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Abstract. The two-dimensional magnetic Laplacian is considered. We calcu-
late the leading term of the splitting between the first two eigenvalues of the
operator in the semiclassical limit under the assumption that the magnetic field
does not vanish and has two symmetric magnetic wells with respect to the coordi-
nate axes. This is the first result of quantum tunneling between purely magnetic
wells under generic assumptions. The proof, which strongly relies on microlocal
analysis, reveals a purely magnetic Agmon distance between the wells. Surpris-
ingly, it is discovered that the exponential decay of the eigenfunctions away from
the magnetic wells is not crucial to derive the tunneling formula. The key is a
microlocal exponential decay inside the characteristic manifold, with respect to
the variable quantizing the classical center guide motion.
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1. Introduction and statement of the result

1.1. The tunneling effect. This article considers the spectral theory of the mag-
netic Laplacian in two dimensions. It focuses on the description of a fundamen-
tal phenomenon arising in quantum physics, which has no classical counterpart,
namely the tunneling effect. The standard quantity measuring this effect is the
spectral gap between the first two eigenvalues in a double-well situation.

In the purely electric situation, i.e. when considering the Schrödinger operator
−h2∆+V and assuming that the electric potential has two identical wells, mapped
to each other by a symmetry, the spectral gap between the first eigenvalues has
been accurately calculated in the semiclassical limit h → 0 in the seminal papers
by Simon [36, 37] and by Helffer-Sjöstrand [24, 25]. These authors have strongly
contributed to our understanding of the eigenfunctions in the semiclassical limit.
In particular, the localization properties near the minima of V have been quanti-
fied thanks to the famous Agmon-Lithner estimates [1] cast into the semiclassical
regime, and very accurate WKB approximations have been established. These
were key steps in the understanding of the exponential smallness of the eigenfunc-
tions far from the minima – the wells – of V , that is where the interaction between
the wells occurs. A paradigmatic example of a tunneling estimate in this context
can be given in one dimension, say when V is even and has non-degenerate minima
at {±a} with a > 0. In this case, the lowest eigenvalues group in pairs that are
exponentially close, each pair being separated from the others by gaps of order
h. For instance, we have (see the original article [16] or the pedagogical articles
[35, 4]):

λ2(h)− λ1(h) = (1 + o(1))ch
1
2 e−S/h , with S =

∫ a

−a

√
V dx , and c > 0 ,

where the coefficient c can be explicitly computed in terms of V . The key elements
of the Helffer-Sjöstrand theory are described in the lecture notes [17] and in [8].
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1.2. Tunneling in the presence of magnetic fields. Shortly after their anal-
ysis of the purely electric tunneling effect, Helffer and Sjöstrand considered the
case when a small magnetic field is added [26]. More precisely, they considered
the operator (−ih∇− bA)2+V with b small enough and with V satisfying similar
assumptions as in their previous works. This allowed them to establish similar
tunneling formulas in weak magnetic fields but the general question of tunneling
in magnetic fields remained open. Very recently, this situation has been reconsid-
ered in [10] (in two dimensions) where the authors were able in a special setup to
remove the smallness assumption on b and to prove that the spectral gap does not
close in the semiclassical limit. These authors consider the special case when V has
radial wells and the magnetic field is constant between them. Soon after followed
[20] where the exponential smallness of the gap was calculated (see also [21]). In
[31], the one-term asymptotics of the spectral gap was established by means of a
concise and elementary presentation inspired by the original strategy of Helffer-
Sjöstrand and by the key remark of [10] that in this example, the eigenfunctions
coincide with Kummer special functions away from the wells.

However, the whole analysis in the latter works relied on the presence of V and
on a reduction of dimension due to radiality. This left open the purely magnetic
case when V = 0.

Purely magnetic tunneling has been considered—still under an assumption of
radial symmetry of the single-well problems—in the recent works [13, 12, 19].

These works were preceded by a breakthrough understanding of magnetic tun-
neling in the case where the reduction of dimension was induced by a Neumann
boundary condition (see [3, 5]). This reduction was based on the multiscale behav-
ior of the eigenfunctions, with a stronger localization to the boundary than within
the boundary itself. This gives rise to an effective Schrödinger-like operator along
the boundary, which carries the tunneling effect. This method was later succes-
fully applied to situations where the mechanism behind the dimensional reduction
was slightly different (see [11, 2]). In the case we consider in this article, such a
multiscale localization of the eigenfunctions is not true, and we cannot reduce to
an effective one-dimensional Schrödinger operator.

1.3. What do we know about magnetic wells? Surprisingly, the situation
in two dimensions when B is positive and has non-degenerate minima has been
open up until rather recently. An important step in this direction was made in [34],
where the asymptotics of the lowest eigenvalues is related to the classical dynamics
in a magnetic field, which is governed by the cyclotron and center guide motions.
These Hamiltonian considerations, their quantization via Egorov theorems and
semiclassical Birkhoff normal forms led to the following result.
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Theorem 1.1 ([22] & [34]). Assume that B is smooth and positive and that it has
a unique minimum b0 at 0, which is non-degenerate1. Consider a smooth magnetic
potential A, i.e. a function such that ∇×A = B and let Lh = (−ih∇−A)2.

Let n ⩾ 1. For h small enough, the n-th eigenvalue λn(h) exists and belongs to
the discrete spectrum of Lh and

λn(h) = b0h+ ((2nd0 + d1)h
2 + o(h2) ,

where

d0 =

√
detH

b0
, d1 =

(TrH
1
2 )2

2b0
, H =

1

2
HessB(0) .

In [34], it is established that the eigenfunctions are microlocalized in phase
space near (x, ξ) = (0, 0) at the scale h

1
2 (say if A(0) = 0). In particular, their

space localization near the minimum of B is isotropic contrary the multiscale
cases evoked in the previous section. Note also that these localization estimates
are not exponential estimates à la Agmon: they only give that the eigenfunctions
are O(h∞) away from D(0, h

1
2
−η), with η > 0. By working a little more, we can

prove a decay of order O(e−C/
√
h), see [15, Section 1.4]. This decay can be used

to get a rough estimate of tunneling when B has a symmetric double well (see the
discussion in [13, Prop. 3.1 & 3.2]):

λ2(L )− λ1(L ) = O(h∞) . (1.1)

Such rough estimates were already known in [23, Remark 3.4], where tunneling
between pure magnetic wells is mentioned as an open problem.

Under analyticity assumptions on B, it has been possible to prove a quasi-
optimal exponential decay of the eigenfunctions away from the minimum of B in
[15] by means of the Fourier-Bros-Iagolnitzer transform, but without exhibiting an
explicit and natural Agmon distance. Let us describe this estimate. Let M > 0.
There exist h0, C > 0 such that, for all h ∈ (0, h0), any eigenfunction ψ associated
with λ ⩽ b0h+Mh2 satisfies∫

R2

e2d(x)/h|ψ(x)|2dx ⩽ C∥ψ∥2 ,

where d is a smooth function quadratic near 0. Obtaining such an estimate was
motivated by the question of the optimality of WKB constructions done in [6, 14]
in the case of a non-degenerate minimum of B.

The case when B is radial is considered in [14]. In this case, we can show that the
groundstate is radial and coincides with the groundstate of an electric Schrödinger
operator. Thanks to the Helffer-Sjöstrand theory, this shows that the groundstate
is approximated by the WKB Ansatz. This key property, reducing the analysis
to the electric situation, and the observation in [10] about the Kummer functions

1In this case, we say that B has a "well" at 0.
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motivated the article [13], which establishes the first tunneling formula between
pure radial magnetic wells.

1.4. Main result: a generic magnetic tunneling formula. The present arti-
cle aims at going beyond the radiality assumption. In this case we do not dispose
of sufficiently good approximations of the eigenfunctions since we can neither use
explicit special functions nor suitable WKB approximations inherited from the
electric situation.

We consider the 2-dimensional magnetic Laplacian

L = (−ih∇−A)2 ,

on L2(R2) and denote the coordinates in R2 by q = (q1, q2). Due to the gauge
invariance, we may assume that A has the form

A = (0, A2) , A2(q) =

∫ q1

0

B(s, q2)ds , (1.2)

where B(q1, q2) denotes the magnetic field. We work with a magnetic field that
has precisely two non-degenerate minima. We assume symmetry of the magnetic
field as well as partial analyticity in one of the coordinates (Assumptions 1.2
and 1.3). Furthermore, there is an important assumption on the complex level
curve connecting the two minima (Assumption 1.5). Finally, we also impose the
technical Assumption 1.7.

More precisely the statements are as follows.

Assumption 1.2. We consider a smooth mag-
netic field B = B(q1, q2) with exactly two minima,
which are positive and not attained at infinity. We
assume that B is symmetric under reflection in
the two coordinate axis,

B(−q1, q2) = B(q1,−q2) = B(q) , ∀q ∈ R2.

We also assume that the two minima are Cu =
(0, cu) and Cd = (0, cd) with cu > 0 and cd = −cu,
that B(Cu) := b0 > 0, and that Cu is a non-
degenerate minimum, that is

HessCuB > 0 .

Note that the symmetry assumptions imply that
HessCuB is diagonal. Our choice of gauge is com-
patible with the symmetry of B in the sense that

UL = LU ,

where Uf(q) = f(−q).
Let us now describe our other general assumptions.
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Assumption 1.3 (Partial analyticity and mild variations). There exist r, η0 > 0
such that the following holds.
— The functions q1 7→ B(q1, q2) and q1 7→ ∂2A2(q1, q2) are analytic in the strip

Ur := {q1 ∈ C : |Im q1| < r}, uniformly in q2, and their complex extensions
belong to the symbol class

S(Ur × R) = {f ∈ C∞(Ur × R) : ∀α ∈ N2 , ∂αf ∈ L∞(Ur × R)} .
— The complex extension of B has mild variations in the sense that, for some

ε ∈ (0, 1), we have, for all q ∈ Ur × R,

|B(q1, q2)− b0| ⩽ εb0 , |∂2B(q1, q2)| ⩽
(1− ε)b0

2r
. (1.3)

Remark 1.4. Assumption 1.3 implies, for all q ∈ Ur × R,
ReB(q1, q2) ⩾ (1− ε)b0 . (1.4)

Then, we assume that there exists a unique complex path connecting the minima
Cu and Cd, which are disconnected in the real plane.

Assumption 1.5 (Complex path connecting the minima). There exists a smooth
function γ : R → R such that ∥γ∥∞ < r and

B(iγ(q2), q2) = b0 , γ(cu) = γ(cd) = 0 , γ′(cd) > 0 , γ′(cu) < 0 .

Moreover, B(q1, q2)− b0 vanishes only on the curves q1 = ±iγ(q2), and in a non-
degenerate way:

∂1B(iγ(q2), q2) ̸= 0, ∀q2 ∈ R \ {cd, cu}.
This assumption turns out to be crucial since γ appears in our tunneling formula.

It is a natural assumption in the following sense. Since HessCuB is diagonal and
non-degenerate, there must always be exactly two complex curves along which
B− b0 vanishes on a small neighborhood of the wells. Due to the q1-symmetry we
also have B(q1, q2) = b0 ⇔ B(−q1, q2) = b0, and therefore such a curve must be
purely imaginary. We simply assume that these curves defined on a neighborhood
of cu and cd match each other following a global curve q1 = ±iγ(q2).
Remark 1.6. Note that the function γ is even due to the horizontal symmetry
B(q1, q2) = B(q1,−q2). Moreover, Assumption 1.5 implies

i∂1B(iγ(q2), q2)γ(q2) < 0, q2 ̸= cu, cd . (1.5)
Indeed, since HessCuB is diagonal and non-degenerate, one easily checks that (1.5)
holds on a neighborhood of cu. Since i∂1B does not vanish along the curve γ, it
must stay negative for all q2.

Finally, we will also work under the following simplifying assumption.

Assumption 1.7. For all (q1, q2) ∈ Ur × R, we have

Re q1 ⩾ 0 =⇒ Re
∂1B

B
(q1, q2) ⩾ 0 .
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For real q1, Assumption 1.7 tells us that B increases away from the vertical axis.
In fact, this assumption could probably be removed using additional microlocal
estimates in the proof of Lemma 4.2. However, since it significantly simplifies the
proof and does not hide any other interesting features on the tunneling effect, we
decide to work under Assumption 1.7.

Under the above assumptions we are able to calculate the tunneling.

Theorem 1.8. Under Assumptions 1.2, 1.3, 1.5 and 1.7, there exists c0 > 0 such
that, in the semiclassical limit h→ 0,

λ2(L )− λ1(L ) = c0h
3
2 e−S/h(1 + o(1)) , (1.6)

where

S =

∫ cu

cd

∫ γ(q2)

0

B(it, q2) dt dq2 > 0 . (1.7)

Remark 1.9. Let us make some comments on Theorem 1.8.
(i) Tunneling between purely magnetic wells remained an important open prob-

lem left open after the works of Helffer-Sjöstrand in the 1980’s. It is for
example mentioned as an open problem in [23, Remark 3.4]. Theorem 1.8 ac-
tually disproves their conjecture that the order of magnetic tunneling should
be O(e−C/

√
h).

(ii) We deduce that, when h is small enough, the lowest eigenvalue is simple.
(iii) We have an explicit but complicated formula for c0, see (A.5).
(iv) The action S is a flux of B through a surface in the complex plane. In the

formula (1.7) one can also interpret S as a purely magnetic Agmon distance.
This quantity has never appeared in the literature before, to the best of our
knowledge.

