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SPECTRAL PROJECTION, RESIDUE OF THE SCATTERING
AMPLITUDE, AND SCHRODINGER GROUP EXPANSION FOR
BARRIER-TOP RESONANCES.

JEAN-FRANCOIS BONY, SETSURO FUJIIE, THIERRY RAMOND, AND MAHER ZERZERI

ABSTRACT. We study the spectral projection associated to a barrier-top resonance for the
semiclassical Schrodinger operator. First, we prove a resolvent estimate for complex energies
close to such a resonance. Using that estimate and an explicit representation of the resonant
states, we show that the spectral projection has a semiclassical expansion in integer powers of
h, and compute its leading term. We use this result to compute the residue of the scattering
amplitude at such a resonance. Eventually, we give an expansion for large times of the
Schrodinger group in terms of these resonances.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the behavior of different physical quantities at the resonances gen-
erated by the maximum of the potential of a semiclassical Schrédinger operator. In particular,
we show quantitatively to what extent the presence of these resonances drives the behavior
of the scattering amplitude and of the Schrodinger group.

The resonances generated by the maximum point of the potential (usually called barrier-
top resonances) have been studied by Briet, Combes and Duclos [, 5] and Sjostrand [35].
These authors have given a precise description of the resonances in any disc of size h centered
at the maximum of the potential. In particular, they have shown that the resonances lie at
distance of order h from the real axis, which is in very strong contrast to the case of shape
resonances (the well in the island case), with exponentially small imaginary part (see Helffer
and Sjostrand [20]). The description of resonances in larger discs of size ho, § €]0,1] has
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been obtained by Kaidi and Kerdelhué [25] under a diophantine condition. For small discs of
size one, this question has been treated in the one dimensional case by the third author [34]
with the complex WKB method. In the two dimensional case, the resonances in discs of size
one have also been considered by Hitrik, Sjostrand and Vu Ngoc [21] (see also the references
in this paper). Here, we consider only the resonances at distance h of the maximum of the
potential and we recall their precise localization in Section 2l

Resonances can be defined as the poles of the meromorphic continuation of the cut-off re-
solvent (see e.g. Hunziker [22]). The generalized spectral projection associated to a resonance
is defined as the residue of the resolvent at this pole:

1
I, =—— P-4
in %( €)™ dd,

as an operator from Lgomp to L2 .. If z were an isolated eigenvalue, this formula would
give the usual spectral projection. Many physical quantities can be expressed in terms of
these generalized spectral projections. In the case of shape resonances, their semiclassical
expansion has been computed by Helffer and Sjostrand in [20]. In Section @l below, we obtain
the semiclassical expansion of the generalized spectral projection for barrier-top resonances.
Since the resonances in the present case have a much larger imaginary part, our result is very

different from that of the shape resonance case.

Resonances appear also in scattering theory (they are called scattering poles in this con-
text). In [28], Lax and Phillips have shown that they coincide with the poles of the meromor-
phic extension of the scattering amplitude. This result, proved for the wave equation in the
exterior of a compact obstacle, was extended by Gérard and Martinez [13] to the long range
case for the Schrodinger equation (see also the references in this paper for earlier works). For
shape resonances, the residue of the scattering amplitude was calculated in the semiclassical
limit by Nakamura [31], 2], Lahmar-Benbernou [26] and Lahmar-Benbernou and Martinez
[27]. More generally, upper bounds on the residues of the scattering amplitude have been ob-
tained by Stefanov [38] (in the compact support case) and Michel [30] (in the long range case)
for resonances very close to the real axis. In Section Bl we give the semiclassical expansion of
the residues of the scattering amplitude for barrier-top resonances and we will see that these
upper bounds do not hold in the present setting.

It is commonly believed that resonances play also a crucial role in quantum dynamics.
Indeed, it is sometimes possible to describe the long time evolution of the cut-off propagator
(for example, the Schrodinger or wave group) in term of the resonances. Typically, if the
resonances are simple, the propagator e *! truncated by x € Cg° satisfies

X e—itPX _ Z e~ "Z\II,x + remainder term.

z resonance of P

Here, II, is the generalized spectral projection defined previously. Such a formula generalizes
the Poisson formula, valid for the operators with discrete spectrum. The resonance expansion
of the wave group was first obtained by Lax and Phillips [28] in the exterior of a star-shaped
obstacle. This result has been generalized, using various techniques, to different non trapping
situations (see e.g. Vainberg [4I] and the references of the second edition of the book [28]).
The trapping situations have been treated by Tang and Zworski [40] and Burq and Zworski
[6] for very large times. On the other hand, the time evolution of the quasiresonant states
(sorts of quasimodes) has been studied by Gérard and Sigal [14]. A specific study of the
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Schrodinger group for the shape resonances created by a well in a island has been made by
Nakamura, Stefanov and Zworski [33]. There are also some works concerning the situation
of a hyperbolic trapped set. We refer to the work of Christiansen and Zworski [8] for the
wave equation on the modular surface and on the hyperbolic cylinder, and to the work of
Guillarmou and Naud [I6] for the wave equation on convex co-compact hyperbolic manifolds.
Section [A] is devoted to the computation of the asymptotic behavior for large time of the
Schrodinger group localized in energies close to the maximum of the potential.

For the proof of the different results of this paper, we use an estimate of the distorted
resolvent around the resonances, polynomial with respect to h~!. Indeed, such a bound allows
to apply the semiclassical microlocal calculus. This estimate is established in Section Bl To
prove it, we proceed as in [2] and use the method developed by Martinez [29], Sjostrand
[36] and Tang and Zworski [39]. Similar bounds around the resonances are already known
in various situations (see e.g. Gérard [12] for two strictly convex obstacles, Michel and the
first author [3] in the one dimensional case). Note that, in our setting, a limiting absorption
principle have been proved in [1J.

2. ASSUMPTIONS AND RESONANCES

We consider the semiclassical Schrédinger operator on R™, n > 1,
(2.1) P=—h2A+V(z),
where V is a smooth real-valued function. We denote by p(x, &) = &2 + V(z) the associated
classical Hamiltonian. The vector field
Hy,=0p-0p — Opp-0c =26 -0, — VV(x) - O,

is the Hamiltonian vector field associated to p. Integral curves ¢ — exp(tH,)(xz,§) of H, are
called classical trajectories or bicharacteristic curves, and p is constant along such curves.
The trapped set at energy E for P is defined as

K(B) = {(2,€) € p (B); exp(tHy)(x,€) 4 o0 as t — £00},
We shall suppose that V' satisfies the following assumptions
(H1) V € C*°(R™;R) extends holomorphically in the sector
S={zeC [Imz| <i(x)},
for some § > 0. Moreover V(z) — 0 as x — oo in S.

(H2) V has a non-degenerate maximum at z = 0 and
no 32
V(z) = Ey — Z ijg + O(z?),
j=1
with Fg >0and 0 < A < g < - < Ay
(H3) The trapped set at energy Ey is K(Ey) = {(0,0)}.

Notice that ensures that £ = 0 is the unique global maximum for V. Moreover, there
exists a pointed neighborhood of FEy in which all the energy levels are non trapping. In
the following, (ur)r>0 denote the strictly increasing sequence of linear combinations over
N=1{0,1,2,...} of the \;’s. In particular, up = 0 and p; = A;.
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The linearization F), at (0,0) of the Hamilton vector field H, is given by

o 0 21d
P\ ddiag(A},...,02) 0 )
and has eigenvalues —\,,,..., —A1, A1,..., A, Thus (0,0) is a hyperbolic fixed point for H,

and the stable/unstable manifold theorem gives the existence of a stable incoming Lagrangian
manifold A_ and a stable outgoing Lagrangian manifold A characterized by

Ay = {(m,{) € T*"R"™; exp(tHp)(x,&) — (0,0) as t — :Foo} C pH(Ep).

Moreover, there exist two smooth functions ¢4, defined in a vicinity of 0, satisfying
n
s
pule) =+ 30 La2 + OGP,
j=1

and such that Ay = Ay, = {(2,£); £ = Vei(z)} near (0,0). Since P is a Schrodinger
operator, we have p_ = —¢p,.

Under the previous assumptions, the operator P is self-adjoint with domain H?(R"), and
we define the set Res(P) of resonances for P as follows (see [22]). Let Ry > 0 be a large
constant, and let F': R™ — R"™ be a smooth vector field, such that F'(z) = 0 for |z| < Ry and
F(x) = x for |z| > Ry + 1. For u € R small enough, we denote U, : L*(R") — L*(R™) the
unitary operator defined by

(2.2) Uyp(x) = | det(1+ pdF ()| oz + uF(x)),

for ¢ € C§°(R™). Then the operator U,P(U,)~" is a differential operator with analytic
coefficients with respect to u, and can be analytically continued to small enough complex
values of p. For 6 € R small enough, we denote

(2.3) Py =UpP(Uy) ™"

The spectrum of Py is discrete in & = {z € C; —20 < argz < 0}, and the resonances of P
are by definition the eigenvalues of Py in &. We denote their set by Res(P). The multiplicity
of a resonance is the rank of the spectral projection

_ b _ At
Mg = gz PR =07,

where v is a small enough closed path around the resonance z. The resonances, as well as
their multiplicity, do not depend on 6 and F. As a matter of fact, the resonances are also
the poles of the meromorphic extension from the upper complex half-plane of the resolvent
(P—2)"t: Lgomp(R") — L%OC(R") (see e.g. [18]).

In the present setting, Sjostrand [35] has given a precise description of the set of reso-
nances in any disc D(Ey, Ch) of center Ey and radius Ch. This result has also been proved
simultaneously by Briet, Combes and Duclos [5] under a slightly stronger hypothesis (a virial
assumption).

Theorem 2.1 (Sjostrand). Assume (H3)} Let C > 0 be different from 3 7_, (v + DA
for all « € N". Then, for h > 0 small enough, there exists a bijection by, between the sets
Reso(P) N D(Ey, Ch) and Res(P) N D(Ey, Ch), where
Resy(P) = {20 = FEo — z'hf: (o + 1))\ a€ N"}
« — J 2 J )
J:
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such that by(z) — z = o(h).

In particular, the number of resonances in any disk D(Ey, C'h) is uniformly bounded with
respect to h. For z0 € Reso(P), we denote z, = by, (22).

Definition 2.2. We shall say that 20 € Reso(P) is simple if 20 = zg implies a = .

Remark 2.3. If 20 € Resg(P) is simple, the corresponding resonance z,, is simple for h small
enough and Proposition 0.3 of [35] proves that z, has a complete asymptotic expansion in
powers of h.

Remark 2.4. The analyticity of V' in a full neighborhood of R" is used only for the localiza-
tion of the resonances. Indeed, if the conclusions of Theorem [2.1] and Remark [2.3 hold for V
smooth and analytic outside of a compact set, then the results of this paper still apply under
this weaker assumption.

The semiclassical pseudodifferential calculus is a tool used throughout this paper, and we
fix here some notations. We refer to [I1] for more details. For m(z, &, h) > 0 an order function
and § > 0, we say that a function a(x,£,h) € C°(T*R™) is a symbol of class Sg(m) when,
for all v € N7,

|02 ca(z, & h)| < h™1m(x, &, h).

If a € S9(m), the semiclassical pseudodlﬁerential operator Op(a) with symbol a is defined by

(0p(0)¢)(2) = g [ €7 a(S ) oty

for all ¢ € C§°(R™). We denote by ¥ (m) the space of operators Op(S3(m)).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [ we prove a resolvent estimate in
the complex plane that we use in all the rest of the paper. Then, in Sectiond] we compute the
spectral projection associated to a resonance. In sectionBl we give the asymptotic expansion of
the residue of the scattering amplitude at a simple resonance for long range potentials. Section
is devoted to the computation of the asymptotic behavior for large ¢ of the Schrédinger
group e /" where the spectral projection appears naturally. At last, we have placed in
Appendix[Al some geometrical considerations about Hamiltonian curves in a neighborhood of
the hyperbolic fixed point, that we need in Section @l

3. RESOLVENT ESTIMATE

In this section, we prove a polynomial estimate for the resolvent of the distorted operator
Py around the resonances. This estimate is used throughout the paper to control remainder
terms. More precisely, we prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1 (Resolvent estimate). Assume (H3)l There exists € > 0 such that, for
all C' > 0 and h small enough,

i) The operator P has no resonances in
[EO ) Ey + E] + i[—Ch, 0] \ D(E(), 2Ch)
i1) Assume 6 = vh|Inh| with v > 0. Then, there exists K > 0 such that

(3.1) |(Pp—2)7Y|| ShX 11 |z — 2o 7%,
za€Res(P)ND(Ep,2Ch)



6 J.-F. BONY, S. FUJHE, T. RAMOND, AND M. ZERZERI
for all z € [Ey — ¢, Ey + €] + i[—Ch, Ch].

In particular, the previous theorem states that all the resonances in [Ey — €, Ey + €] +
i[—Ch, 0] are those given by Theorem 21l The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of
Theorem B.Il We follow the approach of Tang and Zworski [39] and we use the constructions
of [2, Section 4], where the propagation of singularities through a hyperbolic fixed point is
studied, and of [I, Section 3], where a sharp estimate for the weighted resolvent for real
energies is given.

