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DYNAMICS OF RESONANCES FOR 0TH ORDER
PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

JIAN WANG

ABSTRACT. We study the dynamics of resonances of analytic perturbations of 0th
order pseudodifferential operators P(s). In particular, we prove a Fermi golden rule
for resonances of P(s) at embedded eigenvalues of P = P(0). We also study the
dynamics of eigenvalues of P(t) = P + itA as the eigenvalues converge to simple
eigenvalues of P. The Oth order pseudodifferential operators we consider satisfy
natural dynamical assumptions and are used as microlocal models of internal waves.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note, we are interested in the dynamics of the resonances of Oth order pseu-
dodifferential operators. Oth order pseudodifferential operators arise naturally in the
study of fluid, in particular, the study of internal waves. We refer to [Ra73] for the early
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(a) Resonances A(s) of P(s) near 0 (b) Im A(s)

FIGURE 1. Resonances of P(s) near Ao = 0, where P(s) is of the form
(1.11) with V,,, V, given by (1.20), (1.21). In this example, 0 is an
eigenvalue of P with multiplicity 2 and eigenfunctions e*®! /27, (a):
A12(£) denotes resonances of P(s) with s > 0, —6.2 < s < 9.2. (b):
Im Ay o(s) with small s. Dashed lines are the theoretic approximation of
Im Ay o(s), see (1.26).
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work. Colin de Verdiere and Saint-Raymond [CS-1.20] used Oth order pseudodifferen-
tial operators with dynamical assumptions on 2 dimensional torus as microlocal model
for internal waves. Colin de Verdiere [CdV19] generalized the results to manifolds
of higher dimensions. Dyatlov and Zworski [DyZw19b] provided alternative proofs of
the results in [CS-L20] using tools from scattering theory. Wang [Wal9] studied the
scattering matrix for these operators.

In the first part of this paper, we consider the perturbation theory for a Oth order
pseudodifferential operator P. We consider the case when P has embedded eigenvalues
A. If P(s) is a family of Oth order operators with P = P(0), under certain conditions,
the resonances of P(s) near A converge to A. If A has multiplicity m > 1, we show
the resonances of P(s) allow expansions as Puiseux series. In the case when X is a
simple eigenvalue of P, we propose and prove a Fermi golden rule — for references of
Fermi golden rules, we refer to Simon [Si73] for n-body quantum systems; Colin de
Verdiére [CdV83] for the generic absence of embedded eigenvalues for surfaces with
variable curvature and cusps; Phillips and Sarnak [PhSa92] for the Laplacian operator
on automorphic functions; Lee and Zworski [LeZw16] for quantum graphs; [DyZw19a,
Theorem 4.22] for a textbook style presentation of Fermi golden rule for black box
scattering.

We are also interested in embedded eigenvalues A as limits of eigenvalues A(¢) of
P(t) = P +itA. Galkowski and Zworski [GaZw19] defined the set of resonances of P
and showed the resonances can be approximated by the eigenvalues of P(t). In the
case when A is simple, we compute the first derivative of A(t) at 0.

1.1. Main results. Let T" = R"/(27Z)™ be the torus and P(s) € ¥°(T") be a family
of Oth order self-adjoint pseudodifferential operator on T™ defined by

P(s)u(z) := @/n /n e p (s, 2, Ou(z)dz' dC. (1.1)

Here (s, 2,() € (—sg, so) x T*T™ for some sy > 0 and p(s) € S°(T*T") is called the full
symbol of P(s). In the integral (1.1) we view p as a 27 periodic function in z over R"
and the integral is considered in the sense of oscillatory integrals (see [Zw12, §5.3]).
We assume that

p(s) is analytic in s, (1.2)
and for each s € (—so, so),

p(s) has an analytic continuation from T*T" to C*" such that

(1.3)
|p(S,Z,C)‘ §M<OO, for |Imz\ < aq, ’Imd SCLQ(RGC>
with ay,as > 0. We also assume that
there exists F' € S*(T*T"), C > 0 such that (1.4)

Hys)F(2,¢) >0, for (2,¢) € {p(s,z,¢) =0} N {[¢| > C}.
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(a) Resonances A(s) of P(s) near 0 (b) Im A(s)

FIGURE 2. Resonances of P(s) where P(s) is of the form [GaZwl19,
(B.4)] with V,,,, Vi, given by (1.15), (1.16). In this case 0 is a simple
eigenvalue of P with eigenfunction ¢ /27. (a): A(4) denotes the reso-
nances of P(s) with s >0, —4.5 < s < 5.5. (b): Im A(s) with s small.
The dashed line is the theoretic approximation of Im A(s), see (1.19).