(v) The tunneling formula (1.6) is the first general formula measuring optimally
the exponentially small gap between the eigenvalues of a Laplacian with pure
magnetic wells. Thereby, it is the only general magnetic analogue of the elec-
tric tunneling results à la Helffer-Sjöstrand. We explain in Section 1.5 below
how strongly the proof of Theorem 1.8 deviates from the original strategy
in [24, 25]. In particular, our strategy allows to establish optimal tunneling
results for a class of pseudodifferential operators in two dimensions.

Example 1.10. As an example, we consider the following familly of magnetic fields
which satisfy our assumptions. Let b0 > 0 and define, for ε1, ε2 ∈ (0, 1],

B(q) = b0(1 + ε1g(q1) + ε2⟨q1⟩−2W (q2)) ,

with
g(q1) := 1− ⟨q1⟩−2 ,

where 0 ⩽ W ⩽ 1
2

is a smooth, even function with a double minimum at cu > 0
and cd = −cu, which is non-degenerate, and with minimal value 0. In this case,
A2 and B satisfy Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3, if ε2 is small enough.
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Assume that ε−1
1 ε2 ⩽ 1. We want to solve B(q) = b0, that is q21 = −ε3W (q2)

with ε3 = ε−1
1 ε2. We find the curves

q1 = ±i
√
ε3W (q2) .

In particular, we have

|Im q1| = |q1| ⩽
√
ε3
√
W (q2) .

Then, the smooth function

γ(q2) =

{√
ε3W (q2) when q2 ∈ (cd, cu) ,

−
√
ε3W (q2) else ,

solves the equation B(iγ(q2), q2) = b0 . Moreover, for q2 > cu, γ′(q2) = − ε3W ′(q2)

2
√

ε3W (q2)

and thus, when q2 → cu with q2 > cu,

γ′(cu) = −
√
ε3

√
W ′′(cu)

2
< 0 .

We finally check that Assumption 1.7 is satisfied if ε2 ⩽ ε1. Indeed, we have

∂1B

B
(q1, q2) =

2a(q2)q1
(1 + q21)(1 + q21 − a(q2))

, with a(q2) =
ε1 − ε2W (q2)

1 + ε1
.

Note that a(R) ⊂ [0, ε1]. Then, take (q1, q2) ∈ Ur × R such that Re q1 ⩾ 0. The
sign of Re ∂1B

B
(q1, q2) is the same as that of

Re
(
q1(1 + q21)(1 + q21 − a)

)
= xRe

(
(1 + q21)(1 + q21 − a)

)
− yIm

(
(1 + q21)(1 + q21 − a)

)
,

with q1 = x+ iy. We have

Re
(
(1 + q21)(1 + q21 − a)

)
= (1 + x2 − y2)(1− a+ x2 − y2)− 4x2y2 ,

Im
(
(1 + q21)(1 + q21 − a)

)
= −2ixy(2− a+ 2x2 − 2y2) .

We deduce that, if r > 0 is small enough, Re (q1(1 + q21)(1 + q21 − a)) ⩾ 0 and thus
Re ∂1B

B
(q1, q2) ⩾ 0.

1.5. Organization, heuristics and strategy. Let us now describe our strategy.
As observed in [34, 32], a key to describing the spectrum of the magnetic Laplacian
is to use suitable coordinates in which the magnetic field is constant. Indeed,
the structure of the low-lying spectrum is related to the characteristic manifold
M := {(q, p) : p−A(q) = 0}, which also determines the Hamiltonian dynamics at
low energy. The manifold M is symplectic since dp ∧ dq|M = B(q)dq1 ∧ dq2 ̸= 0.
This suggests to use the diffeomorphism given by ι(q) = (A2(q1, q2), q2) = x so
that ι−1

∗ (dp ∧ dq|M) = dx1 ∧ dx2. The analyticity properties of ι are analyzed in
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Section 2.1. This change of variable conjugates L to a differential operator whose
principal symbol is

B(x1, x2)2ξ21 + (ξ2 − x1 − α(x1, x2)ξ1)
2 ,

with B = B ◦ ι−1. This suggests to use the symplectic change of variable y1 =
x1 − ξ2, η1 = ξ1, y2 = x2 − ξ1, η2 = ξ2, which can be quantized by the metaplectic
Egorov theorem (see [27, Theorem 18.5.9]) so that L is unitarily conjugated to a
pseudodifferential operator whose principal symbol is

B(ξ2 + x1, x2 + ξ1)
2ξ21 + (x1 + α(ξ2 + x1, x2 + ξ1)ξ1)

2 .

Since the first eigenvalues of the magnetic Laplacian are of order O(h), the eigen-
functions are microlocalized in (x1, ξ1) near (0, 0) at the scale h

1
2 . Thus, we make

the rescaling (x1, ξ1) 7→ (h
1
2x1, h

1
2 ξ1) and we get the operator hM in Proposi-

tion 2.3 (which was already established in [32]). After a change of quantization in
x1, the principal part of the operator is (with the standard notation for the Weyl
quantization):

hM ≈ hOpw,2
h Opw,1

1

(
B(ξ2, x2)2ξ21 + (x1 + α(ξ2, x2)ξ1)

2) ,
which is quadratic in (x1, ξ1). In the variables (x1, ξ1), we have a harmonic oscilla-
tor corresponding to the well-known cyclotron motion of classical dynamics. The
variables (x2, ξ2) represent the center guide motion, which carries the tunneling
phenomenon.

The rest of the article is devoted to the study of the pseudodifferential oper-
ator M . The fact that, from the very beginning of the analysis, one casts the
problem into a pseudodifferential framework is not common at all in the literature
about the magnetic Laplacian. This idea of combining a change of coordinates
and a metaplectic transform might a priori seem the source of technical troubles.
These canonical coordinates, which are adapted to the magnetic field, will in fact
reveal an optimal exponential decay of the eigenfunctions that is responsible for
the tunneling effect and that it would be hard to describe in the original space
coordinates.

In order to understand the interaction between the magnetic wells, one needs
to establish a very accurate description of the eigenfunctions when there is only
one well. To achieve this, we consider the one well operator Mu = M + Σ(x2)
by sealing the down well by simply adding an electric potential, see (2.9). Since
the tunneling effect is an exponentially small effect, we must describe as accu-
rately as possible the decay of the eigenfunctions away from the well and prove
exponentially good approximations. For that purpose, we consider the conjugated
operator M Φ

u := eΦ(x2)/hMue
−Φ(x2)/h, which is still a pseudodifferential operator

with operator-valued symbol, whose principal symbol is

M0(x2, ξ2) = B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2)
2D2

x1
+ (x1 + α(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2)Dx1)

2 + Σ(x2) ,
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see Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 2.7. Note that the eigenvalues of the non-self-
adjoint operator M0(x2, ξ2) are the Landau levels (see Section 3.2.1)

(2n− 1)B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2) , n ⩾ 1 .

The behavior of the resolvent near b0 is studied in Lemma 3.4. We emphasize
that the conjugation by e−Φ/h amounts to considering a complex magnetic field
B(ξ2+ iΦ′(x2), x2). Whereas complex electric potentials are rather common in the
literature (as in [32]), the case with complex magnetic fields seems to be widely
open (see [29]). The present article gives a new motivation to study this situation.

The reader might be surprised that only weights in x2 (and not also in x1) are
considered. In the electric situation, the usual Agmon estimates are established in
all (space) variables. As we will see, we will not need a decay in all the variables,
but only in x2 which is a phase space variable for the original operator L .

Section 3 is devoted to the study of the ellipticity of the non-self-adjoint operator
M Φ

u − z, with z close to b0. The most important result is Proposition 3.2, which
is the corner stone of the proof of Theorem 1.8. This elliptic estimate relies on
Assumption 3.1 on the weight Φ and it tells that ReB(ξ2+ iΦ′(x2), x2)+Σ(x2)−b0
behaves quadratically near x2 = cu, uniformly in ξ2. The proof of Proposition 3.2
relies on the parametrix construction for M Φ

h − z given in Section 3.3. More
precisely, we construct left and right approximated inverses for the augmented
matrix

P :=

(
M Φ

u − z F
G 0

)
,

where F and G are suitable pseudodifferential operators such that2 F ∗ ̸= G .
The principal symbol of P is bijective and is analyzed in Proposition 3.5. The
parametrix estimates are given in Proposition 3.7. The right inverse will be used
in Section 5 when constructing WKB-like Ansätze. The left inverse is the key to
the proof of Proposition 3.2: it allows to relate the ellipticity property of M Φ

h to
that of ReB(ξ2+ iΦ′(x2), x2)+Σ(x2)− b0, see Corollary 3.9. Let us underline that
we require that Φ′ ∈ S(R)+h 1

2S 1
2
(R). The (rather bad) class h

1
2S 1

2
(R) is crucial to

prove exponentially good approximations of the eigenfunctions of Mu away from
the bottom of the well3. Fortunately, in this class, there is a Fefferman-Phong
inequality that provides us with the desired coercivity, see Section 3.5.

In Section 4, we deduce from Proposition 3.2 (and of Corollary 3.3) an optimal
exponential decay of the groundstate of Mu. The best possible weight Φ that we
would like to consider should saturate the inequality of Assumption 3.1. That is
why we consider φu a solution to the eikonal equation B (iφ′

u(x2), x2)+Σ(x2) = b0,
see Lemma 4.1. In fact, we will rather work with a bounded version of φu, which

2This fact is overlooked in [2] devoted to magnetic fields vanishing on curves, what leads to a
mistake, which is probably inspired by [5] where the principal symbol of P is selfadjoint.

3This class is introduced in [9] and fills a gap in [5, 2] where non smooth weights are implicitly
used.



TUNNELING BETWEEN MAGNETIC WELLS 11

we denote by φ̃u, and we will show that (1− η)φ̃u satisfies Assumption 3.1 for any
small η > 0, see Section 4.2. This is where Assumption 1.7 comes into play and
simplifies the analysis4, see (4.5).

This weight will be enough to establish the exponential decay estimates on the
eigenfunctions in Theorem 4.5. A corollary is that

λ2(L )− λ1(L ) = O(e−(1−κ)S/h) , λ3(L )− λ2(L ) ⩾ ch2 ,

for some c > 0 and all κ > 0. The exponential behavior is much better than
what the usual Agmon estimates give, see Proposition 6.1. In Lemma 4.3, we
also consider a refined weight φ̂u which coincides with φ̃u away from a region of
size h

1
2 about cu. This weight is the reason why one needs elliptic estimates with

Φ′ ∈ S(R) + h
1
2S 1

2
(R).

Section 5 is devoted to establishing a very accurate approximation of the ground-
state of Mu. We start by a WKB-like construction of a quasimode based on the
right parametrix given in Proposition 3.7 (i). This short way of constructing
quasimodes deviates from the method used in [3, 5, 2], which does not exploit
the parametrix construction. We construct two sequences (aj)j⩾0 and (zj)j⩾0 such
that, by letting

a[J ] = a0 + h
1
2a1 + . . .+ h

J
2 aJ , z[J ] = z0 + h

1
2 z1 + . . .+ h

J
2 zJ ,

we have
(M φu

u − z[J ])Q[J ]
+ [χ(x2)a

[J ](x2)] = O(h
J+1
2 ) ,

where χ is a suitable cutoff function and Q[J ]
+ is a perturbation of F . Here, the

main ingredient is the stationary phase method. The first term in the stationary
phase gives the eikonal equation. This estimate tells us that the WKB-like function
e−φu(x2)/hQ[J ]

+ [χ(x2)a
[J ](x2)] is a quasimode of Mu. This quasimode, which gives a

relevant solution to the approximation problem in [18, Section 6.1], is an alternative
to the WKB-quasimode given in [6] (only in the analytic case) in the original
coordinates and that turns out to be useless to study tunneling effect, contrary to
our original belief dictated by the electric situation. In Proposition 5.4, we prove
that this function is an exponentially good approximation of the groundstate, what
we do not know and do not need for the quasimode in [6]. This is where Lemma 4.3
and the refined class of weights are used.

In Section 6, Theorem 1.8 is proved. With the help of the exponentially weighted
estimates in Theorem 4.5, we prove that the space spanned by the one-well ground-
states is a very good approximation of ker(M − λ1)⊕ ker(M − λ2), for which we
construct an orthonormal basis. This is the aim of Proposition 6.2, from which we
deduce that

λ2 − λ1 = 2|w|+ O(e−(1−κ)2S/h) ,

4Note that this coercivity analysis strongly relies on the variations of the magnetic field itself
and not on the properties of some model operator – the Montgomery or de Gennes operators –
as in [5, 2]. This part of the analysis is unfortunately missing in [2], see Remark 4.4.
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where w is the interaction term given by

w = ⟨(M − µ1)fu, fd⟩ .
The asymptotic analysis of w is done in Section 6.2, where the one-well ground-
states are replaced by their WKB-like approximations from Theorem 5.1. Then,
we use the stationary phase theorem to estimate the action of the involved pseu-
dodifferential operators acting on the WKB amplitudes. This reveals the one-term
expansion of w and concludes the proof.

Finally, we gathered in Appendix A the calculations needed to compute the
coefficient c0 in the tunneling formula (1.6).

