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PSEUDOMODES FOR NON-SELF-ADJOINT DIRAC OPERATORS
DAVID KREJCIRIK AND THO NGUYEN DUC

ABSTRACT. Depending on the behaviour of the complex-valued electromagnetic potential
in the neighbourhood of infinity, pseudomodes of one-dimensional Dirac operators corre-
sponding to large pseudoeigenvalues are constructed. This is a first systematic approach
which goes beyond the standard semi-classical setting. Furthermore, this approach results
in substantial progress in achieving optimal conditions and conclusions as well as in covering
a wide class of previously inaccessible potentials, including superexponential ones.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivations. Spectral theory of self-adjoint operators has exhibited an enormous de-
velopment since the discovery of quantum mechanics at the beginning of the last century and
it can be regarded as well understood in many respects by now. Recent years have brought
new motivations for considering non-self-adjoint operators, too, notably due to the uncon-
ventional concept of representing physical observables by operators which are merely similar
to self-adjoint ones [3]. This brand-new construct, nicknamed quasi-self-adjoint quantum
mechanics, remained overlooked for almost hundred years and has led to challenging math-
ematical problems which cannot be handled by standard tools and the theory is by far not
complete.

It has been accepted by mathematicians as well as physicists that an appropriate charac-
teristic which conveniently describes the pathological properties of non-self-adjoint operators
is the notion of pseudospectra [29, [12], [I8]. Given a positive number ¢, the e-pseudospectrum
o-(H) of any operator H in a complex Hilbert space is defined as its spectrum o(H) en-
riched by those complex points A\ (called pseudoeigenvalues) for which there exists a vector
U € D(H) (called pseudoeigenvector or pseudomode or quasimode) such that

I(H = AW < e|lw]. (1.1)

This notion is trivial for self-adjoint (or, more generally, normal) operators, because then
o-(H) merely coincides with the e-tubular neighbourhood of the spectrum. If H is non-
normal, however, the pseudospectrum o.(H) can contain points which lie outside (in fact,
possibly “very far” from) the spectrum o(H). It turns out that it is the pseudospectrum
which determines the decay of the semigroup generated by H as well as the behaviour of
the spectrum of H under small perturbations.

The usefulness of pseudospectra in quasi-self-adjoint quantum mechanics was pointed out
by Siegl and one of the present authors in [27]. Based on the semiclassical construction of
pseudomodes in Davies’ pioneering work [I1] (see also [30] and [I3]), we proved an abrupt
lack of quasi-self-adjointness for the prominent imaginary cubic oscillator of [4], which stayed
at the advent of the so-called PT-symmetric quantum mechanics. Many other Schrodinger
operators with complex-valued potentials were included in the subsequent works [22] 19, 20,
25, 24, 21, 23], 2].

In this series of works, the paper [23] of Siegl and one of the present authors is ex-
ceptional in that it develops a direct construction of large-energy pseudomodes (i.e. those
corresponding in to |A| — +oo with €y — 0), which does not require the passage
through semiclassical Schrodinger operators. In fact, the semiclassical setting follows as a

special consequence of [23]. Moreover, the newly developed, general approach of [23] enables
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one to cover previously inaccessible potentials such as the exponential and discontinuous
ones. What is more, the technique is applicable to other models such as the damped wave
equation [1].

The objective of the present paper is to extend the method developed in [23] to relativistic
quantum mechanics by considering Dirac instead of Schrodinger operators. This extension
is both mathematically challenging and physically interesting, because the Dirac equation is
not scalar and the external electromagnetic perturbations are allowed to be fundamentally
matrix-valued. We also remark that the present model is additionally relevant in the context
of graphene materials. What is more, we substantially generalise the method of [23] on
a technical level, which enables us to cover previously inaccessible potentials, including
superexponential ones. Non-self-adjoint Dirac operators have attracted a lot of attention
recently [8, 6l [7, 15 O] 16, [5, 10], however, we are not aware of any result related to the
construction of pseudomodes in A\-dependent WKB form.