3.1. Definition of a weighted operator Q..

The distorted operator Py defined in (23] is a differential operator of order 2 whose symbol
po € SY(1) satisfies

(32) p9($7 57 h) = p9,0($7 5) + hp9,1($7 5) + h2p9,2($7 5)7
with pge € S)((€)?) and

Poo(x,8) = p(x +i0F (z), (140" (dF (z)))~'¢).

We write the Taylor expansion of pg(x,&) with respect to 6 as

(83)  poo(w,&) = p(x,8) — ibq(x,€) + 0*r(x,£,0), q(@,&) = {p(z,€), F(x) - &},
for some 7 € SY((€)?) which vanishes in |z| < Ry. Notice that

q(x,§) = 2dF(z)§ - £ = VV(z) - F(x),
so that for £ > 0 small enough, there exists Ry > Ry + 1 such that

for all (z,&) € p~Y([Ey — 2¢, Ey + 2¢]) with |z| > Ry.

We want to gain as much ellipticity as we can near (0,0). Asin [2, Section 4], we shall work
with a weighted operator, and we start by defining the weights. Let p(x,&) = p(x,§) — Ey
and py(x,&, h) = pg(x,&,h) — Ey. There exists a symplectic map k defined near B(0,e9) =
{(z,&) € T*R™; |(x,§)] < eg}, with 0 < g9 < €, such that, setting (y,n) = k(z, &),

(3.5) p(x, &) = B(y,n)y - .

Here (y,n) — B(y,n) is a C*° map from x(B(0,e2)) to the space M, (R) of n x n matrices
with real entries such that

B(0,0) = diag(A1, ..., An).

Let U be a unitary Fourier integral operator microlocally defined near B(0,e2) and associated
to the canonical transformation x. Then

(3.6) P=U(P—E)U™Y,

is a pseudodifferential operator in \IJ?L(l) with a real (modulo S}OL(hOO)) symbol ply,n) =
Ejzoﬁj(yﬂ'])hj, such that
po(y,m) = B(y,n)y - n.
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Let 0 < &1 < e9. Since the trapped set at energy Ey for p is {0}, we recall from [I5] that,
for the compact set K = B(0,2R;) \ B(0,e1) N p~Y([Ey — 4e, Ey + 4¢]) C T*R™, there exist
0 < gp < €1 and a bounded function g € C*°(T*R") such that H,g has compact support and

g(x7§) =0, if (‘Taf) S B(07‘€0)7
(3.7) Hyg(x,&) >0, if (z,£) € T*R",
Hpg(‘raf) > 17 if (xvf) eK.

As in [29], we set, for R > R; to be chosen later,

(3.8) 90(2,€) = xo( 55 ) Yo (p(z, gl )| n b,

where xo € C§°(R™;[0,1]) with xo = 1 on B(0,1) and ¢y € C3°(R;]0,1]) with suppvy C
[Ep — 4e, Ey + 4e] and ¢y = 1 in a neighborhood of [Ey — 3¢, Ey + 3¢].

We also define functions on the (y,7n) side. We set
gi(y.m) = (v* = n*)or(y,m)|Inhl,

B2l = (I (=) — 0 { 7= ) ) ol

Here M > 1 is a parameter that will be chosen laﬁer on. Since we consider the semiclassical
regime, we will assume that hM < 1. Moreover, ¢ = ¢o 0 k1, where ¢1 € C§°(B(0,e2)) is
such that ¢; = 1 near B(0,¢1) and ¢ € C5°(B(0,¢0)) is such that ¢ = 1 near 0 in T*R". At
last, we choose four cut-off functions x1, x2,x3, x4 € C5°(B(0,e2)) such that, setting again
Xe = Xe © K1, we have

Tggy < g2 < 1 < X1 < X2 < X3 < Xa-
The notation f < g means that g = 1 near the support of f. We define the operators
Gio = Op (eX090), G; = Op (¢F49) and Gj = Op (Yjet%),

for j = 1,2. Notice that G1g is acting on functions of (x,&), whereas the other operators are
acting on functions of (y,n). The t,’s are real constants that will be fixed below. Then,

Gqp € \I/?L(h_NO), G4 € \I/(;)L(h_Nl), G49 € \I’;L/2 (h_Nz),
(3.9) Gir € W) (hNi(n)™) and Gy € W,/% (A2 ()=o),

for some N, € R.
We define the operator

Q- = (U7 (G Gy = Op(R))U + 1) Go(Py — 2)
(3.10) G+0<U—1(é+1é+2 — Op(X))U + Id).
Splitting Py — 2z = Op(pgxa) + Op(pa(1 — x4)) — (2 — Ep), we write

Q. =Q1+Q2— (2 — Ep)Qs,

and we compute the symbols of the operators Qs separately.
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3.2. Computation of Q..

The goal of this part is to prove the following identity.
Lemma 3.2. Let ), be the operator defined in (3I0). Then,

Q- =Op(py) + Op(ihto{go, pe}) + U " Op (iht1{g1, Po} + iht2{G2,Do})U — =

(3.11) +OMM ™) + O3 M2 Inh?) + O(|z — Eo|M~2).
Remark 3.3. We will show in the proof of Lemma (more precisely in ([B28])) that the
operators (U~Y(G_2G_1 — Op(X1))U + Id)G—¢ and G 1o(U~H(G41G+2 — Op(x1))U + Id) are
invertible on L?(R™) and H?(R™) for M~! and h small enough. Moreover, their inverses are

polynomially bounded in h=!. In particular, the resonances of P are the poles of Q; ! and to
estimate (Py — z)~!, it is enough to estimate Q.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 3.2l In fact, (8I1]) is close to the
equation (4.44) of [2] and we will use some identities from [2] when possible.

Proof. e First we consider Q1. Since we can assume that Ry > 9, we have
Op(Pox4)G+o = Op(pxa)G+o = Op(a1),
with a; € S(h="0) given, for any ko € N, by

ko

1 /,ih - _

(312) CLl(,’L’,f) = Z E <(?O’(Dx,D§7 Dy; Dy]))kpx4(f1}',§)et0g0(y7n)> ‘y_ e + hk‘o NOS?L(l)
k=0 =

Then again

(3.13) G0 Op(poxa)G+o = G—o Op(a1) = Op(az),

with ay € SY(h~™0) given, for any k; € N, by
"1 ik K

B.14) aw,€) =3 1 ((Go(Da D Dy D)) e ear(y )| W Nospa)
k=0 e

The k-th term in (BI4) is easily seen to be O(h¥), so that choosing k; large enough, we
conclude that as € SP(1). Moreover supp as C supp x4 modulo SP(h>), and

(3.15) az = pxa + ihto{go, Pxa} + Sp(h*[Inh|*) = pxa + as,

for some ag € Sp(h|1n h|) with suppas C supp x4 N supp go modulo S (h*).
By Egorov’s theorem,

(3.16) UOp(pxa)U™" = Op(@1) and U Op(az)U~" = Op(as),

where @y,a5 € SP(1) verify suppas,suppds C supp Y4 modulo SY(h*°). Moreover, from

3I3), we have
(3.17) s = a4 + ihto{go, Dxa} + Sp(h*|In h|*) = Gy + d6,

with go = goor ™! and a symbol g € SY(h|In h|) satisfying suppas C supp X4Nsupp go modulo
SP(h®°). Since ¢1,d2 < x1 < X2, we have g1, g2 < X1 and we get by pseudodifferential calculus

(3.18) éigéil —Op(X1) + Id = G12G11 + O(h™).
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Then, using BI3), BI6), BI7) and [B.I8]), we obtain
Q1= U_l(é_gé_l — Op(f(\l) + Id)UOp(ag)U_l(é+1é+2 — Op(x1) + [d)U + O(hoo)
(3.19) = U_IG_QG_l Op(a4)G+1G+2U + U_IG_QG_l Op(aﬁ)G+1G+2U + O(hoo).

The first term in the right hand side of ([319) has already been computed in the equations
(4.15)—(4.41) of [2] (the reader should notice however that the symbol p there has to be
replaced by px4 here). We have

G_2G_1 Op(a4)G1G42 =Op (a4 + iht1{g1, PoXa} + iht2{g2. PoXa})
(3.20) +ORM™Y) + O(hzM~2|Inh[?).
On the other hand, since supp ¢2 C B(0,2¢), g2 = 0 near the support of gy and ag. Thus,
G_2G_1 Op(ap)G4+1G42 = G_1 Op(as)G41 + O(R™).
And then, working as in (B12)-(B.I3]), we obtain
(3.21) G_2G_1 Op(d6)G+1G 42 = Op (ihto{go, PXa}) + O(h*| Inh|?).
Using ([B.16) and collecting ([3.20)) and (B.21]), the identity (3.I9) gives
Q1 =Op(px4) + Op(ihto{go, Pxa}) + U~ Op (iht1{G1, Po} + iht2{ga, Do })U
(3.22) +O(RM™Y) + O(h3 M~ 2| In h|?).
e Now we consider (). As in (BI12)—(BI5]), we have
G—0 Op(po(1 — x4))G+0 = Op(b1)
for some by € SY(h=N0(£)2). Moreover supp b C supp(1 — x4) modulo SP(h*°) and
(3.23) b1 = po(1 — xa) + ihto{go, Po(1 — xa)} + Sp(R?|In h[?).

Since {1 < X3, the pseudodifferential calculus gives G_; = G_; Op(R3) + W9 (h(n)~>).
Furthermore, using Egorov’s theorem, we obtain

UG-G -1 — Op(x1))U = U"H(G_2G_1 — Op(X1)) Op(X3)U + W9 (h>=(€) ™)
(3.24) = U (G-2G_1 — Op(x1))U Op(by) + ) (> (£) ™),

where by € SP((€)7>°) and suppby C supp x3 modulo S9(h*°(£)™>°). Using x3 < x4, the
supports of b1 and by are disjoint and

(3.25) Q2 = Op(b1) + O(h™).

e It remains to study Q3. Working as in (B.12)-(BI5]), we get G_oG 1o = Id+ Op(c1) with
c1 € SY(h?|1nh|?) and supp ey C supp go modulo SY(h™). As in B.I6), we have

UOp((1+c1)xa)U ™" = Op(@2),
where ¢ € SY(1). Now (BI8) and [B24) yield
Q3 = <U_1 (G_2G_1 — Op(x1))U + Id) (Op((1 4 e1)xa) + Op((1 + e1)(1 = x4)))
<U‘1 (G11G 12 — Op(R1))U + Id)
(3.26) =U"'G_2G_10p(€2)G11G 42U + Op((1 + 1) (1 — xa)) + O(h™),
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Working as in the equation (4.43) of [2], we get
G_2G_1 0p(@2)G11G 42 = Op(@2) + O(M~?) + O(h*| In ).
Combining ([326]) with the last identity, we finally obtain
Q3 =U"" Op(@2)U + Op((1 +c1)(1 = x4)) + O(M~?) + O(h*| In h|?)
(3.27) = Id+ O(M~?) 4+ O(h*|In ).
e The same way, one can prove
<U_1(C~?—2(~?—1 — Op(x1))U + Id) <U_1(é+1é+2 — Op(x1))U + Id)
=Id+ O(M™?) + O(h*|Inh|?),

and the same kind of estimate holds for the product the other way round. On the other hand,
G_oGyo = Id + O(h?|Inh|?) and GoG_¢ = Id + O(h?|Inh|?). Then the two operators

(UYG_3G_1 — Op(x1))U + 1d)G_g and G4o(U (G 41G+2 — Op(xX1))U + Id) are invertible
on L?(R™) for M~! and h small enough and they satisfy

(3.28) |((771(@2G -1~ op(a)U + 1d)Go) || = 0=,
| [(620(0@osa otz 1)) -0

for some C' > 0. The same thing can be done on H?(R™) since the operators we consider
differ from Id by compactly supported pseudodifferential operators. This shows Remark

e Adding (3:22), (8:25) and ([B27)), we get Lemma 3.2] O

3.3. Estimates on the inverse of Q..
Let ¢ € Cg°(T*R™;[0,1]) be such that ¢ = 1 near 0. We define
3.29 K=U"'KU with K=0C,0 (A(L L))
529 PR ViRaT
for some large constant C; > 1 fixed in the following.
Lemma 3.4. Assume that § > 0, Cyp > 1 and 0 = vh|lnh| with v > 0. Denote r =

max(|z — Eg|,h). Choose M = ,u\/% and fix to, C1,t1,t, R, u large enough in this order.
Then, we have, for h small enough,

i) For z € [Ey — €, Eg + €] + i[-2Coh, 2Coh] and Im z > Sh, the operator Q. : H*(R™) —
L?(R™) is invertible and

(3.30) ez =0h™).

i) For z € [Ey — €, Ey + €] + i[—2Coh, 2Cyh), the operator Q. — ihK : H2(R™) — L%(R™)
is invertible and

(3.31) 1(Q: — inK) 7| = O(h™1).