2. A unitarily equivalent operator and its conjugate

2.1. New coordinates. Inspired by [32], we prefer to work in the new coordinates
x = ι(q) which are adapted to the geometry of the magnetic field. They are defined
through the diffeomorphism ι : R2

q → R2
x which reads

ι(q) = (A2(q1, q2), q2) = x . (2.1)

In fact, this defines Darboux coordinates for the magnetic 2-form, meaning that
dx1 ∧ dx2 = B(q)dq1 ∧ dq2. We recall that we chose a gauge where A1 = 0, see
(1.2). Note that these coordinates preserve the symmetries of the problem, in the
sense that ι(−q) = −ι(q) and ι(q1,−q2) = (A2(q1, q2),−q2). The wells are also
preserved since

ι(Cu) = (A2(Cu), cu) = (0, cu) = Cu

and by symmetry ι(Cd) = Cd.
In these coordinates, the magnetic field is B(x) = B ◦ ι−1(x). The function B

still satisfies the symmetries B(−x1, x2) = B(x1,−x2) = B(x). In particular, the
Hessian of B at Cu is still diagonal.

We also define
α(x) = ∂2A2 ◦ ι−1(x). (2.2)

We notice that B and α satisfy Assumption 1.3.

Lemma 2.1. If B satisfies Assumption 1.3, then there exists r̃ > 0 such that the
functions x1 7→ B(x1, x2) and x1 7→ α(x1, x2) have holomorphic extensions to Ur̃

for all x2 ∈ R. Moreover, these extensions belong to S(Ur̃ × R).

Proof. Let us consider, for all q ∈ Ωr := Ur × C, the natural extension of A2,

Ã(q1; q2) :=

∫
[0,q1]

B(s, q2)ds .

Then Ã(·, q2) is holomorphic in Ur and ∂q1Ã ̸= 0 because of the small variations
of B (Assumption 1.3). Thus, the range of Ã(·, q2) is open. In fact, we can show
that it is a biholomorphism.
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Let us consider the injectivity. We have

Ã(q̃1; q2)− Ã(q1; q2) = (q̃1 − q1)

∫ 1

0

B(q1 + t(q̃1 − q1), q2)dt . (2.3)

We notice that, for all q1, q̃1 ∈ Ur and all q2 ∈ R,∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

B(q1 + t(q̃1 − q1), q2)dt

∣∣∣∣ ⩾ (1− ε)b0 .

Thus,
|Ã(q̃1; q2)− Ã(q1; q2)| ⩾ (1− ε)b0|q̃1 − q1| ,

which shows the injectivity. Let us now explain why the range contains a strip Ur̃

about R. Thanks to (2.3) we get, for all q ∈ Ur × R,

Ã(q1; q2)− Ã(Re q1; q2) = iIm q1

∫ 1

0

B(Re q1 + itIm q1, q2)dt ,

so that

Im
(
Ã(q1; q2)− Ã(Re q1; q2)

)
= Im q1

∫ 1

0

ReB(Re q1 + itIm q1, q2)dt ,

and, for all q ∈ Ur × R,

|Im Ã(q1; q2)| ⩾ (1− ε)b0|Im q1| .
This shows the existence of the desired strip Ur̃ × R.

Therefore, by the implicit function Theorem we can find a smooth function v
on Ur̃ × R such that

Ã(v(x1, x2), x2) = x1.

Taking the x2-derivative we also have ∂x2v ∈ S(Ur̃ × R). The function v is the
inverse of ι, and therefore the function

B(x) = B(v(x1, x2), x2)

has a holomorphic extension to Ur̃ × R, which belongs S(Ur̃ × R). In the same
way, we obtain the extension of α. □

Remark 2.2. Note that, for q ∈ Ur × R,

∂2A2(q) =

∫ Re q1

0

∂2B(s, q2)ds+

∫ q1

Re q1

∂2B(s, q2)ds.

Therefore,

|Im ∂2A2(q)| =
∣∣∣Im ∫ q1

Re q1

∂2B(s, q2)ds
∣∣∣ ⩽ r∥∂2B∥∞.

By (1.3) and (2.2) we deduce that

|Imα| < b0
1− ε

2
.

In particular, the real part Re (B + iα) ⩾ b0
1−ε
2

is always positive.



14 S. FOURNAIS, Y. GUEDES BONTHONNEAU, L. MORIN, AND N. RAYMOND

2.2. Normal form. As underlined in [34] and [32], the magnetic Laplacian L
turns out to be simpler understood as a pseudodifferential operator. In [32] for
instance, a metaplectic transformation which mixes position and momentum vari-
ables was used to find a normal form for the operator. Let us recall this result,
which is the first key element of our analysis.

We will denote coordinates in the phase space R4 by X = (X1, X2), where
X1 = (x1, ξ1) and X2 = (x2, ξ2). All through the article, we will use the Weyl
quantization in the spirit of [38]. Given a symbol n(x1, ξ1), its quantization is
formally defined by

Opw,1
h (n)u(x1) =

1

2πh

∫
R2

e
i
h
ξ1(x1−y1)n

(x1 + y1
2

, ξ1

)
u(y1)dy1dξ1.

The upper index 1 refers to the variable x1. When h = 1, Opw,1
1 is the non-

semiclassical quantization. We can also quantize operator-valued symbols. Assume
that for all X2 = (x2, ξ2) ∈ R2 we are given a bounded operator N(X2) ∈ L(B,B′)
between Banach spaces B, B′. Also assume that N(X2) belongs to the class of
bounded symbols

S(R2,L(B,B′))

=
{
N ∈ C ∞(R2,L(B,B′)), sup

X2∈R2

∥∂γN(X2)∥ ⩽ Cγ, ∀γ ∈ N2
0

}
.

Then the quantization of N is formally defined by the same formula

Opw,2
h (N)u(x2) =

1

2πh

∫
R2

e
i
h
ξ2(x2−y2)N

(x2 + y2
2

, ξ2

)
u(y2)dy2dξ2.

This formula defines a bounded operator L2(R,B) → L2(R,B′). In this article,
B will be either equal to L2(Rx1) or, for some k ∈ N,

Bk(R) = {f ∈ L2(R), xj∂k−j
x f ∈ L2(R), 0 ⩽ j ⩽ k}. (2.4)

The space Bk(R) is given the natural norm ∥f∥2
Bk =

∑k
j=0 ∥xj∂k−j

x f∥2L2 . For
functions of two variables (x1, x2) we will often use the mixed norms

∥f∥2Bk⊗L2 =

∫
∥f(·, x2)∥2Bk dx2. (2.5)

For the properties of the Weyl quantization we refer to [38, 28]. In particular,
when n(x1, x2, ξ1, ξ2) is a symbol in two variables, we can consider the partial
quantizations

Opw,1
h (n), Opw,2

h (n),

and also
Opw,2

h

(
Opw,1

h (n)
)
,
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which coincides with the standard Weyl quantization on R2. With these notations,
we have the following proposition, taken from [32, Proposition 2.2]. It is based on
the metaplectic Egorov theorem.

Proposition 2.3. The operator L is unitarily equivalent to

hM := hOpw,2
h Opw,1

1 m,

where

m(x, ξ) = B(ξ2 + h1/2x1, x2 + h1/2ξ1)
2ξ21 +

(
x1 + α(ξ2 + h1/2x1, x2 + h1/2ξ1)ξ1

)2
+ hT (ξ2 + h1/2x1, x2 + h1/2ξ1) , (2.6)

Idea of the proof. Let us give some more details about the unitary equivalence in
Proposition 2.3. The first step is to implement the change of variables x = ι(q).
This leads to the differential operator

L̃ = Opwh

(
B(x1, x2)2ξ21 + (ξ2 − x1 + α(x1, x2)ξ1)

2 + h2T
)
. (2.7)

We then implement the symplectic change of variable y1 = x1 − ξ2, η1 = ξ1,
y2 = x2 − ξ1, η2 = ξ2, replacing L̃ by the conjugated operator U L̃ U ∗, where U
is the unitary operator

U f(y) = (2πh)−1

∫∫
eih

−1ξ2(y2−x2)f(y1 + ξ2, x2) dx2dξ2

= (2πh)−2

∫∫
eih

−1ξ(y−x)+ih−1ξ1ξ2f(x) dxdξ.

The final step is to implement the scaling y1 7→
√
hy1 as a unitary map on L2. We

see that X2 7→ Opw,1
1

(
m(·, X2)

)
belongs to the claimed class of symbols using the

Calderón-Vaillancourt Theorem, and noticing that m is quadratic with respect to
(x1, ξ1). □

Remark 2.4. Note that M still commutes with the symmetry U ,

MU = UM . (2.8)

To main order, the operator M is a quadratic form in X1 = (x1, ξ1) as one can
guess by formal expansion in powers of h

1
2 . This quadratic form has X2-dependent

coefficients, and it is equivalent to a harmonic oscillator with frequency B(ξ2, x2).
This oscillator in X1 can be interpreted as a quantization of the cyclotron motion,
see [34]. The value of Proposition 2.3 is to decouple the variables X1 and X2, at
least to main order. For this reason the operator M is simpler than L . In the
remainder of the article, we only work with M , and prove a tunneling formula
directly for this operator. As we explain below, tunneling holds in the variables
X2.
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2.3. Exponential conjugation of the one-well operator. We define the one-
well operator by sealing the bottom well. Let Σ ∈ C ∞

0 (R) be a non-negative bump
function with arbitrarily small support, small ∥Σ∥∞, and such that Σ(cd) > 0. We
define the upper one-well operator by

Mu = M + Σ(x2). (2.9)

The purpose of the next sections is to obtain optimal decay estimates on the
eigenfunctions of Mu, and WKB-like constructions. For this reason we consider
the operator conjugated by an exponential weight. The proposition below shows
that the conjugated operator is still a pseudodifferential operator.

Proposition 2.5. Consider a smooth real-valued function Φ ∈ S(R) such that
|Φ′| ⩽ r̃, where r̃ is given by Lemma 2.1. Then the operator

M Φ
u := eΦ(x2)/hMue

−Φ(x2)/h

is a pseudodifferential operator that can be written in the form Opw,2
h Opw,1

1 mΦ
u where

mΦ
u (x, ξ) = m(x1, x2, ξ1, ξ2 + iΦ′(x2)) + Σ(x2) + O(h2) , (2.10)

in the topology of S(R2,L(B2(R), L2(R))). Moreover, we have the following ex-
pansion for all J ∈ N:

M Φ
u = Opw,2

h

(
M0 + h

1
2M1 + hM2 + . . .+ h

J
2MJ

)
+ h

J+1
2 RJ,h , (2.11)

where the symbol of RJ,h belongs to S(R2,L(BJ+3(R), L2(R))), and where the first
expressions of the Mj’s are given explicitly by

M0(x2, ξ2) = B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2)
2D2

x1
+ (x1 + α(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2)Dx1)

2 + Σ(x2) ,

M1(x2, ξ2) = Opw,2
h (m1) ,

M2(x2, ξ2) = Opw,2
h (m2) ,

with
m1 = 2ξ21B∇B ·X1 + 2ξ1(x1 + αξ1)∇α ·X1 ,

m2 = ξ21(∇B ·X1)
2 + ξ21B∇2B(X1, X1) + ξ21(∇α ·X1)

2

+ ξ1(x1 + αξ1)∇2α(X1, X1) + T (ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) ,

and where all the coefficient-functions are evaluated at (ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2).

Remark 2.6. Notice that in order not to overload the symbols, we have omitted
the dependence on Φ in the notation for the operators Mj.

Proof. The fact that M Φ
u is pseudodifferential operator with the expansion (2.10)

follows from the same considerations as in [33, Section 3] (see also [9, Appendix A]
where a simple proof is given). The expansion (2.11) is then inspired by [32,
Section 3.2], and is proven as follows. The symbol mΦ

u given by (2.10) and (2.6)
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can be expanded in powers of h
1
2 (x1, ξ1) using the Taylor formula. At order J > 0,

the remainder rJ,h is bounded by

|rJ,h(X1, X2)| ⩽ Ch
J+1
2 ⟨|x1|+ |ξ1|⟩J+3.

Similarly bounding the x1-derivatives of rJ,h, we find that Opw,1
1 rJ,h defines a

bounded operator in L(BJ+3(R), L2(R)), since the coefficients B and α are in S(R).
Bounding x2-derivatives we finally find that Opw,1

1 rh,J is a uniformly bounded sym-
bol in the class h

J+1
2 S(R2,L(BJ+3(R), L2(R))). □

There is an extension of Proposition 2.5 to slightly more general weights, in-
volving the class of h-dependent functions

S 1
2
(R) =

{
Φ(·;h) ∈ C ∞(R) ;∀n, |∂nxΦ(x;h)| ⩽ Cαh

−n
2

}
. (2.12)

Such weights will be useful when proving accurate approximation of the one-well
eigenfunctions.

Lemma 2.7. Consider a smooth bounded real-valued function x2 7→ Φ(x2) with
Φ′ ∈ S(R) + h

1
2S 1

2
(R) such that |Φ′| ⩽ r̃. Then, M Φ

u := eΦ(x2)/hMue
−Φ(x2)/h is a

pseudodifferential operator that can be written in the form

M Φ
u = Opw,2

h (M0 + h
1
2M1) + hRh ,

where the symbol of Rh belongs to

S 1
2
,0

(
R2,L(B4(R), L2(R))

)
=
{
a ∈ C ∞ : ∀α ∈ N2 ,∃Cα > 0 : ∥∂αX2

a∥L(B4(R),L2(R)) ⩽ Cαh
−α1

2

}
.

