.5 for boundary pairing, gives

Br1(B00φ, 1) = −2πBr1(B00φ,R01(•, y0)) = 2πBr1(B01φ,R00(•, y0)) = −2πc0(B01φ),

and hence

〈B01,0φ,ψ〉 = −2πc0(B01φ)c̄0(B01ψ). (5.16)

Since B01φ ∈ G0, (5.16) shows B01,0 = 0 when G0 = G−1 because in that case c0(B01φ) = 0 for all

φ. If, on the other hand, G0 6= G−1, then (5.14) shows that there is U0 ∈ G0 with c0(U0) = 1 such

that B01,0 = βU0 ⊗ U0 for some constant β. Plugging B01,0φ = β〈φ,U0〉U0, c0(B01,−2φ) = 0 into

(5.16), and similarly for ψ, gives β = −2πβ2, so it remains to show β 6= 0.

To show β 6= 0, follow the corresponding computation from our proof in the corresponding case

covered in Section 3, equations (3.15) to (3.17). More specifically, we will show that B01φ 6= 0 for

φ = [∆, χ1] log |x|. By (5.15), it is enough to show that B00φ = log |x|+O(1), and this can be shown

by using (5.2) to show that B00φ = O(log |x|), followed by the fact that φ1 := B00φ−(1−χ1) log |x|

is in the nullspace of P and hence by Corollary 2.9 we have φ1 = O(1).

3. To show the second of (5.13), for φj ∈ Hc let ψj = [∆, χ1]Peφj , and write

〈Pe[∆, χ1]R41[∆, χ1]Peφ1, φ2〉 = −〈R41ψ1, ψ2〉 =
1

32π

∫

R2×R2

(x · y)2ψ1(x)ψ2(y) dx dy,

where we used the formula (2.4) for R41 and the fact that the expansion of ψj as in (2.5) has no

terms with l ≥ 1. Next, using polar coordinates and taking aj, bj , such that Peφj = r−2(aj cos 2θ+

bj sin 2θ) +O(r−3), we write this as

1

32π

(∫ ∞

0
r3[∂2r +

1
r∂r, χ1]r

−2dr
)2

×

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0
cos2(θ1 − θ2)(a1 cos 2θ1 + b1 sin 2θ1)(a2 cos 2θ2 + b2 sin 2θ2) dθ1 dθ2 =

π

4
(a1a2 + b1b2).

Meanwhile,

〈Pe1>ρΠ−21>ρPeφ1, φ2〉 =

∫ ∞

ρ
r−3dr

∫ 2π

0
(a1 cos 2θ + b1 sin 2θ)(a2 cos 2θ + b2 sin 2θ)dθ

=
π

2ρ2
(a1a2 + b1b2),

which implies 〈Pe[∆, χ1]R41[∆, χ1]Peφ1, φ2〉 =
ρ2

2 〈Pe1>ρΠ−21>ρPeφ1, φ2〉, as desired. �
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5.3. Simplification of negative logarithmic powers. In this section we simplify some of the

negative powers of log λ in the resolvent expansion. Our first result shows, similarly to the first

part of Theorem 2 but without requiring G−2 = {0}, that these negative powers vanish when P has

an s-resonance but no p-resonance, i.e. when G0 6= G−1 but G−1 = G−2.

Proposition 5.9. If G0 6= G−1 and G−1 = G−2, then (5.1) can be improved to

R(λ) = −Peλ
−2 +

∞∑

j=0

k0(j)∑

k=0

B2j,kλ
2j(log λ)k.

Proof. We begin by showing that B0,−1 = 0. By (5.5) and Proposition 5.2, we have

B0,−1 = B0,−1[∆, χ1]R01[∆, χ1]B0,−1. (5.17)

But from the coefficient of (log z)−1 in (2.13),

(1− χ1)B0,−1 = R01[∆, χ1]B0,−2 +R00[∆, χ1]B0,−1. (5.18)

Hence, by the formulas (2.4) for R01 and R00, B0,−1Hc ⊂ Glog. Since G0 6= G−1, by Corollary 2.9

this implies B0,−1Hc ⊂ G0. However, by Lemma 2.6, R01[∆, χ1]G0 = {0}, and putting that into

(5.17) gives B0,−1 = 0.

From B0,−1 = 0 and (5.5), we get B0,−k = 0 for all k ≥ 2. Finally, if there is J ≥ 0 such that

B2j,−k = 0 for all j ≤ J and for all k ≥ 1, then (5.5) with j = J + 1 shows that B2(J+1),−k = 0.

Hence, by induction, B2j,−k = 0 for all j and for all k ≥ 1. �

We next simplify the leading negative powers of log λ in the cases G0 = G−1 or G−1 6= G−2. Since

G−1 6= G−2 is the more complicated case, we begin with the simpler case G0 = G−1 = G−2, i.e. the

case of no resonance at zero. This result is analogous to the second part of Theorem 2 but without

the assumption G−2 = {0}, just as Proposition 5.9 is analogous to the first part of Theorem 2.