This lemma is similar to Proposition 4.1 of [2]. We will only give the proof of part i) since
the first part can be proved the same way (using (3.34]) instead of (B30])).



RESIDUES FOR BARRIER-TOP RESONANCES 11
Proof. Let wy,...,ws € C§°(T*R™;[0,1]) be such that
(3.32) ]1{0} <wy < wy < P < ]]'B(Oﬁl) < w3 <wg <P <ws < ]13(0752).

As usual, we denote @, = we 0 k1. We now recall some ellipticity estimates proved in [2]

by means of Garding’s inequality and Calderon—Vaillancourt’s theorem. From the equations
(4.50), (4.51), (4.54), (4.55) and (4.64) of [2], we have

(3.33)  (Op (— h{G2.0}(1 —@3))u,u) > —Ch|Inh||| Op(@s — @ )ul|* + O(h) ul|?,

(3.34) (Op (= h{g2, P0}@3)u, u) > —=ChM " |[ul]?,

(Op (= ht2{g2, Do }@3 + C1h@)u, u)
(3.35) > §min(ts, C1)h|| Op(@2)ul|” + OhM~)|ul?,
(336)  (Op (—h{g. o} — &D))u,u) > —Ch|nhl|| Op(@s — Ds)ul|” + O(h™)|ul?,
(3.37) (Op (= h{g1,p0}@3)u, u) > Sh|Inh||| Op(@s — &1 )ul|* + OR2| n k) |ul,

for some §,C > 0 which do not depend on h, M and the t,’s.
From (B3) and since § = vh|Inhl,

(3.38)  Op(pe) + Op(ihto{go.pe}) = Op(p — ibq + ihto{go, p}) + Wj(h*[lnh[*(€)?).
Let wg € Cg°(T*R™; [0,1]) be such that

(3.39) U5(0,8,)np— ([Bo—2¢,Bo+2¢]) = W6 = LB(0,2R1)p—1 ([Bo— 3¢, Fo+3¢])-

From the definition (B.8]) of gy, we have

T 2 x
~{90:P} = x0( 5 ) o (p) Hyg| In bl + =€ - (9ox0) () Yo(p(x, )9/ In A
Using Garding’s inequality, (37)) implies
(Op(—htof{go, p}wi)u, u) > toh|In hl|| Op(ws — wg)uH2
(3.40) - c%ﬁm In A]|| Op(1 — wo)u||* + O(h2|In Af) .

Let ¢ € C§°([Eyg —2¢, Ep + 2¢]; [0, 1]) with ¢» = 1 near [Ey —¢, Ep +¢]. Using the functional
calculus for pseudodifferential operators, we can write

(Op(q)u,u) = (Op(Q)y(P)u,u) + (Op(g)(1 — (P))u, u)
= (Op(g(p))u,u) + (Op(q)(P + i) " (P + i) (1 — (P))u,u) + O(h)|ul/*.

Note that the operator Op(q)(P +1)~! is uniformly bounded on L*(R"). Garding’s inequality
together with ([B.4]) give

(Op(g)u,u) > 8] Op(¥(p)(1 — we))u|” — C||(P + i)(1 — w(P))u||u]
(3.41) — C|| Op(we — wa)u||* + O(h)|ul|?.
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Adding (333), B338), 336]) and B37)) and using Garding’s inequality, we obtain
—Im (U™ Op (iht1{G1, po} + ihta{Ga2, Po}) U — ihK )u,u)
>6t1h|In h||| Op(ws — wl)uH2 + dmin(ta, C1)h|| Op(wg)qu
— Ctyh|Inhl|| Op(ws — W3)UH2 — Ctah|Inhl|| Op(ws — wl)uH2
(3.42) + OhM ™1 ||lul|* + O(R?|1In h|)||ul?.
Combining the formulas (3.I1]) and ([B:38]) and the estimates ([8.40), (3:41]) and ([B.42]), we get
—Im ((Qz — Z'hf()u,u) >¢§ min(tg, 01)hH Op(wg)uH2 + dt1h|In h|H Op(wg — wl)uHZ
+ toh| In A||| Op(ws — ws)ul|® + 6vA|In A||| Op(w(p)(1 — we))u||?
— Ctah|In ||| Op(ws — wl)uH2 — Ctyh|In h||| Op(ws — wg)uH2
— C%h\ In hl|| Op(1 — wg)uH2 — Cvh|In h||| Op(ws — w4)uH2
— Cvh|Inh|||(P +4)(1 — (P))ul| |lu]| + Im 2|[u|?
(3.43) + O(h M2 b ul* + O(M )jul* + Oz — EolM 2l

Now, assume that Im z € [-2C(h,2Cyh] and Re z — Ej is small. We choose the parameters,
in this order, min(ty, C1) > Cy, t1 > to, to > max(t1,v) then R > 1 and finally M = ,u\/%
with g > 1. Then, for h small enough, Garding’s inequality implies

1(Q. — ihK)ul|[Jul| > —Im ((Q. — ihK)u, u)
(3.44) > hl|[¢(P)ull* + O(h|In h))|| (P + i) (1 — ¢(P))u”2.
On the other hand, from (BI1]), we have
Q. —ihK = P — 2 + U} (h|In h|(€)?) + O(h|n h)).

Then,
1(Qz — ihK)ul| > ||(1 = ¥(P)(Q= — ihK )ul
> H(l —(P))(P — z)uH + O(h|In h|)H(P + Z)’LLH
2 |[(P+9)(1 = ¢(P))u|| + O(h|Inh|)|[(P + i)ul|
(3.45) 2 [P +9)(1 = ¢(P))u|| + O(h|In k) || (P)ul],

for all h small enough.
Summing ([B.44]) and Csh|In h| times the square of ([3.45]), we obtain

1(Q — ih K yul||[ul] + Cob| W b||[(Q — ikK)ul|* = h||(P + i)ul)?,

for Cy fixed large enough. Then, using ||(Q. — ihK )ul||[ul| < 6h|ul® + +(Q- — ihK )ul|?
with 0 < § < 1, we finally obtain

(3.46) 1(Qs — ihK)u|| Z h||(P + d)ull.

Since we can obtain the same way the same estimate for the adjoint (Q, — ihK )*, we get the
lemma. ]
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To prove the part ¢) of Theorem B]] (the resonance free zone), we will use in addition the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Assume |z — Ey| > h. Under the assumptions of Lemma [3.4, we have

1K Quull = |2 — Eol||Kul| + O(h? |z — Eo|#)|ul.

Proof. Since ||K| < 1, BII) gives
KQ: =K Op(pp) + K Op(ihto{go, po}) + KU~ Op (iht1{g1, po} + iht2{g2, po}) U
(3.47) — (2= Eg)K + O(hM™Y) + O(h2 M~ 2| In h|2) + O(|z — Eo| M 2).
Since the support of gy does not intersect the support of the symbol of K , we obtain
(3.48) K Opl(ihto{go,pe}) = O(h™).
Moreover, working as in (3.24]),
K Op(pg) = U™ KU Op(pxa) + O(h™)
= U'K Op(P)U + O(h™).

We now rescale the variables as in [7] and in the equation (4.18) of [2]. We define a unitary
transformation V on L?(R™) by

(VF)(y) = (hM)~F f((hM) " 2y).
If a(y,n) is a symbol, then
V! Opy(aly,m)V = Opy (a((hM)2Y, (hM)Z H)).

If possible, we will identify in the following an operator with its conjugation by V. As in 2,
(4.24)], we define the class of symbols a € Sﬁ (m), for an order function m(Y, H), by

0208 a(v, H)| < (V)5 (H)~5 m(Y, H).

We refer to the appendix of [2] for the pseudodifferential calculus in S ey From [2, (4.23)],

we have that p € gﬁ(hM«Y, H))?). Since ¢ € C§(T*R"), we also have p(Y,H) €

S e ({(Y, H))~™°). Then, the pseudodifferential calculus in S e implies

(3.49) K Op(pg) = O(hM).

The same way, [2, Equation (4.38)] gives iht1{g1,p0} € gﬁ (h%M% |Inh|{(Y,H))). So,

(3:50) KU~ Op(iht1{gi,po})U = UK Op(ihtr (g1, 5o})U + O(h™) = O(h* M| ln ).

Working in Sfl/ 2, we get

KU Op(ihta{G2, Po})U = U~ K Op(ihta{Ga, po}B2)U + O(h™).

Since @y < 2, 2, Equation (4.48)] yields that iht2{g2,po}we € S% (h). Using Calderon—

M

Vaillancourt’s theorem for this operator, we finally obtain

(3.51) KU Opl(iht2{ga2, po U = O(h).
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The lemma follows from (B.47]), the choice of M in Lemma [B4] and the estimates (348,
(3:49), B50) and B.51). O

3.4. Proof of Theorem [3.11
We first prove that ([B.1]) holds for

z e [EO — Ah, Ey + Ah] + i[—Coh, Coh]

Here, A > 0 is any fixed constant. We used a method due to Tang and Zworski [39]. For
z € [Ey —2Ah, Ey +2Ah] +i[—2Coh, 2Cyh], the quantity M can always be replaced by > 1
in Lemma B4 (see (343)~B24)). Then, z — Q. is holomorphic in this set and || K| = O(1).
As usual (see Section 4 of [2] for instance), we can find an operator K such that || K| < 1,

Rank K = O(1) and such that (831]) holds with K replaced by K. Furthermore, thanks
to Remark [3.3] the resonances coincide with the poles of Q; 1 (with the same multiplicity).
Mimicking the proof of Proposition 4.2 of [2] or Lemma 6.5 of [3] (which are adaptations of

Lemma 1 of [39]), the estimates (830) and (B3I imply
lo=" = 7 11 |2~ zal ™,

za €Res(P)ND(Ey,2Coh)

for some Ky > 0 and any z € [Ey — Ah, Ey + Ah| + i[-Coh,Coh]. On the other hand,
Remark B3] gives

1Py = =)~ H| s =[],
for some Ky > 0. This proves (B]) for z € [Ey — Ah, Ey + Ah] + i[—Cyh, Cyh].

Thanks to Theorem [2.I] which describes all the resonances in any neighborhood of size h
of Ey, it remains to prove that P has no resonance in

(3.52) ([EO —¢e, By + 6] \ [EO — Ah, Ey + Ah]) + ’i[—Coh, Coh],

for one A > 0 and that the resolvent satisfies in this region an upper bound polynomial with
respect to h~!. In particular, we can assume that |z — Eg| > h. Using Lemma[3.4] Lemma [3.5]

and |[KQu < [|Qsull, we get
|1Qzul| > 6h||(P + i)ull — h|| Kul,
-~ 1
1Q.ull > 6]z — Eol||Kul| + O(hz |z — Ep|7)||ull,

for some § > 0. Then, summing the first identity with hd~'|z — Ey|~! times the second one,
we obtain

: 3 1
1Qzull Z AI(P +d)ull + O(h2 [z — Eo|~2)l[ul],
since hd 'z — Ep|~! < 1. If now we assume that |z — Ey| > Ah, we get

. 1 .
1Qzull 2 AlI(P +d)ull + O(hA™Z)|ull Z Al (P + )ul],

for A large enough. Thanks to Remark [3.3] this implies that P has no resonance in the region
given in ([B.52) and that ([B.]) holds in this set.
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4. SPECTRAL PROJECTION

The purpose of this part is to give the asymptotic expansion of the generalized spectral
projection II, associated to an isolated resonance z, in some D(Ey, Ch). We recall that II,,
is the operator from L2, (R") to L{ (R™) defined by

1
Hza = —— (P — Z)_ldz,
2 Jy
where v is a simple loop in the complex plane, oriented counterclockwise, such that z, is the
only resonance in the bounded domain delimited by ~.