Proof. Under the assumptions on Φ, each time we differentiate B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2)

with respect to x2 we loose a power of h
1
2 . Hence the same holds for the symbol

mΦ
u . Proceeding as in Proposition 2.5 with J = 1, the result follows. □

3. Functional inequalities

3.1. Statements. The inequality in the following Proposition 3.2 is the core of the
Agmon-type decay estimates and of a WKB-like approximation of the groundstate
of Mu. It can be established under the following assumption on the weight Φ. Let
χ0 ∈ C ∞

0 (R) be a fixed cutoff function, equal to 1 on a neighborhood of 0.

Assumption 3.1 (Coercivity). There exists c > 0 such that the following hold.
For all R ⩾ 1 we can find h0 = h0(R) > 0 such that, for h ∈ (0, h0) and (x2, ξ2) ∈
R2, the function Φ satisfies

ReB(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2)− b0 ⩾ cR2h
(
1− χ0

(
x2 − cu

Rh
1
2

))
.
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We emphasize that Φ may depend on R and h. For simplicity we will use the
notation χR,h(x) = χ(x/Rh

1
2 ). We also recall that B has small variations, meaning

that |B − b0| ⩽ εb0. The main result of this section is

Proposition 3.2. Assume ∥Σ∥∞ < (1 − 3ε)b0, with ε from Assumption 1.3. Let
C0 > 0, and let Φ be a smooth bounded real-valued function with Φ′ ∈ S(R) +
Rh

1
2S 1

2
(R), satisfying Assumption 3.1. Then there exists C > 0 such that for R

large enough, we can find h0 = h0(R) > 0 such that

R2∥f∥L2 ⩽ Ch−1∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2 + CR2∥χR,h(x2 − cu)f∥L2 + C∥f∥B4⊗L2 ,

for all h ∈ (0, h0), all f ∈ S(R2), and all z satisfying |z − b0| < C0h.

Note that, when we say Φ′ ∈ Rh
1
2S 1

2
(R), we implicitly assume that the semi-

norms are uniformly bounded with respect to R ∈ [1,∞). This is the case for
the weight we use later, see Lemma 4.3. From Proposition 3.2, we deduce the
following functional inequality, which avoids the complicated remainders related
to the BN(R)-norm.

Corollary 3.3. Let L ∈ N and C0 > 0. If ∥Σ∥∞ < (1− 3ε)b0, there exists N ∈ N
such that the following holds. Let Φ be a smooth, bounded, real-valued function with
Φ′ ∈ S(R) + Rh

1
2S 1

2
(R) satisfying Assumption 3.1. Then there exist R, h0, C > 0

such that

∥f∥BL⊗L2 ⩽ Ch−1∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥BN⊗L2 + CR2∥χR,h(x2 − cu)f∥ ,

for all h ∈ (0, h0), all f ∈ S(R2), and all z satisfying |z − b0| < C0h.

Proof of Corollary 3.3. We start by establishing, for all N ⩾ 0,
∥(M Φ

u + 1)f∥BN⊗L2 ⩾ C∥f∥BN+2⊗L2 . (3.1)

Using the weight WN = (1+ x21 + ξ21)
N
2 and its quantization Ww

N = Opw,1
1 WN , it is

enough to prove
∥Ww

N (M
Φ
u + 1)(Ww

N+2)
−1g∥L2 ⩾ C∥g∥L2 . (3.2)

By standard Weyl calculus, using that the symbol mΦ
u behaves quadratically in

ξ1 and x1, the symbol of the operator N = Ww
NM Φ

u (Ww
N+2)

−1 is in S(R), and the
principal part of N ∗N is

|WNW
−1
N+2(m

Φ
u + 1)|2 = W−4

∣∣mΦ
u + 1

∣∣2 ⩾ C.

The bound (3.2) follows thanks to the Gårding inequality for operator-valued sym-
bols (see [28, Theorem 2.1.18] in the case A = B), and thus (3.1) follows. Note
that the involved constant C can be chosen independent of R and Φ.

Now, we use Proposition 3.2 and (3.1) with N ⩾ 2, and we deduce

R2∥f∥L2 ⩽ Ch−1∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2 + CR2∥χR,h(x2 − cu)f∥L2

+ C∥(M Φ
u + 1)f∥BN⊗L2 ,
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and since z is bounded,

R2∥f∥L2 ⩽ Ch−1∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥BN⊗L2 + CR2∥χR,h(x2 − cu)f∥L2 + C∥f∥BN⊗L2 .

Using (3.1) recursively, we can replace the BN -norm of f by the L2 norm of f , up
to increasing the constant C. Hence,

R2∥f∥L2 ⩽ CNh
−1∥(M Φ

u − z)f∥BN⊗L2 + CR2∥χR,h(x2 − cu)f∥L2 + C∥f∥L2 .

We choose R2 > C, and the result follows for L = 0. For larger values of L, we
use (3.1) recursively again. □

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.2.

3.2. About the principal operator symbol. We discuss basic properties of
M0(X2), the principal symbol of M Φ

u given in Proposition 2.5.

3.2.1. A harmonic oscillator with almost real coefficients. The operator M0(X2)
on L2(Rx1) is not selfadjoint. It has compact resolvent and its (discrete) spectrum
can be computed explicitly. The spectrum is given by

sp(M0(X2)) =
{
(2n− 1)B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2) , n ∈ N

}
.

These eigenvalues are algebraically simple, in the sense that the corresponding
Riesz projector is of rank one. To see this, we can write

M0(X2) = (B2 + α2)D2
x1

+ α(x1Dx1 +Dx1x1) + x21 + Σ

= (B2 + α2)

(
Dx1 +

α

B2 + α2
x1

)2

+
B2

B2 + α2
x21 + Σ ,

and we find a total family of eigenfunctions with the help of the Hermite functions.
Note that here the functions B and α are taken at the point (ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2),
even though we do not write it explicitly to lighten notations. The normalized
eigenfunction of M0 associated with the eigenvalue B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2) is

FX2(x1) = C(X2) exp
(
− x21
2(B − iα)

)
, (3.3)

where we choose the constant C(X2) > 0 such that ∥FX2∥ = 1. Note that this
normalization is possible because Re (B + iα) stays positive, see Remark 2.2.

Taking the adjoint of M0 amounts replacing B by B and α by α. Thus, an
eigenfunction of M∗

0 associated with B + Σ is

GX2(x1) = c(X2) exp
(
− x21
2(B − iα)

)
, (3.4)

where we choose the constant c(X2) ∈ C \ {0} such that ⟨FX2 ,GX2⟩ = 1, for later
convenience.
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3.2.2. Inverting the principal operator symbol at fixed X2.

Lemma 3.4. The operator ⟨·,GX2⟩FX2 is the Riesz projector ΠX2 of M0(X2) as-
sociated with the eigenvalue B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2). Moreover, the operator

R0(z) := (M0(X2)− z)−1(Id− ΠX2) ,

is a holomorphic function of z, for |z − b0| < b0.

Proof. The Riesz projector is

ΠX2 =
1

2iπ

∫
C

(ζ −M0(X2))
−1dζ

where C is a contour encircling the isolated eigenvalue B + Σ. Then, for all
z ̸= B + Σ inside C we have

Id− ΠX2 =
1

2iπ

∫
C

(
(ζ − z)−1 − (ζ −M0(X2))

−1
)
dζ

=
1

2iπ

∫
C

(ζ − z)−1(z −M0(X2))(ζ −M0(X2))
−1dζ

so that

(M0(X2)− z)−1(Id− ΠX2) =
1

2iπ

∫
C

(ζ − z)−1(M0(X2)− ζ)−1dζ (3.5)

is holomorphic inside C , including at z = B + Σ.
Since ⟨FX2 ,GX2⟩ = 1, the operator ⟨·,GX2⟩FX2 is a projector. It has the same

range as ΠX2 , i.e. spanFX2 . Moreover, it has the same kernel since kerΠX2 =
(ranΠ∗

X2
)⊥ = (spanGX2)

⊥. Therefore ΠX2 = ⟨·,GX2⟩FX2 .
Finally, note that we can choose C to be the circle of center b0 and radius b0,

as soon as ∥Σ∥∞ < (1− 3ε)b0. Indeed, this path encircles B + Σ because

|B + Σ− b0| ⩽ εb0 + |Σ| < b0,

and it does not encircles (2n+ 1)B + Σ for n ⩾ 1 since

|(2n+ 1)B + Σ− b0| ⩾ 2nb0 − |Σ| − (2n+ 1)|B − b0|
> (2n(1− ε)− ε− 1 + 3ε)b0 ⩾ b0.

□

The functions FX2 and GX2 are convenient for the construction of an augmented
matrix of M0(X2) − z, which is bijective when z is close to the first eigenvalue
B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2) of M0(X2).

Proposition 3.5. We let

P0(X2) =

(
M0(X2)− z ·FX2

⟨·,GX2⟩ 0

)
: B2(R)⊕ C → L2(R)⊕ C .
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If |z − b0| < b0, then P0(X2) is bijective and its inverse is given by

P0(X2)
−1 =

(
R0(z) ·FX2

⟨·,GX2⟩ z − B − Σ

)
. (3.6)

Moreover, P0(X2) and P0(X2)
−1 are bounded symbols.

Proof. One easily checks the formula for the inverse by taking the product of the
two matrices. Clearly, M0(X2), FX2 and GX2 are in the class of bounded symbols.
It only remains to estimate R0(z) as function of X2. R0(z) is given by formula
(3.5), where the contour C is independent of X2. Therefore, it is enough to notice
that X2 7→ (M0(X2) − ζ)−1 is a smooth bounded function of X2 with values in
L(L2(R), B2(R)), which depends continuously on ζ. Similarly the X2-derivatives
are also bounded and therefore P0(X2)

−1 belongs to the class

S(R2,L(L2(R)⊕ C, B2(R)⊕ C)).
□

3.3. Approximate parametrix. We let F = Opwh (·FX2) and G = Opwh (⟨·,GX2⟩),
and we consider

P :=

(
M Φ

u − z F
G 0

)
,

which is a pseudodifferential operator with principal symbol P0,z(X2). Using
Proposition 3.5, we will construct a parametrix for P. The existence of this ex-
plicit approximate inverse will give coercivity properties of M Φ

u , eventually leading
to the bound stated in Proposition 3.2. We define the subprincipal terms of P by

Pj(X2) =

(
Mj(X2) 0

0 0

)
and Pj = Pw

j ,

where the subprincipal terms Mj(X2) of M Φ
h are defined in Proposition 2.5.

Lemma 3.6. For all z ∈ C,
(1) When Φ ∈ S(R), for all J ∈ N we have the expansion

P = P0 + h
1
2P1 + hP2 + . . .+ h

J
2 PJ + h

J+1
2 RJ ,

where ∥RJ∥(BJ+3⊗L2)⊕L2→(L2⊗L2)⊕L2 is uniformly bounded with respect to h.
(2) When Φ′ ∈ S(R) +Rh

1
2S 1

2
(R), we have

P = P0 + h
1
2P1 + hR ,

where ∥R∥(B4⊗L2)⊕L2→(L2⊗L2)⊕L2 is uniformly bounded with respect to h ∈
(0, 1) and R ∈ [1,∞).

Proof. This result follows from Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 2.7, using the Calderón-
Vaillancourt theorem (see [28, Théorème 2.1.16]) to estimate the remainders. Note
that, since the semi-norms of Φ′ are uniformly bounded with respect to R ∈ [1,∞),
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the symbols involved belong to the class S 1
2
,0(R2) uniformly with respect to R.

Thus the estimates are independent of R. □

Proposition 3.7. Assume |z − b0| < b0. Then there exists a sequence (Qj)j⩾0

of symbols in S(R2,L(Bj ⊕ C, B2 ⊕ C)) such that the following holds. Let Qj =

Opw,2
h Qj, and for J ∈ N,

Q[J ] = Q0 + h
1
2Q1 + . . .+ h

J
2 QJ .

(i) When Φ ∈ S(R), we have for all J ∈ N,

PQ[J ] = Id + h
J+1
2 RJ , (3.7)

where RJ is bounded in L((BJ+1 ⊗ L2)⊕ L2, (L2 ⊗ L2)⊕ L2).
(ii) When Φ′ ∈ S(R) +Rh

1
2S 1

2
(R), we have

Q[1]P = Id + hR , (3.8)
where R is bounded in L((B4 ⊗ L2)⊕ L2), (B2 ⊗ L2)⊕ L2).

Moreover, we can choose Q0 = P−1
0 , Q1 = −Q0P1Q0, and

Q2 = −Q0P2Q0 + Q0P1Q0P1Q0 −
1

2i
{Q0,P0}Q0 , (3.9)

where we recall formula (3.6) for the inverse of P0.

Proof. If P and Q denote the symbol of P and Q respectively, then the symbol of
QP is given by the Moyal product (see the composition theorem in [28, Theorem
2.1.12]),

Q ⋆ P = QP+
h

2i
{Q,P}+ O(h2)

= Q0P0 + h
1
2 (Q0P1 + Q1P0) + h

(
Q2P0 + Q1P1 + Q0P2 +

1

2i
{Q0,P0}

)
+ O(h

3
2 ) .

