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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 R2. We obtain precise results for general self-adjoint black box perturbations, in
the sense of Sjostrand 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 —A = —8%1 — 832 be the Laplacian on R2. For operators P which are compactly supported
perturbations of —A on R? we obtain expansions of the resolvent at zero. The leading terms of
these expansions are determined by the |z| — co 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 € C2°(R?), let w be the solution to

(02 + P)w(z,t) =0, w(z,0) =0, dw(z,0) = f(x).
We consider two cases:

e The free case P = —A. Then, by Kirchhoff’s formula and the binomial theorem, we have
1 |t —2'|>\~3, ,. ., 1 _3
t) = — 1— — de' = — t 1.1
wlat) = o [ (1= E50) e = o [ 00, (11)

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

e The perturbed case P = —A+V, with V € L*>(R?) nonnegative and compactly supported.
Then (1.1) is replaced by
w(z, t)

- Wing(/%f) Usog(x) + O(t ™" (log 1) ™), (1.2)

where Ujog obeys PUjog = 0 and Uleg () ~ log |z| as |z| — oo.

Observe that, in the free case, the only bounded solutions to Pu = 0 are constants. Further, the
leading term of (1.1) decays like ¢!, 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~!(logt)~2. It is given by a sort of projection onto Ueg.

We say that the free case P = —A has a resonance at zero, while for such V the perturbed case
P = —A 4+ V has no resonance at zero; see Definition 1 below. This accounts for the difference
between (1.1) and (1.2).
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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 Sjostrand and Zworski [SjZw91], as well as
certain non-self-adjoint problems. The following examples are especially important:

(1) Let P = —A+V, where V is a bounded, compactly supported function. For Theorem 1
we will need V € LP(R?;R). For Theorem 2 it is enough if V' € L°(R?;C) and ReV > 0.

(2) Let P be the Dirichlet or Neumann Laplacian —A on R?\ O, where O is a bounded open
set with C* boundary and R? \ O is connected.

To describe the spaces of solutions to Pu = 0 needed for our main statements, we introduce
the following definitions. Let = R? in the first case and Q = R? \ O in the second case. Let
H = L?(Q), let D be the domain of P, let H. be the set of functions in H which have bounded
support, and let Dy, be the set of functions which are locally in D. Recall that if a function w is
harmonic and polynomially bounded outside of a disk, then it grows or decays like a power of |z|
or like log |z|. We accordingly define:

G :={u € Dipe: Pu=0, u(z) = O(|z|') as |z| — oo},

1.3
Glog = {u € Dipe: Pu =0, u(x) = O(log|z|) as |z| — oco}. (13)

Note that G_o is the zero eigenspace of P.

Definition 1. If Gy # G_o, we say P has a zero resonance. If u € Gy \ 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 Schrodinger
operator —A + 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 G; 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(go/g_l) < 1 and dim(g_l/g_g) < 2. (1.4)

Recall that the resolvent (P — A\?)~! continues meromorphically from the upper half plane to A,
the Riemann surface of log A, as an operator H, to Dy, i.e. from compactly supported functions
in H to functions which are locally in D. We denote this meromorphic continuation by R(\).
In other words, for any smooth and compactly supported x, xR(\)x is meromorphic on A, with
IXR(N\)x||%—n 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 ¢ > 0,
we have the following expansion in the sense of operators He — Dioe:

P, 1 Uy, @ Uy,

— + - ———"~ 4 By log A 1 1.
A2 ﬂ-m:1)\2(10g)\_8m)+ 01 log A + O(1), (1.5)

as X — 0 with |arg \| < ¢o. Here:

o The operator P, is projection onto the zero eigenfunctions of P, i.e. onto G_s.

e The notation U @ U means the operator mapping f to U(f,U)y, M = dimG_1/G_o, the
Uy, are certain elements of G_1, and the s,, are certain constants: see Proposition 5.12.

e We have By = 5—7:U0®U0—(p2/2)77@1>pﬂ_21>p775, where Uy € Go, 15, is the characteristic
function of the set {z: |x| > p}, Il_o is projection onto the | = —2 modes in the Fourier
expansion (2.5), and p is large enough that P = —A when |x| > p: 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 G, = {0} for some
1 € {—2,—1,0}. Specifically, if G_o = {0}, then |[|[xR(\)x| = O(A"2(log \)~1); if G_1 = {0} then
IXRA)xI| = O(log A); if Go = {0}, then [[xR(A)x| = 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_5, and Theorem 2 for further simplifications when G_; = {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_; = {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
IxRB\)x|| = o(A~2(log A\)~!): 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 || xR(A\)x|| = o(A72(log A\) 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 ). T,(\) of operators T,,(A): He. — Dioe converges absolutely,
uniformly on sectors near zero if, for any ¢o > 0 and any x € C°(R?) which is identically 1 on the
set where P # —A, there is A9 > 0, such that the series > |[xT(\)x|| converges uniformly for all
A € A with [A| < Ao and |arg A\| < p.

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 || xR(A)x|| = o(A~2(log A\)~1).

If Go # {0}, i.e. if P has a zero resonance, then there are operators Baj: He — Dige such that

oo 2j+1
R(\) = Z Z Baj A (log \)* = Boylog A + Boo + BasA*(log A)? + - -+ . (1.6)
=0 k=0

If k # 0 then Baj ), has finite rank. Moreover, if P is self-adjoint, then
1
Bo1 = —5=Uo ® U,
27

where Uy € Gy obeys Up(x) = 1+ O(|z|™1) as |z| — oo and is specified in Lemma 3.5.
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If Go = {0}, i.e. if P has no zero resonance, then there are operators Baj ., §2j7_k: He — Dipe
and a constant a such that

00 i j+1
RN =) (Z Bajr(log \)F + ) Byj _i(log A — a)_k) A\

7=0 \k=0 k=1 (1.7)

= Boo + Bo_1(log A — a) ™' + By A2 log A+ - - - .
If k # 0, then Baj . and Baj _y, have finite rank. Moreover, if P is self-adjoint, then

- 1 ; .
By_1 = %Ulog @ Ulog, a=1og2—v+ %Z + lim <Ulog(:p) — log |x|>, v=-TI"(1) =0.577...,

|z| =00

and Ulog is the unique element of Giog such that Uipg(x) ~ log |z| as |x] — oco.

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 ||[xR(\)x|| = o(A~2(log A)~!) holds.

The expressions for By in the first case and Bo,—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 Uj is determined uniquely by the conditions Uy € Gy and
Uo(z) =1+ O(Jz|™Y) as |z — oc.

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, BGDS&8, JeNe01] which study this problem for Schrédinger 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
Schrédinger 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 [K1Va94]
in the setting of exterior differential operators. More recently, another abstract framework was
developed by Miiller and Strohmaier in [MiiSt14], 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 Schrédinger equation, see, e.g. [JeKa79, Vai89, Sch05, ErGrl3, 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 A\ 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 G, Giog of polynomially bounded solutions to Pu = 0 are defined in (1.3).

P. is projection onto the zero eigenfunctions of P, i.e. onto G_s.

A is the Riemann surface of log .

1., is the characteristic function of the set {x: |z| > p}.

The constant vy = log 2—’y+%i is defined in terms of Euler’s constant v = —I''(1) = 0.577. ..

The free resolvent notations Rg()), Ro(\) and Rygjy are introduced in Section 2.1.

We use the complex inner product a - b = a'b' + a?b? for a,b € C2.

e The black-box notations P, H, D, B, including the tensor product ® and involution u + u,
are introduced in Section 2.2.

e The Fourier coefficients v;, cg, ciog are introduced in (2.5).

e The cutoff x; € C2°(R?), which is 1 near B and depends only on |z|, is introduced in the
beginning of Section 2.4.

e The radius r; > 0 is always large enough that x;(x) = 0 when |z| > r; — 1, and sometimes
taken larger so as to satisfy additional requirements.