Theorem 4.1 (Asymptotic expansion for the spectral projection). Assume |[(H1)H(H3)| Let

o € N" be such that 20, is simple. Then, as operators from L2, (R") to L{ (R"),
(4.1) IL, = c(-, )/,
where
we i5el+y) o
(4.2) o(h) = h 13 ST,

and the function f(x,h) satisfies the following properties:
i) It is locally uniformly in L*(R"™): for all p € C§°(R™),
lefllzmny S 1.
i1) It satisfies the Schrédinger equation:
(P —z4)f =0.
iii) It is outgoing: there exists R > 0 such that
f = 0 microlocally near each (x,&) with |z| > R, cos(x,§) < —1/2.

iv) Finally, locally near (0,0), we have
f=d(, h)el'so+(~’f?)/h7
where d(z,h) € SY(1) is a classical symbol satisfying

+oo
dz,h) ~ Y dj(@)ld  and  do(z) = 2 + O(aloI*Y),
=0

We prove this result the following way. Using [2], we compute (P — z)~'v for some well
prepared WKB function v and z on a loop around the resonance z,. Integrating with respect
to z, we get I, v and thus the resonant state f. To finish the proof, we obtain the constant
¢ computing (v, f) by a stationary phase argument.

Remark 4.2. i) Since f is not necessarily in S'(R"), saying “f = 0 microlocally near py”
means that there exists ¢ € CS°(R?™) with ¢(pg) # 0 such that, for every y € C§°(R™),
Op(¢)(xf) = O(h>) in L*(R").

i1) The properties i)—iv) of Theorem characterize uniquely the resonant state f(x,h)
modulo O(h®). In particular, the usual propagation of singularities implies that this function
is a classical Lagrangian distribution of order 0 with Lagrangian manifold A .
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For the punctual well in the island situation, the generalized spectral projection has been
computed by Helffer and Sjostrand [20]. In particular, they have proved that this operator is
almost orthogonal. Indeed, if the resonance z is isolated and the cut-off x € C§°(R") is equal
to 1 near the well, then xII,y is exponentially close to the spectral projection associated to
the Dirichlet problem in the well and ||xIL x| = 1+ O(e~%") for some § > 0. The situation
is very different in the present setting since, for x # 0, ||xIL., x| is of order h=1*I=% .

From the previous discussion, the polynomial upper bound on the resolvent proved in
Theorem B.I] occurs effectively. More precisely, in every disc D(zq,eh), with € > 0, the cut-off

resolvent can not be bounded by anything smaller than ‘Z:—C for some C, > 0. Moreover,

Za
since Cy > |af + 5, this constant can not be taken uniformly \Lvith respect to zq.

One may perhaps prove Theorem M1] with other methods than the one we use here. In
the one dimensional case, the resolvent can be written in term of a basis of solutions of
(P — z)u = 0 and of their Wronskian. Thus, it must be possible to use the results of [34] in
which the scattering amplitude, which can be expressed through the Wronskians of the Jost
solutions, has been computed. In any dimension, another approach is perhaps also possible.
One may first try to calculate the resonant state f with various methods (using, for example,
the works of Briet, Combes and Duclos [4], Sjostrand [35] or Hassell, Melrose and Vasy [17]).
It then remains to calculate the constant c. This question is equivalent to the calculation of
the scalar product (f, f) = i f2. If we neglect the problems of integration at infinity, this
calculation is reduced to a problem of stationary phase at point 0. But, since f? vanishes to
order 2|/, the knowledge of dj is not enough and we must explicitly know the |a] first terms
in the expansion of f in powers of h. In this computation, the situation becomes, in a sense,
similar to that of the eigenvectors of the harmonic oscillator for which the “good variable” is
%. However, this is not the case in Theorem Elsince the factor e*+@)/" in f has modulus

1.

It may be possible to obtain some results when z0 is not simple. In that case, various
situations may occur: several resonances can be very close to each other, the resonances can
have a non-trivial multiplicity and they can be multiple poles of the resolvent. We refer to [35,
Section 4] where such phenomena are shown. In the remainder of this discussion, we consider
the simplest case where a double resonance can appear. We assume that A\; = Ay < A3 and
that 2= by (2(1,0,...)) = bn(2(0,1,0,...)) is a double resonance. Then, near 2, the resolvent can be
written

I,
(z—2

I
5+ —+ H(z),

-1
(z—P) " = po—
where H is holomorphic near z. In that case, RankIls < 1 and RankIl; = 2. It seems possible
to calculate IT; with a proof similar to that of Theorem Il Using Proposition [A3] we can
construct two initial data vi,ve such that the microsupport of v; and A_ intersect along a
Hamiltonian curve which goes to 0 along the j-th vector basis. Then, computing the residue
of (z — P)~'w;, we obtain that Iy (v; + (P — 2)9,v;) is of the form f; = x;e"*+@/" modulo a
constant. In the following, we can neglect (P — 2)0,v; as it gives lower order terms. Since f;
and f2 can not be collinear, {f1, fo} (resp. {f1, f2}) forms a basis of ImII; (resp. ImII}). To
finish the computation of I1y, it is sufficient to calculate (vj, fi). The scalar products (v;, f;)
can be calculated as in the proof of Theorem Il But, according to the choice of the v;’s and
to the form of the f3’s, (v;, fr) appears to be smaller when j # k. Eventually, in the {f1, fo}

and {f1, f2} bases, the operator II; seems to be a 2 x 2-matrix whose diagonal coefficients
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are given by (£2]) at the first order and whose off-diagonal coefficients are of lower order.
One can probably also say something about IIs. But, one may need to calculate several lower
order terms in the semiclassical expansions (for the resonance for example). This operator
seems to have a smaller norm.

4.1. Construction of “test functions”.

To prove the theorem, it is enough to show that

(4.3) XIL, x = c(-, xf)X /[,

for x € Cg°(R™). Let II,, o be the spectral projection of P at the resonance z,. It is the
operator on L?(R™) defined by

1 —1
(44) HZOUQ = —% ﬁ(P@ — Z) dZ,

We now assume that the distortion occurs outside of the support of x. In particular, xII, x =
XIL., ox. Let J be the anti-linear operator on L?(R") defined by

J: [ L*(R™) — L*(R™)
U u.
Since P is a Schrodinger operator with a real potential, JP = PJ and a direct calculation
gives (Pp — 2)~1 = J((Py — 2)~1)"J. Thus, IL,_ ¢ can be written IL, o = (-,77)g9 with
go € L*(R"). The same way, II,, = (-,g)g for some g € L (R"™). Moreover, from [37], we
can always assume that gy = Upg. In particular, xgs = xg.

Since 29 is simple, for all j € {1} Usuppa (where suppa = {j € N; o # 0}), \j = X - 3
with f € N implies |3] = 1. Then, from Lemma [AJ] and Proposition [A:3] there exists
a Hamiltonian curve v~ = (x(¢),&(¢t)) € A_ such that, for all j € {1} Usuppa, we have
Ty, = a0 7 0

We now construct the “test functions”, supported microlocally near the “test curve” ~—,
on which we will evaluate the spectral projection. Let u(x,z,h) be a function defined in a

vicinity of 0 but not at 0. We assume that u is a WKB solution of (P — z)u = 0. More
precisely, near the x-projection of v~ \ {0}, we have

(4.5) u(z, z,h) = b(zx, z, h)eV @/,

Here v is a O function solving the eikonal equation |V|? + V(z) = Ey. We assume that
Ay = {(z,Vi(x))} intersects transversely A_ along y~. Note that the construction of such
a phase, whose associated Lagrangian manifold projects nicely on the z-space in a vicinity of
~~, can always be done thanks to [I, Proposition C.1]. The symbol b(x, z, h) is classical: for
all N € N,

N
b(x,2,h) =Y bj(z,2)h? + O(ANT),
§=0
uniformly for z € D(Ey, Coh). Moreover, b and the b;’s are C* with respect to = and analytic
with respect to z € D(Ey, Coh). Finally, we assume that u satisfies

(P —2)u = O(h™),
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and by(x, z) # 0 near the z-projection of y~. For that, it is enough to solve the usual transport
equations. Finally, we suppose that © = 0 outside a neighborhood of the spacial projection
of v~. Then, we set

(4.6) v =[P, 7]u,
where 7 € Cg°(R"™) with supp 7 close to 0 and 7 = 1 near 0. We consider
(4.7) w=(Py—2)"to.

In all the proof of Theorem ET] we will work with z in a ring Ry, = D(z0,Coh) \ D(22,C1h)
such that 20 is the unique element of Resg(P) in D(z%, C3h). Note that Theorem Bl implies
that ||w|g2@n) S h=¢ uniformly for z € Ry, for some C > 0.

4.2. Calculation of w before the critical point.

We begin the proof by showing that w is 0 in the incoming region. More precisely, we have

Lemma 4.3. Let p € R?® be such that p ¢ Ay and exp(] — 00, 0]H,)(p) does not meet the
microsupport of v. Then, w = 0 microlocally near p, uniformly in z € Ry,.

Proof. This lemma can be proved as Theorem 2 of [3]. First, assume p ¢ p~'(Ep). Using
the elliptic equation (Py — z)w = v, the norm estimates |v||, |w| < h~¢ and the condition
p ¢ MS(v), the standard pseudodifferential calculus implies that p ¢ MS(w). More precisely,
for all f € C§°(R) with f = 1 near Ey, we have

(4.8) (1= f(P)w = O(h™),
uniformly in z € Ry,

Assume now that p € p~1(Ep). From the hypotheses, the half-curve exp(tH,)(p), t < 0,
does not meet MS(v) and goes to oo as t — —oo. Then, one can find a symbol w € SP(1)
such that w = 1 near p, Hyw < 0, exp(] — 00,0]H,)(suppw) does not meet MS(v) and
exp(—THp)(suppw) C I'"(R,d, o) for some T, R > 1, d > 0 and 0 < 0. Here, ' (R,d,0) =
{(z,&) e T*R™; |z| > R, d~' < |¢] < d and cos(x, &) < o}. Then, mimicking the proof of [3]
Theorem 2], we get Op(w)w = O(h*>), uniformly in z € Ry,. The unique difference with its
proof is that the 0 in the left hand side of [3], (3.4)] is replaced by O(h*°) (here, we use that
suppw N MS(v) = 0). O

We will now calculate w on A_ near 0. First, using MS(v) NA_ C 77, the previous lemma
implies the following consequence.

Remark 4.4. We have w = 0 microlocally near each point of A_\ v~.

On the other hand, near v~, we have the following lemma. Note that the results of this
lemma and of Remark 4] are uniform for z € Ry,.

Lemma 4.5. Let p € v~ be a point close enough to 0. Then, w = u microlocally near p.

Proof. We define

(4.9) @

SHES

T
| e ue,
0
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FIGURE 1. The geometrical setting of Lemma [£5]

where T' > 0 is chosen such that exp(T'H,)(MS(v)) Nexp(] — c0,0]Hp)(p) = 0 (see Figure [I).
Then, microlocally near each point of v~, we have

(Py —2)w=(P—z)w
= [P, 7|u — e TP=2)/R P 7]u.

For the first equality, we have used that P = Py near the spacial projection of MS(w) N~~~ C
exp([0, +00[Hp)(MS(v)). Thus, microlocally near v, we have

(Py — 2)(w — @) = e TP=2/R[P t]u.

In particular, the choice of T' and the Egorov theorem imply (P — z)(w —w) = 0 microlocally
near exp(] — 0o,0/H,)(p). On the other hand, combining Lemma 3] (for w) and the Egorov
theorem (for w), we obtain w—w = 0 microlocally near exp(—SH,)(p), for all S large enough.
Using moreover that ||w — w|| < h~%, the propagation of singularities implies that

(4.10) w = w microlocally near p.

Then, microlocally near p, we have

. T : T
= - / e‘it(P—Z)/h[P, Tludt = 1/ e‘it(P—Z)/h((P —z)tu—T7(P — z)u)dt

h 0 h 0
. T
(4.11) = % / e HMP=2/M P _ Hrudt = —e TP Py 4 7y = u,
0
which proves the lemma. O

In fact, one can prove more directly Lemma and Lemma by applying the proof of
Theorem 2 of [3] to the function w — w.