Motivated by definitions in [HeSj86] and [Sj96], let Hy be spaces come from [GaZw19,
(4.7)], see also §2.1. Then by [GaZw19, Lemma 7.4], there exists (; > 0 such that if
Im ¢ > —(pf and | Re (| < (o

P(S)—CIHA%HA (15)

is a Fredholm operator, where H, is the space of hyperfunctions, see [GaZw19, (4.7)]
or §2. Moreover, the resolvent of P

R(s,¢) = (P(s) = ¢)" : Ha — Hy (1.6)
is a meromorphic family of operators in ¢ for { € (—(p, (o) + i(—(of, 00). The poles of
R(s, () are then called the resonances of P(s) in (—(p, (o) + i(—(of, 0).

In this paper, we consider P(s) as perturbations of P = P(0). The eigenvalues of P
can be approximated by the resonances of P(s) as s goes to 0. Moreover, we have the
following

Theorem 1. Suppose P(s) € WO(T™) is a family of Oth order pseudodifferential opera-
tors satisfying (1.1), (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4). Suppose X € R is an embedded eigenvalue
of P = P(0) with multiplicity m > 1. Then there exists A\o(s), 1 < € < m such that
Ae(s) are resonances of P(s), A(0) = X and

(1) (Fermi golden rule) If m = 1, then A is analytic in (—s1,$1), 0 < $1 < 59 and

Tm A\, = —2Im(TT; RO\)IT, Pu, Pu) p2(pm). (1.7)
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Here u € Hy N L?(T™) is the L? normalized eigenfunction of P and 11} is the
L? orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of the eigenspace with
eigenvalue \;

(2) If m > 1, then A\; can be labeled so that A\;’s have Puiseur series expansions in

.[
o Ae(s) = A+ crw's™? 4 cus¥P ... 1< <p, (1.8)
is a Puiseux cycle with w = €>™/P. Then either p=1 and c; €R, j €N, or
Ae(8) = A ¢ps 4 -+ -+ cogps® + cogpriwts® TP 4 (1.9)
with ¢y, - -+, cyy—1)p € R and Im ey, < 0.

Remark. As one can see from the proof, in the case where A is a simple eigenvalue,
we do not need to assume p(s) is analytic in s, we only need p(s) is smooth in s and
then in the theorem, A;(s) is smooth in s and we still have the Fermi golden rule.

Now we state the theorem for viscosity limits.
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FIGURE 3. Eigenvalues of P(t) = P + itA, where P is of the form
(1.11) with V,,, V, given by (1.28). In this example, P has eigenvalues
A1 = 0, Ay = 1 with eigenfunctions u; = ﬁ (ie™ @ 4 e72T1) gy =

—2\/1% (i + €™1). As computed in (1.29), A\ = —5i/2, Ny = —i/2.

Theorem 2. Suppose P € W°(T") is a Oth order pseudodifferential operator satisfying
(1.1), (1.3), (1.4) without dependence on s. Let P(t) = P + itAp. If X € R is an
eigenvalue of P with L? normalized eigenfunction u € Hy N L?(T™). Then there exists
A(t) € C((0,t9); C), to > 0 such that \(t) is an L* eigenvalue of P(t), A\(t) — Ao as
t — 0% and

A= —i||Vul[ 22y (1.10)
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where A = \(0).

1.2. Examples. As in [Tal9, Example 1], [GaZw19, (B.4)], we consider operators of
the following form on T?:

P ={(D)"'D,, +sin(x1)(I — Viu(D,,)) + (I — Via(D,,))sin(x1) + Va(D,,) (1.11)
with Vi, V, satisfy
max { [V (&), [Va(&)[} < Ce R4 | Img| < b(Re&y). (1.12)
Let n € Z? be fixed, then
P(e™) = ((n) 'y + Va(n1)) €™ + (1 — Vi(n)) sin(z; )e™

1-V. 1) 4 . 1-V —1) i(n—eqp)-
+ n12(i7’b1+ )ez(n+e1) T n12(in1 )67,(n e1)x

= (<n>*1n2 + Va(nl)) T 4 2—Vm(n1)2—iVm(n1+1) pilnter)a

(1.13)