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

e The operators K, K(\), FI(\) used in Vodev’s identity are defined in the equations from
(2.15) to (2.19).
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e The operators F(\), Fyj iy A(N), D(X), Daj, the function w, and the complex numbers
a(A), ag;jp are defined in (3.1) and Lemma 3.1.

e The notation U, for w € C? denotes an element of G_1 such that U, (x) = w-(cos #,sin §)r 1+
O(r~2), where = r(cos 6,sin #). Such a U,, does not necessarily exist for arbitrary w € C?
and when it does exist it is not necessarily unique.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The free resolvent. Let —A be the nonnegative Laplacian on R? and Ry(\) = (—A — \2)~1
its resolvent for A in the upper half plane. We briefly review some standard facts about Rg; see
Section 2A of [ChDa23] for references. The integral kernel of Rg(\) is given by

_ i W _ 2y (=s* /4™
Ro(N)(z,y) = ZHO Az —y|), where Hy"(s) = - 2 (log s — vm) R (2.1)
70210g2—7+%i, v=-I"(1) =0.577..., Ym = Ym—1+ 7 L for m > 1.

For any f € L?(R?) and A in the upper half plane,
Ro(\) f(z) = O(e~leImAy, as |z| — oo. (2.2)

It follows from (2.1) that Ro(\): L2(R?) — HZ.(R?) continues holomorphically from the upper
half plane to A, the Riemann surface of log A. For each A € A we write

oo 1
=> > Ry A (log \)* = Ro1log A + Ro(N), (2.3)
7=0 k=0

where Ro()\) is defined by the equation, the Ryj are operators L2(R?) — HZ _(R?), 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 || — oc:

1

Roi(z,y) = o

1
Roo(z,y) = —%(log |z —y| —70)

L log |2 ! fj (22 -y — [y?)™
= —— 0 ':L' —_— _ :L'. J—
om 8 e — m\x!zm y— W

1 1 (z-y\ -3

1 2 1 2 2
Ro1(z,y) Swlw Y| 87T(ISEI -y +yl)
1
Rao(,y) = o (loglz =yl =0 = 1) |z - y|?

1 T
= 57 (loglal =20 = 1= T3 ) = + O] )l — of?

~1
e (2l =4z (z - y) + 4z - y)? + 202yl — 4z - y)ly* + y[h).

-1 4
Tosr Y = Togs
(2.4)

Ra(@,y) = 5o
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2.2. Black-box setup and notation. The operator P will either be a black-box perturbation of
—A on R? 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=Ho® L*(R*\ B),
where H is a separable Hilbert space and B is a fixed ball in R2. Define similarly

HIOC:HO@Lz (R2\B)v and HCZHO®L3(R2\B)

loc

Let u +— u|s and u — ulgz\ 5 denote the orthogonal projections H — Ho and H — L*(R? \ B),
and denote their natural extensions Hjoc — Ho and Hige — LIQOC(IR2 \ B) in the same way. For x a

function on R? which is equal to a constant ¢ near B, we define

Xu = culp + xulp2\5-

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

Al. 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 + ((P + 2z0)"'u)|s is compact for
some zg with Im zy > 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 — u, so
that if u € L?(R?\ B) is 0 near B, then 4 is the complex conjugate of u as usual. Moreover, we
assume that if ¢ € C and u € H, then cu = cu, and (4,v)y = (v,u)y. An example to keep in
mind is of course H = L?(R) with the involution given by complex conjugation. We need also
some hypotheses on the operator P: it has dense domain D C H, if u € D then @ is in the
domain of P*, with P*u = Pu. Moreover, we assume there is an M > 0 so that for all u € D,
Re(Pu,u) > —M|ul|3,, and u > ((P + 29) " u)|s is compact for some 2o with Im 2 > 0.

We also assume D|g2\g C H*(R?\ B), that (Pu)|g2\g = (—Au)|g2\g, and that if f € H*(R?\ B)
and f = 0 near B then f € D. Put Dy, = D|p ® Hfoc(]R2). We use a tensor product notation
analogous to [DyZw19, (2.2.19)]:

and we use the same inner product notation for pairing vectors in Hj,. with vectors in H.. By
statements like

u(@)=O0(lz), or  u=0(al),

as |z| — oo, as in (1.3), we mean ulp2\g(z) = O(lz|)). If u € Dy, by Pu we mean Pu =
—A(1 = x)u+ Pxu € Hioe, where xy € C2°(R?) is 1 in a neighborhood of B.

We can now make sense of the spaces G; and Gy, of functions in D), annihilated by P, defined
in (1.3). Recall that such functions have a large |z| expansion in polar coordinates: if ¢ € (J, G,
then there are coefficients co(¢), ciog(¢) € C, and v;(¢) € C2, such that for r large enough we have

P(rcos,rsinb) = co(P) + ciog(P) logr + Z vy(@) - (cos(]1]6),sin(|1]0))r!. (2.5)
lezZ\{0}



8 T. J. CHRISTIANSEN AND K. DATCHEV

Under the above assumptions, R(A) = (P — A?)~!: H — D is meromorphic for A in the upper
half plane, and R(\) continues meromorphically as an operator from Hcomp t0 Dioec to A € A; 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 Im A > 0, away from any square roots of eigenvalues of P. Then (R(N))*f = R(\)f.

Proof. Note that our assumptions (A2) imply that

(P = N)RNF = (P=WRIN] = |
so that (P* —X2)R()\)f = f. Comparing this to (P* —A2)(R(\))* = I gives (R(\))*f = R\ f. O

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

IXR(ik)x||n—p = o(k 2(log k)71, as k — 0 along the positive real axis, (2.6)

for any y € C2°(R?) 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_; = {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. Schrédinger operators. Let P = —A + V, with V € L°(R?,C). If either ReV > 0 or
+ImV > 0 with Im V' # 0, then we can quickly show that G_; = {0}, and thus by Corollary 4.3
the resolvent satisfies the estimate (2.6). Indeed, if u € G_4, then

0= Puudx = / (|Vul* + V|u|?)dz — / OruudS,.
lz|<p lz[<p lz|=p

By (2.5), limp_mof| OruudS,; = 0. Hence

z|=p
/RQ(qu +V[u?)da = 0. (2.7)

If ReV > 0, then taking the real part of (2.7) shows that Vu = 0. Since u(z) = O(|z|™!), we get
u=0. If £ImV > 0, then taking the imaginary part of (2.7) shows that Im V|u|?> = 0. Using
ImV # 0 and unique continuation [Rob87, Corollary 2], we again get u = 0.

If Re V > 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(ik)x f, then

1/2 1/2
IVul?e + &2 ulfs < (xfrudre < Ixfllpasliullze < Ixloelfl Va5l (28)

which implies the stronger estimate ||R(ix)x||n—p = O(k~%/?).

We remark that the paper [CDG] studies low-energy behavior of resonances and the scattering
phase for Schrédinger operators, with explicit calculations for Schrodinger operators with circular
well potentials.
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2.3.2. Obstacles. Let P = —A be the Dirichlet or Neumann Laplacian —A on Q = R? \ O, where
O is a bounded open set with C'*° boundary and €2 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 € Gy, and take p large enough that |z| < p for all x € O. As in
Section 2.3.1, we have

0< / |Vu|? = —/ (Oyu)a = O(p™h), as p — 00,
{2€Q: [2]<p} l2l=p

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 y1 € C2°(R?;[0,1]) be such
that x1 is 1 near B and x; depends only on |z|. For r; > 0 such that xi(z) =0 for |z| > r — 1,
and u,v € H*({x € R?: ||z| — r1| < 1}), define

B(u,v) = B,, (u,v) = / u0,T — (Opu)T. (2.9)
|z|=r1
The circle |z| = r; plays the role of the boundary of the interaction region.!

Define for u1, us € Hioe,

(U1, ) g <r, = 0 P, xy P us) +/ (1 = x1)wmTzdz, (2.10)

|z|<ry

and define similarly (u1,u2)|z|>r;, (U1, U2)r, <|z|<r,- Note that this definition is independent of the
choice of x1.

Lemma 2.2. Let uy € Dioe, u2 € Hioe and suppose for each x € CCOO(]R2) which is constant near
B, usx is in the domain of P*. Then

B(ui,ug) = <Pu17u2>\x\<r1 - <u17P*u2>\x\<r1-
Proof. This follows in a straightforward way from Green’s formula. g

The next two results are closely related.