4.3. Representation of w at the critical point.
We will use the variable 0 = (z — Ey)/h, the notation 60 = (20 — Ey)/h and the set

(87

R = D(c2,05) \ D(c?,C1). Note that 02 and R does not depend on h and Rj, = Ey + hR.
Since 7 = 1 near 0, we have

(4.12) (P—2)w=(Py—z)w=[P,1ju=0,
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in a neighborhood of 0. On the other hand, let p € A_ N {|z| = §} with § > 0 small enough.
From Remark [£.4] and Lemma [£5] we have
be'V/h if pe T

(4.13) w = Pea

0 ifpdy,
microlocally near p. Moreover ||w| < h~C. Then, we are in position to apply Theorem
2.1 and Theorem 2.5 of [2] which give a representation of w microlocally near (0,0). More
precisely, Theorem 5.1 of [2] states that, microlocally near (0,0),

(4.14) w=

. . +m .
( h)l e+ @/ hO)/h A (2 0, h) + ( 1h)1 / D/ A (2,0, h) dt.
2wh)2 2mh)2

Concerning the symbol Ay, we will only use that ¢ — A, is a holomorphic function of
o € D(0,Cp) which decays uniformly exponentially in t (see [2, Proposition 5.11]). The
constant ¢ (0) is defined by

(4.15) P(0) == lim (x(t)) = P(2(s)) — o (z(s)),

t——+o0

for all s > 0.

The symbol A_(x,0,h) € Sg(h_c), holomorphic for o € R, is constructed the following
way. There exists an expandible symbol a(t, z,0,h) € S)(1) of the form

a(t,xz,o,h) Za]txa

where the a;’s satisfy

]I»Lk;
E —(S+pr)t
ta:a ajukta:a and ajuktxa a]“k, x,0)t

We refer to Helffer and Sjostrand [I9] for the definition of expandlble functions. Here, S is
defined by

j=1
The symbols a;,a; ,, ,aj,, ¢ are holomorphic for o € D(0,Cp). Moreover, as in [2, (6.26)],
ap o does not depend on ¢ (and o) and

3
(4.16) a00(0) = lg5, A7 e~ T em b AVEED (22 dsp (),

with g;j = Wm(v)fj), 7, being the spatial projection. Let ¢, (t,2) = ¢(t,x) — (p4(z) + ¥(0))
be the expandible function
Ny,

2)~ Y (e and gy (4 ) Zwuk, 7

constructed in [2 Section 5]. Recall that ¢(t,z) satisfies the eikonal equation
(4.17) Orp + (02)* + V(z) = Ey.
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We consider the expandible symbol (see (5.77) of [2])

a [ipe\? =
~ * ~ :
(4.18) a= g i (T) ~ E aj(t,z,o)h’,

j=1-Q1
for some ()1 € N fixed large enough,

j(t,z,0) Zaj up (b2, 0) e~ (SHme)t and Qj . (t,x,0) = Z ?ij,uk,g(x,a)tg.

Then, A_(x,0,h) is a symbol, holomorphic with respect to o € R, such that

K MJ M

(4.19) A_(x,0,h) Z hjz Z 5-1-,1% Hlajmwe(x o),

j=1-Q1 k=0 (=0

for some K7 € N large enough.

In the following, we will need some informations on the ¢,,. Let j € {1,...,n} be such
that o; # 0 or j = 1. Since 20 is simple, Aj can not be written as a non-trivial combination of
the \y’s (i.e. A\j = A- 8 implies B, = J;1). Therefore, calculating the term in e Nt of ([@I7),
we obtain

_)‘J'CPA]‘ + at(PAj + 2004 - E?xcij = 0.

Working as in Section 6.1 of [1] (see also (5.59) of [2] for j = 1), one can prove that ¢, does
not depend on ¢ (i.e. Ny, = 0), that

(420) 281‘@4— : ax(PAj - )\jQOAj - 07
and that
(4.21) oy, () = —)\jg;jxj + O(z?).

Since g;j is collinear to the j-th vector of basis, we also denote this j-th component of the

vector g;j by g;j.

4.4. Integration with respect to z.

Let v be a fixed simple loop in R around 0 oriented counterclockwise and ~p, = Eg+ hy C
Rp. We integrate w on the loop 7. First, since z, is a simple resonance for h small and
since v is a holomorphic function with respect to z € D(Ey, Coh), the equations (4] and

@) give
1 h

(4.22) IL,, pv(z,2q) = —f?é w(z,z)dz = —— ¢ w(z,0)do.
’ 2 Jy, 2 J,

On the other hand, we can also calculate this quantity microlocally near (0,0) with the help
of (£I4). Since o — A4 (o) is holomorphic in D(0,Cj), the second term in the right hand
side of ([@I4]) gives no contribution to this integral. Moreover, for uy # A - «, the function
(S + ux) "1 is holomorphic for o € D(c9,Cy). This implies that only the terms of (ZI9) with
e = A -« give a non-zero contribution to the integral over o.
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We now look for the terms with pp = A - « in (£I8]). Among these terms, the one which
gives the higher possible power of h~!, is given by ¢ = |a| and is equal to
n

aoo(z) i\ |a! o
’ 7 n 3($) ..
al <h> I aj!jr:[l(“” )

j=1

Here, we have used the fact that 20 is simple. Note that, since a0 and ¢y, with a; # 0, does
not depend on ¢ (see the discussion before (£.20))), this term does not depend on ¢. Then, A_

satisfies, as h — 0,
“+oo

A_(z,0,h) ~ Za;(m,a)h_wﬂ + H(z,0,h),
j=0
where the aj_’s are holomorphic with respect to o € R and C° with respect to x near 0. The
function o + H is holomorphic in D(c2, Cs). Moreover,

n

_ illag ()
a (z,0) = (S N/2+ A a—io)a H

Using the previous discussion, together with (A.I4]) and (£22]), we obtain that

1
(4.23) IL,., ov(z, 2q) = ~% w(z, 2) dz ~ e+ @/ et (0)/h E a; h2 ld+7,
T
Y j=0

microlocally near (0,0). Moreover,

jlal+1

(4.24) Go(z) = — 0.0 H

(27?)2oz'

To be more precise, in the C* case, Theorem 2.1 of [2] gives only uniqueness for z outside
of a set I'(h), which is finite uniformly with respect to h. Then, to prove ([£22]), we integrate
first on a loop 7, € Ry \ (I'(h) + D(0,eh)) of length of order h and which may depend on
h in a non trivial way. But, since the function w is holomorphic in Ry, we can deform the
contour 7y to v and thus justify (£22)).

4.5. Construction and properties of f
We define the functions f and fg by

(4.25) flz,h) =2 0, v(z, z4) and fo(z, h) = L, pv(w, 2a),
where, using the notation (¢7)* = H;‘Zl(g;j)aj,
jled+1 1 . N
(4.26) a(h) == ————a00(0)(=Ag™)*h2~laleiO)/h,
(2m)zal

As usual, we have x f X fg if the distortion holds outside of the support of x € C§°. From
@Z5), f (vesp. fy) is in the image of II,, (resp. I, 9). Moreover, using ([@I6) (which gives
that ao0(0) # 0), @21), (£23), [E24), ([@25]) and [@26]), we have, microlocally near (0, 0),

f: J($7 h)ei¢+(x)/hv



RESIDUES FOR BARRIER-TOP RESONANCES 23

where d(z,h) € SP(1) is a classical symbol satisfying
iy +m ~ . ~
(4.27) d(z,h) ~ Zdj(:n)h] and  do(z) = 2% + O+,
j=0

In particular, fis not identically zero. Then, II, can be written as

(4.28) IL, =¢(-, f)f,

and f satisfies iv) of Theorem EIl Furthermore, using Lemma .3} integrating over z and
coming back to the definition of f (see ([f2H])), we immediately obtain the point i) of
Theorem [l Since f is in the image of II,, which is the spectral projection at a simple
resonance, the point i) of Theorem [.]] is clear. Combining #ii), iv), (@8], which gives a
uniform bound outside of the energy level, together with “the transport equation” i), we get
the point 7) by a standard argument of propagation of singularities.

4.6. Calculation of (U(Za),?).

Here we calculate the scalar product between v(z, zo) and f(z). From ([@J) and (@0),
the function v is supported near suppd,7 and micro-supported near {(x,¢) € R?*"; x €
supp 0,7 and (z,£) € Ay}. Then, if supp 7 is close enough to 0, the previous section and

(3 imply that B
(v(za),f) = ([P, T]bei¢/h,glvei¢+/h) + O(h™).
A direct calculus gives

(4.29) [P, 7] (beid}/h) = bz, h)e@/h,

with

(4.30) b(a,h) ~ Y bi(z)h! ™ and  bo(z) = —200,7 - pibbo(x).
j=0

Then, using that ¢4 = —p_, we get

(4.31) (v(za), f) = / b(x, h)d(z, h)e @ =e=@D/h g 4 O(h®).

The critical points of the phase ¢ — ¢_ (i.e. the points z such that Vi(z) = Ve_(z))
are the points in the spatial projection of Ay N A_ = ~~. Moreover, since this intersection is
transversal, the phase function 1) — ¢_ is non degenerate in the directions that are transverse
to m,y~ (m, being the spatial projection). Then, applying the method of the stationary phase
in the orthogonal directions of w7~ (written (m,7~)") and parameterizing the curve m,vy~

by x(t), @31) gives
(4.32) (w(za), ) = / r(t, h)ei @O —o- @O /gy 4 O(Re),

with r(t, h) ~ j:og rj(t)hnTHH and
i sen (i
n-1 el4sgn( 7 )‘(mf)L

(4.33) ro(t) = (27)"2
| det(y) — )" |

‘(Wz'Y*)J‘

1"

e (1) [bo (a(2) )do (1))

N
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From (@I3]), we have ¥ (x(t)) — o—(x(t)) = ¢(0) for all ¢ € R. In particular, [{32) can be
written

(4.34) (v(2a), f) = O/ hg(h),

with
—+oo N

(4.35) s(h) ~ Zsjh%ﬂ and s = /ro(t) dt.
=0

From (£24]) and (£26]), we have

(4.36) do(x “00 v f[ (W

Using ([4.20]), we have the transport equation
O, (x(1)) = Op(t) - Do, (w(t)) = 2£(F) - Do, (2(t))
= —20,04(x(1)) - o, (2(t)) = = Ajon, (2(D)),

which gives

(4.37) o, (2(t) = e Moy, (x(0)).

On the other hand, since py,(z) is C*° and x(t) is expandible, the function ¢ — @y (z(t)) is
expandible. Moreover, since A\; can not be written as a non-trivial combination of the A’s,
the Taylor expansion ([.21]) of ¢,; shows that the term in e~ in the expansion of ©x, (x(t))
is —)\j(g;j)%_)‘ft. Since ([@37) gives another asymptotic expansion, the uniqueness of the
development implies that

o, (2(0) = =Xy (g5, e,
Then, combining with ([Z36), we obtain
(4.38) do(z(t)) = (g7)% (14 O(e™)).
Note here that the curve v~ has been chosen in Section ] such that (¢7)* # 0.

From the construction of u in (@A) and since z, is a classical symbol (see Remark [2.3])
with zq = 20 + O(h?) = Ey —ih(XA - a+ Y. A\;/2) + O(h?), the function by satisfies the usual
transport equation

20,16 0ub + (A = A= 37 A;/2) by = 0.
Mimicking the proof of ([E37]), we get
(4.39) bo(z(t)) = e~ Jo MUl =(EXj /24X ) dsyo ().
Therefore, ([£30) gives

bo((t)) = —ibo(x(t)) 0y (x(t))
(4.40) = —je~ Jo AV@E) (A /24X a) dsp ((0))D, 1 (z(2)).
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From Proposition C.1 of [I] and since g; # 0, we have

0
Ao
(b — )" (x(t) = +0(e),

Using z(t) = g e M + O(e= M1+ we get

(4.41) [det(w — o) @@)]* = (TTX)° +0™)
j=2

and

(4.42) sgn(y — ¢-)| (z(t)) =n-—1,

|zt
for ¢ large enough.

Finally, using the expansion of z(t), we have
(4.43) 0 ()] = |gy, [\e M (1 + O(e™)).

Combining the definitions of sq ([@35) and of ry (E33]) with the relations (L38]), (£40),
(@41, (d42) and ([E43), the constant sy does not vanish if 9;7(x(t)) > 0 and the support of
07 (2(t)) is sufficiently small near T' large enough.

4.7. End of the proof of Theorem [4.11
From (£25) and (£28), we have
of =(v(za). F) .
In particular, using (£.26]) and ([@.34]), we get

c jlel+l
- c= = == g )3l o ST g g lal
S e et T ZC
with
(4.45) 5 1M ang(0)(=Ag 7).

(271)%oz!so

At this point, the function f and the constant ¢ may depend on v. Nevertheless, since

I, =¢-, f)f and do (the first term in the development of f given in ([#27))) do not depend
on v, the constant ¢y also does not depend on wv.