1.2. The model and main results. Following the classical reference [28], we introduce
the one-dimensional free Dirac operator by

d 01 1 0
HO = —ZU1£ + mos, g1 .= (1 O) s g3 .= <O _1) s

with mass m > 0. We think of H, as an operator acting in the Hilbert space H which is a
direct sum of two L?(R) spaces,

H := L*(R) & L*(R) = {(“l> LUy, up € LQ(R)} ,

equipped with the inner product

/zi: (2) dz. (1.2)

Alternatively, we identify H with L*(R)? or L*(R) ® C2%. Tt is well known that Hy is self-
adjoint if D(Hy) := H'(R)? and one has

o0(Hy) = (—o0, —m] U [m, +00). (1.3)
The free operator Hy is perturbed by a complex matrix-valued potential V : R — C2*2,

We write Vile)  Viale)
11\T 12{T
v = (s k)

where 2 € R, and assume that V € L} (R) ® C**? meaning that all the components V;;
with i,j € {1 2} are complex-valued (scalar) functions belonging to L _(R). In the case
of real-valued potentials, the special scenario Vi; = Vay and Vis = Vo = 0 (respectively,
Vi1 = Vo = 0 and Vi = Vo) corresponds to purely electric (respectively, purely magnetic)
fields. The special case V1 = —Vay and Vis = Vo1 = 0 is known as the scalar potential. We
keep the same terminology in the general, complex-valued case.

The perturbed operator Hy is introduced as the maximal extension of the operator sum
Hy+ V', where we denote by the same symbol V' the maximal operator of multiplication by
the generated function V. More specifically,

Hyf = (=10, + Via) fa + (Vi1 +m) fi
VI \(=i0 + Var) fi + (Vaz — m) fo
D(Hv) = {f = (.fl; fg) eH: va S H} .
The local integrability conditions imposed on the coefficients of V' ensure that all the actions

of Hy in (|1.4]) are well defined in the sense of distributions. By straightforward arguments,
it follows that Hy is a closed operator. However, the closedness of Hy is inessential for

(1.4)



3

our construction of pseudomodes. In fact, many of the constructed pseudomodes belong
to C5°(R)?, so the majority of our results apply also to any (possibly non-closed or trivial)
extension of the sum Hy + V initially defined on C§°(R)?.

The main purpose of this work is to build a A-dependent family W, such that

| (Hy =N W[ <oM)[[Ts]]  asA—oo in QCC, (1.5)
where || - || is the norm associated with (1.2). The principal tool for this construction is

the (J)WKB analysis (also known as the Liouville-Green approximation). In addition to
investigating the rate of the decay in ((1.5)), we also address the question of describing the
shape of the complex region © depending on V. The method used in Section [4] gives us a
way to sketch the region 2 which seems rather optimal, even for low regular potential. It is
interesting to observe that the domain 2 does not depend on the regularity of the potentials
when the imaginary parts of Vj; and Vay grow slowly at +oo such as logarithmic one (see
Example {)) or root-type 27 with v € (0,1) (see Example [3]).

As a foretaste of our main theorems without going into technical details, we present here
a very special example of for real \ and purely electric perturbations. The following
theorem is a particular consequence of Theorem [3.10] and Remark below. From now
on, Rew and Imu denote, respectively, the real part and the imaginary part of a function
u:R — C.

Theorem 1.1. Let v € W2°(R) satisfy

loc

limsup Imv(z) < 0, liminf Imv(z) > 0, (1.6)
T——00 T——00
and set Vi1 := v =: Vog and Vis := 0 =: Vo1. Assume further that there exist continuous

function fi : I* — (0, +0c0)

|ﬁ@H—O(A%mMﬂ&> 4s = — 400,

and, for alln € {1,2},

[0 (2)] = O (fa(2)"v(2)]) as x — +oo.
Then, there exists a A\-dependent family (1\) C D(Hy) \ {0} such that
Hy — )\ ¥
I V||\IJ /|\|) Al = o(1) as A — Foo. (1.7)
A

Although the matrix structure of the potential is rather simple, the assumptions of the
above theorem allow us to touch a very large class of potentials. For example, the following
functions for |x| > 1 (the middle part of the functions for |x| < 1 can be adjusted such that

we have v € W2®(R)) are covered:
loc

i) Polynomial-like functions v(z) := |z|* + isgn(x)|z|” with o € R,y > 0.

Here we choose fi () := |z|71.
ii) Exponential functions v(x) := el** 4 isgn(z)el!” with o € R,y > 0.
Here we choose fui(x) := |z|ma{er}t-1,

iii) Superexponential functions v(x) := isgn(z)e® .
Here we choose fi(z) :=e”.