Lemma 2.3. Let x; € C°(R?) be one in a neighborhood of B, and such that xi(z) = 0 for
|z| > ry — 1. Let u € Dyye, v € HZ _(R?). Then

loc

<[_A’ Xl]u’ U> = <(1 - Xl)uv A’U>|:c|<7’1 + <(1 - Xl)Puv U>|:c|<7’1 - B(u’ U)'

n [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
(=48, xau, v) = (A1 = x1) + (1 = x1) P)u, 0) <y

= <(1 - Xl)u7 AU>\$\<T1 + <(1 - Xl)Pu7U>\x\<r1 + / (aTUE - qbarﬁ)a

|lz|=r1

by using Green’s formula. O

Lemma 2.4. Fiz ¢ € H. and yo € R? such that |yo| < r1. Then

(@ Ro(A)(®,90))|z)>r = —Bry (R(A)o, Ro(A) (e, v0))-

Proof. By analytic continuation, it is enough to prove the equality for A = i|A|, [A| > 0, and \ away
from any poles of R(A). Recall that, by (2.2), Ryo(\)(x,y0) is exponentially decaying in |z|. Then,
with ¢ = R(\)¢ and 12 = Ry(X)(e,yp), we have

<¢7¢2>|IE|>7‘1 = pll{{.lo«P - A2)¢17¢2>p>|:ﬂ|>7‘1 = plLH;OBp(¢l7w2) - Bﬂ (¢17¢2) = _]Bgﬁ (7/)17¢2)7

where we used Green’s formula in the annulus p > |z| > r1 as in Lemma 2.2, the compact support
of ¢, and (—A — X2)Ro(A\)(z,y0) = 0 for |z| > ry. O

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 ¢, 1) be harmonic and polynomially bounded for x such that |x| > r — 1, some
€ > 0. Then, in terms of the Fourier series expansion, (2.5), we have

%B(QW = c0(§)Bog (1) — log(d)To(¥) + D> w_i(9) - vi(¥h).

1€7\{0}

We will often use the following special case:

Lemma 2.6. If ¢ € Giog, then ciog(¢) = 32([A, x1], 1) = Ro1[A, x1]¢.
Proof. Use Lemma 2.3 with v = 1, Lemma 2.5, and the resolvent kernel formula (2.4). O

We supplement the G; spaces with the following related spaces. For | € Z \ {0}, let
Fi={u e C®R*\ {0}): u(rcosh,rsinh) = (cr e + c_e )l for some constants cy € C},
and
Fo={ue C®R?2\ {0}): u(rcos,rsinf) = cy + ¢y logr, for some constants cy, ¢; € C}.

Note from Lemma 2.5 that B is a nondegenerate pairing from F; x F_; to C, and that B(u,v) =0
ifue F, ve Fy, withl #—k. Let

F| ={u € F;: there exists u' € Djo with Pu’ =0 and u ~ v’ as r — oo}. (2.11)
Lemma 2.7. Suppose uw € F| and v € F',. If P = P*, then B(u,v) = 0. If instead P and H
satisfy the hypotheses (A2), then B(u,v) = 0.

Proof. First we note that if v’ is as in (2.11) and v’ is the analog for v, then B(u,v) = B(«/,v") and
B(u,v) = B(u/,v"). Then the lemma follows from an application of Lemma 2.2. O
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From Lemma 2.7 and the nondegeneracy of the mapping B : F; x F_; — C, we deduce
Corollary 2.8. Ifl € Ny, then dim F] + dim F’ , < 2.
Since dim(G_1/G_2) = dim F’ ; and dim(Gy/G_1) < dim F{, Corollary 2.8 generalizes and sharp-
ens (1.4). In particular, we obtain
Corollary 2.9. At most one of Giog \ Go and Go \ G_1 is nonempty.

2.5. Vodev’s identity. Let z and A be in the upper half plane, away from any square roots of
eigenvalues of P. To relate the resolvents of P and —A, we start by using

RO)(1 = x1)(=A = X)Ro(A) = RO{(P = A*)(1 = x1) + [x1, Al}Ro(N)

to write
RA)(1—x1) ={1 —xa — R)[A, xa]}Ro(N). (2.12)
Similarly to (2.12) we have
(1= x1)R(z) = Ro(z){1 — xa + [A, xa] R(2)}- (2.13)
We note for later use that this implies that for any f € H. and A in the upper half plane,
RO\ flp2\s(@) = O(e 1M 1 as 2] — 0. (2.14)

Inserting (2.12) and (2.13) into
R() = R(2) = (\ = ZH)ROVR(z) = (W = 22) (RO (2 = x) R(:) + RO = x1)2R(2) )
gives
R(N) = R(z) =(0 = 22) (RO)x1 (2 = x1) R(2)
(1= x1) = ROVIA, xalFRo N Ro(2){(1 = x1) + [A, xa] R(2)} ).
Plugging in (A2 — 22)Ry(A\) Ro(2) = Ro(\) — Ro(2), and introducing the notation
Ki=1-x1+[A x1]R(2), (2.15)

gives

R(A) = R(z) =(\? = 2)R(M\)x1(2 = x1)R(2) + {1 = x1 = ROA, xal}(Ro(A) — Ro(2))K1. (2.16)

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

RO — K(\) = FOV), (2.17)
where
K(A) =\ = 2%)x1(2 = x1)R(2) = [A, x1)(Ro(A) — Ro(2)) K1, (2.18)
F(A) = R(2) + (1 — x1)(Ro(A) — Ro(2)) K. (2.19)

Here and below we shorten formulas by using notation which displays A-dependence but not z-
dependence for operators other than resolvents. The identities (2.16) and (2.17) are versions of
Vodev’s resolvent identity [Vodl14, (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 x € C°(R?) such that x is 1 near the support
of x1 and multiply (2.17) on the left and right by x. That gives xR(A)x(I — K(A\)x) = xF(\)x.
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Observe now that K (X\)y is compact H — H, and [|[K(\)|n—n —> 0 as A — z. Consequently, by
the analytic Fredholm theorem, YR(\)x = xF (M) x(I — K(\)x)~! continues meromorphically from
the upper half plane to A, the Riemann surface of log A.

Thus (2.16) and (2.17) continue to hold for any z and X in A, with K(A\) and K; mapping H. to
H., and R(\) and F(\) mapping H. to Dige.

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'(\) as in (2.19) to write

co 1
=33 By (log \)F = Fylog A + F(N), (3.1)
=0 k=0

where each Fj;;, is bounded H. — Dioe. Moreover, if k # 0, then Fy;;, has finite rank.
Lemma 3.1. Assume (2.6). There is zg > 0 such that for every z on the positive imaginary axis
obeying 0 < —iz < zg9, we have

R(A) = 1— oz Alof ?Og RYEY <<;—;(1 —x1) + F(A)D(A)w) ® 1) Ki1D(\)

log 2z ~ -
_ (10g A — log Z)Q(A)F()‘)D()‘)(w X 1)K1D()\) + F()\)D()\),

(3.2)

_ 1
where w = 5-Ax1, and

oo J oo J
=33 DypX¥(log ¥, a(d) = (K1D(A =33 agpA¥(log N, (3.3)

§=0 k=0 =0 k=0

for some operators Dayji: He — He and complex numbers owjy, which depend on z but not on A.
If k # 0 then Doj 1. has finite rank. The series converge absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero.
We also have the following variant of Vodev’s identity

R = AN D)) = F(A)D), (3-4)
where A(N\) = (log A —log z)(w ® 1) K.

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. O

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

1. If agg = 0, then there are operators Baji: He — Dio. such that

oo 2j+1
R(A) =) By xA¥(log \)* = Borlog A+ Boo + BasA*(log A)* + - - . (3.5)
=0 k=0

2. If ago # 0, then there are operators Baj, §2j _i: He = Dyye such that

00 Jj+1
R(\) = Z <Zngk log \) —i—ZBg] _i(log A — log z —aoo) > A%

j=0 \k=0 k=1
= Boo + Bo_1(log A —log z — agd) ™t + By A2 log A + - (3.6)

The series converge absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero. If k # 0, then Baj; and Egj,_k
have finite rank.