. 2—Vm(n1)—Vm(n1—1) ei(nfel)-x
21

with e; = (1,0) € Z%. Suppose Viu(s,&;) is an analytic perturbation of V,, and P(s)
is the perturbation of P with V,, replaced by V (s, -), then we have

() = = (sin@1)Vin(Da,) + Vin(Dy ) sin(a) ) ()

. . . . (1.14)
:Vm(nl)"l‘vm(nl_l)e’i(’n*€1)-x _ Vm(n1)+Vm(n1+1)ei(nJrel)-x
2 2% .
Example 1 (Simple eigenvalues). We first put
V(&) = 2sin? (B1) e @~D° v, (&) =5(6 — 1)e 4. (1.15)

By (1.13), 0 is a simple eigenvalue of P with eigenfunction u(x) = €™ /2x. We consider
the following perturbation of V,,:

Vin(s,€1) = Vin(&1) + se” @7, (1.16)

Figure 2 shows a numerical illustration of the resonances of P(s) near the eigenvalue 0.
The numerical computation is based on the method of complex scaling, see [GaZw19,
Appendix B]. To compute A in Theorem (1), we notice that by (1.14), we have

Plu) = Bem (1 - e*m) (1.17)

47

Now we find approximate values of a,, € C satisfying
R(0)Pu = Z ane™®.

Since Pu is a function that is independent of 25 and the only dependence of P on s is
the term (D)~ D,,, we can ignore x5 and replace z; by x in the following computation.
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For ¢ > 0, we now find v(e) = 3", _; an(e)e™® € L? such that (P — ie)v = Pu. Notice
that

(P - ’iE)U _ Z (2—Vm(n—21)—Vm(n) ay_1 + (Va(n) _ iE)CLn N 2—Vm(N)2—iVm(n+1) an—i—l) eine.

For fixed N > 0, we consider a,, = a, (¢, N) satisfying the following equations:

3 n—N o n+N
an = (6— V2€+4> an, n> N, a, = <€+— V26+4> a_n, n < —N.

2Vl DV g 4 (Vo (n) — d€)a, — Zm@Vmt g =k, —N <n < N,
kn=0, —=N <n<N,N#0,2, ko= fp =L

Let w(e, N) := > a,(e, N)e™®, then w € L? and

r(e,N) := (P — ie)w(e, N) — Pu

— Z (-—Vm(n_lgjv’“(”) an-1 + Va(n)a, + —Vm(")Jrz\i[m(”H)anH) ene,

[n|>N+1

For n =0, 2, we have
|an(e, N) — an| < lan(e, N) — an(€)| + |an(€) — an]

<CI(P = i) (e, Nl gvse- + CII(P — €)™ P — R(O)Pullgr-172-

Note that
(P —ie)™'r(e, N) = (P + DI, — I —ie) ' r(e, N),

Since 0 is not an eigenvalues of (P + I)II; — I, by the proof of [Wal9, Proposition 3.1],
we have

(P + DILL = I —ie) " (e, N) || g-12- < Cllr(e, N)|[ e =0, € =0, N = o0.
By the same proposition, see also [DyZw19b, Lemma 3.3], we also have
|(P —ie) "' Pu — R(0)Pul|jy-1/2- — 0, € = 0.

Thus we find
lim  (lag(e, N) — ao| + |az(e, N) — as|) = 0. (1.18)

e—0, N—oo
To get an approximate value of ag, as in our example, we put N = 3 and set ¢ — 0
and find ag ~ 0.0003 4+ 0.02307, as ~ —0.1100 + 0.01017. As a result we find

Im A = —2Im(I1, R(0)IL, Pu, Pu) ;> = 27(1 + e 1) Re(as — ag) ~ —0.9479.
Therefore
Im \ = L <Im A) 2+ 0(s%) ~ —0.47395% + O(s?). (1.19)
The results are shown in Figure 2.