We obtain an expansion in powers of h
1
2 . We want the first coefficient to equal the

identity, and therefore Q0 = P−1
0 . We want all other coefficients to vanish. This

leads to a sequence of equations that can be solved recursively, to find the values of
Qj. The first two equations give the claimed formulas for Q1 and Q2. Note that Qj

belongs to the symbol class S(R2,L(Bj ⊕C, B2⊕C)). The final error is controlled
by using Lemma 3.6. The estimate of PQ follows from the same arguments. □

Remark 3.8. As mentionned above, the expressions of the Qj are the same as in [32].
Note however that, in the context of [32], it is stated that ({Q0,P0}Q0)± = 0, which
follows from an unfortunate mistake. To correct this, let us compute its explicit
value in general. By writing that {Q0,P0}Q0 = ∂ξ2Q0∂x2P0Q0− ∂x2Q0∂ξ2P0Q0 and
by computing the product of matrices, we get

(∂ξ2Q0∂x2P0Q0)± = ⟨∂x2P0F, ∂ξ2G⟩+ Q±
0 ⟨∂x2F, ∂ξ2G⟩+ ∂ξ2Q

±
0 ⟨F, ∂x2G⟩ .
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Then, we notice that (P0 − E)∂x2F = ∂x2EF− ∂x2P0F. This implies that
(∂ξ2Q0∂x2P0Q0)± = −⟨(P0 − z)∂x2F, ∂ξ2G⟩+ ∂x2E⟨F, ∂ξ2G⟩ − ∂ξ2E⟨F, ∂x2G⟩ .

By exchanging the roles of x2 and ξ2, we find that

({Q0,P0}Q0)± = −⟨(P0 − z)∂x2F, ∂ξ2G⟩+ ⟨(P0 − z)∂ξ2F, ∂x2G⟩
+ 2∂x2E⟨F, ∂ξ2G⟩ − 2∂ξ2E⟨F, ∂x2G⟩ .

In [32], the correct expression of the effective symbol is

µeff
h (X2) =

◦
B(X2) +

◦
V (X2)

+ h
(
⟨P2(X2)fX2 , fX2⟩ − ⟨P1(X2)(P0(X2)− z)−1Π⊥P1(X2)fX2 , fX2⟩

)
+
h

2i
({Q0,P0}Q0)± .

3.4. Implications of the existence of the left inverse. We deduce from
Proposition 3.7 a lower bound on M Φ

u .

Corollary 3.9. Let C0 > 0 and consider Φ′ ∈ S(R) + Rh
1
2S 1

2
(R). Then there

is C > 0 such that, for R ⩾ 1, h small enough, z ∈ D(b0, C0h) and for all
f ∈ B4(R)⊗ L2(R),

∥f∥L2 ⩽ C∥G f∥L2 + C∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2 + Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2 ,

and

Re ⟨Opw,2
h (B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2)− b0)G f,G f⟩

⩽ C∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2∥f∥L2 + Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2∥f∥L2 .

Proof. We use Proposition 3.7, and denote

Q[1] =

(
Q++ Q+

Q− Q±

)
.

Applying (3.8) to a vector (f, 0) gives

Q++(M
Φ
u − z)f + Q+G f = f + hRf , (3.10)

and
Q−(M

Φ
u − z)f + Q±G f = hR̃f , (3.11)

where the remainders satisfy

∥Rf∥B2⊗L2 ⩽ C∥f∥B4⊗L2 , ∥R̃f∥L2 ⩽ C∥f∥B4⊗L2 .

The first estimate follows from (3.10) since Q++ is bounded operator B1 ⊗ L2 →
L2 ⊗ L2 and Q+ is bounded L2 → L2 ⊗ L2. For the second estimate, we take the
scalar product with G f in (3.11) and obtain

−Re⟨Q±G f,G f⟩ ⩽ ∥Q−(M
Φ
u − z)f∥L2∥G f∥L2 + Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2∥f∥L2

⩽ C∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2∥f∥L2 + Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2∥f∥L2 ,
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where we used that Q− is a bounded operator B1 ⊗ L2 → L2. Using the formula
from Proposition 3.7 and equation (3.6), we find the symbol of Q±,

Q± = z − B − Σ− h
1
2 ⟨M1(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩.

The subprincipal term is vanishing because M1(X2) is odd in x1 and FX2 , GX2

are Gaussians. The result follows, replacing z by b0 up to additional O(h) error
terms. □

3.5. Proof of Proposition 3.2. The second inequality in Corollary 3.9 implies
that

Re ⟨Opw,2
h (B(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2)− b0 + cR2hχR,h)G f,G f⟩

⩽ C∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2∥f∥L2 + cR2h⟨χR,hG f,G f⟩+ Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2∥f∥L2 ,

where we introduced the function χR,h given in Assumption 3.1, which satisfies

ph(X2) := ReB(ξ2 + iΦ′(x2), x2) + Σ(x2)− b0 + cR2hχR,h(x2)− cR2h ⩾ 0 .

In order to exploit the positivity, one will need a Fefferman-Phong inequality in a
slightly exotic class.

Lemma 3.10 (A Fefferman-Phong inequality). There exists C > 0 such that, for
all R ⩾ 1 and h small enough,

Opw,2
h ph ⩾ −Ch .

Proof. By translation and rescaling (x2 = cu+h
1
2y, ξ2 = h−

1
2η), we see that Opw

h ph
is unitarily equivalent to Opw

1 (qh) with

qh(y, η) =

ReB(h
1
2η + iΦ′(cu + h

1
2y), cu + h

1
2y) + Σ(cu + h

1
2y)− b0 + cR2hχ0(y)− cR2h .

By using that Φ′ ∈ S(R)+Rh 1
2S 1

2
(R), we see that ∂α(h−1qh) is uniformly bounded

as soon as |α| ⩾ 4. Therefore, we can apply the standard Fefferman-Phong inequal-
ity (see, for instance, [7, Théorème 3.2] or [30, Corollary 1.3.2]) and the conclusion
follows. □

Thanks to Lemma 3.10, we deduce

(cR2 − C)h ⟨G f,G f⟩ ⩽ C∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2∥f∥L2 + cR2h⟨χR,hG f,G f⟩

+ Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2∥f∥L2 .

Then, we notice that
[G , χR,h] = O(h

1
2 ) ,
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which implies, up to reducing h0,

(cR2 − C)h∥G f∥2 ⩽ C∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2∥f∥L2 + CR2h∥χR,hf∥L2∥f∥L2

+ Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2∥f∥L2 .

By using the first estimate in Corollary 3.9, we get

(cR2 − C)h∥f∥L2 ⩽ C∥(M Φ
u − z)f∥B1⊗L2 + CR2h∥χR,hf∥L2 + Ch∥f∥B4⊗L2 .

This ends the proof of Proposition 3.2.

4. Exponential decay

4.1. Magnetic Agmon distance. In this section we prove an almost optimal
result on the decay of eigenfunctions of Mu, the single upper-well operator. More
precisely, we prove decay in the variable x2, which is the direction where tunneling
occurs. The optimal decay rate is given by a function φu(x2), which we call Agmon
distance by analogy with electric wells. This function φu is solution to an eikonal
equation where B + Σ is the effective symbol. This is where Assumption 1.5 on
the magnetic field is crucial.

Lemma 4.1. Assume Σ ∈ C∞
0 (R,R+) is such that Σ(cd) > 0 and ∥Σ∥∞, |supp(Σ)|

are small enough. Then there exists a smooth non-negative function φu such that
for all x2 ∈ R,

B (iφ′
u(x2), x2) + Σ(x2) = b0 . (4.1)

It satisfies φu(cu) = 0, φ′
u(cu) = 0 and φ′′

u(cu) = −b0γ′(cu). Moreover, outside the
support of Σ it is given by

φu(x2) =
∣∣∣ ∫ x2

cu

|Γ(s)|ds
∣∣∣, x2 ∈ R \ supp(Σ), x2 > cd. (4.2)

with

Γ(x2) := γ(x2)

∫
[0,1]

B(itγ(x2), x2)dt .

Proof. We recall that, for all q ∈ R2,

B(ι(q)) = B(q) ,

where ι is the diffeomorphism defined in (2.1). Thus, by analyticity we have

b0 = B(iγ(q2), q2) = B(ι(iγ(q2), q2)) = B
(∫

[0,iγ(q2)]

B(q1, q2)dq1 , q2

)
.

By symmetry, this is also true replacing γ by −γ, and we deduce that the smooth
functions ±Γ satisfy

B(±iΓ(x2), x2) = b0, ∀x2 ∈ R. (4.3)
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We recall that B(ix1, x2) > 0 for x1, x2 ∈ R, and therefore Γ has the same sign as
γ, {

Γ(x2) < 0 for x2 /∈ [cd, cu],

Γ(x2) > 0 for x2 ∈ (cd, cu).

For this reason the function

ψ(x2) =
∣∣∣ ∫ x2

cu

|Γ(s)|ds
∣∣∣ = {∫ cu

x2
Γ(s)ds if x2 ⩾ cd,

−
∫ cd
x2

Γ(s)ds+
∫ cu
cd

Γ(s)ds if x2 ⩽ cd,

is non-negative, increasing on [cu,∞), decreasing on (−∞, cu], and its global min-
imum is ψ(cu) = 0. It is a solution to

B(iψ′(x2), x2) = b0,

however it is not smooth at cd. This is due to the double-well of B on the real axis,
and it is fixed using the non-negative cutoff Σ(x2). We define φu to be equal to
ψ outside the support of Σ. Equation (4.1) has locally a smooth solution, which
cannot cross the axis x1 = 0 because B(0, x2) + Σ(x2) > b0 away from cu. Thus
there must be a smooth function φ′

u connecting the two branches of ψ′ on the
support of Σ. □

4.2. Weights satisfying Assumption 3.1. The proof of exponential decay is
based on the functional inequality Corollary 3.3 derived in Section 3. However,
we cannot apply this inequality directly to the weight φu since it is not a bounded
function. For this reason we introduce φ̃u which is constant at infinity. Let A > cu,
and consider χ1 ∈ C ∞

0 (R) such that χ1 = 1 on [−A,A], χ1 = 0 on R \ [−2A, 2A]
and 0 ⩽ χ1 ⩽ 1. We define

∀x ∈ R, φ̃u(x) =

∫ x

cu

χ1(s)φ
′
u(s)ds . (4.4)

One easily checks the following properties of φ̃u.
— φ̃u = φu on [−A,A],
— φ̃u is constant on R \ [−2A, 2A],
— φ̃u(±2A) < φu(±2A),
— for all x ∈ R, (x− cu)φ̃

′
u(x) ⩾ 0,

— |φ̃′
u| ⩽ |φ′

u| and thus φ̃u ⩽ φu.
Moreover, the function (1− η)φ̃u ∈ S(R) satisfies Assumption 3.1.

Lemma 4.2. If η > 0 is small enough, then the function (1 − η)φ̃u satisfies
Assumption 3.1.

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.
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1. We first establish a couple of estimates for any weight Φ. Thanks to the
eikonal equation (4.1), we can write

ReB(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2) + Σ(x2)− b0

= Re (B(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2))

= Re (B(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2)− B(iΦ′, x2) + B(iΦ′, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2)) .

The function ξ2 7→ Re (B(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2)− B(iΦ′, x2)) vanishes at 0 and its derivative
is the function ξ2 7→ Re ∂1B(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2) = Re ∂1B

B
(ι−1(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2)), which is

non-negative when ξ2 ⩾ 0 and non-positive when ξ2 ⩽ 0 (as a consequence of
Assumption 1.7). Thus,

Re (B(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2)− B(iΦ′, x2)) ⩾ 0 . (4.5)

We deduce

ReB(ξ2 + iΦ′, x2) + Σ(x2)− b0 ⩾ B(iΦ′, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2) , (4.6)

where the right-hand side is real due to the symmetry assumptions on B. Then,
we only have to bound the right-hand side from below.

We use the Taylor formula to get

B(iΦ′, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2) = i∂1B(iφ′

u, x2)(Φ
′ − φ̃′

u) + O
(
|Φ′ − φ′

u|2
)
, (4.7)

and then

B(iΦ′, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2) = −∂21B(0, x2)φ′

u(Φ
′ − φ′

u)

+ O
(
(φ′

u)
2|Φ′ − φ′

u|+ |Φ′ − φ′
u|2
)
. (4.8)

Note that our assumptions on B imply that, for all x2 ∈ R, ∂21B(0, x2) ⩾ c > 0.
Moreover, thanks to Assumption 1.5,

i∂1B(iφ′
u, x2)

φ′
u

|φ′
u|
< 0, x2 ̸= cu .

2. With Φ = (1− η)φu, we deduce from (4.8) that,

B(i(1− η)φ′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) ⩾ ∂21B(0, x2)η(φ′
u)

2 + O
(
η(φ′

u)
3 + η2(φ′

u)
2
)
.

We know that φu is quadratic near x2 = cu. Therefore, we can find a c > 0 such
that, if δ and η are small enough,

B(i(1− η)φ′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) ⩾ c(x2 − cu)
2, ∀x2 ∈ D(cu, δ) . (4.9)

Then, we use (4.7) so that, for all x2 ∈ [−A,A] \D(cu, δ), we have

B(i(1− η)φ′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) = i∂1B(iφ′
u, x2)(Φ

′ − φ′
u) + O

(
|Φ′ − φ′

u|2
)

⩾ cδη|φ′
u| ,

for some cδ > 0, and thus, for all x2 ∈ [−A,A] \D(cu, δ),

B(i(1− η)φ′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) ⩾ c̃δ > 0 . (4.10)
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Since φ̃u = φu on [−A,A], we get, from (4.9) and (4.10), that for Φ = (1− η)φ̃u,
on [−A,A],

B(iΦ′, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2) ⩾ c̃δ min(1, (x2 − cu)

2) .