Proof. 1. If agg = 0, then |(log A —log z)a(N\)| — 0 as A — 0 and, using the series for a from (3.3),
we have

o0 co  2j
1 .
= (logA—log2)"a(N)™ =Y > " a;xA¥ (log \)*.
— (log A — log 2)« — et

Inserting this, and the series for D and F from (3.3) and (3.1), into (3.2) gives the resolvent series
expansion (3.5), with By of rank at most 1. Moreover, By;, has finite rank for any k # 0.

2. If ago # 0, then |(log A —log z)a ()| — oo as A — 0. As in equation (2.30) of [ChDa23], we have

1 o [i~l j+1 |
boj.r(log A)* boi _1(log A —1 —ahyTk ) \%
— (log A — log 2)«x ]z: (k . 25,k (log A)" + kZ:1 2j,—k(log 0gz — agy)

Inserting this series and the series (3.3) and (3.1) for D and F into (3.2) gives (3.6), with all the
Byj ., Boj having finite rank if £ # 0, and By _; having rank at most 1. ]

We will use the following two lemmas for uniqueness statements when computing By, and EO,—h
and also to identify the cases agg = 0 and agg # 0 with the resonant Gy # {0} and non-resonant
Go = {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_o = {0}.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose R(ic) has a limit H. — Dy as € — 07. Then Gy = {0}.

To compute By and EO,—l, we expand the equation (P — A?)R(\) = I, for Im A > 0, using (3.5)
r (3.6), and compare powers of A, log A, and (log A\ — log z — ozaol)_l
identities in the sense of operators H, — Djoc:

PBaji = Byj ok, PBajir=Baj_oy if (j,k) # (0,0),
PByy =1,

. This gives the following

(3.7)

where we understand that By;; = 0 and Egj,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 cgg = 0. Then

1 1 _
By, = —%Uo ® Uy, in case (A1), or By = —%Uo ® Uy in case (A2) (3.8)
and Uy is the unique element of Gy obeying
x- _
Unla) =1~ | T U D))y + Ol ), as[e] — oo (3.9)
R

Proof. From (3.2) we see that the range of By is spanned by a function Uy given by
U(] =1- X1 — 27TFO0DO0U). (310)

Furthermore, PUy = 0 follows from (3.7). Given the expansion (3.9), uniqueness of Uy follows from
G_2 = {0}, by Lemma 3.3. Next we show that

1 )
F()()D()QU)({E) = % /2 %(KlDoow)(y)dy + O(!x\_z) (3.11)
R
By definition (2.19),
Fyo = R(Z)X + (1 - Xl)(ROO — Ro(Z))Kl, (3.12)

and, since the Ry(z) and R(z) terms are O(e~?l#l) by (2.2) and (2.14) because z is on the positive
imaginary axis, (3.11) follows from the fact that for |z| large enough we have

[e.e]

1 1 .
Roo K1 Dopw(z) = i Z e /R2(2a; “y— lyH™f(y) dy, with f = KjDgow, (3.13)
m=1

where we used the Rgo asymptotic (2.4) and the fact that ago = [ f = 0. This shows (3.9).
If P is self-adjoint, then writing
(R(i|ADu, v) = (u, R(i|A|)v) = 0, (3.14)

for arbitrary u and v in H. and |A| > 0 small enough, substituting R(i|\|) = Boi log |A\|+O(1), and
extracting the coefficient of log|A|, we see that By = c¢Uy ® Uy, for some ¢ € R.

If, instead P and H satisfy the hypotheses (A2), then By, = ¢ Uy ® v for some v € H,. and some
c € C. Expanding R()) as in (3.5), from the coefficient of log A in Lemma 2.1 we obtain v = Uj.

Now we evaluate c. Let ¢ = [A, x1]log |x|. Since x1(x) = 0 if |z| > r1, the coefficient of log A in
Lemma 2.4 yields

B(Bo1¢, Roo(s,0)) + B(Booo, Roi(e,0)) = 0. (3.15)
Now we evaluate Bgi¢ and Byg¢o. If P is self-adjoint, then, by Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, we obtain
(¢, Uo) = ((P(1 = x1) = (1 = x1)P)log| e |,Up) = B(log| e |,Up) = —2m.
Using this in By1¢p = ¢ (Up ® Up)¢ = (¢, Up)Up yields
By1¢p = —2me Uy. (3.16)
A similar argument in case P satisfies hypotheses (A2) also yields (3.16).

To compute Byy¢ we observe that, because PByyd = ¢ = [A, x1]log|z| = —A(1 — x1) log |z,
it follows that ¢1 := Bgo¢ — (1 — x1)log |z| is in the nullspace of P. Next, by the definition of F
(3.12), we have Fyotp = O(log|z|) as |z| — oo, for any ¢ € H.. Hence, by the resolvent expansion
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(3.2), we get Boog = O(log|z|) and thus also ¢1 = O(log|z|) and so ¢1 € Gioe. Since Up € Gy \ G_1,
by Corollary 2.9 it follows that ¢; = O(1) as |z| — co. Hence

Byop = log |z] + O(1), as |z| — oo. (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 2m(—2mc)(52) — 27(1)(52) =0, or ¢ = 5. O

Lemma 3.6. Let the notation and assumptions of Lemma 3.2 hold, and suppose agy # 0. Then
the operator By —1 from (3.6) is given by

~ 1 ~ 1 _
By_1 = 2—U10g ® Ulog in case (A1), or By _1 = 2—Ulog ® Ulog in case (A2) (3.18)
T T
where Ulog is the unique element of Giog such that ciog(Uiog) = 1. Moreover,

co(Urog) = ozgol + log z — 7p. (3.19)

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

following outline: first show that By _1 = cUjog ® Ulog, then that Ujpe = 2w By 1w, and then that
(w, Uog)2¢ = 1. Uniqueness of Uyyg follows from Lemma 3.4

The proof in case (A2) is only slightly different. We have instead EO,—l = cUlpg @ Ulog (just as in

the proof of (3.8) above), while Uy, = 2mBy 1w is unchanged, and finally we show (w, Ujog)3 = 1
by the same calculation that gives (w,Ujog)2 = 1 in case (Al). O

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()\) cannot have a limit as
A — 0 along the positive imaginary axis. Hence by part 2 of Lemma 3.2 it follows that agy = 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 ug € Do, to Pu = 0 with the
asymptotic (3.9). Hence, by part 1 of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.5, we must have agg # 0. The
conclusion then follows from part 2 of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.6. O

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 x, xo € C2°(R) be 1 in a neighborhood of B, with supp xo contained in
the set on which x is 1. We use (2.12) with A = ik, K > 0 to write
R(ir) = R(ir)x1 + {1 — x1 — R(ir)[A, x1]} Ro(ir) (1 — Xo)- (3.20)
Let ¢ € G_5. Then R(ik)$ = ¢/k>. Applying (3.20) to ¢ and multiplying on the left by y yields
k72x¢ = xR(ir)x1¢ + x{1 — x1 — R(ir)[A, x1]} Ro (i) (1 — x0)4,
or, using our assumption (2.6),

X6 = K°x{1 = x1 — R(ir)[A, xa]} Ro(ir)(1 — Xx0)¢ + o((log &) ). (3.21)
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It suffices to show that ||[xRo(ix)(1 — x0)¢| = O(log k) as k } 0, for any ¥ € C°(R?), since then
by (3.21) and (2.6) we must have x¢ = o(1), or ¢ = 0, proving the lemma.