Example 2 (Eigenvalues with multiplicities). Now we consider

V(&) = 25in? (%) e™ G0 V(&) = 6(1 — €2)e @7V, (1.20)
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In this case, by (1.13), A = 0 is an eigenvalue of P with eigenfunction u; = e~ /2,
uy = €@ /2. Let Viu(s, &) be a perturbation of P as follows:

Vin(5,61) = Vin(&1) + 5 (6—<sl+4/5>2 + e Y 5)2> : (1.21)

Figure 1 shows a numerical result of the resonances of P(s) near 0. As predicted in
Theorem 1, the resonances of P(s) branches into Puiseux series of cycle p = 2. In fact,
by the proof of Theorem 1 and (2.14), (4.6), (4.8), we have

F i =E_,+) (-)'s"E_P(EP)* 'E. = A, — 5A(s) (1.22)

k=1
with

= N k gk <P(EP)ku17u1> <P<Ep)ku1,u2> . A Apg
s) = ;(—1) s (<P(EP)ku2,u1> <p<Ep)ku2’u2>> =: <A21 A22>' (1.23)

Thus
det(F_4) = N — (Ay1 + Agp)sA + det(A)s>. (1.24)
Put det(F_) = 0, use the fact that A(0) = 0 in this example, and we find,

)\172 _ A11+A22i\/(A112—A22)2+4A12A21 82 + O<S5/2)7 AZJ _ —<PEPU,Z7UJ> (125)

By (1.14), we have

Plem™) = Vm(—z);\‘fm(—l)efzix_vm(—léjvm(o)’ P(ei) = Vm(o);vm(l)_vm(l);vm(z) i

Now we find a,, b, such that

711 Z an : P(ezm) _ Z bne'mm

By the same analysm in Example 1, we solve
a-g = <#> a_y, bz = (#) by, az =0, b_y=0,

27Vm(73)fvm(72)a_3 4 (Va<_2) o ie)a_2 o 27vm(72)fvm(71)a L= Vi (—2)+Vm(—1)

21 21 - 21 )
2—Vm( 21) Vm(O) L+ (Va(O) . iﬁ)ao _ Q—Vm(Oz)i—Vm(l) a, = _Vm(—léjvm(0)7
2—=Vm(-1 21 b + (V (0) . ie)bo . 2_Vm(02)¢_vm(1)b1 _ Vm(O);iVmu)’

and let € — 0 and find approx1mately
a_o ~ 0.6147 4+ 0.0014%, ag ~ 0.4397i, by ~ 0.39807, by ~ —0.0111 — 0.0737.

Now we have

Ay = Vo2Vl VD V@ 4 = VOVl
Agy = — Ym0V ) VO V) Ven)Vm(2),

21
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Inserting the values of a_s, ag, by, bo and we find

i~ (04260 — 0.3778i 0.3863
- 0.3863 —0.3129 — 0.0055¢ )
Therefore
Im A, ~ —0.1611s% + O(s”?), Tm Ay = —0.22225% + O(s*/?). (1.26)

The results are shown in Figure 1.

Example 3 (Simple eigenvalues and operators with viscosity). Let P be as in Example
1, that is, Vy,, V, are given by (1.15). If we add the viscosity to P and consider
P(t) = P+ itAr2, then

P(t)(e™) = it Ap (e™) = —ite™. (1.27)

Therefore A(t) = —it is the eigenvalue of P(t) near 0. Hence A = —i. This verifies the
formula in Theorem 2. As a less trivial example, we consider

V(€)= (& 4+ 3)(&1 — 2)(368 + T2 — Lgy — ) a@rdEi-nEi-1),
Val(€) = (-3¢ — & + 36 + 3)e D0+,

Then P has eigenvalues \; = 0, Ay = 1 with eigenfunctions u; =

(1.28)
. 2\/1§7r (Z‘eiml + 672ixl)7
Uy = ﬁ (i +€“1). Thus

/.\1 = —iﬂvul‘@?(?r?) = —%7 j\z = —’iHVUZH%?(W) = —%~ (1.29)

Figure 3 shows the numerical results of the eigenvalues of P(t) near 0. Figure 3(b)
justifies (1.29).