For all x2 /∈ [−A,A], we have

B(iΦ′, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2) ⩾ cA > 0 .

Thus, Φ = (1− η)φ̃′
u satisfies the Assumption 3.1. □

In Proposition 5.4 about WKB constructions, we will also need the following
almost optimal weight.

Lemma 4.3. Let ρ be a smooth function equal to 1 on R \ [−1, 1] and supported
in R \ [−1

2
, 1
2
]. For all R, η ⩾ 1, define

φ̂u(x) = φ̃u(x)− ηR2h

∫ x

cu

ρ

(
s− cu

Rh
1
2

)
φ̃′
u(s)

φ̃u(s)
ds.

Then if η > 0 is small enough, φ̂u satisfies Assumption 3.1.

Note that φ̂′
u ∈ S(R) +Rh

1
2S 1

2
(R) uniformly with respect to R.

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 4.2. We can use the bounds (4.7) and (4.8)
to Φ = φ̂u. Note that we have

φ̂′
u =

(
1− ηR2hρh

φ̃u

)
φ̃′
u ,

with ρh(x) = ρ((x− cu)/Rh
1
2 ). Thus, (4.8) gives, on [−A,A],

B(iφ̂′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2)

⩾ ∂21B(0, x2)ηR2hρh
(φ′

u)
2

φu

+ O
(
ηR2hρh

(φ′
u)

3

φu

+ η2R4h2ρ2h
(φ′

u)
2

φ2
u

)
.

For x2 ∈ D(cu, δ) with δ small enough, using that φu is quadratic near cu, we
deduce,

B(iφ̂′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) ⩾ cηR2hρh + O
(
ηR2hρh|x2 − cu|+

η2R2h2ρ2h
|x− cu|2

)
⩾ cηR2hρh(1− Cδ − Cη).

When η and δ are chosen small enough, we obtain, for all x2 ∈ D(cu, δ),

B(iφ̂′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) ⩾ cηR2hρh . (4.11)

When x2 ∈ [−A,A] \D(cu, δ), then ρh(x2) = 1 and we use (4.7) to get

B(iφ̂′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) ⩾ cδηR
2h
φ′
u

φu

+ O

(
η2R4h2

(φ′
u)

2

φ2
u

)
⩾ cδηR

2h− Cδη
2R4h2.
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We therefore obtain a c̃δ > 0 (depending on δ) such that, for all x2 ∈ [−A,A] \
D(cu, δ),

B(iφ̂′
u, x2)− B(iφ′

u, x2) ⩾ c̃δηR
2h . (4.12)

Moreover, we have, for all x2 /∈ [−A,A],
B(iφ̂′

u, x2)− B(iφ′
u, x2) ⩾ cA > 0 .

We combine (4.11) and (4.12) to deduce that φ̂u satisfies Assumption 3.1, as
soon as η is chosen small enough. □

Remark 4.4.
(i) The proofs of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 are rather similar to those of [2, Prop.

5.3 & 5.8] obtained in the case of magnetic fields vanishing on curves. Note
however that the proof of [2, Prop. 5.8] is not correct since the proof of
the analog of (4.5) (which follows from Assumption 1.7 in our case) is wrong.
Fortunately, this mistake can be corrected by improving the microlocalization
estimates near "ξ2 = 0".

(ii) We have also to emphasize that our expressions of φ̃u and φ̂u are taken from
[9] and are smooth functions contrary to those used in [2, 5]. Due to the
microlocal estimates, the smoothness of the weights is required.

4.3. Exponential decay of the one-well groundstate. We are now in position
to prove an almost-optimal decay estimate on eigenfunctions of Mu.

Theorem 4.5. Let η > 0 small enough, C0 > 0 and L ∈ N. There exist C, h0 > 0
such that, for all h ∈ (0, h0) and all eigenfunctions f associated with an eigenvalue
λ of Mu such that |λ− b0| ⩽ C0h, we have

∥e(1−η) φ̃u(x2)/hf∥BL⊗L2 ⩽ C∥f∥
where φ̃u is the weight defined in (4.4).

Proof. We can assume η as small as we need, and we apply Corollary 3.3 to Φ =
(1 − η) φ̃u (which is allowed thanks to Lemma 4.2). Applying the inequality to
f = e(1−η) φ̃u(x2)/hf with z = λ, we obtain

∥e(1−η) φ̃u(x2)/hf∥BL⊗L2 ⩽ C∥χR,h(x2 − cu)e
(1−η) φ̃u(x2)/hf∥,

for some R > 0 and C > 0. Since χR,h is supported on a h
1
2 -neighborhood of cu,

and φ̃u is quadratic near cu, the exponential on the right-hand side is bounded on
the support of χR,h. The result follows. □

5. A WKB-like construction

The parametrix constructed in Proposition 3.7 can also be used to contruct
quasimodes for the operator M Φ

u , when Φ = φu is the magnetic Agmon distance
defined in Lemma 4.1. This yields a WKB-like construction for the upper-well
operator Mu.
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Theorem 5.1. There exist sequences of smooth functions (aj)j∈N and of real num-
bers (zj)j∈N, and N > 0 such that the following holds for all J ∈ N. Define

a[J ] = a0 + h
1
2a1 + . . .+ h

J
2 aJ , z[J ] = z0 + h

1
2 z1 + . . .+ h

J
2 zJ ,

and let χ ∈ C ∞
0 (R) be such that χ = 1 on a neighborhood of cu.

(1) There exists an h-pseudodifferential operator Q[J ]
+ with principal symbol

Q+ = F(x2,ξ2)(x1) + O(h
1
2 ) in S(1),

such that

(M φu
u − z[J ])Q[J ]

+ [χa[J ]] = O(h
J+1
2 ) in BL(R)⊗ L2({χ = 1}) ,

for all L ∈ N.
(2) The quasimode

fwkb
J,u (x1, x2) = φ′′

u(cu)
1
4h−

1
4 e−φu(x2)/hQ[J ]

+

[
χa[J ]

]
(x1, x2)

satisfies

eφu/h(fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u ) = O(h

J
2
−1−N) in BL(R)⊗ L2({χ = 1}) ,

for all L ∈ N, and where Πu is the orthogonal projection on the ground
state of Mu.

Moreover z0 = b0, z1 = 0, a0(cu) = 1, and ∥fwkb
J,u ∥ = 1 + O(h

1
2 ).

This results tells us that fwkb
J,u is a good approximation of the true ground state

fu of Mu. This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.1.

5.1. A sequence of transport equations. We want to use the parametrix con-
struction in Proposition 3.7 with weight φu. Since φu is not bounded, we use
instead Φ = φ̃u defined in (4.4). We may choose the constant A > 0 defining φ̃u

such that suppχ ⊂ [−A,A]. With this choice, and for any z of the form

z = b0 + z1h
1
2 + · · ·+ zJh

J
2 ,

we obtain an h-pseudodifferential operator

Q[J ] =

(
Q[J ]

++ Q[J ]
+

Q[J ]
− Q[J ]

±

)
,

such that (
M φ̃u

u − z F
G 0

)
Q[J ] = I + O(h

J+1
2 ). (5.1)

We recall that F = OpwhF(x2,ξ2)(x1), with the notation (3.3). Proposition 3.7 also
tells us that Q[J ]

+ = F + O(h
1
2 ) in the symbol class S(1). Applying (5.1) to a

function of the form (0, χ(x2)a(x2)), we deduce that

(M φ̃u
u − z)Q[J ]

+ (χa) = −FQ[J ]
± (χa) + O

(
h

J+1
2 ∥χa∥

)
, (5.2)
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in L2(R2), and
G Q[J ]

+ (χa) = χa+ O
(
h

J+1
2 ∥χa∥

)
, (5.3)

in L2(R). Our quasimode fwkb
J,u should solve the eigenvalue equation for Mu, which

suggests to find z and a such that Q[J ]
± (χa) is small (in (5.2)). This is the purpose

of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. There exist sequences of smooth functions (aj)j∈N and of numbers
(zj)j∈N such that

Q[J ]
± (χa[J ]) = O(h

J+1
2 ) in L2({χ = 1}),

for all J ∈ N, where a[J ] = a0 + h
1
2a1 + · · · + h

J
2 aJ and z = z0 + h

1
2 z1 + · · ·hJ

2 zJ .
Moreover,

z0 = b0, z1 = 0, z2 =

√
∂21B(Cu)∂22B(Cu)

2b0
+

(√
∂21B(Cu) +

√
∂22B(Cu)

)2
4b0

,

and a0 is explicitly given in equation (5.10) below.

Proof. We recall that Q[J ]
± is a pseudodifferential operator with symbol in S(R2)

of the form
Q± = Q±

0 + h
1
2Q±

1 + hQ±
2 + · · ·+ h

J
2Q±

J . (5.4)
with {

Q±
0 (x2, ξ2) = z − B(ξ2 + iφ̃′

u(x2), x2)− Σ(x2)

Q±
1 (x2, ξ2) = 0.

(5.5)

Now note that, given any symbol σ ∈ S(1) and any function a ∈ C ∞
0 (R), we have

Opwh (σ(x, ξ))a = Opw1 (σ(x, hξ))a =
N∑

n=0

hn

n!
Opw1 (∂

n
ξ σ(x, 0)ξ

n)a+ O(hN+1). (5.6)

Therefore, we can expand our quantity of interest

Q[J ]
± (χah) =

(
Opwh (Q

±
0 ) + h

1
2Opwh (Q

±
1 ) + · · ·

)
(χa0 + h

1
2χa1 + · · · ) (5.7)

in powers of h
1
2 . We want every term of the expansion to vanish, and this gives

rise to a series of equation. We explain below how to find the sequence (aj)j∈N
that solves these equations, and the claimed result will follow. Note that, since
the terms in (5.6) are differential operators, and since we only need to estimate
(5.6) on {χ = 1}, we can remove χ in the equations.

Equation of order h0. The first equation arising from (5.7) is

B(iφ̃′
u(x2), x2) + Σ(x2) = z0.

Since we want z to be close to b0, we choose z0 = b0. On {χ = 1}, we have φ̃u = φu

and the equation is solved by Lemma 4.1. We then have Q±
0 (x2, 0) = z − z0.
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Equation of order h
1
2 . Due to the first equation, and since Q±

1 = 0, it only
remains z1a0 = 0, which is solved by taking z1 = 0.

Equation of order h. The terms of order h in equation (5.7) give a differential
equation for a0,

T a0 = 0, (5.8)
with

T = i∂1B(iφ′
u(x2), x2)

∂

∂x2
+

1

2

d

dx2

(
i∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2)
)
+ Q±

2 (x2, 0) + z2.

In comparison to standard WKB constructions, T is our transport equation. Note
that, due to our assumptions on B, the coefficient i∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2) is real and
vanishes only when x2 = cu, and to first order only. If we choose

z2 =
φ′′
u(cu)

2
∂21B(0, cu)− Q±

2 (cu, 0),

then the function

D(x2) =
1

2

d

dx2

(
i∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2)
)
+ Q±

2 (x2, 0) + z2 (5.9)

vanishes to first order at x2 = cu. Thus, equation (5.8) has a smooth solution,

a0(x2) = exp
(
−
∫ x2

cu

D(s)

i∂1B(iφ′
u(s), s)

ds
)
. (5.10)

Equation of order h
j+2
2 for j ⩾ 1. We then follow the usual strategy, with details

carried over in [8] for instance. For all j ⩾ 1, we obtain an equation for aj of the
form

T aj + zj+2a0 = gj(x2; a0, · · · , aj−1, z0, · · · zj+1), (5.11)
where gj is some function of the quantities fixed at previous steps. We can always
choose zj+2 such that (5.11) has as a smooth solution aj. □

5.2. Properties of the WKB-like state. Lemma 5.2 provides us with a se-
quence (aj)j∈N defining the quasimode fwkb

J,u . It then follows from (5.2) that

(M φ̃u
u − z[J ])Q[J ]

+ [χa[J ]] = O(h
J+1
2 ) in BN(R)⊗ L2({χ = 1}) ,

for all N ∈ N. Since φ̃u = φu on suppχ, and by definition of fwkb
J,u we deduce

eφu/h(Mu − z[J ])fwkb
J,u = O(h

J
2
+ 1

4 ) in BN(R)⊗ L2({χ = 1}) . (5.12)

We also get

Lemma 5.3. The state fwkb
J,u , and the real number z[J ] constructed using Lemma 5.2

are such that:
(1) For all N ∈ N,

∥(Mu − z[J ])fwkb
J,u ∥BN⊗L2 = O

(
h

J
2
+ 1

4

)
.
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(2) The ground state energy µ of Mu satisfies

|z[J ] − µ| = O
(
h

J
2
+ 1

4

)
.

(3) The WKB state is asymptotically normalized: ∥fwkb
J,u ∥ = 1 + O(h

1
2 ).

Proof. The first statement follows from (5.12) using φu ⩾ 0 on {χ = 1}, and
φu > 0 on {χ ̸= 1}. Then, by the spectral theorem we deduce that

|µ− z[J ]| = O
(
h

J
2
+ 1

4

)
,

since µ is the only eigenvalue of Mu behaving like b0 + hz2 + O(h
3
2 ). Finally, we

can estimate the norm of fwkb
J,u using that

Q[J ]
+ = F + O(h

1
2 ) = Opw,2

h

(
F(x2,ξ2)(x1)

)
+ O(h

1
2 ).

