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SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF THE
KRAMERS-FOKKER-PLANCK OPERATOR WITH A
LONG-RANGE POTENTIAL

XUE PING WANG

ABSTRACT. We study real resonances and embedded eigenvalues of the Kramers—
Fokker—Planck operator with a long-range potential. We prove that thresholds
are only possible accumulation points of eigenvalues and that the limiting ab-
sorption principle holds true for energies outside an exceptional set. We also
prove that the eigenfunctions associated with discrete eigenvalues decay expo-
nentially and those associated with embedded non-threshold ones decay poly-
nomially.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we consider the Kramers—Fokker—Planck (KFP, for short) operator,
also called the Kramers operator by physicists ([19]), given by

1
P=—A,+ o - g tv-V,—VV(2) Vo, (z,0) €R™. (L1
V() is supposed to be a real-valued C! potential satisfying, for some constants
p > —1,C > 0 the estimate

|V (z)| + ()|VV (2)| < C(z)™", xeR™ (1.2)

Here (z) = (1 + |z|>)"/? and n > 1. In most part of this work, we assume p > 0,
i.e., the potential is long-range, unless in the analysis of decay of eigenfunctions
associated with the discrete spectrum, the condition p > —1 is sufficient.

Let Py be the free KFP operator:

1
Py=—-A,+ Z!vlz - g +v-Vyg, (z,0) € R

Py defined on C§°(R?") is essentially maximal accretive (see Proposition 5.5, [9]).
We still denote by Py its closed extension with maximal domain D(Fy) = {f €
L2(R?"); Pyf € L*(R®™)}. One has: o(Py) = [0,00[. The following subellitptic
estimate holds true for Py ([9]):

|AF + 021+ 1D2)5 £ < CURF N +IIFI) - f € D(Ry), (1.3)
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For » > 0,s € R, we introduce accordingly the weighted Sobolev space:
WS = {u € 8'(R*™); (14 (D,)? + |o]? + (D,)3)5 (x)*u € L?}.

For r < 0 and s € R, H"* is taken to be the dual space of H~"~%. Let L(r,s;r’,s")

be the space of bounded linear operators from H™* to H"**". To simplify notation
we denote H* = H*, H = H and L(s,s") = L£(0,5;0,s).

We write the full KFP operator P as
P=PFP+W with W=-V,V(z)-V,.

Under the condition ([2]) with p > —1, V,V(z) tends to 0 as |z| — oco. ([L3)
implies that W is relatively compact with respect to Fy. Therefore P defined
on D(P) = D(P) is closed and maximally accretive. Let o(P) (resp., oq4(P),
op(P)) denote the spectrum (resp., the discrete spectrum, the point spectrum) of
P. 04(P) is the set of isolate eigenvalues with finite (algebraic) multiplicity. Let
Oess(P) = a(P) \ 04(P) be the essential spectrum of P. When p > —1, zero may
be an embedded eigenvalue and under some additional conditions, the return to
equilibrium is proven in [I4] with subexpoential convergence rate.

The general theory on relatively compact perturbation ([5]) for closed non-self-
adjoint operators affirms that

Oess(P) = 0(Py) = [0, 00]. (1.4)

and o(P) \ [0,00[= 04(P) and that the discrete spectrum o4(P) may accumulate
towards any point in [0, 00[. One of the goals of this work is to improve this state-
ment.

The set of thresholds, 7, of the KFP operators is composed of eigenvalues of

the harmonic oscillator —A,, + %|v|2 — 5 which are non-negative integers:

T=N.

Motivated by spectral analysis of non-self-adjoint Schrodinger operators, we in-
troduce real (non-threshold) resonances of the KFP operator using the boundary
values of the free resolvent Ry(z) = (Py — 2)~!

Ro(A+i0) = lim  Ry(z), in L(s,—s)

2=, E£S2>0

for s > %. (See Proposition below.) The notion of threshold resonance is
dimension-dependent and requires faster decay of potentials. For the KFP oper-

ator with a fastly decaying potential, see [17, 24] when n =1 and 3.

Definition 1.1. Assume condition (I.3) with p > 0. Let 1/2 < s < (1 + p)/2.
We define the set £, (resp;, E—) of outgoing (resp., incoming) resonances of P by

Ex = {A€]0,00\T;3f € H™ 5\ H, (1 + Ro(A £ i0)W)f = 0}
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For X € &4, a solution to the equation (1 + Ro(A+i0)W)f =0 with f € H 5\ H
is called an outgoing resonant state associated with A. Incoming resonant states
are defined similarly. £, U E_ is the set of non-threshold resonances of P.