1.3. Organization of the paper. In §2, we review the construction of the space of
hyperfunctions and Grushin problem briefly. In §3, we show the analyticity of the
eigenfunctions of P. In §4, we give a proof to Theorem 1. In §5, we prove Theorem 2.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Maciej Zworski for suggesting this prob-
lem, for helpful advice and for his help in Matlab experiments. Partial support by the
National Science Fundation grant DMS-1952939 is also gratefully acknowledged.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Space of hyperfunctions. We first review the function spaces H, constructed
in [GaZwl19, (4.7)].
Let T+Trn = {(2,¢) : z € C"/27Z"™,( € C"}. Let o be the complex symplectic form

over T*T". We assume the function F' in (1.4) satisfies

sup (&) WNOO] F(2,6)] < o, sup(&) MO F(2,6)] < Cog (21)

laf+[8]<2 a.pB
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with €y > 0 small enough. We put
A= {(& + iFe(2,€),€ —iFy(x,€)) : (2,€) € T*T"} ¢ T+, (2.2)
Then
Im(co|p) =0, Re(o|a) is non-degenerate. (2.3)
Let da be the nutural volume form on A defined by da = (o]x)"/n!. Let
H(z,§) = F(x,8) = § - Fe(x,§) € CF(AR). (2.4)
Let Ty be the complex deformation of the FBI transform defined in [GaZw19, §4].
We now define a function space
= {u € L*(T") : ||ull» < o<}, (2.5)

where

n ~ 1 —i(z,n
lul, = 3 fa(m)et, u(n):(%)n/T u(@)e e d. (26)

nezn
Let €y be sufficiently small such that T has the mapping property as in [GaZw19,
Lemma 4.1] for 0 < § < §p. Then the space Hy is defined as the closure of Z5 with
respect to the norm || - ||z, given by the formula

el ey ::/A|TAu(a)|26_2H(°‘)/hda. (2.7)

2.2. Grushin problems. We briefly review Grushin problems, for a complete intro-
duction, see for instance [DyZw19a, §C.1]. See also [SjZw07] for applications of Grushin
problems.

Suppose P : X; — Xo, R_ : X_ — Xo, Ry : X7 — X are bounded operators on
Banach spaces X7, Xo, X_, X,. We call the equation

(RP+ B()J) (uu> = (vi) (2.8)

a Grushin problem. We call the Grushin problem (2.8) well-posed if it is invertible,
and in this case we write the inverse as

()= (e £2) () oo

with operators ' : Xo — X1, Ey : X, — X1, E_: Xy - X, X, — X_. We also
know that P is invertible if and only if £ is invertible. Moreover, when P and E_
are invertible, we have

P'=E-E,ElE . (2.10)

We also record the following formula for the perturbed Grushin problem
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Lemma 2.1. ([DyZwl19a, Lemma C.3]) Suppose the Grushin problem (2.8) is well-
posed and (2.9) is the inverse. If B : X1 — X3 is a bounded operator such that

HEBHXI‘)XI <1, HBEHXQH)Q <1, (2'11)
then the Grushin problem
PHB R v o x S xxx, (2.12)
Ry 0
18 well-posed with inverse
F Fy
2.1
() =
such that
F.=E_,+) (-1)E_B(EB)"'E,. (2.14)
=1

3. ANALYTICITY OF EIGENFUNCTIONS

In this section we prove the analyticity of the eigenfunctions of P. More precisely,

Lemma 3.1. Suppose u € Hy N L*(T") is an eigenfunction of P with eigenvalue \.
Then u € 5 for some § > 0.

Proof. Since u € Hy, by [GaZw19, Proposition 2.5], there exists ¢ € S'(T*T") such
that

U(@,8) = Fl2,8) + 0(e3)s1 (o1 (3.1)
and
Tau € L*(T*T", e¥/hdede). (3.2)
Now by [GaZw19, Proposition 2.3] and the fact that « € L?, we find
WFE, (u)N(UxT)=10 (3.3)
as long as |¢(x,&)| > [¢]/C when (z,§) € U x I' C T*T™. Therefore
WFo(u) C{(,8) : px,€) = 0, F(z,§) = 0}. (3.4)

Here WF,(u) is the analytic wavefront set of u, see [Sj82, Definition 6.1].

To show WF,(u) = (), it remains to show that the analytic singularities of u prop-
agates along the bicharacteristics, since H,F(z,§) > 0 when (x,¢) € {p =0} N {|{] >
C'}. More precisely, we have the following

Claim: (z¢,&p) € MS(u) if and only if there exist ¢, € R such that ~ : [0, o] — T*T",
Y(t) = etr (g, &) exists and y(tg) € MS(u). Here MS(u) is the microlocal support of
the distribution u, see [Ma02, Definition 3.2.1].
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If the claim is true, then WF,(u) N {p = 0} = 0 by the the assumption (1.4). By
[Ma02, Theorem 4.2.2], MS(u) C {p = 0}. Hence we find WF,(u) = (. This implies
u € Fs for some 6 > 0.