Indeed, we then have

∥fwkb
J,u ∥2 =

√
φ′′
u(cu)

h
∥e−φu/hOpw,2

h

(
F(x2,ξ2)

)
χa0∥2(1 + O(h

1
2 ))

=

√
φ′′
u(cu)

h

∫
e−2φu(x2)/h|F(x2,0)(x1)χ(x2)a0(x2)|2dx1dx2

(
1 + O(h

1
2 )
)

=

√
φ′′
u(cu)

h

∫
e−2φu(x2)/h|χ(x2)a0(x2)|2dx2

(
1 + O(h

1
2 )
)
,

because x1 7→ FX2(x1) has norm 1. We estimate this integral using the stationary
phase method. We deduce ∥fwkb

J,u ∥ = 1 + O(h
1
2 ) since χ(cu)a0(cu) = 1. □

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.1. Using the construction above, Theorem 5.1 is then
a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. There exists N > 0 such that, for all L, J ∈ N we have

eφu/h(fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u ) = O(h

J
2
−1−N) in BL(R)⊗ L2({χ = 1}) .

Proof. We first notice that

∥fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u ∥L2(R2) = O

(
h

J
2
− 3

4

)
, (5.13)

which follows from

hb0∥fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u ∥2 ⩽ ⟨Mu(f

wkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u ), fwkb

J,u − Πuf
wkb
J,u ⟩

⩽ ∥Muf
wkb
J,u − µΠuf

wkb
J,u ∥∥fwkb

J,u − Πuf
wkb
J,u ∥

⩽
(
∥(Mu − z[J ])fwkb

J,u ∥+ |z[J ] − µ|∥fwkb
J,u ∥

)
∥fwkb

J,u − Πuf
wkb
J,u ∥,

and Lemma 5.3.
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We then use Corollary 3.3 with z = µ, f = eφ̂u/h
(
fwkb
J,u −Πuf

wkb
J,u

)
, and the weight

Φ = φ̂u defined in Lemma 4.3. We obtain

∥eφ̂u/h
(
fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u

)
∥BL⊗L2 ⩽

C

h
∥eφ̂u/h(Mu − µ)(fwkb

J,u − Πuf
wkb
J,u )∥BN⊗L2

+ C∥χR,he
φ̂u/h(fwkb

J,u − Πuf
wkb
J,u )∥ , (5.14)

for some C,R > 0. On the support of χR,h, the function φ̂u is of order h. Therefore,
the last term can be estimated by using (5.13). We deduce that

∥eφ̂u/h
(
fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u

)
∥BL⊗L2 ⩽

C

h
∥eφ̂u/h(Mu − µ)(fwkb

J,u − Πuf
wkb
J,u )∥BN⊗L2

+ O
(
h

J
2
− 3

4

)
. (5.15)

Since Πu projects on the kernel of Mu − µ, we get

∥eφ̂u/h
(
fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u

)
∥BL⊗L2 ⩽

C

h
∥eφ̂u/h(Mu − µ)fwkb

J,u ∥BN⊗L2 + O
(
h

J
2
− 3

4

)
.

We insert the weight eφu/h and replace fwkb
J,u by its expression to get

∥eφ̂u/h
(
fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u

)
∥BL⊗L2 ⩽

C

h5/4
∥e(φ̂u−φu)/h(M φu

u − µ)Q[J ]
+ (χa[J ])∥BN⊗L2

+ O
(
h

J
2
− 3

4

)
.

Since φ̂u ⩽ φu, we can use Lemma 5.3 to find

∥eφ̂u/h
(
fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u

)
∥BL⊗L2 = O

(
h

J
2
−1
)
.

Finally, we use that φ̂u ⩾ φ̃u − CR2h| lnh|. This gives an N > 0 such that

hN∥eφ̃u/h
(
fwkb
J,u − Πuf

wkb
J,u

)
∥BL⊗L2 = O

(
h

J
2
−1
)
,

and the result follows because φ̃u = φu on {χ = 1}. □

6. Interaction matrix and proof of Theorem 1.8

6.1. Interaction matrix. Once we have the exponential decay of the eigenfunc-
tions given by Theorem 4.5, we can adapt the Helffer-Sjöstrand theory [24] to
obtain an effective interaction matrix describing the spectrum of the double-well
operator M . Recall that by Proposition 2.3 the double-well magnetic Laplacian
L is unitarily equivalent to hM , so it suffices to understand the eigenvalues of
M . We consider the eigenspace

E = ker(M − λ1)⊕ ker(M − λ2)

and let ΠE be the associated orthogonal projection. We construct a basis for E
using the ground states fu and fd of Mu and Md respectively. Recall that the up
and down operators

Mu = M + Σ(x2), Md = M + Σ(−x2)
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are related by the symmetry U f(x) = f(−x):
UMuU = Md, fd = U fu.

We then define the truncated versions of fu and fd,

fu = χufu , fd = χdfd = Ufu ,

where χd(x2) = Uχu(x2) = χu(−x2) and the cutoff χu is such that

χu(x2) =

{
0 on supp(Σ),

1 away from a small neighborhood of supp(Σ).
(6.1)

Using the decay of fu and fd, we deduce that they define good approximate eigen-
functions for M . This is a corollary of Theorem 4.5.

Proposition 6.1. Let κ > 0. Then, if ∥Σ∥∞ and |supp(Σ)| are small enough, for
⋆ ∈ {u, d}, we have

∥(M − µ)f⋆∥ = O(e−(1−κ)S
h )∥f⋆∥ ,

with S =
∫ cu
cd

Γ(s)ds, and where µ is the ground state energy of Mu. Moreover,
the first eigenvalues of M satisfy

λ2 − λ1 = O(e−(1−κ)S
h ) .

Proof. Note that

(M − µ)fu = (M − µ)(χufu) = (Mu − µ)(χufu) ,

where we used that Σ(x2)χu(x2) = 0. Then, we write

(Mu − µ)(χufu) = (Mu − µ)fu + (Mu − µ)((χu − 1)fu) .

Since fu is an eigenfunction of Mu, we deduce

∥(M − µ)fu∥ = ∥(Mu − µ)((χu − 1)fu)∥ .
Thanks to the Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem and Theorem 4.5, we get that

∥(Mu − µ)((χu − 1)fu)∥ ⩽ C∥(χu − 1)fu∥B2⊗L2 = O(e−(1−κ)S
h )∥fu∥ ,

where we used that φ̃u(x2) > (1− κ)S on the support of 1− χu, if this support is
small enough around cd (see (4.2)). Therefore, by using Theorem 4.5 again,

∥(M − µ)fu∥ = O(e−(1−κ)S
h )∥fu∥ .

By symmetry we also have

∥(M − µ)fd∥ = O(e−(1−κ)S
h )∥fd∥ .

Then, the spectral theorem tells us that there are two eigenvalues of M close to
µ, at a distance of order at most O(e−(1−κ)S

h ). Due to the a priori estimate (1.1) of
the spectrum of the double-well operator, these two eigenvalues are the only ones
that close to µ and they are the lowest two ones. □
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We then construct a basis of the eigenspace E using fd and fu. Let us consider
the projections of our one-well quasimodes g⋆ = ΠEf⋆, with ⋆ ∈ {u, d}. In order
to orthonormalize this basis, we consider the Gram matrix,

G =

(
⟨gu, gu⟩ ⟨gu, gd⟩
⟨gd, gu⟩ ⟨gd, gd⟩

)
=

(
gu
gd

)
·
(
gu gd

)
⩾ 0 .

The matrix of the quadratic form associated with M in the basis (gu, gd) is

M =

(
⟨M gu, gu⟩ ⟨M gu, gd⟩
⟨M gd, gu⟩ ⟨M gd, gd⟩

)
.

The following proposition is a consequence of Proposition 6.1. It tells us that
span(fu, fd) is an exponentially good approximation of E.

Proposition 6.2. Let κ > 0. We have, with ⋆ ∈ {u, d},

∥g⋆ − f⋆∥ = O(e−(1−κ)S
h ) , ⟨M (g⋆ − f⋆), g⋆ − f⋆⟩ = O(e−(1−κ) 2S

h ) . (6.2)

Moreover, the family (gu, gd) is asymptotically an orthonormal basis of F . More
precisely, we have

G = Id + T + O(e−(1−κ) 2S
h ) , T =

(
0 ⟨fu, fd⟩

⟨fd, fu⟩ 0

)
. (6.3)

In addition, we have

M =

(
µ w
w µ

)
+ µT + O(e−(1−κ) 2S

h ) , w = ⟨(M − µ)fu, fd⟩ . (6.4)

Finally, the matrix of M in the orthonormal basis G− 1
2

(
gu
gd

)
is of the form(

µ w
w µ

)
+ O(e−(1−κ) 2S

h ) + O(|T|2) .

The proof of Proposition 6.2 follows standard arguments going back at least to
Helffer-Sjöstrand [24]. We refer to [13, Section 4.1] where identical estimates are
obtained. Finally, the error term |T|2 can be estimated using the decay of fu and
fd.

Lemma 6.3. Let κ > 0. If ∥Σ∥∞ and |suppΣ| are small enough we have

|T| = O(e−(1−κ)S
h ).

Proof. We have to control the following scalar product,

⟨fu, fd⟩ = ⟨χufu, χdfd⟩.
We use the weight φu defined in Lemma 4.1 and the corresponding version φd in
the other well, defined by φd := Uφu. We insert the exponential weight (1− κ)φu

to get
⟨fu, fd⟩ = ⟨e−(1−κ)(φu+φd)e(1−κ)φuχufu, e

(1−κ)φdχdfd⟩.
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On the support of χuχd, we have φu(x)+φd(x) = φu(x)+φu(−x) = S (see (4.2)),
and φu = φ̃u, with notation from (4.4). Thus, we can use the exponential decay
from Theorem 4.5 and we find

|⟨fu, fd⟩| ⩽ Ce−(1−κ)S
h ∥fu∥2,

which concludes the proof. □

6.2. Estimate of the interaction and conclusion. It follows from Proposi-
tion 6.2 (and Lemma 6.3) that the first two eigenvalues of the double well operator
M satisfy

λ1(M ) = µ− |w|+ O
(
e−(1−κ) 2S

h

)
, λ2(M ) = µ+ |w|+ O

(
e−(1−κ) 2S

h

)
. (6.5)

Therefore, the spectral gap is asymptotically given by 2|w|. We now explain how
to estimate w using the WKB-like construction, Theorem 5.1. We introduce the
conjugate operator M φu and we write

w = ⟨(M − µ)fu, fd⟩ = ⟨e−(φd+φu)/h(M φu − µ)χue
φu/hfu, χde

φd/hfd⟩ ,

where φd(x2) = φu(−x2). Note that φu+φd is constant equal to S on supp(χuχd),
see (4.2) and (6.1). Therefore, if we introduce χ

u
which is equal to 1 on supp(χu)

and supported on R \ supp(Σ) we have

w = e−S/h⟨χ
u
(M φu − µ)χue

φu/hfu, χde
φd/hfd⟩+ E ,

with

E = ⟨e−(φd+φu)/h(1− χ
u
)(M φu − µ)χue

φu/hfu, χde
φd/hfd⟩

⩽ e−S/h|⟨(1− χ
u
)(M φu − µ)χue

φu/hfu, χde
φd/hfd⟩|

⩽ e−S/hO(h∞),

where we used φu + φd ⩾ S and the pseudo-locality of the pseudodifferential
operator M φu . Hence

w = e−S/hω + O
(
h∞e−S/h

)
, (6.6)

with
ω = ⟨χ

u
(M φu − µ)χue

φu/hfu, χde
φd/hfd⟩ .

Using Theorem 5.1, and since the quadratic form is controlled by a B2⊗L2-norm,
we can replace fu and fd by their WKB approximations. Thus,

ω =

√
φ′′
u(cu)

h

〈
χ
u
(M φu − µ)χuQ

[J ]
+ (χa[J ]), χdUQ[J ]

+ (χa[J ])
〉(
1 + O(h

1
2 )
)

+ O
(
h

J
2
−1−N

)
,

where U is the symmetry Uf(x) = f(−x). Note that for any fixed N , we can
choose J as large as we want, so that the error is small. Since Σ = 0 on supp(χu),
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we can replace M φu by M φu
u . Commuting and using Theorem 5.1 again we deduce

that

ω =

√
φ′′
u(cu)

h

〈
χ
u
[M φu

u , χu]Q
[J ]
+ (χa[J ]), χdUQ[J ]

+ (χa[J ])
〉(
1 + O(h

1
2 )
)

+ O(h
J
2
−1−N) .

The above commutator is an h-pseudodifferential operator with respect to x2, such
that

[M φu
u , χu]Q

[J ]
+ = Opw,2

h

(h
i
{M0, χu}F(x2,ξ2) + O

(
h

3
2

))
,

where we recall that M0 is the principal operator-symbol of M φu
u . Therefore, the

stationary phase method gives

ω =
√
φ′′
u(cu)h

∫
R
χ′
u(x2)J (x2)a0(x2)a0(−x2)dx2 + O(h), (6.7)

where we introduced the function

J (x2) =

∫
R

(1
i
∂ξ2M0(x2, 0)F(x2,0)

)
(x1)F(−x2,0)(−x1)dx1. (6.8)

This shows, using (6.5) and (6.6), that

λ2(M )− λ1(M ) = c0h
1
2 e−S/h

(
1 + O

(
h

1
2

))
, (6.9)

with

c0 = 2
√
φ′′
u(cu)

∣∣∣ ∫
R
χ′
u(x2)J (x2)a0(x2)a0(−x2)dx2

∣∣∣. (6.10)

The double-well magnetic Laplacian L is unitarily equivalent to hM (Proposi-
tion 2.3), meaning that λj(L ) = hλj(M ), and thus Theorem 1.8 is a reformulation
of (6.9).