The restriction on s in the interval ]%, %[ is required by the use of Fred-
holm theory for compact operators in H™°. The above definition seems to be
s-dependent, but using the properties of Rg(\ £ i0), one sees that if f € H™5 is
a solution to the equation (1 + Ro(A £ i0)W)f = 0 for some s €]3, #[, then
fen. %’H_T’. Therefore, real resonances and resonant states given in Definition
[T are s-independent. For real resonances of non-self-adjoint Schrodinger oper-
ators and their role in spectral and scattering theories, the interested reader can
see [1L 6 [7} 12 20, 211 22, 24]. For dissipative Schrodinger operators, outgoing
resonances are absent, but for every positive number A > 0, one can construct
a smooth compactly-supported dissipative potential such that A is an incoming
resonance ([22]). For this reason, we do not expect £y = E_ for the KFP operator
in general.

Denote R(z) = (P — 2)~! for 2 ¢ o(P). The main result of this work is the
limiting absorption principle for the KFP operator with a long-range potential.

Theorem 1.2. Assume condition [L.2 with p > 0. Then

(a). The sets of accumulation points of o,(P) and £+ are included in T .

(b). Let s >1/2 . For A € Ry \ (0,(P)UT U&y), the boundary values of the
resolvent

R(A+i0)= lim R(z) (1.5)

£32>0,2— A
ezist in L(s,—s) and are continuous in A € Ry \ (op,(P)UT U&L).

We also study decay properties of the eigenfunctions of P.

Theorem 1.3. Let X € 0,(P) and u € D(P) such that Pu = \u.

(a). If X € 04(P) and (L2) is satisfied with p > —1, then there exists some
constant ¢ > 0 such that e(@+0*)y e 74,

(b). If \ € R \T and (1.2) is satisfied with p > 0, then u decays polynomially:
for any s >0, ({(x) + (v))*u € H.

Remark 1.4. Most of works in the literature on spectral analysis of the KFP
operator concern the case of compact resolvent. In this connection, let us mention
that Helffer-Nier [9] conjectured that the KFP operator is of compact resolvent if
and only if the associated Witten Laplacian is of compact resolvent. See [4, 15, [16]
for some partial results. Under condition (I.2) with p > —1, the resolvent of P
1s never compact. To prove Theorem [.2 and [I.3, we use the scattering approach
initiated in [23], considering the potential term W as perturbation of the free KFP
operator Py. See also [17,25]. In [23], the resolvent of the KFP operator is studied
near the first threshold O for short-range potentials (p > 1) and n = 3. It is
proven that under these conditions, 0 is not an accumulation point of eigenvalues.
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It remains an open question to study whether or not eigenvalues may accumulate
towards a nonzero threshold for short-range potentials in dimension three.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall
from [23] some results on the free KFP operator and improve some of them for
later use. In Section 3 we analyze non-threshold resonances and embedded eigen-
values of P and prove that these sets do not have an accumulation point outside
the thresholds 7. Once these preparations done, Theorem can be easily in-
ferred (see Section 4). In Section 5 we discuss decay properties of eigenfunctions.
Appendix A. contains the proof for a technical lemma.

2. LAP FOR THE FREE KFP OPERATOR

We first recall from [23] some results needed in this work. Let

1 n
POZ_AU+Z|U|2_§+U'VIE7 ($7y)€R2n7

and Ro(z) = (Py — z)~!. By the partial Fourier transform JF,_¢ in a-variables,
the free KFP Py is a direct integral of the family {FPy(&); & € R™}, where

v2

Bo(€) :—Av—kz—g—kiv-g. (2.1)

The operator 180(5 ) is given by

n

5 _ 1 , n
Po(§) = Fanse PO FLy = =D + 7 ) (v +2i6)° — 5 + ¢
j=1

{ﬁo(f ), € R"} is a holomorphic family of type (A) in sense of Kato with constant