Moreover, we can replace (1 — xo) with 15, for any fixed p > 0, since by the Ry expansion (2.3)
we have ||[xRo(ik)(1 — xo — 15,)| 22 = O(log k). Thus, by the resolvent kernel formula (2.1),
taking p large enough that y is supported in {x: |z| < p/2}, we see that it is enough to show

/ HV (ixle — y))d(y) dy = O(log k),
{y: lyl>p}

uniformly for 2 € R? such that |z| < p/2. Now write |z — y| = |y|(1 + ¢), where € = £(z,y) obeys
le] < |z|/|ly| < 1/2. Using the fact that

[ o)y =0
{y: lyl>p}
since the zero Fourier component of ¢ is 0 for |y| > p, we see that it is enough to show that
1), 1),
[ (il + ) — # i) ) () dy = Of1og )
{y: lyl>p}
Using ¢(y) = O(Jy|~2), and passing to polar coordinates, observe that it is enough to prove

/ ‘Hél)(im"(l +e1)) — Hél)(i/{r)‘r_ldr = /
p

pPK

o0

Hél)(z's(l +e1)) — Hél)(z's) s lds = O(log k),

provided |e1| < 1/2. By the same large argument Bessel function asymptotics as in the proof of
(2.2), we have Ho(l)(is) S e7% as s — 00, so it is enough to show that there is § > 0 such that

K

/6 Hél)(is(l +e1)) — Hél)(is)‘s_lds = O(log k).
p

For that use the fact that, by (2.1), él)(is) ~ (2i/m)log s as s — 0 to write
2 2
‘Hél)(is(l +e1)) — Hél)(is)‘ ~ ;] log(1+¢1)| < - log 2.

0

Proof of Lemma 3.4. We first give the proof for P self-adjoint. Let U € Gy. Take ¢ € H., and take
r1 such that ¢(x) =0 when |z| > 1. Let R(0) = lim,_,g+ R(ie). Then, by Lemma 2.2,
0= (R(0)¢, PU) = (¢, U) — B(R(0)¢,U) (3.22)

Now observe that, by (2.13) with y; such that x; = 1 near the support of ¢, with z — 0 along the
positive imaginary axis, and substituting the free resolvent series (2.3), we have

(1-=x1)R(0)¢p = sli%g log(ie) Ro1{1 — x1 + [A, x1]R(ie) }¢ + Roo{l — x1 + [A, x1]R(0) } ¢

But the fact that the limit on the right exists implies that
[+ moarE)e) @ =0 (3.23)
and also that the limit lim__,q+ log(ic) Ro1 <1 —x1+ A, x1](R(ie) — R(O)))qS exists, yielding

(1-=x1)R(0)p = 61_i>%1+ log(ie) Ro1 [A, x1)(R(ie) — R(0))¢ + Roo(1 — x1 + [A, x1]R(0))o.  (3.24)
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Now we use (3.23) and insert the Ry series (2.4) into (3.24) to get

o

= RO) = o+ - 3 e | oy = )" o
with f = (1—x1+ [A7X1]R(0))¢ and
o= 5 [ (log(i=)[A xa)(B(ie) - R(0)) da.

In particular, R(0)¢ is harmonic and bounded for large |x|. By Lemma 2.5, B(R(0)¢,U) = 0, and
hence (3.22) yields (¢, U) = 0. Since this is true for any ¢ € H., it follows that U = 0.

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

The rest of the proof is essentially identical, giving (¢, U) = 0 for all ¢ € H,, and hence U = 0. 0O

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_; = {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 jo € Ny, ko(j) € No and Bajy, : He — Dioe such that

oo ko(4)

RN = )" ) Byjkllog ) AY, (4.1)
J=—Jjo k=—o00
The series (4.1) converges absolutely, uniformly on sectors near zero. Moreover, if k # 0, then
Byj . has finite rank.

Proof. We use Vodev’s identity R(\)(I — K (X)) = F(A) from (2.17). First note that if we choose
x2 € C2(R?) to be 1 on the support of x1, then (I — K(A\)(1 — x2))~! = I + K(A)(1 — x2), since
(1= x2)K(A) = 0. Using I — K(A) = (I = KA)(1 = x2))(I = K(A)xz2) yields

R\ = FO)(I = K(\)x2) " (I + KA1~ x2)),

so that it remains to understand the inverse of I — K (\)x2. Note that, by Section 2.1, the free
resolvent Ry(A) can be written in the form

with Hy, Hs, holomorphic and even in A near \ = 0,

(log A H1(A) + Ha(A), and 0Y'H1(0) finite rank for all m.

(4.2)
Hence each of K(A) and F'(\) can be written in the form (4.2) as well. Since K (\)x3 is a compact
operator and K(z) = 0, (4.1) follows from the Hahn-holomorphic Fredholm theorem [MiiSt14,
Theorem 4.1].
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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
Ar(A) = (1/2m)(log A —log 2)(Ax1 ® 1) K1 xa.

Since limy_o K (A)x2 — A1(A) is compact, we can find \g > 0 small enough, a finite rank operator
Ao, and a compact operator Ky(A), such that

K(A)x2 = A1(A) + Ag + Ko (M), for A € A, |arg \| < o, |A] < Ao,

and ||K2(A)|| < 1/2 in this region. Moreover, K5(\) can be written in the form (4.2). Then
I — K5(\) is invertible with bounded inverse in this region, and the inverse can be written

(1= Ko(A) =) (FN))™ =Y > Dyjr(log \)FA%
m=1 7>00<k<j

for some operators Dy; 1 : He — Hioe. Moreover, if k > 0, Dyj ;. has finite rank.

Then I — K(\)x2 = (I — A3(A\))(I — K2(\)) where A3(\) = (A1 (\) + A2))(I — K2()\))~!. Since
A1(X) and Ag are each finite rank, Ag(A) is of finite rank and I — A3(\) can be inverted essentially
by Cramer’s rule, resulting in an operator of the form I 4+ G()), where G(\) 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
Byj i, for k # 0 follows from how a nonzero power of log A can arise during the construction: as
a coefficient of log A A2" in the expansions of F, K, or K», each of which is of finite rank, or in
inverting I — A3(\), which differs from the identity by a finite rank operator. O

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()) is a compact
operator for some A with 0 < arg A < 7. For this, it suffices if u — ((P + 20)~'u)|g is compact for
some zg with Im zg # 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 jo > 0 and ¢ € H., then
B_2j07k¢ €G_q forall k € Z with k < k?(](—jo).

Proof. To simplify notation, let k¥ = ko(—7o), and for each k < k let ¢y, = B_;y.1x¢. Since Py, =0
follows from the coefficient of A=%0(log \) ™% in (P — A2)R(\)¢ = ¢, it is enough to show that, for
all £ < k‘ﬁ, we have

Yr(x) = O(|z|™Y), as |z| — oo. (4.3)
From the coefficient of 2= (log z)"CIjJrl in (2.13), and using Ry1 = —5=1® 1, we obtain
(A, xa]¢ps, 1) = 0, (4.4)
and from the coefficient of 27270 (log 2)* with k < k¥ we obtain
Yk = Roo[A, x1]vk + Ror[A, xal—1 + O(|z| =) = O(log |). (4.5)
Plugging the formula (2.4) for Rgg and (4.4) into (4.5) with k = kf, and applying Lemma 2.6, yields
Upa (@) = Clog(Ypz—1) + O|a| ™). (4.6)

By Corollary 2.9, we cannot have both ¢ € Go\ G_1 and ¥z _; € Giog \ Go. Hence ciog(¥ps_1) = 0,
and we obtain ¢ (z) = O(|z|™!) and ¥z _;(x) = O(1).
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An inductive argument which repeats the steps above proves (4.3) for all k < Kt O

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

oo ko(j
Z B_yi(log N\ A2+ > Z Bojk(log\A% B oy = —P,. (5.1)
k=—o00 7=0 k=—00

Proof. By self-adjointness, Im{((PFir2)¢, ) = Fr2||¢||? if ¢ € He, 7 > 0. Hence ||R(e™™/4r)||y_n <
r~2. Combining with Proposition 4.1 gives (5.1), except for B_59=—Pe.

It remains to prove B_og = —P,. First observe that ||[B_g¢|lnu—n < 1, because if ¢, ¢ € H,,
then [(B_g,0¢,%)| = lim, g+ [(r2R(e"™*r)¢, )| < ||g]l[|¢]], by (5.1) and [|R(e"™/*r)|| < r~2. Next,
the coefficient of A=2 in (P — A2)R(A\) = I gives PB_5¢ = 0 and thus P.B_30 = B_s.