Proposition 5.10. Suppose P has no resonance at zero, i.e. G0 = G−2. There exists Ulog ∈ Glog

with clog(Ulog) = 1, such that, if a = γ0 + c0(Ulog), then

∞∑

k=1

B0,−k(log λ)
−k =

∞∑

k=1

(log λ)−kak−1B0,−1 =
1

2π(log λ− a)
Ulog ⊗ Ulog.

Proof. 1. We will show that there exist Ulog ∈ Glog and constants βk such that if k ≥ 1 then

B0,−k = βkUlog ⊗ Ulog. (5.19)

To show (5.19), by (5.5) applied twice, first with j = 0 and k′ = 1, and second with j = 0 and

k′ = k, if k ≥ 1 then

B0,−k = B0,−1[∆, χ1]R01[∆, χ1]B0,−k = B0,−k[∆, χ1]R01[∆, χ1]B0,−1. (5.20)

Hence (5.19) for general k follows from (5.19) for k = 1, and by (5.3) and R01[∆, χ1]Pe = 0 it

is enough to show that B0,−1Hc ⊂ Glog. To get B0,−1Hc ⊂ Glog, observe that the coefficient of

(log z)−k in (2.13) gives

(1− χ1)B0,−kφ = R00[∆, χ1]B0,−kφ+R01[∆, χ1]B0,−k−1φ, (5.21)

and hence B0,−1Hc ⊂ Glog follows from the formulas (2.4) for R00 and R01 together with PB0,−1 = 0

from the coefficient of (log λ)−1 in (P − λ2)R(λ) = I.
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2. We construct Ulog such that clog(Ulog) = 1, and show that then β1 =
1
2π . By Proposition 5.2,

B−2,−k = 0 for k ≥ 1, and by Proposition 5.8, B01 = −PeB01Pe. Then the coefficient of log z in

(2.13), and the formulas (2.4) for R01 and R00, show that for any φ ∈ Hc,

0 = R01(1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00)φ+O(|x|−1).

Hence, if φ ∈ Hc, then 〈(1 − χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00)φ, 1〉 = 0 and so

R00(1− χ1 + [∆, χ1]B00)φ = O(|x|−1). (5.22)

Now let φ0 = ∆χ1 and Ulog = B0,−1φ0. From (5.2), and using (5.22) and Lemma 2.6, we have

B00φ0 = R01[∆, χ1]B0,−1φ0 +O(|x|−1) = clog(B0,−1φ0) +O(|x|−1),

so with φ1 = 1 − χ1 − B00φ0, we have φ1 ∈ G0 = G−2, and hence clog(Ulog) = 1. To show that

β1 =
1
2π , use Lemma 2.3 to calculate

Ulog = B0,−1φ0 = β1〈φ0, Ulog〉Ulog = β1〈[∆, χ1]1, Ulog〉Ulog = β1B(1, Ulog)Ulog = 2πβ1Ulog.

3. It remains to show that βk+1 = aβk for all k ≥ 1. We replace φ by φ0 = ∆χ1 in (5.21) and

then take the boundary pairing of both sides of (5.21) with Ulog to get, since B0,−kφ0 = βkUlog =

βk(φ0)Ulog,

βkB(Ulog, Ulog) = βkB(R00[∆, χ1]Ulog, Ulog) + βk+1B(R01[∆, χ1]Ulog, Ulog). (5.23)

By the definition (2.9) of B, we have B(Ulog, Ulog) = 0. By Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, we have

B(R01[∆, χ1]Ulog, Ulog) = 2π. Using Lemma 2.5 and writing R00[∆, χ1]Ulog = log |x|−γ0+O(|x|−1)

yields B(R00[∆, χ1]Ulog, Ulog) = −2πa. Using these three in (5.23) shows βk+1 = aβk, as desired. �

For the p-resonance case G−1 6= G−2 we need the following boundary pairing calculations.

Lemma 5.11. Let v, w ∈ C
2 be such that there are corresponding Uv, Uw ∈ G−1 satisfying

v−1(Uv) = v, v−1(Uw) = w. If χ1(x) = 0 for |x| > r1 − 1, then

Br1(R21[∆, χ1]Uw, Uv) = πw · v, (5.24)

Br1(R20[∆, χ1]Uw, Uv) = π(log r1 − γ0)w · v +O(r−1
1 ). (5.25)

Proof. Equation (5.24) follows from (5.7). To prove (5.25), first note that from the resolvent kernel

formulas (2.4), putting R̃21(x, y) = (log |x| − γ0 − 1)R21(x, y), we have

R20(x, y) = R̃21(x, y)−
1
8πx · y +O(1), ∂rR20(x, y) = ∂r

(
R̃21(x, y)−

1
8πx · y

)
+O(|x|−1).