- 52 j 52
domain D = D(~A, + %) in L2(R}). Let Fj(s) = (17 Le 7, j € N, be
Hermite polynomials and

oi(s) = (FWam)de T E(s)

the normalized Hermite functions. For £ € R™ and a = (a1, a9, - ,a,) € N,
define
Ya(v) = [ ¢a, (vj) and 9§ (v) = va(v + 2i€). (2.2)
j=1

One can check ([23]) that cach eigenvalue Ej(€) =1+ |€|2 of Py(€) is semi-simple
and the associated Riesz projection is given by

o= (W5 0)s o€l (2.3)

o,|al=l
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Proposition 2.1 ([23]). Letl € N and | < a <1+ 1 be fized. Take x > 0 and
X € C°(RE) with supp x C {6,1€)> < a+4), x(€) =1 when €] < a+ 3 and
0 <x(§) <1. Then one has

5
Zx S (), 24)

for any £ € R™ and z € C with Rz < a and Iz # 0. Here ry(z,§) is holomorphic
in z with Rz < a verifying the estimate

sup |ri(z, )l g(z2rny) < oo- (2.5)
Rz<a,LER™

Here and in the following, for two normed spaces F and G, L(H,G) denotes the
space of bounded linear operators from H to G and L(H) = L(H,H). 24) is a

kind of spectral decomposition for ﬁo(z, €). The proof of the assertions on r;(z,§)
is technical and uses time-dependent method (cf. Proposition 2.7 and Appendix

A. in [23)).

For a temperate symbol a(z,v;&,n) ([L0]), denote by a*(z,v, D,, D,) the asso-
ciated Weyl pseudo-differential operator defined by

a”(z,v, Dy, Dy)u(x,v) (2.6)

i(z—a’ i(v—v $‘%$ U4—U
— 27T 2n // ( §+ ) ( 75 ,,,,) (xljv/)dx/dvldgdn

2 )
for u € S(R2",).

Remark that X(Dx)HkD * is a Weyl pseudodifferential operator with a nice symbol
by, independent of x:

XD = b (v, Dy, Dy) (2.7)
where by (v, &, n) is given by

br(v,&,m) = /n e~ n/2 Z X (Vo (v + 0 + 2i)ha (v — V' + 2i€) | dv'. (2.8)

|lal=k
In particular,
bo(v, &, m) = 23 x(§)e™" IR, (2.9)
These pseudodifferential operators belong to L(r, s;7’,s) for any r,7/,s € R (Ch.

18, [10]). Set
ri(z) = Feluri(2,6) Fase

Proposition 1] implies the following representation formula for the free resolvent

l
:Zb v, Dy, D) (—=Ap + k — 2) 71 4 1y(2), (2.10)
k=0
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for z € C with Rz < a and 3z # 0 and that r;(z) is bounded on L? and holomor-
phic in z with Rz < a, a €]I,1 + 1].

Lemma 2.2. Let z € C\R;. For any m € N, s € R and r € [0,2m], one has
Ro(z)™ € L(—r,s;2m —1,5).

Proof. Let m = 1. Consider first the case r =0 and s € N. For s = 1, one has
(2)Ro(2)(z) ™! = Ry(2) (1 + [-v - Vg, <$>]R0(z)(:17>_1) )

The subelliptic estimate (3]) shows that Ry(z) € £(0,2) and [—v-V,, (x)|Ry(z) €
£(0,0). Therefore, (z)Ro(2){z)~! € £(0,2). Similarly, using the formula

(@) Ro(=) (@)~ = ()" Ro(=) (@)™ + [0 Vo @) Ro(=) () )

we can show by an induction that (z)¥Rg(2)(z)~% € L£(0,2) for all k € N.
This proves Ry(z) € L£(0,k;2,k). By an argument of duality, one has Ry(2)* €
L(—2,—k;0,—k) for k € N. Note that Py = JPyJ where Jf(z,v) = f(z, —v) and
J conserves any H™*® norm. From Ry (Z)* = JRy(z)J, we deduce that Ry(z) €
L(—2,—Fk;0; —k) for k € N. A complex interpolation between (r1,s1) = (=2, —k)
and (72, s2) = (2, k) gives that Ry(z) € L(—r,s;2 —1,s) for r € [0,2] and |s| < k,
for any k£ € N. The lemma is proven for m = 1.