The coefficient of A’(log A\)? in (P — A?)R()\) = I gives PByy — B_29 = I, and applying P, to
both sides gives P.B_29 = —P, once we show that P.P By = 0.

It remains to prove P.PByy = 0. We deduce this from ¢ € H,, ©» € G_9 = (PByyd, ) =
(Boop, P1) = 0 and to check the first equals sign we use Lemma 2.2 to reduce the problem to
proving lim,, oo B, (Boo®, ) = 0. Now, by the coefficient of 2%(log 2)? in (2.13) we have

11
(1 —x1)Boo = Roo(1 — x1) + Z Z Roj kA, x1]B_2j,— (5.2)
§=0 k=0
Using the Ry formulas in (2.4), the lack of I > 0 modes in the expansion (2.5) of B_y _1¢ (from
Lemma 4.2), and the lack of [ > —1 modes in the expansion of B_3 ¢ (from P.B_2¢ = B_2y), we
see that Boo¢ = O(|z|) and 0, Bop¢ = O(1) as |z| — oo, and hence from the formula (2.9) for B,,
we have By, (Boo, ) = O(r{'), as desired. O

Like B_3, all terms By we compute below have the form
M
Bojk =Y cmUnm @Up,  for some M €N, ¢y € R, Up, € Dioc. (5.3)
m=1
Note that if k = —1 or ko(j), then the k% (log k) coefficient of (R(ik)p, 1)) = (¢, R(ir)y) for £ > 0
gives (Baj r®,1) = (¢, Baj i), and hence (5.3) follows provided we have additionally & # 0.

In Section 5.1 we show that B_g ; with k& < —1 is nonzero if and only if G_1 # G_», and describe
such B_5}, in terms of elements of G_; \ G_5 (i.e. p-resonant states). In Section 5.2, we show



20 T. J. CHRISTIANSEN AND K. DATCHEV

that By 1 is nonzero if and only if Gy # G_1 or G_3 # G_3, and describe it in terms of elements of
(Go\ G1) U (G_2\ G_3) (i.e. s-resonant states and eigenfunctions of slowest decay). We also show
that By = 0 for k > 2 always. In Section 5.3 we simplify the leading negative powers of log A.

5.1. Contributions of p-resonances. The main result of this section is the following proposition,
which computes B_5 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_5_}, =0 for all k > 1. Otherwise,
M < 2 and there exist {wy, }M_, an orthormal set in C% and corresponding U,,, € G_1 with

v-1(Uy,,) = Wy, such that
M

1
By =— > Vi @ Uy

m=1

Before proving Proposition 5.2, we prove several lemmas and identities. We begin by using
Vodev’s identity (2.16) with A\ = ze!™™, followed by Rg(ze""™) — Ry(z) = >0 inmRyj12%, to get

R(:6") = R(z) = inm (1 x1 — REze™)[B, ]} (3 R ) (1= +[AxlRE). (54)
§=0

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

Byj -1 = Z Bojy 1A, x1] R2jp 1 [A, X1] Bajy kr—k—1 (5.5)
J1+j2+jz=j
For j = —1, (5.5) simplifies to
B_y_j=B_o_p[A x1]Rn[A, x1]B_o k—k—1, (5.6)

In particular, B_y _yH. C B_y _jHe.

Proof. To prove (5.5), use a=% —b=% = (b—a)(a ¥b~1 + .- + a~'b7F) to extract the coefficient of
2% (log z + inm) =¥ (log z)¥ %=1 from (5.4).

To get (5.6), it is enough to show that if j = —1, then all terms in (5.5) with jo = 0 vanish.
Such terms have either j3 = —1 or j; = —1. If j3 = —1, we have Roi[A, x1]|B_24—r—1 = 0, by
Lemma 2.6 and the fact that B_o ;1 maps H. — G_1 by Lemma 4.2. If j; = —1, we have
similarly B_y _i/[A, x1]Ro1 = 0, because B*, ) maps H. — G_1 since P is self-adjoint. O

We shall also need to compute Roi1[A, x1]Uy. Since (1 — x1)U,, has no 0 Fourier modes,

1
<(1 - Xl)UUH A4R21(x7 .)>|m|<r1 = <(1 - Xl)Uun %>\x\<r1 =0

so that by Lemma 2.3 ([A, x1]Uy, R21(x, ®)) = B(Uy, Ro21(z,®)). Then
(R21[A, xa]Uw) () = ([A, x1]Uw, Ro1(z, 0)) = B(Uw, Ro1 (2, @) = —B(Uw,

T e 1

?) =—sw-xz, (5.7)

where we used the formula (2.4) for Re;, Lemma 2.5 to compute the boundary pairing, and again
the fact that U, has no 0 Fourier modes for |x| big enough.

Lemma 5.4. If p € H. and B_3 _1¢ # 0, then B_o _1¢p € G_1\ G_».
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Proof. By Lemma 4.2, B_s _1¢ € G_1, so we must show that B_y _1¢ € G_5 implies B_o _1¢ = 0.

By (5.6), we have
B_5_1=B_s 1[A, xa]Ra1[A, x1]B—2 1. (5.8)
But if By _1¢ € G_5 then Ryi[A, x1]B_2,-1¢ = 0 by (5.7), and so (5.8) implies B_g _1¢=0. O

Now we show that if G_; # G_o, then there is a nontrivial term B_p _; in the expansion (5.1).

Lemma 5.5. We have rank B_y _1 = dim(G_1/G_2).

Proof. Observe first that Lemma 5.4 implies that rank B_p _; < dim(G_1/G_2).

To prove that dim(G_1/G_2) < rank B_5 _;, we will construct a linear map L: G_; — B_s _1H,
with ker L. C G_5. Let Uy, € G_1 and ¢ € H, with Pe¢ = 0. Applying Lemma 2.2 with r
large enough that ¢(z) = 0 when |z| > ry, and using PByy = I — P, (from the A° coefficient of
(P —M)R(\) = 1), gives

0= <PUw07 B00¢> = B(Uwoa B00¢) + <Uw07 ¢> (59)
To compute B(U.,, Boo®), note the Ry ) formulas (2.4) imply that Roi[A, x1]Bo,—1¢ = O(1) and
Roo (1 — x1+ [A, x1]Boo) ¢ = O(log |z|) as |z| — oo, and furthermore B_3 ¢ = —Pe¢ = 0 by our

choice of ¢. Thus the formula (5.2) for Byg and (5.7) yield
Boo¢ = Ro1[A, x1]B_2,_1¢ + O(log |z|) = —4w; -z + O(log |z]), where Uy, = B_3 _1¢.

Hence, by Lemma 2.5, B(Uy,, Boo¢) = —mwg - wi. Plugging into (5.9) gives

wo - wi = 2(Uyy, §). (5.10)
Now given Uy, € G_1 with wgy # 0, applying (5.10) with ¢,,, = xwy - z, for some y € C°(R?\ B),
X > 0, x # 0, yields wg-w; > 0. Thus, defining LU,,; = B_2 _1¢y,, gives ker L C G_5 as desired. [J
Proof of Proposition 5.2. By Lemma 5.4, if M =0, then B_5 _;, = 0 for any £ > 1.

It remains to compute B_g 1 when M > 1. By (5.3) and Lemma 5.5,
B_y_; = Z%m,zl Cmm Uy @ Ut

for some constants ¢y, /. Further, by linearity, we may take the w,, orthonormal. Using (5.7) and
its consequence ([A, x1]w - o, Uy) =B(w - e, U,) = —27w - w' in (5.8) gives

M M
Zm,m’:l Cm,m/ Uiy ® Uw,’n =TT Zm,m’,m”:l Cmm/ Cr/m Uy, @ me// :

Thus if we denote by C the M x M matrix whose entries are the ¢/, we have 7C? = C. Since
C must have rank M by Lemma 5.5, this means 7C = I. O

5.2. Contributions of s-resonances. We next compute the By;. The main results of this section
are Lemma 5.7, which shows that By, = 0 for £ > 2, and Proposition 5.8, which computes By, 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 |z|~3 as |z| — oo, i.e. if and only if Gy # G1 or G_o # G_3.