Remark 6.4. Equation (6.9) gives

lim
h→0

eS/hh−
1
2 (λ2 − λ1) = c0. (6.11)

However, the left-hand side in (6.11) is independent of the choice of cutoff χu,
which appears in c0. We infer that the function x2 7→ J (x2)a0(x2)a0(−x2) must
be constant on a small interval of the form [cd+η0, cd+2η0]. Therefore, since J and
a0 do not vanish on (cd, cu), we deduce that c0 ̸= 0. In fact, we show in Appendix
A that J (x2)a0(x2)a0(−x2) is indeed constant everywhere, see Lemma A.3. This
also gives an explicit formula for c0, and finishes the proof of Theorem 1.8.
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Appendix A. Calculation of the constant

This appendix contains the calculations required to find a formula for the coef-
ficient c0 in the asymptotics (6.9) of the spectral gap. The final formula is given
by Lemma A.3 below.

We first calculate the quantity J (x2) introduced in (6.8), which can be written
in terms of the L2(Rx1) scalar product,

J (x2) =
1

i
⟨∂ξ2M0(0, x2)F(x2,0),F(−x2,0)⟩,

using that F(−x2,0) is even as a function of x1 by the explicit formula (3.3).

Lemma A.1. For all x2 ∈ (cd, cu) such that x2 /∈ supp(Σ) and −x2 /∈ supp(Σ) we
have

J (x2) = ⟨F(−x2,0),F(x2,0)⟩
1

i
∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2).

Proof. This follows from a Feynman-Helmann argument. We recall the symme-
try properties of α and B. It follows from our assumptions that α(x1, x2) =
−α(x1,−x2) and{

B(−ξ2 + iφ′
u(−x2),−x2) = B(ξ2 + iφ′

u(x2), x2),

α(−ξ2 + iφ′
u(−x2),−x2) = α(ξ2 + iφ′

u(x2), x2),

when x2 satisfies our assumptions and ξ2 ∈ R. Therefore, with the notation
X2 = (x2, ξ2), and keeping in mind the normalization constants C(X2) and c(X2)
in (3.3) and (3.4), we have

F−X2 =
C(−X2)

c(X2)
GX2 = ⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩GX2 . (A.1)

The Gaussian FX2 is an eigenfunction of M0(X2) associated to the eigenvalue
B(ξ2 + iφ′

u(x2), x2) + Σ(x2). By differentiating the eigenvalue equation, we get

(M0(x2, ξ2)− B(ξ2 + iφ′
u(x2), x2)− Σ(x2)) ∂ξ2F(x2,ξ2)

= (−∂ξ2M0(x2, ξ2) + ∂1B(ξ2 + iφ′
u(x2), x2))F(x2,ξ2).

Therefore, with the L2(Rx1) scalar product, we have by the eigenfunction proper-
ties of G,

⟨∂ξ2M0(x2, ξ2)F(x2,ξ2),G(x2,ξ2)⟩ = ⟨∂1B(ξ2 + iφ′
u(x2), x2)F(x2,ξ2),G(x2,ξ2)⟩

= ∂1B(ξ2 + iφ′
u(x2), x2).

In particular, we get using (A.1)

⟨∂ξ2M0(X2)FX2 ,F−X2⟩ = ⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩∂1B(ξ2 + iφ′
u(x2), x2), (A.2)

from which the formula for J follows. □
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The operator-symbol Q2 of Q2 (given in Proposition 3.7) is

Q2 = −Q0P2Q0 + Q0P1Q0P1Q0 −
1

2i
{Q0,P0}Q0 , (A.3)

where Q0 = P−1
0 is given in (3.6) and {Q0,P0} = ∂ξ2Q0∂x2P0 − ∂x2Q0∂ξ2P0. We

write this operator-symbol in the matrix form,

Q2 =

(
Q++

2 Q+
2

Q−
2 Q±

2

)
.

Calculating Q2 using formula (A.3), we find

Q±
2 (X2) = −⟨M2(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩+ ⟨M1(X2)R0(X2)M1(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩

− 1

2i

(
⟨∂ξ2M0∂x2FX2 ,GX2⟩ − ∂x2E⟨∂ξ2FX2 ,GX2⟩+ (z − E)⟨∂x2FX2 , ∂ξ2GX2⟩

)
+

1

2i

(
⟨∂x2M0∂ξ2FX2 ,GX2⟩ − ∂ξ2E⟨∂x2FX2 ,GX2⟩+ (z − E)⟨∂ξ2FX2 , ∂x2GX2⟩

)
,

with E(x2, ξ2) = B(ξ2 + iφ′
u(x2), x2) + Σ(x2). For this specific choice of weight

φu, we have E(x2, 0) = b0, and ∂x2E(x2, 0) = 0. Thus, when z = b0 we find the
simpler formula

Q±
2 (x2, 0) =− ⟨M2(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩+ ⟨M1(X2)R0(X2)M1(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩

− 1

2i
⟨∂ξ2M0∂x2FX2 ,GX2⟩+

1

2i
⟨∂x2M0∂ξ2FX2 ,GX2⟩

− 1

2i
∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2)⟨∂x2FX2 ,GX2⟩

with X2 = (x2, 0). Note that (M0 − E)∗G = 0 and thus

∂ξ2M
∗
0G = ∂ξ2EG− (M0 − E)∗∂ξ2G,

which then gives

Q±
2 (x2, 0) =− ⟨M2(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩+ ⟨M1(X2)R0(X2)M1(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩

− 1

2i
⟨(M0 − E)∂ξ2FX2 , ∂x2GX2⟩+

1

2i
⟨(M0 − E)∂x2FX2 , ∂ξ2GX2⟩

− 1

i
∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2)⟨∂x2FX2 ,GX2⟩. (A.4)

Lemma A.2. The function Q±
2 , defined with weight φu and z = b0 satisfies,

Q±
2 (x2, 0)− Q±

2 (−x2, 0) = i∂1B(iφ′
u(x2), x2)∂x2

(
ln⟨F(−x2,0),F(x2,0)⟩

)
,

for all x2 ∈ (cd, cu) such that x2 /∈ supp(Σ) and −x2 /∈ supp(Σ).

Proof. We note the following symmetry properties, for X2 = (x2, ξ2),

M0(−X2) =M∗
0 (X2), M1(−X2) = −M∗

1 (X2), M2(−X2) = −M∗
2 (X2),
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which implies R0(−X2) = R0(−X2)
∗, and also

F−X2 = ⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩GX2 , G−X2 = ⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩−1FX2 ,

which give

∂x2F(−X2) = −∂x2(⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩)GX2 − ⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩∂x2G(X2)

∂x2G(−X2) = −∂x2(⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩−1)FX2 − ⟨F−X2 ,FX2⟩−1∂x2F(X2),

and similar formulas for the ξ2-derivatives. Using these symmetries we find, when
ξ2 = 0,
⟨M1(−X2)R0(−X2)M1(−X2)F−X2 ,G−X2⟩ = ⟨M1(X2)R0(X2)M1(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩
⟨M2(−X2)F−X2 ,G−X2⟩ = ⟨M2(X2)FX2 ,GX2⟩
⟨(M0(−X2)− E(−X2))∂ξ2F−X2 , ∂x2G−X2⟩ = ⟨(M0 − E)∂x2FX2 , ∂ξ2GX2⟩
⟨(M0(−X2)− E(−X2))∂x2F−X2 , ∂ξ2G−X2⟩ = ⟨(M0 − E)∂ξ2FX2 , ∂x2GX2⟩

and, most importantly,

∂1B(iφ′
u(−x2), x2)⟨∂x2F−X2 ,G−X2⟩ =− ∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2)∂x2

(
ln⟨F(−x2,0),F(x2,0)⟩

)
− ∂1B(iφ′

u(x2), x2)⟨∂x2FX2 ,GX2⟩.

The Lemma is then proven using formula (A.4). □

Lemma A.3. Let a0 be the solution to the transport equation (5.10). Then, for
x2 ∈ (cd, cu) such that x2 /∈ supp(Σ) and −x2 /∈ supp(Σ), we have

a0(x2)a0(−x2)J (x2) = exp
(∫ cu

cd

D(−s)
i∂1B(iφ′

u(s), s)
ds
)
,

where D is defined in (5.9). In particular, the constant c0 in (6.10) is equal to

c0 = 2
√
φ′′
u(cu) exp

(∫ cu

cd

D(−s)
i∂1B(iφ′

u(s), s)
ds
)
. (A.5)

Proof. We use the formula (5.10) defining a0. In particular,

a0(−x2) = exp
(
−
∫ −x2

cu

D(s)

i∂1B(φ′
u(s), s)

ds
)

= exp
(∫ x2

cd

D(−s)
i∂1B(φ′

u(s), s)
ds
)

= exp
(∫ cu

cd

D(−s)
i∂1B(φ′

u(s), s)
+

∫ x2

cu

D(−s)
i∂1B(φ′

u(s), s)
ds
)
.

Since i∂1B(iφ′
u(s), s) is real we deduce that

a0(x2)a0(−x2) = K exp
(
−
∫ x2

cu

D(s)−D(−s)
i∂1B(φ′

u(s), s)
ds
)
, (A.6)
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with

K = exp
(∫ cu

cd

D(−s)
i∂1B(φ′

u(s), s)
ds
)
.

We recall that
D(x) = g(x) + Q±

2 (x, 0) + z2,

where z2 ∈ R and

g(x) =
1

2

d

dx

(
∂1B(iφ′

u(x), x)
)
.

Since g(−x) = −g(x) and using Lemma A.2 we find

D(x)−D(−x)
i∂1B(iφ′

u(x), x)
=

d

dx

(
ln
(
i∂1B(iφ′

u(x), x)⟨F(−x2,0),F(x2,0)⟩
)
.

Equation A.6 then becomes

a0(x2)a0(−x2) = KJ (x2)
−1,

where we used Lemma A.1. □

Acknowledgments

This work was partially conducted within the France 2030 framework pro-
gramme, the Centre Henri Lebesgue ANR-11-LABX-0020-01. N.R. is deeply grate-
ful to the University of Copenhagen (and its QMATH group) where this work was
started. This stay was partially funded by the IRN MaDeF (CNRS). N.R. also
thanks Antide Duraffour and Frédéric Hérau for enlightening discussions. S.F. and
L.M. were partially supported by the grant 0135-00166B from the Independent Re-
search Fund Denmark, by the VILLUM Foundation grant no. 10059, and by the
ERC Advanced Grant MathBEC - 101095820.

References

[1] S. Agmon. Lectures on exponential decay of solutions of second-order elliptic equations:
bounds on eigenfunctions of N -body Schrödinger operators, volume 29 of Mathematical Notes.
Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1982.

[2] K. A. Alfa. Tunneling effect in two dimensions with vanishing magnetic fields. J. Spectr.
Theory, 14(3):837–889, 2024.

[3] V. Bonnaillie-Noël, F. Hérau, and N. Raymond. Magnetic WKB constructions. Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal., 221(2):817–891, 2016.

[4] V. Bonnaillie-Noël, F. Hérau, and N. Raymond. Semiclassical tunneling and magnetic flux
effects on the circle. J. Spectr. Theory, 7(3):771–796, 2017.

[5] V. Bonnaillie-Noël, F. Hérau, and N. Raymond. Purely magnetic tunneling effect in two
dimensions. Invent. Math., 227(2):745–793, 2022.

[6] Y. Bonthonneau and N. Raymond. WKB constructions in bidimensional magnetic wells.
Math. Res. Lett., 27(3):647–663, 2020.

[7] J.-M. Bony. On the Fefferman-Phong inequality. Sémin. Équ. Dériv. Partielles, Éc. Poly-
tech., Cent. Math. Laurent Schwartz, Palaiseau, 1998-1999:ex, 1999.



TUNNELING BETWEEN MAGNETIC WELLS 43

[8] M. Dimassi and J. Sjöstrand. Spectral asymptotics in the semi-classical limit, volume 268 of
Lond. Math. Soc. Lect. Note Ser. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999.

[9] A. Duraffour and N. Raymond. An example of accurate microlocal tunneling in one dimen-
sion, 2024.

[10] C. Fefferman, J. Shapiro, and M. I. Weinstein. Lower bound on quantum tunneling for
strong magnetic fields. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 54(1):1105–1130, 2022.

[11] S. Fournais, B. Helffer, and A. Kachmar. Tunneling effect induced by a curved magnetic
edge. In The physics and mathematics of Elliott Lieb—the 90th anniversary. Vol. I, pages
315–350. EMS Press, Berlin, [2022] ©2022.

[12] S. Fournais and L. Morin. Magnetic tunneling between disc-shaped obstacles, 2024.
[13] S. Fournais, L. Morin, and N. Raymond. Purely magnetic tunnelling between radial magnetic

wells, 2023.
[14] Y. Guedes Bonthonneau, T. Nguyen Duc, N. Raymond, and S. Vũ Ngo.c. Magnetic WKB
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