When m > 2, one can use the result obtained for Ry(z) and the above com-
mutator method to show that Ry(2)™ € L£(0, s;2m,s) for any s € R. The details
are omitted here. The arguments of duality and complex interpolation used above
allow us to conclude that Ry(z)"™ € L(—r,s;2m —r,s) for s € R and r € [0, 2m).
O

Proposition 2.3. Let n > 1. For any s > %, the boundary values of the resolvent
Ro()\ + ie) = lim RO(Z)

+32>0,2—A
exist in L£(0,5;2,—s) for N € Ry \ T and is continuous in A\. More generally, let
keNands>k+1 andr,r’ >0 withr+1' < 2(k+1), Ry(A+10) is of class C*
in L(—r,s;7",—s) for N\ & T.

Proof. When k =0, r = 0 and r' = 2, the result has been proven in [23] by
using (ZI0) and the known results for (—A, — (#440)) ! in weighted L2-spaces(cf.

[2]). In the general case, the existence and the continuity of %Ro()\ +40) in
£(0,5;0,—5s), s > k + %, can be deduced by the same argument. To see its
continuity in weighted Sobolev spaces, we use LemmaZ2to conclude Ro(—1)"! ¢

L£(0,s;2k + 2, —s) and the equation
Ro(A £i0)*1 = Ro(=1)*1 (1 + (A + 1) Ro (A + i0))"*

to show that %Ro()\ +140) is continuous in A in topology of £(0, s; 2k + 2, —s), if
s>k+ % The general statement of Proposition 23] follows from the arguments

of duality and complex interpolation already used in Lemma O
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3. REAL RESONANCES AND EMBEDDED EIGENVALUES

Let us now consider the full KFP operator P with a long-range potential satis-
fying the condition with p > 0.

Lemma 3.1. Let A\g € Ry \T be an embedded eigenvalue of P and u an associated
etgenfunction: Pu = \qu. Then one has

u = —RQ(/\O + ’iO)W’LL. (3.1)

Proof. Proposition Z3lshows that Ro(\gi0)Wu € HV 75, 1/2 < s < (14p)/2.
To show (B for sign +, we set z = A\g + ie with € > 0 and write u as

u= —Ry(2)Wu —ieRy(2)u.
To see that lim. o, eRo(z)u = 0 in H, we use (ZI0) with [ > Xg. Clearly

lim er;(z)u =0,

6—)0+
because 7;(w) is holomorphic in w with fw < [ 4 a for some a > 0. The symbol
of e(—A+k—2)"tis equal to €(|¢|? +k — Ao — i€) ! which converges pointwise to
0 and is uniformly bounded by 1. The Dominated Convergence Theorem shows

that
l

lim Z ¥ (v, Dg, D) (=Ap +k —2) " lu=0

6—)0+

k=0
in H. This proves that lim. o, €Ro(z)u = 0 in H, hence u = —Ro(Ao + i0)Wu in
H. Similarly one can show that u = —Rg(A\g — i0)Wu. O

Lemma 3.2. Let \g e Ry \ T and 1/2 < s <1+ p/2. If u € H*\ {0} satisfies
both equations

u = —RQ()\() + ZO)W’U,,
then w € H and Ny € op(P).

Proof. Making use of (2.10) with [ > Ao, one has
l
u ==Y (v, Dy, Dy)(—As + k — (Ao £ 00)) ™ Wu — ry(Ag) W (3.2)
k=0

Since Wu € H-L1+P—s and 1 + p—s>s,r(Ao)WueH. Let d=d(\o,T). Take
x1 € Cg°(Rg \ 0) such that

@ =1 forg<lef<i+1

Let x2(§) =1 — x1(§) and decompose
u = uy + up with u; = x;(Dy)u.

From (B:2)) and the fact that x2(£)(|¢|?+k—(Xo£i0))~%, k=0, --- I, are bounded
for £ € R™, we deduce that ug € H. To show that u; € H, we decompose x1(D,)
as

x1(Ds) = By + B-
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where By = b¥(z, D,) are Weyl pseudo-differential operators with bounded sym-
bols b (z,&) such that

supp by C {(z,€); |z| < RYU{(2,€);£F - € > (1 —64)}

for some R > 1 and 0 < §1 < 1. Here = ﬁ, {‘: % for x,€ # 0. One has the
microlocal resolvent estimates for —A, in L2(R?) ([I1]): for g > 0 and s > 1/2,