Lemma 5.6. We have BoyH. C G_1 for k > 2 and By1H. C Gp.
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Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 4.2. Let kf = ky(0), and assume k% > 1 as
otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let ¢ € H. and ¢, = Boy¢ for k = 1,...,k*. From the
coefficient of (log \)¥ in (P — A2)R(\) = I, Py, = 0. The coefficient of (log 2)* in (2.13) yields
Y1 € Glog,
U1 = RoolA, X1]¥k + clog(Vr—1) + S1xRor (1 = x1)¢ + O(lz[ ), (5.11)
where we used Ro1[A, x1]B-2,0 = 0 from (5.7), Lemma 2.6, and dj, is the Kronecker delta.
By (5.11) with k = k* + 1, we obtain cjog(¥y:) = 0 and hence ;s € Go. If kF = 1 we are done.

Suppose now kf > 2. By (5.11) with k = k%, and using 9,: € Gy, Lemma 2.6, and the formula
(2.4) for Rpp, we obtain ¢y = clog(¥p:_1) + O(Jz|71). By Corollary 2.9, we cannot have both
Yy € Go \ G-1 and g1 € Giog \ Go- Hence ciog(Vyz_1) = 0, giving ¢y: € G_1 and ¢z € Go.

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

Lemma 5.7. If k > 2, then By, = 0.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.3, the coefficient of (log z + inm)¥~2log 2z in (5.4) gives

. —Bo k—2[A, x1] Ro1[A, x1] Bo, k>3,
ok =
PelA, x1]Ra1[A, x1]Bo1 + {1 — x1 — Boo[A, x1]} Ro1[A, x1]Bor, k=2.
But Ro1[A, x1]Bo1 = 0 by Lemmas 2.6 and 5.6, and P.[A, x1]Re1 = 0 by (5.7). O

Now that we know By is the only possible nontrivial By, with £ > 1, it remains to compute it.

Proposition 5.8. There exists Uy € Gy such that

1 2
By = U@ Up — %P61>pn_21>p7>e, (5.12)

where I1_y denotes projection onto the | = —2 modes in (2.5), 1s, is the characteristic function of
{x:|z| > p} with B C {z: || > p}. Moreover, Uy =0 if Go \ G_1 = 0, and co(Up) = 1 otherwise.

Proof. 1. From the coefficient of (log z + inm)°(log 2)°2° in (5.4), we get
Bo1 = Boi,0 + Boi,-2 where
Bor,0 = (1 = x1 — Boo[A, x1])Ro1 (1 — x1 + [A,x1]Boo),  Bot,—2 = —Pe[A, xa]Ra1[A, x1]Pe,

and we used P[A, x1]Ro1 = R21[A, x1]Pe = 0, from (5.7). It remains to show that

1 2
BOLO = —%Uo ® Uy, B()l,_g = —%Pel>pﬂ_21>p77€. (5.13)

2. Now we turn to showing the first of (5.13). For ¢ € H., by Lemma 5.6 By1¢ € Go, so that
by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5 we find (1, [A, x1]Bo1¢) = 0. Since P is self-adjoint, B, = Boo + ¢Bo; for
some constant c. We use these and the formula (2.4) for Ry; to write, for ¢, ¥ € H,,

—27m(Bo1,06, %) = (1 — x1 + [A, x1]Boo)#, 1)(1, (1 — x1 + [A, x1]Boo)¥), (5.14)
By Lemma 2.3,

(1A, x1]Boo)#, 1) = —((1 = x1)PBoo®, 1) |z|<r, + By (Boo, 1).
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Plugging in PByy = I — P., and taking r large enough that ¢(x) = 0 when |z| > ry, gives

(1 =x1+[A,x1]Boo)o, 1) = (1 — x1)Pe@, 1) + By, (Boop, 1) = B, (Bood, 1),

since Pe¢ contains no [ = 0 modes in (2.5). But, from the coefficient of log A in Lemma 2.4,

By, (Bo1¢, Roo(®,%0)) + By, (Boo®, Ro1 (e, y0)) = 0, (5.15)

where we used (by (5.7)) B, (B_206¢, R21(®,v0)) = 0. Using also the formulas (2.4) for Ry and
Ry, the fact (from Lemma 5.6) that Bp1¢ € Gp, and Lemma 2.5 for boundary pairing, gives

B,, (Boop, 1) = —27B,, (Boo®, Roi1(e,v0)) = 2B, (Bo16, Roo(e, y0)) = —2mco(Bo1 ),
and hence

(Bo1,09,¢) = —2mco(Bo19)co(Borv). (5.16)

Since Bo1¢ € Go, (5.16) shows By1,0 = 0 when Gy = G_1 because in that case ¢y(Bp1¢) = 0 for all
¢. If, on the other hand, Gy # G_1, then (5.14) shows that there is Uy € Gy with ¢o(Up) = 1 such
that Boi,o = Uy ® Uy for some constant 5. Plugging Bo1,0¢ = (¢, Uo)Up, co(Boi,—2¢) = 0 into
(5.16), and similarly for 1, gives 3 = —2732, so it remains to show 3 # 0.

To show (5 # 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 By¢ # 0 for
¢ = [A, x1]log |x|. By (5.15), it is enough to show that Bgg¢ = log |z|+O(1), and this can be shown
by using (5.2) to show that Boo¢ = O(log |z|), followed by the fact that ¢1 := Boop— (1 — x1) log |x|
is in the nullspace of P and hence by Corollary 2.9 we have ¢; = O(1).

3. To show the second of (5.13), for ¢; € H. let ¥; = [A, x1]Pe¢pj, and write

1
327'(' R2 xR2

(Pe[A, x1]Ra1[A, x1]Pe1, p2) = —(Rartp1,92) = (2 - y)*¥1(2)Ya(y) dz dy,

where we used the formula (2.4) for R4; and the fact that the expansion of ; as in (2.5) has no
terms with [ > 1. Next, using polar coordinates and taking a;, b;, such that P.¢; = 7‘_2(aj cos 20 +
bjsin20) + O(r=3), we write this as

1 o 2
%</ 7‘3[83 + %ar,X1]’l"_2d’l"> X

21
/ / cos? (61 — 62)(ay cos 201 + by sin 201 ) (@3 cos 205 + by sin 205) dby dfy = %(a1a_2 + b1by).

Meanwhile,

e ) 21
(Pels  ll_o1s Petpr, o) = / _3dr/ (a1 cos 20 + by sin 26) (@ cos 20 + by sin 20)d6
p 0
T
= 2—p2(a1a2 + blbg)

which implies (Pe[A, x1]Ra1[A, X1|Pet1, ¢2) = p—;<Pel>pH—21>pPe¢1, ¢2), as desired. O
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5.3. Simplification of negative logarithmic powers. In this section we simplify some of the
negative powers of log A in the resolvent expansion. Our first result shows, similarly to the first
part of Theorem 2 but without requiring G_o = {0}, that these negative powers vanish when P has
an s-resonance but no p-resonance, i.e. when Gy #G_1 but G_1 =G _».

Proposition 5.9. If Gy # G_1 and G_1 = G_o, then (5.1) can be improved to

oo ko(7)

RN = —PA2 4> Y Byjpd¥(log M.
=0 k=0

Proof. We begin by showing that By _; = 0. By (5.5) and Proposition 5.2, we have

By _1 = Bo,—1][A, x1]Ro1[A, x1]Bo,—1- (5.17)
But from the coefficient of (log z)~! in (2.13),
(1 = x1)Bo,—1 = Ro1[A, x1]Bo,—2 + Roo[A, x1]Bo,—1. (5.18)

Hence, by the formulas (2.4) for Ry and Rog, Bo—1He C Giog- Since Gy # G_1, by Corollary 2.9
this implies By _1H. C Go. However, by Lemma 2.6, Ro1[A, x1]Go = {0}, and putting that into
(5.17) gives By,—1 = 0.