We now prove the claim.

Step 1. We start by noting that for any real-valued ¢ € S°(T*T"), x > 0 we have

(Hyp)e™ " Tyu, e“‘P/hTAu)Lz(T*Tn) =0(k+ h/fi)||e“¢/hTAu||%2(T*Tn). (3.5)
In fact, by [Ma02, Proposition 3.3.1], we have
e/ Pv = Qe™/h Ty, (3.6)
with
Q = /" Opy (p(a — &, a%))e /" (3.7)

where (2*, £*) are the dual variables of (z, §) such that Op,(z*) = hD,, Op,(§*) = hDx.
The principal symbol of @ is

O'(Q)(.T, 57 l’*, §*> = qO(xa 57 I*, f*) = p(.fC - f* - Zﬁaﬁ@? QJ* + Zlﬂlaw@) (38>
Therefore, by [Ma02, Theorem 3.5.1],
(e"?/"Ty P, e"/"Ty\v) 2oy = (Qe™/ " Tyv, €™M T\v) pa(eny
=<(Ef(w, S h) + R(h))eﬁthAUa 6W/hTAU>L2(T*Tn)7
Wlth R(h) = O(hOO)LZ(T*Tn)_)Ip(T*Tn) and
g~ W in SATTY), Go(z,8) = qo(x,&, € — kOep(x, &), kpp(2,€)).  (3.10)
§=0
By (3.8), we have
@o(7,§) = p(x — KOpp — ikep, & — KOgp + ik, p)

= p(x,€) + ((0:p0rp — 0cpesp) — iHypp) ki + O(K) g0 (1) (3.11)
Therefore
Im(eW/hTAPv, elﬂp/hTAU>L2(T*Tn)
=((Im §)e"?/"Tyv, ™" Ty v) L2 (pepny + O(h*) ||/ Thv]| L2 ey (3.12)

= — &((Hyp)e™*" Ty, " Tyv) pa(perny + O(h + 1) [ €/ " Tav| o porpny.
Since Pu = 0, we have (3.5).

Step 2. We now construct the function ¢ € S°(T*T") to be used in the next part to
derive propagation estimates. Such functions are called “escape functions”, we refer
to [DyZw19a, Lemma E.48] for the standard construction in the case of principle type
propagation.
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Let ¥ C T*T™ be a hypersurface that passes v(0) and is a cross section of the flow
efr such that
O (=20t +0) x T =TT, ®(t, (y,n)) = ™ (y,n), (3.13)

is a diffeomorphism to its image V' := ®((—20,¢; + ) x X). Since (t1) ¢ MS(u), we
assume

I Tall 2wy = O(e™/™), W = ®((t; — 6,1 + ) x 1), (3.14)
with § > 0 small enough, ¥; an open neighborhood of v(0), ¥; C ¥. Let ¥} be an
open neighborhood of ¥ such that ¥} C ¥;. Let xy € C(%,[0,1]), p € C2(R; [0, o),
such that

Xz =1 xlons #0, Xms, < 1/4, (3.15)

and

supp p C (=20,t1 +9), p(0) = /2, pl-25-5) 20, pl-su-5p =8  (3.16)
with 8 > 0. Now we put

P(@(, (y,m)) = x(y,mp(t), (&, (y;m)) € (=20,11 +0) x & (3.17)
and extend ¢ by 0 outside V. Now we have ¢ € S°(T*T") which satisfies
O<p<a, suppp CV, Hyploym = Xy, n)p'(1). (3.18)
Step 3. Let Vj := ®((—9,t; — 9) x X1), then
H,ply, > 1/Cy > 0. (3.19)

By (3.5), we find
||€W/hTAU||%2(V1) Scl||€W/hTAU||%2(T*1rn\v1) +CCi(k+ h//‘f)||€W/hTAU||2LQ(T*Tn)-
Let k =1/(1+2CC), then for 0 < h < hy where hy > 0 is sufficiently small we have
e/ " Thul| 2vny < Cho) || €™M Taul| Lo rerm\1n) (3.20)
with C'(hg) > 0. Now we denote
Dy :=T*T"\V, Dy:=W,
D3 :=®((—=d,t1 +0) x (X\ 1)), Dy:=P((—20,—9) x X).
Then T*T" \ Vi = Uj_, D; and
¢lo, =0, ¢lp, <, ¢lpy < /4, ¢lp, < /250 (3.22)
Let B < a/(46), then we have

(3.21)

4
""" Tyul| 2y <C ||e™ " Tyul|2(p,)
j=1
:O<1 + emax{(nf1)a/h,mp/(4h),/€(a/2765)/h}) — O(l + en(a/ZfﬁzS)).