)~ B (= Az = (u£i0)) ) || < oo. (3.3)
It follows that
BxbY (v, Dy, D) (= Ay + k — (Mg £40)) 71 € L(r, 5377, 1 — s) (3.4)
for all 7,7 € R and s > 1/2. Write u; as
up = B_u+ Biu

l
- -B_ (Z b (v, Dy, Dy)(— Ay + k — (Ng +0)) " Wu + rl()\o)Wu> (3.5)
k=0

l
—-B. (Z bY (v, Dy, Dy)(— Ay + k — (Ao — i0)) ' Wu + rl()\o)Wu> .
k=0
Applying B3) with r =1+ p—sand u =X —k, Kk =0,---,1, one obtains that
w € H= 6P If s—p < 0, then u = u1+ug € H. The proof is finished. If s—p > 0,
then u € H~5=P). We apply B3)) once more with r = 1+ p — (s — p) and deduce
from (B3] that uy € H~(5=20) which implies u € H~™ax{0:5=20}  Repeating these
arguments for at most a finite number of times, we obtain u € H. O

Remark 3.3. We can also give large-r expansions of resonant states. If u is an
outgoing resonant state associated with a resonance A & T, then the argument
used above shows that
lo
u =Y b (v, Dy, D) (=As + k — (A +140)) ' Wu € H,
k=0

where ly is the integer such that lp < A < lp + 1. We can study the large |z|
behavior of u, by making use of the distributional kernel of (—A, — 2)™1 given by

. n_1
1 z 2 n

where 3v/z > 0 and HY is the Bessel function of the third kind ([18]). In partic-
ular, forn =3, one has simply
K ei\/z‘x_y‘
(@,y;2) = m

For p>1 and n = 3, one can check that
(=Ap+k—AN+i0)""Wu—¢p €H,
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where
ei\/)\—k\x\
wnloo) =S [ W0y (36)
4r|x| RS
This proves
lo
u=> b(v,Dy, D) + h, (3.7)
k=0
with h € H. In particular, if
VV(y)u(y,v)dy =0, a.e. inwv, (3.8)

R3
then u is an eigenfunction and A an embedded eigenvalue of P. Similar results are
also true for incoming resonant states.

Let K C C4 and 1/2 < s < (1+p)/2. Let Ex be the subspace of H~* spanned
by eigenfunctions and outgoing or incoming resonant states (according to sign +
or —) associated with eigenvalues and resonances in K.

Proposition 3.4. If K C Ci is compact and K N'T = (), then Ex is of finite
dimension. In particular, the sets of accumulation points of op(P) and 1 are
included in T .

Proof. To fix the idea, let K C Cy and 1/2 < s’ < s. Since 1 +p — s > 1/2,
Proposition shows that

||R0(Z)WH£(O,—S;L—S’) <Ck

uniformly for z € K. Here R(z) is understood as R(\ +0) if z = X € K NR.
Let B be the unit ball in Fx and u € B. Using the equation u = —Ry(z9)Wu for
some zg € K, one has

ll3r—e < Crcllullpg-s = Ck,

This means that B is bounded in H%~*". Since the canonical injection Hb" —
H ¢ is compact for 1/2 < s’ < s, B is compact in H~°. This proves that dim Fx <
oo by F. Riesz’s criteria on the finiteness of dimension for normed vector spaces.
O

Proposition B.4] implies that the geometric multiplicities of embedded eigenval-
ues of P are finite, but we have no information on their algebraic multiplicities.

4. LAP FOR THE PERTURBED KFP OPERATOR

Proof of Theorem Part (a) of Theorem [[.2is a consequence of Proposition
B4l For Part (b), we only study R(A +40). Let 1/2 < s < (1 + p)/2. For
ANeRLN\(TUp(P)UEL), 1+ Ro(A+1i0)W is injective in H™% and Ro(A)W is a
compact operator in H~*. Therefore 1 + Ry(A + ¢0)W is invertible in £(—s, —s).
By the continuity of Ro(A+ i0) (Proposition 23], (14 Ro(u+i0)W)~! also exists
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in £(—s,—s) for u near \ and is continuous in p. Taking the limit z — p + 40 in
the equation
R(z) = (1 + Ro(2)W) ™" Ro(2)

we see that for p near A\, R(u 4 40) = lim,_,, 40 R(z) exists in L(s, —s) and is
given by