From By 1 = 0 and (5.5), we get By _j, = 0 for all £ > 2. Finally, if there is J > 0 such that
Byj =0 for all j < J and for all k > 1, then (5.5) with j = J + 1 shows that By(j41)_ = 0.
Hence, by induction, Byj; _ = 0 for all j and for all £ > 1. g

We next simplify the leading negative powers of log A in the cases Gg = G_1 or G_1 # G_5. Since
G_1 # G_5 is the more complicated case, we begin with the simpler case Gy = G_1 = G_», 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_o = {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. Go = G_a. There exists Ulpg € Glog
with ciog(Ulog) = 1, such that, if a = vo + co(Ulog), then
o o
> By, k(log\)F = (log ) Fa* 1By 1 =
k=1 k=1

1

——————Ulog ® Ulgg.
27(log A — a) tog @ Ulog

Proof. 1. We will show that there exist Ui,y € Glog and constants ) such that if £ > 1 then
Bo,—k = BrUiog ® 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
By, = Bo,-1[A, x1]Ro1[A, x1]Bo,—x = Bo,—&[A, x1]Ro1[A, x1]Bo,~1- (5.20)
Hence (5.19) for general k follows from (5.19) for £ = 1, and by (5.3) and Rpn[A, x1]Pe = 0 it
is enough to show that By _1H. C Giog. To get By _1He C Giog, Observe that the coefficient of
(log z)7% in (2.13) gives
(1 = x1)Bo,—1® = RoolA, x1]Bo,—x¢ + Ro1[A, x1]Bo,~r—19, (5.21)

and hence By _1H. C Giog follows from the formulas (2.4) for Ry and Ro; together with PBy _; =0
from the coefficient of (log \)™! in (P — A2)R(\) = 1.
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2. We construct Uj,g such that clog(Ulog) =1, and show that then 8 = % By Proposition 5.2,
B_5 _; =0 for k > 1, and by Proposition 5.8, Bg; = —P.Bg1Pe. Then the coefficient of log z in
(2.13), and the formulas (2.4) for Ry; and Rgp, show that for any ¢ € H,,

0= Roi(1—x1 +[A,x1]Boo)¢ + O(|z[ ).
Hence, if ¢ € H,, then ((1 — x1 + [A, x1]Boo)®, 1) = 0 and so
Roo(1 = x1 4[4, x1]Boo)o = O(|| ™). (5.22)
Now let ¢pg = Axq and Ul = By —1¢0. From (5.2), and using (5.22) and Lemma 2.6, we have
Boogo = Ro1[A, x1]Bo, 160 + O(|z|™") = ciog(Bo,-160) + Oz 1),

so with ¢1 = 1 — x1 — Boogo, we have ¢1 € Go = G_», and hence cioq(Ulog) = 1. To show that
By = %, use Lemma 2.3 to calculate

Ulog = BO,—1¢O = /81 <¢07 Ulog>Ulog = Bl<[A7 X1]17 Ulog>Ulog = /8118(17 Ulog)Ulog = 27T/81U10g'

3. It remains to show that fr11 = afy for all &k > 1. We replace ¢ by ¢9 = Ax; in (5.21) and
then take the boundary pairing of both sides of (5.21) with Uyeg to get, since By _r¢o = BirUiog =

Br(00)Ulog »
BB (Uiog, Utog) = BrB(Roo[A, X1]Uiog, Utog) + Br+1B(Ro1[A, X1]Ulog; Ulog)- (5.23)

By the definition (2.9) of B, we have B(Ujg,Ulosg) = 0. By Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, we have
B(Ro1[A, X1]Ulog, Ulog) = 2. Using Lemma 2.5 and writing Roo[A, x1]Uleg = log || — 70 +O(|z|™1)
yields B(Roo[A, X1]Ulog, Ulog) = —2ma. Using these three in (5.23) shows fj41 = af, as desired. [

For the p-resonance case G_1 # G_o we need the following boundary pairing calculations.

Lemma 5.11. Let v, w € C? be such that there are corresponding U,, U, € G_1 satisfying
v_1(Uy) = v, v_1(Uy) = w. If x1(x) =0 for |x| > r — 1, then

Bn (R21[A7 Xl]Uwa Uv) =7Tw-v, (524)
By, (R2o[A, x1]Uw, Us) = w(logr1 — v0)w - v+ O(ry b). (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 Ro1(z,y) = (log |x| —v0 — 1)Ra1(z,y), we have

RQO(x7y) = EQl(‘Tay) - 8%'% Y+ 0(1)7 aTRZO(x7y) = a?“ (§21(‘Tay) - 8%'% : y) + O("T‘_l)

Next, from (5.24) and the definition (2.9) of B,
By, (Ro1[A, x1]Un, Uy) = w(logr1 =50 — Dw - v —ry ! /| | (Ro1[A, x1]Uw) Uy,
T|=r1
while using (5.7) again gives

1

/|m|:T1(R21[A,X1]Uw)m =—-—— /QE:T1 (w-z)(z - v) = —gﬁw .

By Lemma 2.3 and (5.7) again,
<[A7X1]Uw7$ . .> = Brl(Uw,$ . .) =2mw - x,
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so that
T
Bﬁ(_%<[A’X1]Uw?$ : .>7 Uv) = 5
which implies (5.25). O

w - v,

Proposition 5.12. If G_1 = G_o, then B_o_}, =0 for all k > 1. If G_1 # G_a, use the functions
Uw,, of Proposition 5.2 to define

. 1
= lim (—(me,me>|x|<r1 — logrl).

71—>00 i

Then, with M = dim(G_1/G_2), we have
00 1 M
Z(log N7F*B o == Z (log X — Y0 — ) " U, @ Uy,

™
k=1 m=1

provided if M = 2 that Uy, and U, are chosen such that

(Uwys Uy )z <ry — 0 as 71 — oo (5.26)

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

Next we show that if M = 2 it is possible to choose Uy,,, Uy, so that (5.26) holds. We begin with
Uw,, Uy, from Proposition 5.2, recalling {w1, ws} is an orthonormal set. Define a map C? — G_;
by v — U,, where if v = cyw; + cowe, U, = c1Uy, + c2Uy,. Define a quadratic form on C? by

q(v,0") = TanélO ((Uy, Uyt ) g <ry — 70 - 0" logT1) -

That the limit exists follows from our expansions of Uy, , Uy, at infinity. There is a self-adjoint
operator @ so that g(v,v") = (Qu) - v’ for all v, v' € C2. Let w1, 1y be a basis of eigenvectors for
Q so that Wy, - Wy, = dnm, and then let Wy, Wy be the new wq, wo.

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

2. Given ¢ € H. and k € N, there are constants 3, _ = B, —r(¢) such that B_5 ;¢ =
Z%:l Bm,—kUw,,, and we shall show that 3, —x—1 = (Y0 + am)Bm,—k-

First, using Lemma 5.11 and w,, - w, = dman,
B(Ro1[A, x1]B-2,— k10, Uw,,) = TBm,—k—1- (5.27)

To compute the left hand side of (5.27), note that if ¢; € L2(R?) and ¢y (z) = 0 if |z| > r — 1,
then B(Ro1¢1,Uy,,) = 0 = B(Roo¢1, Uw,,) by Lemma 2.5 and the resolvent formulas (2.4). Using
this and the coefficient of (log z)™* from (2.13) yields

B(Bo, k9, Uw,,) = B(Ra1[A, x1]B-2,— k-1, Uw,,) + B(R20[A, X1]B-2 k¢, Uw,,,)- (5.28)
By Lemma 2.2,

M
B(BO,—k¢a me) = <B—2,—k¢y me>|m|<r1 = Z Bn,—k(ana me>\x\<r17

n=1

and combining with the results of Lemma 5.11 gives

M
TBm—k—1=7(%0 =108 71) B,k + > Brek U Uy Vo< + O T ) = 7(70 + ) B, — -

n=1
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3. Hence
> (log\)FB_y 4 = Z Z 10g A) ¥ B, kU, = Z Z (log A) ™ (Y0 + m)* " B, —1Uw,,
k=1 k=1m=1 k=1m=1
M
= Z (log)‘ — 7 — am)_lﬁm,—lme-
m=1
The proof is completed by using the explicit expression for B_s _1 from Proposition 5.2. O
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