(3.23)
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Here we used (3.14). Now let V/ be an open neighborhood of (0) such that

VW CVi gly > aj2— 852 (3.24)

Then we have
“TAUHL?(Vl’) = O(e_nﬂé/h). (325)
This implies v(0) ¢ MS(u). O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We now give a proof to Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Part 1. Let {uy, -+ ,u,} C Hx N L?*(T") be an orthonormal
basis of the eigenspace with eigenvalue A\. We consider the Grushin problem
P(s) — _
@(s,g):( (‘2 ¢ %):HAme%HAme, (4.1)
Jr

where R_ : C™ — Hy and R, : Hy — C™ are defined by
Row = ((w,u1)g2(m2y, -, (W) r2re)),  Ro(wh, - w™) =Y wlu;.  (4.2)
j=1

By Lemma 3.1, u; € %5 for small 6 > 0. Therefore

[(u, wi)r2eom| < lugll s llullr_s < Cllugllg llullay (4.3)
since .#_s is the dual space of s relative L? pairing on T" and .5 C Hy C %_5 (see
for instance [GaZw19, §4]). This implies Ry are well-defined and bounded operators.

When s = 0 and ( is near A, by [GaZw19, Lemma 7.9], there exist A(¢) : Hx — Hx

that is analytic in ( and
1T,

A—C
Here I, : L? — L? is the L? orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace of \: Il yu =

> e (U, v)v;.

R(0,¢) = A(CQ) +

(4.4)

If we put
() = (A(O E+> tHy xC™ — Hy x C™, (4.5)
E_ E_|
where F, : C"™ — Hj, E_ : Hy x C™ are defined by
E. (vl 0P =Y viu,  E_v=((v,u)rzmn), - (0, Um) g2, (4.6)
j=1

and E_; = (( — A)I,,. One can check that &(() is the inverse of 22(0,(). By (1.2),
there exists 0 < s < sg such that for s € (—sy, s1),

max ([|(P(s) = P)A(O | gy, AP (s) = Pl rymmy) < 1. (4.7)
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Hence by [DyZwl19a, Lemma C.3|, for (s,{) € (—s1,81) X U, where U is an open
neighborhood of 0 € C, #(s, () has inverse

_( E(s,Q) Ei(s, ()
o0 = (E_<s,<> E_++<s,<>) (48)
such that &(s, () is analytic in s, and &(0,() = &(¢). Since P(s)
1

and only if E__(s,() is invertible, we know the resonances \;(s)
near \g must satisfy

— ( is invertible if
< j <m, of P(s)

det(E_y(s,71(5))) = 0, A;(0) = A, (4.9)
Let L(s,() :=det(E_4(s,¢)). Then L(s,() is analytic in (s,() € (—s1, 1) X U, where
s1 > 0, U is a neighborhood of 0 € C, and

L(0,¢) = det(E_4(0,¢)) = (¢ = A)™. (4.10)

By Weierstrass preparation theorem (see for instance [Sc05, Theorem 8.2.15]), there
exist analytic functions g;, g;(A) =0, 0 < j < m — 1, and analytic function N(s, (),
N(s,¢) # 0 near (0, \), such that

L(S7 g) = ((C - )\)m + gm—l(s)(C - )‘)m_l +eee 90(8)> N(S7 C) (4'11)

Hence by [Ka80, Chapter 2, §1], A; has Puiseux series expansions. For a Puiseux cycle,
there exists p € N such that

Ae(s) = A+ w’s™? + P ... 1<0<p (4.12)

where w = e*™/?_ If \, € R, then p = 1 and c; €R, j>1. If \y ¢ R, then we have
(1.9) using the fact that Im A, < 0.

Part 2. Now we consider the case when ) is a simple eigenvalue and prove the Fermi
golden rule.