Next, from (5.24) and the definition (2.9) of Br1 ,

Br1(R̃21[∆, χ1]Uw, Uv) = π(log r1 − γ0 − 1)w · v − r−1
1

∫

|x|=r1

(R21[∆, χ1]Uw)Uv,

while using (5.7) again gives
∫

|x|=r1

(R21[∆, χ1]Uw)Uv = −
1

2r21

∫

|x|=r1

(w · x)(x · v) = −
π

2
r1w · v.

By Lemma 2.3 and (5.7) again,

〈[∆, χ1]Uw, x · •〉 = Br1(Uw, x · •) = 2πw · x,
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so that

Br1(−
1
8π 〈[∆, χ1]Uw, x · •〉, Uv) =

π

2
w · v,

which implies (5.25). �

Proposition 5.12. If G−1 = G−2, then B−2,−k = 0 for all k ≥ 1. If G−1 6= G−2, use the functions

Uwm of Proposition 5.2 to define

αm = lim
r1→∞

( 1
π
〈Uwm , Uwm〉|x|<r1 − log r1

)
.

Then, with M = dim(G−1/G−2), we have

∞∑

k=1

(log λ)−kB−2,−k =
1

π

M∑

m=1

(log λ− γ0 − αm)−1Uwm ⊗ Uwm ,

provided if M = 2 that Uw1
and Uw2

are chosen such that

〈Uw1
, Uw2

〉|x|<r1 → 0 as r1 → ∞. (5.26)

Proof. 1. Proposition 5.2 already proves the first statement of the proposition.

Next we show that ifM = 2 it is possible to choose Uw1
, Uw2

so that (5.26) holds. We begin with

Uw1
, Uw2

from Proposition 5.2, recalling {w1, w2} is an orthonormal set. Define a map C
2 → G−1

by v 7→ Uv, where if v = c1w1 + c2w2, Uv = c1Uw1
+ c2Uw2

. Define a quadratic form on C
2 by

q(v, v′) = lim
r→∞

(
〈Uv, Uv′〉|x|<r1 − πv · v′ log r1

)
.

That the limit exists follows from our expansions of Uw1
, Uw2

at infinity. There is a self-adjoint

operator Q so that q(v, v′) = (Qv) · v′ for all v, v′ ∈ C
2. Let w̃1, w̃2 be a basis of eigenvectors for

Q so that w̃n · w̃m = δnm, and then let w̃1, w̃2 be the new w1, w2.

The remainder of the proof is similar to Step 3 of Proposition 5.10.

2. Given φ ∈ Hc and k ∈ N, there are constants βm,−k = βm,−k(φ) such that B−2,−kφ =∑M
m=1 βm,−kUwm , and we shall show that βm,−k−1 = (γ0 + αm)βm,−k.

First, using Lemma 5.11 and wm · wn = δmn,

B(R21[∆, χ1]B−2,−k−1φ,Uwm) = πβm,−k−1. (5.27)

To compute the left hand side of (5.27), note that if φ1 ∈ L2
c(R

2) and φ1(x) = 0 if |x| > r1 − 1,

then B(R01φ1, Uwm) = 0 = B(R00φ1, Uwm) by Lemma 2.5 and the resolvent formulas (2.4). Using

this and the coefficient of (log z)−k from (2.13) yields

B(B0,−kφ,Uwm) = B(R21[∆, χ1]B−2,−k−1φ,Uwm) + B(R20[∆, χ1]B−2,−kφ,Uwm). (5.28)

By Lemma 2.2,

B(B0,−kφ,Uwm) = 〈B−2,−kφ,Uwm〉|x|<r1 =

M∑

n=1

βn,−k〈Uwn , Uwm〉|x|<r1 ,

and combining with the results of Lemma 5.11 gives

πβm,−k−1 = π(γ0 − log r1)βm,−k +
M∑

n=1

βn,−k〈Uwn , Uwm〉|x|<r1 +O(r−1
1 ) → π(γ0 + αm)βm,−k.
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3. Hence

∞∑

k=1

(log λ)−kB−2,−kφ =

∞∑

k=1

M∑

m=1

(log λ)−kβm,−kUwm =

∞∑

k=1

M∑

m=1

(log λ)−k(γ0 + αm)k−1βm,−1Uwm

=

M∑

m=1

(log λ− γ0 − αm)−1βm,−1Uwm.

The proof is completed by using the explicit expression for B−2,−1 from Proposition 5.2. �

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to Maciej Zworksi for his encouragement and helpful

conversations over the course of this project. The BIRS conference “Mathematical aspects of the

physics with non-self-adjoint operators” provided motivation for considering resolvent expansions

for non-self-adjoint operators, and Maciej Zworski pointed out the connection with [ADH]. We also

gratefully acknowledge partial support from Simons Collaboration Grants for Mathematicians. KD

was, in addition, partially supported by NSF grant DMS-1708511.

References

[ADH] H. Ammari, B. Davies, E.O Hiltunen, Functional analytic methods for discrete approximations of subwave-

length resonator systems. Preprint, arXiv:2106:123012.
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