We choose a sequence of functions 7 (say 7n), with dy7n(z(t)) > 0, such that ;7 (x(t))
converges to the Dirac mass d; for some fixed ¢ > 0. Then, from the definition of sy (€33

and of by (@A0), we get

NI

_ i‘a|+1a0,0(0)(_)‘g~_)a | det(v) — o )|<m )L‘
i(2m) 2 |0 (t)|bo (x () )do (2(t))a! el A T
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Combining (£.16)), [E38), (£39), ([@41), (A42]) and (£43]), we obtain

~ ilole=i% e Jo Aw(w(s))_(z)\j/2—>\1)ds(_)\)a (H;'L:1 )\j)% (1 o _Et))
- (271‘)%6_ fo Arp(z(s)— (2 )‘j/2—)\1)d8a! ei(n—l)%

Then, letting ¢ going to 400 and using that ¢y does not depend on t, it follows

el (=N (T V)

(4.46) ’ (2m)zeM1al

We now consider a fixed v as in the beginning of this subsection. With ¢(h) as in (2],
([446)) gives that ¢ = ¢¢ where

+0o0o
¢~ E éjh] and 50 =1.

Now, we define f := é%f Then, [E28]) gives ([EI]) and the properties of f given in Theorem [A.1]
follow from the properties of f given in Section and ¢y = 1.

5. RESIDUE OF THE SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

In this section, we give the semiclassical expansion of the residue of the scattering amplitude
at an isolated resonance. To define the scattering matrix, we assume that the potential is
long range:

(H4) For some p > 0, we have |V (x)| < (z)7” for all z € S.

Using the constructions of Isozaki and Kitada (see [23] and [24]), the assumption allows
to define the scattering matrix S(z,h), z €]0, +oo[ related to the pair Py = —h?A and P as
a unitary operator

S(z,h): L2(S"1) — L2(S™7 ).
In the short range case (i.e. p > 1), this operator coincides with the usual scattering matrix.
Next, introduce the operator 7 (z, h) defined by

S(z,h) = Id — 2iwT (2, h).

Its kernel 7 (w,w’, 2, h) is smooth away from the diagonal of S"~! x S"~! (see [24]). Here, w
(resp. ') is called the outgoing (resp. incoming) direction. Finally, the scattering amplitude
is defined for w # W’ by
A(w7 wl? z? h) = C(z7 h)T(w7 wl? z? h)7
with ,
c(z,h) = —(2m)2~ (%h)— i

In [13], Gérard and Martinez have shown that for w # «’ fixed, the scattering amplitude has
a meromorphic continuation to a neighborhood of |0, +oc[, whose poles are the resonances of
P. Moreover, the multiplicity of each pole is less or equal to the multiplicity of the resonance.
Notice that, since the kernel of the residue of the scattering matrix is not singular at w = w’
(see Theorem 1.1 (iii) of [13]), we drop the assumption w # w’ in the sequel.

We will now make some hypotheses on the behavior of the classical curves. Let ( (t) £(t) =
exp(tH,)(r,€) be a Hamiltonian curve in p~1(Ep). Under the hypotheses [(H1) ) there
are only two possible behaviors for z(t) as t — 4o00: either it escapes to oo, or 1t goes to 0.
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From the long range assumption [(HI4)] if z(¢) escapes to co, then £(t) has a limit in \/EgS™ 1.
Moreover the set of points with asymptotic direction w and w’,

AL ={(z,§ € p Y(Ey); £(t) — /Eow as t — -0},

A::{(%&)Ep (EO) f — v/ Eyw ast—)—i—oo}
are Lagrangian submanifolds of T*R"™ (see [10]). We suppose that

(H5) A_, and A_ (resp. A} and Ay) intersect in a finite number N_ (resp Ny ) of bichar-
acteristic curves, with each intersection transverse.

We denote these curves, respectively,
Ve ity (8) = (2 (8),6, (1), 1<k<N_,

and

Vot () = (2 (1), 67 (1), 1<L< Ny
Note that, from Proposition 2.5 of [I], the intersections A_, N A_ and AL N AL are never
empty (i.e. N_ > 1 and N, > 1). From [19], the curve v with x = k, ¢ satisfies

*i

+o0o
(t) ~ Zg;f(t)ei”jt with gu Z g*jE t™ ast — Foo.

From Lemma [A]] if \; satisfies A - o« = A\j = |a| = 1, then M;Ji = 0. Moreover, there
always exists a u; such that g;’ji # 0. We define

Ait :min{:uja g#g 750}
We know that Af is one of the A;’s and that M;]i =0 (see [1, (2.18)]). We shall denote

+o00 Tzr
e = /—Tk zy ()0, V (z; (s))ds and S :/_Oo zf (8)0,V (z](s))ds,

for some T'F large enough which is equal to +oco in the short range case p > 1.

Moreover, in the short range case p > 1, the bicharacteristic curves in AX, a € S"71,
are the bicharacteristic curves vi(t, z, ) = (x4 (¢, 2,a),£4(t, z,)) for which there exists a
z € a- ~ R ! such that

tlim ‘xi(t,z,a) —2v/ Epat — z| =0,
hm ‘ﬁi (t,z,a) — v/ Ega| = 0.

These trajectories are smooth with respect to ¢, z, . We denote by 2z the impact parameter
of the curve vF. Let

t——+o00 a( ) Z=Z)
0r4(t,z,w) S —2At
D = hm ‘det — | 4 e(ZjAi =22 )t
¢ ot,z) = ’

be the Maslov determinants for «; which exist and satisfy 0 < DF < 4oc (see [1]). We shall
also denote by v the Maslov index of the curve .
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Theorem 5.1 (Residue of the scattering amplitude). Assume [(H1)H(H5)l Let o € N™ be
such that z0 is simple. Then, the residue of the scattering amplitude satisfies

N_ N
Residue (.A(w,w', z,h),z = za) = Z Z ak,gh_|a‘+%ei(sg+sj)/h + O(h™),
k=1 (=1
where

—+00
ape(h) = b (Wbf (h) and  bE(h) ~ > bEM.
j=0

Moreover, bfjo = 0 if and only if (¢©%)® = 0. Finally, in the short range case p > 1, we have

—ifﬂaﬁ—%) n—1

n
— g+ _6 —\+ 3 a;—1
bk,obz,o— \/ﬂa—! Eyt (A )‘5)21_11)\]'3 :
i

x e 2T (DEDE) T (R T) (0" gy Hlg -
k (4

In the last formula (¢*%)® is a shorthand for H;L:1(9:7ji)aj where g;’ji is identified with
its j-th coordinate. To prove the theorem, we first obtain a representation formula for the
scattering amplitude involving the resolvent. Then we apply Theorem [A1] to express the
residue of the scattering amplitude with the help of the resonant state f. Finally, the result
follows from the computation of two scalar products which are done with the stationary phase

method.

Remark 5.2. Stefanov [38] (in the compact support case) and Michel [30] (in the long
range case) have given a priori estimates for the residue of the scattering amplitude. For
the resonances zy very close to the real axis (more precisely |Im zy| < h?m%) and under a
separation condition, they have proved that the residue satisfies

| Residue (A(w,w’, z,h), 2 = 20) | S h | Tm zg|.

In the present situation, these results do not apply since the resonances are “too far” from
the real axis. Furthermore, the previous estimate does not hold. Indeed, the imaginary part

of z, behaves like —|a|h but the residue is typically of order plel+3,

In the one dimensional case, Theorem .1l can probably be deduced from the computation
of the scattering amplitude obtained by the third author in [34].

For a punctual well in the island case and under some geometrical assumptions, the as-
ymptotic of the residue of the scattering amplitude has been computed by Nakamura [31], 32],
Lahmar-Benbernou [26] and Lahmar-Benbernou and Martinez [27].

It is possible to compare Theorem [B.1] with the semiclassical expansion of the scattering
amplitude for real energy obtained in [I]. Assume for simplicity that the \;’s are non-resonant

(Z-independent for example), A\, < 2A\;, N = Ny = 1, Ny = 0 and 9}\;_ % 0 for all
j € {1,...,n}. In particular, we have £k = ¢ = 1. Let J € {1,...,n} be the first j with
g/l\’j+ # 0 (thus, Ay = A\]). In that case, Theorem 2.6 (a) of [I] gives
Y(E =(E) 1 o
(5.1) Alw,w', E,h) = ( f(E)F(%) +o(1)>h x2St +ST/A,
J
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for E real with E — Ey = O(h). Here,

_2 ,

and f(FE) is an explicit function, analytic near Fy. Thus, the main term in (5.1), defined
in [I] for E real, has a meromorphic extension in a fix neighborhood of Ey. Moreover, its
poles are exactly the pseudo-resonances 20 € Reso(P) with o = (0,...,0,ay,0,...,0) and the
corresponding residue coincides with that given in Theorem 5.l In particular, this principal
term does not contribute to the residue at the other (pseudo)-resonances. The cases (b) and
(c) in Theorem 2.6 of [I] only appear for resonant A;’s and the corresponding main terms
in the semiclassical expansion of the scattering amplitude have poles at some 20 € Resg(P)
which are not simple.

5.1. Representation formula for the scattering amplitude.

In this section, we recall a representation formula of the scattering amplitude for complex
energies due to Gérard and Martinez [I3]. Their approach consists in extending the formula
of Isozaki and Kitada [24] to complex energies. For this purpose, they show that the phases
and the symbols involved in that formula can be chosen to be analytic in a suitable complex
neighborhood of R?". We only recall what will be useful in the following and refer to [13] for
the details.

For R > 0 large enough, d > 0, £ > 0 and o €]0, 1], we denote
TE(R,d,e,0) = {(z,§) € C*; |Rex| > R, d~' <|Reé| <d, |Imz| < e(Rex),
[Im¢| < e(Ref) and + cos(Rex,Ref) > +o},
I*(R,d, o) =TE(R,d,e,0) NR*™,
Let e >0,d> 1, —1<o0] <oy <0<o0, <oy <1and R; > 0 be sufficiently large. For
k = 1,2, we denote T* = FE(Rl,d,E,a,j) UTG(Ry,d,e,0, ). In [13], Gérard and Martinez

construct some phases ¢ € C*°(R**;R) and some symbols ¢, € C*°(R?") N SY(1) satisfying
the general assumptions of Isozaki and Kitada [23] and the following properties.

The phases ¢, have a holomorphic extension to I'* and satisfy
(Vaior(2,€))* + V(@) = €,
{ 030 (w(x.§) —x-€) = O(()' 1),
uniformly in T'*. Moreover, Ay, (Eow) = 1@, 0upr (2, VEow))} C AZ UAT.
There exist two symbols ay(z, &, h) € COO(RQ” C) supported inside T'* N R?" with

(5.2)

x 3 h Zakﬂ €T f
such that |
|3§‘8?ak(a:,§,h)\ < (z)7lel  and \8§‘a§ak7j(%§)‘ < (a)~i-lel,
Moreover, for some § > 0 with —1 < 0, —d < g/ + 6 < 1, we have

(5.3) 10207 (aro(x, ) — 1)] < (@)1,



30 J.-F. BONY, S. FUJIIE, T. RAMOND, AND M. ZERZERI

for (,&) € TT(2Ry,d/2,0; +8)UT ™ (2Ry,d/2,0; —4). Finally, they extend holomorphically
with respect to X = |z| and 2 = [{| for X in {ReX > 3R;, |ImX| < e(ReX)} and Zin a
complex neighborhood of v/Ey. Furthermore, their extensions continue to satisfy estimates
analogous to the previous ones.

The symbols t; are then defined by
(5.4) t(a, & 1) = e AHEONP =€) (ap(-, & B COM),
and satisfy, for some £ > 0,
(5.5) 0000t (2,6, h)| = O(e =0/,

uniformly with respect to h and (z,€) € I‘E(ZRl, d/2,6,02’ +0) UG (2Ry,d/2,e,0,, — ).

Under the assumption |(H4)| Gérard and Martinez [13] have proved that the scattering
amplitude can be written

(5.6) A(w,w',2,h) = ¢(2,h)g(w,w’, z,h) + f(w,w, 2, h),

where f(w,w’, 2, h) has a holomorphic extension in a (fixed) neighborhood of Ej,
glw,o, 2, ) = ((By = 2) 7 U (€922 g, 2 1)), U (21 =V Z) M (2, VEuw, 1) ).

and

(5.7) 2, h) = m(2mh) " "E 2 Te

By assumption, the resonance z, is simple for A small enough. Moreover, Theorem [BIlimplies
that 11, g = O(h™M) for § = vh|Inh| and some M > 0. Then Lemma 5.4 of [3] (see also
Proposition 5.1 of [26] in the case of a well in the island) states that

R :=Residue (A(w,w’, 2,h),z = 24)
= — Tz, 1) (ML XU (92050 Mty (3, g ),
XUm(eisol( Zaw /htl( N Eow, h))) + O(h™),

where x € Cg°(R") satisfies 15<or, < X < ljz)<3r, With Rg > R;. In particular, there is no
distortion (i.e. F' =0) on the support of y and Theorem [£1] implies

(5.8) R =(f, e @Vm ity (@, o, ) ) (e#2VE Mty (2 1), T ) + O(h),
where ¢ = —¢(z4, h)c(h) with ¢(h) given by ([@2]).