Differentiate E_ (s, A(s)) =0 in s and we find
DE_1(0,)) 4+ 0:E_, (0, \)A = 0,
O2E_(0,\) + 2050c E—1 (0, A + OZE_1 (0, \)A? + 9c E_,. (0, \)A = 0.
Differentiate Z(s,()&(s,() = I in s and we find
0,E_(0,\) = —E_PE,., 0°E_,(0,\) =2E_PEPE, — E_PE,.
Note now that 92E_(0,\) = 0, 9,0.E_4(0,A) = 0, O E_4(0,A) = 1, \(0) € R, hence

we have
ImA =—Imd2E_,(0,\) = —2Im(A(N) Pu, Pu) + Im(Pu, u) = —2Im(A(\)Pu, Pu).
Here we used the self-adjointness of P. Hence we find

Im A = —2Im(A(\)Pu, Pu) = —2Im(I1, RO\, Pu, Pu). (4.13)
The latter equality follows from the fact that A(A)u =0 and A(\)*u = 0. O
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Remarks. 1. We can derive an alternative formula for )\(O) by using the operator G
constructed in [Wal9, Lemma 5.19]:

M0) = —47? [ |GE (RN Pug)|dS. (4.14)

In fact, let B be defined by [Wal9, (6.2)]. By the boundary pairing formula [Wal9,
Proposition 6.5], we have

(R(A) = R(A)")u, v) = (R(N)u, v) = (u, R(A)v)

=(R(\)u, (P — M) R(A\)v) — (R(A)u, (P — \)R(A)v) (4.15)

= — B(RO\u, RO\w) = 2m)% | GZ(R(\)u) - GE(R(A\)w)dS.

St
Here we used the fact R(A)u, R(A\)v € I°(AT), see [DyZw19b, Lemma 4.1] or [Wal9,
Lemma 3.3]. Hence by Theorem 1, we have

A(0) = —2Im(I1, R(\IL, Pw, Pw) = —1((R(\) — R(\)")IL, Pw,II, Pw.)

) N o (4.16)
- / G (ROVTLL Pog) 2dS.
Sl

2. We can see from (4.14) that A(0) < 0 and A(0) = 0 if and only if Pvy = cvy for
some ¢ € C. This implies the absence of eigenvalues for generic perturbations.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

In this section, we prove Theorem 2 by proposing a Grushin problem.

Proof of Theorem 2. As in [GaZw19, (7.13)], we put
Pq7t =P + ZtATn - ZQ, Q = SAHAqHATA (51)

with ¢ € C°(A; [0, 00)) satisfies conditions in [GaZw19, Lemma 7.6]. For the definition
of Sy, Iy, see [GaZwl19, §4, §5]. By [GaZw19, Lemma 7.6], for any € > 0 sufficiently
small, there exists ¢ = ¢(¢) such that

Ry = (P — ()" Hy — Hy (5.2)
exists for t € [0, o], ¢ € (—Co, (o) + i(—6(o, 00). Note that

Ro(¢) = (I +iRe(C)Q) ™" Ry (€), (5.3)

hence the eigenvalues of P(t) in (—(p, o) X (—0(p, 00) are values of ¢ such that [ +
iR.+(C)Q : Hy — H, is not invertible. Since
Ro(C) = A(C) +

U U

_C’

(5.4)

>
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we have -
. _ U®u
(I +iRg0(¢)Q)™" :A(C)(Pq,o—f)+)\—_C(Pq,0—C) (5.5)
We now consider the Grushin problem
[+iR Q@ By ool (5.6)
Ry 0

where R_: C — Hy, R, : Hy — C are defined by
Riw = (w,u)r2(mny, R_w_ =w_Ryo(Q)u.

As in the proof of Theorem 1, this Grushin problem is wellposed and has an inverse

Eq,t(o E+,q7t(o ) .
(E,q,t(C) Bt (0] HyxC— Hy xC (5.7)

with
Eqgo(C) = (Xﬂp—OvEﬁ%dOZC—%
E_0(Q)v = ((Pyo — Qv,u)r2ermy, By g0(Q)vy = viu.
Now we have

A=—E_4(I+iR;(NQ)E; = ((Pyo — N)Ryo(AN) AR 0(N)Qu, u) p2(pn)

| v (5.8)
:Z<AU, U,>L2('ﬂ*n) = —1 Hvu||L2(T”)'

This completes the proof. O
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