R(p+i0) = (1 + Ro(p + i0)W) " Ro(uz + i0). (4.1)
As L(s,—s)-valued function, R(u + i0) is continuous in p, because Ro(u + i0) €
L(s,—s) is continuous in y and the same is true for ((1 + Ro(u + i0)W)~ ! as
L(—s,—s)-valued function. This proves Part (b) for R(A + i0). The proof for
R(X\ —i0) is the same. O

Remark 4.1. If (I.2) is satisfied with p > 2k, k € N*, then one can use Propo-
sition [2.3 to show that R(\ % 140) is of class C* in L£(0,s;2k + 2, —5), s > k + %,
for \e R\ (T Uop(P)UEL).

5. DECAY PROPERTIES OF EIGENFUNCTIONS

We prove Theorem by studying separately discrete and embedded eigenval-
ues. The following result is a cosmetic improvement of Theorem (a).

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that condition (I.2) is satisfied for some p > —1. Then
there exist some positive constant co and positive-valued function 7(¢) (defined by
(22) below) for ¢ € C\ R such that if u is an eigenfunction of P associated with

an eigenvalue z € aq(P), then ec0™ @@y e 3¢,

Proof. Let u € D(P) and z € 04(P) such that that Pu = zu. Then z ¢ Ry and
one has

u=—Ro(z)Wu. (5.1)
Let x(s) be a smooth real-valued function on R such that
[ s, if se0,1],
X(s)_{ 3, if  s>2

Let x,(s) = rx(£) for r > 1. Then x,(s) — s pointwise as 7 — oo and |x/.(s)| < C,
uniformly for » > 1 and s > 0. Denote

¢r(2,0) = xr (@) + xr ([0])-
Set Py, = e Pye~ " with a > 0 which is to be chosen later. One can compute
Poy =Py + Qy,

where
x
Qr=a <4X’r(lv|2)v Vo + A (e (J07)) = al Voxe ()1 = X0 ((2)v - @>
By the choice of x,, there exists some constant C' such that

1QrRo(2)|| < Ca([lv - VyRo(2)] + [|v- %RO(Z)H) + (L+a)[[Ro(2)])-
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Define 7(¢) by

7(¢) = min{(f|lv - Vo Ro(Q)| + [v - <2—>Ro(C)H +1Ro(=)) ! [Ro(Q)II2} (5.2)

for ( € C\ Ry. For a = ¢y7(z), one has
1QrRo(2)]| < Cleo +¢g) <1

if ¢g > 0 is chosen appropriately small. With such a choice of a, the resolvent
Ro,(2) = (Py, — 2)~! exists for all > 1 and is given by

Rom(z) = Ro(z)(l + QTRO(Z))_l.
It follows that there exists some constant C' depending on z such that
[Ror(2)]| < C (5.3)

uniformly for » > 1. From the subellipticity of P, one deduces that Ry ,(z) €
L(—s,0;2 — 5,0), s € [0,2], is uniformly bounded for » > 1. In particular,
| Ro.»(2)((v) + (Dy))|| < C uniformly for r > 1.

Let u, = e©0™(*)?rq. Equation (5.1) gives
u, = —Ror(2)(Voxr([v)?) = V) - VoV, (5.4)

Since V,V = O({z)~17?) and 1+ p > 0, there exists some constant C' independent
of Ry and r such that for any Rg > 1,

VeV || < Crollull + C(Ro) ™ fur]].

Seeing that there exists some constant M > 0 such that
”RO,T’(Z)(VUXT(‘UP) - V)|l < C,”RO,T’(Z)HL(—LO;O,O) <M,
uniformly for » > 1, one has
ur]] < ”RO,T’(Z)(VUXT’(‘UF) = Vo)l [IVaVu|]

< M(Crollull + C(Ro)™ |lurl]),  ¥r>1.

Taking Ry appropriately large so that MC(Rg)~17F < %, one obtains
[ur|| < 2MChrylull, 7= 1.