5.2. Calculation of (f, e/ yt;).

We will calculate the scalar product (f, i/ hxt1) by the stationary phase method. First,
we will prove that this quantity has an asymptotic expansion in power of A and then calculate
the first term using a limit at the origin. We will use arguments close to the ones developed
in Section or [Il, Section 7].

Denote u = 1 (@V2aw)/hg, (. \/Zaw, h) and v = 1 (@EV2W)/ bt (1 /Zow, h). From Theo-
rem [l 97) and (5.4]), we have

(59) (fa XU) = (f)X(P _%)u) = ((P - za)fa XU) + (fv [X,P]’LL) = _(f7 [P7 X]u)
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F1GURE 2. The functions x and Y.

From (5.5) and the choice of x, (P — Zg)u = 0 microlocally near I'V(2Ry,d/2,0;] + §).
Moreover, since z, has an asymptotic expansion in power of h, we can write, microlocally
near I'(2Ry,d/2, 0] +9),

u = a(z, h)e#! (m’\/E_O“)/h,
where a has an asymptotic expansion in power of h. Note that (supp Vx x R™) N J, 7] C
It (2Ry,d/2,0] + d). Using Maslov’s theory, we can extend the function u near 2, a small
neighborhood of (J, 7, N (B(0,3Ry) x R™), such that u is still a solution of (P — Zz)u = 0

microlocally in Q. Let x(z,§) € C®(T*R") be such that x(z,§) = x(x) out of Q (see
Figure 2)). In particular, (P — Z5)u = 0 microlocally near the support of x — x. So, we have

(f:xv) == (f,[P,Op(X)]u) — ((P = za)f,Op(x — X)u) + (f,Op(x — X)(P — Za)u)
(5.10) =— (f,[P,Op(X)]u) + O(h™).

On the other hand, since zZ, = Fy + O(h), the microsupport of [P, Op(x)]u satisfies

MS ([P, Op(X)]u) C Ay, (- VEow) Nsupp VX
C (A; NT7(Ry,d,07 /2)) U (A NQ).

Moreover, Theorem (.1l gives MS(f) C A4. Then, modulo O(h*), the non-zero contributions
to (f,[P,Op(X)]u) comes from the values of the functions f and [P, Op(x)]u microlocally
on the set |J, 72’ (which constitute the intersection of the two microsupports). Let gZ' be
Cg°(T*R™) functions with support in a small enough neighborhood of ~,” N (B(0,3Ry) x R™)
such that g/ = 1 in a similar neighborhood. Then, (5.I0) becomes

Ny

(5.11) (f,xv) == (f,0p(g))[P, Op(N)]u) + O(h™).
/=1

We now compute Op(g; )[P, Op(X)]u. From Proposition C.1 of [1], the Lagrangian manifold
A has a nice projection with respect to z in a neighborhood of any point of 72’ close to (0,0).
Then, Maslov’s theory implies that u can be written as

u(z) = af (z, h)et @/,
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microlocally in such a neighborhood. From the construction of [23] and [13], we see that

T,"
(5.12) U (i (8) = 5f (] () - / 5 (5)0,V (a} () ds,

for some TZF > 0 large enough (equal to +oo in the short range case). The symbol ae has an
asymptotic expansion a; (z,h) ~ PP ae (x)h? with azo(xe (t)) # 0. Moreover, in the short
range case, Equation (7.12) of [I] gives

. 1
(5.13) afo(zf (1) = e“’?”/QQ%E& (Dz-(t))—%e—t(z Ae/2+Aa)
where VZ_ is the Maslov index of the curve ’yj and DZ (t) is the Maslov’s determinant

Oxy (t,z,w)

Dy (t) = | det i) st |-

Moreover, from Section 6 of [I], we know that

(5.14) Df = lim D/ ()e! M2,

t——o00

exists and satisfies 0 < D; < +0o0. So,

(5.15) Op(gi))[P, Op(X)]u = ajf (x, h)eie @/h,

with
Z 2R,
and
(5.16) az_o( ) = ({I%X}gg )(waaxwf(x))aéfo(x)

Since the support of g (z,€)0;¢X(x, €) is close enough to (0, 0), Theorem Eliv) and (1)
imply that

5.17 fixv) d(z, h)a, (z, Gl (z, h)elle+@=¥ @)/hgy + O(h).
¢

We proceed now as in ([£32). In the support of the symbol 'd;, the critical points of the
phase function ¢4 — ¢, (i.e. the points x such that 0,4 (z) = dy1p; (x)) are the points in
the spacial projection of 7;. Since this intersection Ay N A} = 7} is transverse from the
assumption the phase ¢ — ¢; is non degenerate in the directions transverse to mej.
Therefore, performing the method of the stationary phase in the orthogonal directions of
Ty, (as in ([@32)) and parameterizing the curve w7, by (), (5I7) gives

(5.18) (f,xv) Z / b (t, h)ei@+ 5 (O @ OV gy 4 0 (h),
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with b (£, h) ~ Y50 bf; ()R 9 and

i sen(p—v )]
e (Wac’Ye

| det(p4 — T/’;)\

)J_

|G (8)ldo () (£))ag, (f (t)).

n—1
bolt) = (2m) ;
(Wac’er)J‘ ‘

Since v, € Ay NAS, o4 (2] (t) and ¢/ (z] (t)) have the same derivative (with respect to
t), and (B.I12) gives
T
Pl (0) =0 @ ) = [ of ()0:V(af (9))ds = S

for all ¢ > 0. Then, combining with (Ejﬂ) we get
(5.19) (f, xv) Z e SEIM S b (B),

with b} (h) ~ 3,50 bf k7 and

i sen(pr—v )l

(mavf )t
b+——z'27rn771 < ‘ =0 (1) |do (2 (¢
(5.20) x ago(xf (8)0x (] (), & (8)) dt

From (BI0)), (f, xv) does not depend on ¥, modulo O(h*°). In particular, changing X in
a neighborhood of a fixed curve 7;, we obtain that each b;o does not depend on ). From
Proposition C.1 of [I], we have, up to a linear change of variables in R",

(4 — )" (x(t)) = diag (A1, -+ s Xjo)—15 0 Xjoy415 -+ > An) + O(e™),
where j(¢) is such that A = A/. Since z (t) = ge e t—i—(’)(e()‘t’ +9)t) as expandible symbol
(see |2 Definition 5.2]), this implies

(5.21) [det(ps =) @) = (T ) + 06,
‘ 373 (6)
(5.22) sgn(p+ — ¥ )] (z/ () =n—1,

(mz +)L

(5.23) Bzt (O] = lg' NN (1 + O(e),
14

as t — —oo. On the other hand, (£38]) gives

(5.24) do(zf (1)) = (g5 )Mt (1 + O(e™)).

We first consider the long range case (p > 0). If (¢“*)* = 0, then (5.20) and (5.24)) imply
that bZO = 0. We will now prove that bZO £ 0 if (¢5T)® £ 0. Let T > 0 be sufficiently large
such that the quantities in (5.21), (5:22]) and (5.24]) do not vanish and (5.:23]) holds at t = —T.
Then, if X (z, (t)) satisfies 9;x (2 (t)) < 0 and has its support close enough to T', the previous

discussion, a;(z; (T)) # 0 and (520) imply that b/, # 0.
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Let us now consider the short range case (p > 1). Assume that the support of d;x(z; (¢)) is

sufficiently negative. Then, the formula (5.20) and the estimates (513), (514), (5:21)), (5:22),
(G23) and (B24) give

ot 2%ei(n—l)

Z?o =—i(2m) 2 ——————
(T X))
where the o(1) does not depend on X. Now, we take a sequence of functions y such that the

support of 9,X(z; (t)) goes to —oo and d;X(z; (t)) < 0 (see Figure B)). Since b/, does not
depend on Y, the previous expression gives

s
4

. 1 ~
NG ) R (D) [ R O)0+ ofv)dt,

- 2§ei(n—1)g

T . = a, —iviT i —4
(5.25) by =i(2m) " —]g)\+])\+( btyae v T2 Ei (D)3,
(ILizse0 2

=

5.3. End of the proof of Theorem [5.11
Following the approach of Section [5.2] one can prove that

(5.26) <ew2<x 2Nty (2, /Zaw, h), ) Zels L ()

with J,;(h) ~ ijo J,;jhj and J,;] = 0 if and only if (¢*7)® = 0. Moreover, in the short
range case, we have
o . a1 22¢
(5.27) Ao = i(27) 2 ——————|g
(T 2)?
Then, combining the representation of the residue given in (5.8]) with the constants given in

([@2) and (&), and the scalar products (519) and (5.26]), we obtain

N_ Ny
Residue (A(w,w’, 2, h), 2 = z4) = pled+3 Z Z ak’g(h)ei(sfrs;)/h,
k=1 (=1

- 1
)\;— )\]; (gk,—)ae—wk 7r/2E6; (Dk—)—%

with age(h) ~ 3550 ai 7 and af) , = 0 if and only if (¢"7)%(¢g5")® = 0. Moreover, in the
short range case, (5.25)) and (5.27) imply

e_lg(‘c"'_%) n—1

n
0 _ Ty =3
ap., = N E04()\k)\z)2H)\j 2

v it _ _1 _
(5.28) x e TR (D D) (R (g ) gy g

6. LARGE TIME BEHAVIOR OF THE SCHRODINGER GROUP

In this section, we prove a resonance expansion for the cut-off Schrodinger propagator. The
proof relies on the resolvent estimate in Theorem Bl and on standard arguments.
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Theorem 6.1 (Schrédinger group expansion). Assume [(H1)H(H3)l Let p > 0 be different
from 377 (o + $)Aj for all o € N™. Let x € C§°(R"™) and ¢ € C§°([Eo — ¢, E +€]) for some
e > 0 small enough. Then, there exists K = K(pu) > 0 such that

xe PPy (P) = Z —x Residue (e */"(P — 2)71, 2 = 2,) x¥(P)
zo€Res(P)ND(Eq,uh)

+ O(h™) + O(e Hth~K),
for all t > 0. In particular, if all the 20 in D(Ey, uh) are simple, we have

xe Py (P) = > e~ /MTL, xtb(P) + O(h™) + O(e M h™F),
za€ERes(P)ND(Eq,uh)

for all t > 0. Here, 11, is the generalized spectral projection associated to z, and described
in Theorem [Z.1].

Remark 6.2. Note that the previous expansions make sense only for t > %] Inh|.

One might think that the resonance expansion holds for shorter times. But, in fact, it is not
possible to do much better. This follows from the paper of De Bievre and Robert [9] which
is stated with slightly different hypotheses. In the one dimensional case, they have proved
that the coherent states propagate through a maximum of the potential for times of order
)\il| In h| and that they stay at (0,0) before. On the other hand, the sum of the generalized
spectral projections over the resonances appearing in Theorem can not be microlocalized
only at (0,0) thanks to Theorem [l Thus, if the resonance expansion with a small error
holds at time ¢t > 0, we have necessarily ¢ > /\—11\ Inh| in the one dimensional case. If we only
want to prove that t — 400 as h — 0, we can more simply apply the standard propagation
of singularities with an initial data microlocalized in A_\ {(0,0)}.

There is also a simplest way to justify this phenomena. Let p be such that " \;/2 < pu <
A1 + 3" )j/2. Then, 2 is the unique resonance in D(Ep,ph) for h small enough and z{ is
always simple. Assume that, for some ¢t > 0, we can write

(6.1) xe FIhyp(P) = e "0/ IL, ) (P) + R,

where R is small. The left hand side is of order 1 since the propagator is unitary. On the other
hand, from Theorem 2:Jland Theorem A1l the right hand side is of order e *2=%/2h=3 . Then,
(61 implies t > ZL)\J| In h|. Remark that this critical time coincides with the one obtained

by De Bievre and Robert in the one dimensional case.

The situation is different for the well in the island case which was treated by Nakamura,
Stefanov and Zworski [33]. In that setting, the cut-off Schrédinger group is well approximated
by the resonance expansion after a fix time. This is in adequacy with the geometrical inter-
pretation since a fix time is enough to dispel the part of the initial data which is not localized
in the well.

Nevertheless, Gérard and Sigal [14] have proved that the Schrédinger equation with a
quasiresonant state (sorts of quasimodes) as initial data is always well approximated by the
resonance expansion for all time ¢ > 0.

Remark 6.3. When t/|Inh| — 400 as h — 0, the sum over the resonances is negligible and
Theorem [6.1 simply yields ye~ /" yp(P) = O(h*).
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? o
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FIGURE 3. The contours I';.

The remainder terms O(h>) in Theorem [6.I]come from the C* pseudodifferential calculus.
Thus, if the cut-off functions y, ¥ are in some Gevrey class, it is perhaps possible to replace
these remainder terms by (’)(e‘hié) for some § > 0. In that case, the sum over the resonances
will dominate the remainders until ¢ is of order h=°.

Burq and Zworski [6] (see also Tang and Zworski [40]) have obtained a long time expansion
of semiclassical propagators in terms of resonances close to the real axis. Their result in the
present situation gives ye~ /" yip(P) = O(h*) for all t > h~L for some L > 0.

Proof. Let f € C§°([Eo — 3¢, Eo + 3¢]) be such that f = 1 near [Ep — 2¢, Ey + 2¢]. Then, from
the pseudodifferential calculus, we get

I i=xe FIhyap(P) = xe PN f(P)xh(P) + O(h*)
- / e/ ()Y dEsxp(P) + O(h),
R

where dE,, the spectral projection, is given by the Stone formula

1
dE, = 2—71'Z(R+(Z) — R_(z)) dz,
and Ry (z) = (P — 2)7! is analytic for £Tm 2 > 0. Then,
1 —itz -
I = 2—7” Re t /hf(Z)X(R+(Z) —R_(z))x¢(P) dz + O(h )’

Making a change of contour, we obtain

I = Z —x Residue (e_itz/hR+(z), z = za)x¢(P)
za€Res(P)ND(Eo,uh)
(6_2) +Il+[2+[3+f4+f5+0(hoo),
where
1 .
I = — e_ltz/hf(Z)X(RJ,_(Z) — R_(2))x¢(P)dz for j =1,5,
271 r,
(6.3) 1 ‘
I = — e‘“z/hx(RJr(z) - R_(z))xw(P) dz for j =2,3,4,
271 r,
and I’y :] — 00,y — 26], I's = Ey — 2e + i[O, —,uh], I's = [E() —2¢e,Ey + 26] —iph, Ty =

Ey + 2e +i[—ph,0] and I's = [Ey + 2¢, +00o[ (see Figure B]). The theorem will follow from the
estimates on the I;’s given below.
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E0—3€ E0—2€ Eo—E E()

FIGURE 4. The cut-off functions f, k£ and 1.

e Estimations of I; and I5. Using that I'y N suppt¢ = 0, there exists g € C§°(R) such
that ¢ = 1 near supp f NI'y and g = 0 near supp®. Then, by pseudodifferential calculus,

g(P)xy(P) = O(h*°). Therefore, (6.3]) yields
Iy = xe P, (P) f(P)xtb(P)
= xe "My, (P) f(P)g(P)xt(P)
(6.4) = O(R™).
The same way, we get I5 = O(h™>).
e Estimations of I3. Using Theorem [3.1] for R4, we obtain

(6.5) 73] < /F e[ (Re(2) = R-(2)) x| d= = O(e7#*h™5).

e Estimations of Iy and I;. Let 6 = vh|Inh| be as in Theorem Bl and assume that
the distortion occurs outside of the support of y. Then, xRy (2)x = x(Py — z)~!x and
XR_(2)x = x(P_g — 2)"!x. In particular, we can write

1 ,
(6.6) Iy = — e_m/hx((Pg —2)7 = (Pog— 2) 1) xp(P) de.
27 Jp,

Let k € C§°(R) be such that k = 1 near Ey — 2¢ and k = 0 near supp ) (see Figured)). Then,
for z € I's,

(Pro —2)"' = (Peo — 2) 'k(P) + (Pro — 2) "' (1 = k)(P)
= (Pep —2)'k(P) + (P —2)" (1~ k)(P)
+ (Peg — 2) (P — Pig)(P —2) 71 (1 = K)(P).
Therefore ([6.6]) becomes
(6.7) L=Jf—J+Jf—J;,

where

1 —itz -
T =g [ e (Pag — 2) T R(P)xu(P) dz
T JTy
1 —itz - -
I3 =g | TN (Peg = 2)7HP = Pro)(P = 2) T (1= B)(PIxu(P) dz.
2
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Since k and 1 have disjoint support, the pseudodifferential calculus gives k(P)xy(P) =
O(h*°). Thus, Theorem Bl implies

(6.8) 17 < /F (Peo — 2) 1| [HP)xeb(P)] 1d2] = O,

since Imz < 0 for z € I's.

On the other hand, P— Pyy € U9 (0(¢£)?) and (P —2)"1(1—k)(P) € ¥ ((£)?) uniformly in
z € I's. Moreover, P — P1g is a differential operator whose coefficients are supported outside
of the support of x. Then, the microlocal analysis gives

|(P — Pig)(P — 2) 7 (1 = k)(P)x| = O(h™),
uniformly in z € T's. Combining this estimate with Theorem Bl we get
(6.9) JE = O(h™).

Using (6.8]) and ([63]) to estimate (6.7), we conclude Iy = O(h*°). The same way, we have
L = O(h™). O

APPENDIX A. CONSTRUCTION OF TEST CURVES

In this section, we construct Hamiltonian curves in A_ with a prescribed asymptotic ex-
pansion at infinity. They are used in Section dl where test functions for the projection are
built in a microlocal neighborhood of these curves. We will work on A_, but the same work
can be done in Aj.

Let v~ (t) be a Hamiltonian curve in A_. From [I9] Section 3], the curve v~ satisfies, in
the sense of expandible functions,

My,
(A1) V)~ Y et with (i Z’mk,

The spectrum of Fj, is o(Fp) = {=An,..., =A1,A1,..., Ay}, We denote by II,, the spectral
projection on the eigenspace of F), associated to —pu. Remark that

(A.2) Ker(E, + p) @ Im(F, + pu) = R*™.

Lemma A.1. Let v~ (t) be a Hamiltonian curve in A_. Assume that \; is such that \; = o\,
a € N implies |a| = 1. Then, M), = 0 and a0 € Ker(F, + A;j).

Proof. We have 0;y~ (t) = Hp(y~ (t)). Taking the Taylor expansion of H), at 0, we get
(A.3) O~ (1) = Fp(y~ (1) + Ga(y™ (£) + -+ Gr (v (1) + O~ W9,

where Gy, is a polynomial of order k£ and K > X;/A;. Since A; can not be written as the sum
of at least two terms py, the cross products Gy in the previous formula provide no term of
the form e~**t. Then,

M),
(A.4) > X ™ Tt Z Fy(vy, )™

m=0
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which can be written
A5) (Fp + )‘j)%}-,m =0 ) for m = My,
(Fp, + )\j)’ij’m =(m+ 1)’)/)\]“)“_1 for 0 <m < M,,.

If My, > 1, the previous equation, together with ([A.2), gives a contradiction. Thus, My, =0
and 7y € Ker(Fp, + A;) from (A.5). O
We begin the construction with the following formal result.

Lemma A.2. If %TJ o € Ker(F, + ;) for all j € {1,...,n}, then there exists a formal
Hamiltonian curve v~ of the form (Al such that

(AG) \V/j € {17 e ,’I’L} H)\j (7);,0) = 77’);’0‘

Proof. We construct the coefficients v, inductively. Using the Taylor expansion of Hy, at 0
as in ([A.3)), one can see that it is enough to find 7, , k > 0, such that

My, My, Nuy
(A7) > =Yt F Y ™ =D By Y Rymt™,
m=0 m=0 m=0

where the R, ., depend only on the v, for £ < k. Assume that the v, have been chosen to
satisfy (A7) for all pp < py and (AL6) for all A\; < .

If pir, & {A1,..., A}, then it is enough to take M,, = N,,,
- -1
’YukvMHk = _(Fp + Mk) R/”’kvMuk7
and, for 0 <m < M,,,,
Viasm = (Fp + :“k)_l ((m + 1)7/Ik,m+l - Rﬂkvm)'
If pug, = Aj for some j, then we take M,, = N,, + 1 and
- -1
Ve, My, = M, T Ry a1

Vit -1 = My, = D7y Ry g —2 = Koy, (1= T3 Ry a1

’Y,;k,o = 5}3,0 - K)\j(l - HA]‘)RMMO'

Here, K, is the inverse of the map Fj, + A; : Im(F),+ ;) — Im(F,+ A;). With these choices,
(A0) and (A7) are always verified. O

Proposition A.3. If 7, , € Ker(F, + ;) for all j € {1,...,n}, then there exists a Hamil-
tonian curve v~ € A_ such that

Vjie{l,...,n} HAj(’Y)Tj,o) =5, 0°

Proof. Let
My,

pt) = D > Ayt

pre <N m=0
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where the 7, ., are given by Lemma[A.2land N will be fixed ulteriorly. Since (A.T) is verified
for all pp < N, we have

auplt) = Hy(p(t)) + (1),
with R(t) = O(e=(N+9)) We seek a solution of the form v~ (t) = p(t) + r(t). Then, r must
satisfies

(A.8) Or = Hy(p+1) — Hy(p) — R.
Let Ty > 0 be such that |R(t)| < e ™t and |p(t)| < 1 for all t > Ty. We define inductively
rj(t) by

ro(t) =0

A. i
(A-9) ri+1(t) = _/t (Hp(p +15) — Hy(p) — R)(s) ds.

Lemma A.4. For N large enough, the functions (r;);j>0 exist on [T, +oo[ and
(A.10) ()] < e N,
for allt > Ty.

Proof of Lemma[A.]]. Define

(A.11) Cy = sup |dHp(u)|.
[u[<2

We will prove the lemma inductively. First, ro satisfies (A.I0). Assume now that r;_; exists
on [T, +oo[ and verifies (A.I0). In particular, [r;_i(t)] < 1 for ¢t > Ty. Then, (A.9) gives
“+oo
01 [ (Hylo+ri0) = Hylo)| + R ds

+o0 +oo
< / (Cilrj—1] + |R|)ds < / (C1 +1)eNods
t t
< Cl + ].e_Nt’
- N
for t > T. Therefore, if N > C) + 1, r; satisfies (A10]) and the lemma follows. O

(A.12)

Lemma A.5. For N large enough, we have

C_Nt

(A.13) |rip1(t) — ()] < YR
for j > 0andt>Ty.

Proof of Lemma[A3 For j = 0 and N large enough, Lemma [A4l gives |ri(t) — ro(t)] =
Ir1(t)] < e~Nt. Assume that (AI3) holds for some j — 1 > 0. Using (A9), we get

+o0
raa(t) — ()] < / Hy(p+75) — Hy(p+rj_1)| ds

+o0 +o00 e—Ns
S 01 / ‘rj — rj_1| ds § 01/ 2]._1 ds
t t

< 2C1 e Nt ‘

A.l4 —_—
(A.14) Y
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Then, for N > 2C4, (AI3]) holds and the lemma follows. O

Lemma A.6. For N large enough, there exists r € C°° ([T, +oco[) such that
i) for t > Ty, we have |r(t)| < e N,

it) for all j >0,
2!=J

I

HeNt(Tj - T)HLOO([TN,—i-oo[) =

i11) the curve v~ = p + 1 satisfies Oyy~ = Hp(y7).

Proof of Lemma[4A.0 Using standard arguments, Lemma [A.5] provides us with a function
r € C%([Ty,+oo|) satisfying 4i). Then, part i) follows directly from Lemma [A4l On the
other hand,

+oo
‘ /t (Hy(p +7j) — Hy(p) — R) — (Hy(p +7) — Hylp) — R)ds‘

+o0 Yoo
S/ ‘Hp(p‘F’f’j)—Hp(p"FT)‘dsg/ Cl|7"j—7‘|d8
! t

1= [T N Ciy1-j
<27 e ds < —=2"77 — 0,
f N
as j — 400. Then, taking the limit j — 400 in (A9]), we obtain

“+00
r(t) = — / (Hy(p+ ) — Hy(p) — R)(s) ds.
t
Thus, r € C®([Ty,+oo]) and vy~ = p + r satisfies Oyy~ = H,(y7). 0

To finish the proof of Proposition[A.3] we impose in addition that \,, < N. Then, the func-
tion v~ of Lemma [A.6is a Hamiltonian curve in A_ and, since r(t) = o(e~*!), Lemma [A.2]
assures that I, (’y/\_J 0) = Ty, 0 forall j € {1,...,n}. O
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