Since u,(z,v) — e0T@ @)y (2 v) pointwise as r — oo, Fatou’s Lemma shows
that e®0T()(@+v%)y, ¢ 3. 0

Remark 5.2. Theorem[51] gives some quantitative information about decay prop-
erties of eigenfunctions. Comparing with the Green function of Py, we believe that
the phase function () + |v|? is the appropriate one to use in this context, but the
numerical factor coT(z) before it can very likely be improved. If z = b+ iy with
b > 0 fized and pu € R, one has uppers bounds for ||v- V,Ro(2)|], ||v - %Ro(z)H)
and ||Ro(z)|| for |u| # 0. However to calculate 7(z), one also needs to evaluate
their lower bounds, which seems not to be an easy task.
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Theorem [IL3] (b) is proven by applying the boost-up argument of Lemma to
u=—Ro(A+i0)Wu

to improve the decay of u. To do this, we need to show that the remainder r;(\)
given by ([ZI0) with [ > X\ and z = X conserves polynomial decay. Since V,V (z)
does not operate in F"* for r large, we modify the definition of F"* and introduce
gr,s by

G ={f € S'(R™ (1 - A, +v*)2(x)"f € L*}.
G™* is equipped with its natural norm. Then, V,V € £(G"*; G"*T1+P) for all r, s.
The proof of the following technical lemma is given in Appendix A.

Lemma 5.3. For any r,s € R, one has r;(\) € L(G"%;G*H79).

Proof of Theorem [I.3] (b). As in the proof of Lemma[3.2] we apply (Z.10) with
I > Xtou=—Ry(A=+i0)Wu and write

l
w=—Y (v, De, Dy)(— Ay + k — (A £i0)) " Wu — 1y (\) W
k=0

Since u € H and Wu € G~11*P, Lemma [A2 shows that
r(NWu e Ghe,

Introduce the microlocal partition of unity x2(D;) + By + B— = 1 as constructed
in Lemma Then an argument of support in £ gives

X2(Dp)b (v, Dy, Dy) (= Ay + k — (A £40)) "' Wu € gnite
and [B3) with » = 1 4 po shows that
B=b (v, Dy, D) (= Ay + k — (A £40)) "' Wu € G™°

for all » € R. Putting these pieces together, one obtains v € G"*. Now Wu €
GY1+20 Repeating the above arguments with this improved property on Wu, we
obtain v € G%?. By an induction on m, we can show that u € G™"™ for any
m € N. Consequently, u decays polynomially. O

Remark 5.4. For N-body self-adjoint Schrédinger operator H with long-range
interactions, it is known ([3, B]) that an eigenfunction associated with a non-

threshold eigenvalue A\ of H decays like O(e_(l_e)\/mm) for any € > 0 and
small, where d(\) is the distance between \ and the thresholds of H located on
the right-hand side of A\. For the KFP operator P with a long-range potential,
one may naturally ask the questions whether there exists an exponential decay of
eigenfunctions associated with an embedded eigenvalue A € Ry \ T and whether
their decay rate can be described in terms of the distance between A and T .
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA

We first give two results needed for the proof of Lemma [5.3l The first one
concerns the evolution of elementary observables by the semigroup e/,

Lemma A.1 (Lemma 2.12, [23]). Let n > 1. Fort > 0 and 0 < s < t, one has
the following equalities as operators from S (R?L,"v) to LQ(R?J‘U):

e_(t_s)Povje_SPO = e (v, coshs — 20y, sinh s 4 2(cosh s — 1), ) (A.1)
1
e—@—s)Poavj e 5P — —§e_tP°((vj sinh s — 20,, cosh s + 20,, sinh s)) (A.2)
em =Py e=sP0 — o=tPo (g 4y, sinh s — 2(cosh s — 1)0y,
+2(sinh s — 5)0y;) (A.3)

The second one is about the smoothing properties of some integrals of e/,

Lemma A.2. Let k € N. If 6(t) is a smooth function with §9)(0) = 0 for
j=0,---k, then for any fixred T > 3, the operator

T

(Py+1)k+! / POt dt € L(H). (A4)
0

Proof. For an abstract Cy-contraction semigroup generated by a maximally

accretive operator, results similar to ([A.4]) hold true for £ = 0, but in general they

fail for k¥ > 1. To prove (A for all £ € N, we use the following formula (cf.

(A.10) in [23]):

o0 —[€[2(t—2— )
Z ey ey < 6 T
e € ”Hl H < (1 _ e‘t)" ’

for t > 0 and £ € R. Here ng is the Riesz projection of ]30(5) with eigenvalue
I+ |€]?. For any k € N, one has

1(Py() + 1)ke P

= 33+ [Py re S

(A.5)

[=0
< ST+ gPYRe O
=0
< Cpg Y e EOEER I o< <)

=0
< Cpe TR,

for £ € R" and t > T > 3 (with 6 > 0 chosen appropriately). Consequently for
any k € N, one has

(P + 10| < Cy, (A.6)
uniformly for ¢ > T > 3. Lemma [A.2] follows from integration by parts and the
above estimate with ¢t =T > 3. O
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Lemma [A.2] shows that if #U)(0) = 0 for j =0, --- , k, then

T
/ etPOg()dt € L(FT0, Frktn.o) (A7)
0

2(k+1)
3

for r € [-2(k + 1),0]. In particular, fOT e (D) O(t)dt € L(H).

Proof of Lemma 5.3l Let y; = 1— x, where y is the cut-off used in Proposition
21 By the partial Fourier transform in x, r;(\) is the multiplication by r;(\, §)
given by (2.40) in [23]. We decompose it as

Tl()‘a f) = Sl()‘v g) + 52()‘7 g) + 53()‘7 6)7 (AS)

where for some constant 1" > 3,

s = [ (m(f)e—“’%@’—*)w(s)( > e‘(’“*“’tH@) dt,

T k=1+1

T A
Sa(\E) = /0 (€ PO gy,

T l
S3(\,€) = /0 x(€)e (‘Wf > e tH5> dt.
k=0

Denote
S = S0 D2) = F S0 Fae,
for j =1,2,3.
S1(X, €) is smooth and rapidly decreasing in £&. Therefore S; € £(G%*;G%*)
for any s € R. From (A.6) and the subelliptic estimate for Py, it follows that
S € L(G";G™®) for any 7,7, s € R.

To study S, we use the method of commutators. (A3) with s = 0 gives

[2,e 0] = e (v, sinh ¢ — 2(cosht — 1)0y; + 2(sinht —)0,;) (A.9)
for j=1,--- ,n. Hence
[S2, ;]
T
— (0, x1)(D) /0 (P gy (A.10)

T
—x1(Dy) /0 e_t(PO_A)(vj sinht — 2(cosht — 1)9,, + 2(sinht — t)d,,)dt

Seeing that
sinht = O(t), cosht—1=0(t?), sinht—t=O(t%),

as t — 0, we can apply Lemma[A.2]to the three terms in the last integral in (A10)
with, respectively, k = 0, 1 and 2. It follows that

[S2, 25] € £(G™%:G*7),
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for j =1,--- ,n. This proves
, -1 _ , , -1 0,0. 72,0
2 So ()" = (Saxj — [So,x5]) ()" € L(GT;G77).

Consequently, Sy € £(G%!;G*1). By an induction on k and using the commutator
method, one can show

Sy € L(GYF;G*F), Yk e N.
By the argument of duality and complex interpolation, we deduce that
Sy € L(GO*;G>*), sER.

Similarly, using (A.Il) and (A.2), we can evaluate the commutators [So,v;] and
[S2,0y,]. For [Sa,v;], one has

[SQ,’Uj] (A.ll)
T
= Xl(Dx)/O e~ t=N (p;(cosht — 1) — 20,, sinht + 2(cosht — 1)0,, )dt

Applying Lemma [A2] and noticing that (Py + 1)~ tv;, (P + 1)_18%. and (Py +
1)729,, belong to L(s,s) for any s (cf. Lemma 232), we infer that [Sy,v;] €
L£(G%#,G*#). Similarly, we can prove [Sy,8,,] € L(G"*,G>%), using (A2). We de-
duce that Sy € £(G1*,G3*). By an induction, we can show that Sy € L£(GF*, GF+2)
and conclude that Sy € £(QT’S,QT+2’S) for r,s € R.

The term Ss is easier to study. Since x(€) is of compact support in &, S3 is a
convolution with a rapidly decaying function in x variable, which gives that S3 €
L£(G%%,G%%) for s € R. In addition, for any k € Z, x(D,)(Po+1)k(1—A, +v|?)7*
is bounded. We conclude from Lemma and the equation

(1— Ay +[v*)7*S3(1 — A, + |v]?)F
= (= A+ )R+ 1) Ssl(Py+ D)7 (1= Ay + o))

that Sz € £(GF*,GF*2%) for any k € Z and s € R. A complex interpolation gives
that S3 € £(G"*,G"+2%) for r,s € R. O
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