Remark 1.2. Condition (1.6)) ensures that Hy is “significantly non-normal”. Indeed, if
(Hy)* is the formal adjoint of Hy, i.e. (Hy)* = Hy~, then it is straightforward to verify
(at least algebraically) that the normality Hy (Hy)* = (Hy)*Hy holds if and only if the



following identities

(Im Vi, = Im Vay = constant,
ReVia = Re Vay,
[Tm Vio| = [Im Vo],
Im V5 + Im V5, = constant,
\ (Im V15 + Im Vo) (Re Vog — Re Vi — 2m) = 0,

hold simultaneously on R. For matrix-valued potentials V' of more general structures, the
asymptotics of the sum of the imaginary parts of the diagonal components Vj; and Vi
should be considered instead of the imaginary part of v in (1.6)), see condition (3.1)) below.

1.3. Comparison between Schrodinger and Dirac pseudomodes. The Dirac setting
is richer in that the perturbation V' is a matrix-valued function, while it is just a scalar
potential in the Schrédinger case. Let us make a brief comparison of the present results
with the Schrédinger situation considered in [23] (see Assumption [I| below in this article and
[23, Ass. I]):

a)

b)

c)

Because of the unboundedness of the spectrum of Hy both from below and from
above, see , it is not surprising that we are able to construct pseudomodes for
A — F00, while just the limit A — +o00 is relevant in the Schrodinger case.

The regularity of the potentials has a direct influence on the decay rates of the
problem for both the Schrodinger and Dirac cases. The more regular the
potential is, the stronger the rate of decay in is obtained.

A version of the “non-normality condition” is imposed in the Schrodinger case as well,
see [23, Cond. (3.1)]. However, as explained in Remark an alternative condition
needs to be imposed for more general structures of the matrix-valued potentials V'
in the Dirac case.

The assumption that the real part of the potential is controlled by its imaginary part
in [23| Cond. (3.3)] can be completely ignored in the Dirac case. This salient feature
due to the Dirac structure is explained in Remark below.

Moreover, the class of functions whose derivatives are controlled by the functions
is significantly extended in our assumptions. For example, the superexponential
function e¢” of example above does satisfy our assumption, while it is not covered
by [23 Cond. (3.2)]. This more general result of the present paper is technically due
to the freedom in the choice of the function fi above, while it is fixed to the canonical
choice fy(z) := |z|” with some v € R in [23].

1.4. Handy notations. Here we summarise some special notations which will appear reg-
ularly in the paper:

1)
2)
3)

4)
5)

6)
7)
8)

Ng, with a non-negative integer k, is the set of integers starting from k;

R_ :=(—00,0) and R, := (0, +00);

™ and f™ denotes respectively the power n and the n-th derivative of a function
f R —= C with n € Ny;

We use the same symbol ||-|| for L2-norms of both scalar- and vector-valued functions;
For two real-valued functions a and b, we write a < b (respectively, a 2 b) if there
exists a constant C' > 0, independent of A and = (or any other relevant parameter),
such that a < Cb (respectively, a > Cb);

a~bifa <Sbanda 2 b;

[[m,n]] := [m,n]|NZ for all m,n € R;

7] == j1 + ja for all j = (ji1,j2) € N.
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1.5. Structure of the paper. The paper is organised as follows. In Section [2| we present
a general scheme of constructing a pseudomode satisfying for the Dirac operator by the
WKB method. This scheme is applied to real A’s in Section [3, while more general complex
curves are allowed in Section [4] Many illustrative examples are considered at the end of
each of the two sections.

2. WKB CONSTRUCTION

2.1. Warming-up. Let us start the scheme of constructing the pseudomode of the Dirac
operator (|1.4]) satisfying ((1.5)) by searching it in the form

0, (/ﬁuk) Fa(z) = exp (_Z- /0 V) d7>,

Ky ko (x) = exp (—i /O”C Via(7) dr>,

where uy, vy depending on A will be determined later. This structure of pseudomode allows
us to pull out the off-diagonal terms of potential V' by the following step

(2.1)

—1k90y — ik‘él) + Vigks ) vy + (Vi1 +m — A) kyuy
_ikla:p — Zk%l) + ‘/21k1 Uy + (‘/22 —m — )\) kg?))\

_ ]{?2 (—z@x) ?))\—I—]{?l (‘/11 +m—/\) U
k’l (—z@x) uy + k‘z (‘/22 —m — )\) U )
By letting one of the two components of (Hy — A\)W, be zero, for example the second one,
we can compute vy by wuy:

(Hy — A0, =

]{51 (—z@x)uA
vy = ——— .
ko A +m — Vo
Here we assume that A+m — V55 # 0 on the support of the pseudomode; this will be ensured
by the condition (2.10)) later. In this way, we have relaxed the problem to finding u, such
that

Hy — )W
N Wy s
A (—102)u
\/”kluz\H%Z + Hkl )\—‘rm—VQ)\Q 12
Here the differential expression %) y is defined by
: . kq 1
Ly i=ko (—10,) Ky (—10;) — k1 (A —m — V1), Kyi=—————.
W i (=i02) Ko (i0,) — ha O e e

Remark 2.1. In [I], in order to construct the pseudomode for a damped wave system, the
authors transferred the problem into finding the pseudomode of a quadratic operator having
the Schrodinger form. We, meanwhile, will establish the WKB construction directly for the
Sturm-Liouville-like operator %}y without converting it to the Schrodinger operator.

Let us consider a sufficiently regular and complex-valued function P : R — C which will
be determined later in the WKB process. We consider the formal conjugated operator

ff‘, =’ Lye”

N )\—1—m—V22

K(l) K(l)
—0? 4+ 2PV — K—A Dy + PP 4 K—AP“) — (PO —1, |,

T
A A

where

Vii=(A=m— Vi) (A+m— Vy). (2.2)



Let us denote
(1)

K
Ry = P® ¢ TAAP(U — (P2 — 1, (2.3)

which will play the role of the remainder in the WKB analysis.

We consider uy in the form wuy := fe~F, where £ is a cut-off function whose support is
allowed to depend on A; it will be determined later in Section . Hence, the action of %) v
on u, can be expressed as

—P pP
iﬁvu)\ =€ g)\yf

_ kie ™ ke " <2P(1) B Ki”) o kie "Ry (2.4)

I e vt S Sr— 8 NtV

The WKB strategy is as follows. For each n € Ny, we look for the phase P in the form

Ponlt) = 3 A (o), 25)

k=—1

where functions (¢) ke[[-1,n—1] &r€ to be determined by solving ordinary differential equa-
tions (ODEs); the number n will be chosen later depending on the maximal possible order
derivative of V. After that, we show that the exponential decay of ¥_; allows the norm of
the first two terms in to decay exponentially according to A (Proposition and the
norm of the final term to decrease with the rate power of A=! (Theorem [3.10).

Starting with n = 0 and putting Py = A\_; into ([2.3)), we obtain

@ KV o) 2/ (1D\2 @ KV
R)\,O =AU+ S A (¢71) —Wi=A v+ —==vn ). (2‘6)
K)\ K)\

Here the second equality follows by solving the eikonal equation —A2(¢91) )2 —Vy =0, in
this way, the second order of X in R} is removed and the final order of A has been reduced.
We can do the same trick for any n € N;. Replacing P by P, in (2.3)), we obtain

n—1 (1) n—1 n—1 2 n—2 n—2
K
T P OR ) B SR EREED SRR S

k=-—1 k=-—1 k=-1 (=—2 (=—1

Here the functions ¢, with ¢ € [[-2,2(n — 1)]] are naturally defined by grouping together
the terms attached with the same order of A, with the exception of V) which we include in
the leading order term. In detail, the first n 4+ 1 functions ¢, are expressed by

v
A2 ) r; = ¢ s,
| 2 K (1), (1)
A 1/1_1+?¢_ 2070y = ¢y,
A

o K 0 = 0,0
_ 2 1 1 1
A v+ v Z Uiy = ¢y,

K(l) n—1
—(n— 2 1 1 1
A (n—2) . ¢1(1,)2 + _A@Z)gf)g - Z w]( )wﬁb_)Q_J = ¢n—2a



and the last n functions ¢, are

n—1
1) L) KY o w0
: ¢n—1 + T@Dn—l - Q/Jj %7173- - ¢n—17
A prs
n—1
A — wj('l)wr(ll_)j = ¢n7
j=1
n—1
A~ — Z @/Jj(-l)wglhj =: Onis, for ¢ € [[0,n — 2]] if n > 2,
j=t+1
2
A72(n*1) : — <1/}£le1) = ¢2(7’L—1)'

(2.7)
Requiring ¢, = 0 for all ¢ € [[-2,n — 2]], we obtain (n + 1) ODEs which can be solved
explicitly to find all {tx}rec[—1,n—1)) by & recursion formula

) = iz'xlv;”

2.8)
| | (
¢é421 2¢(1) (@DE + _¢e Z;/)( )¢€ j) .
After solving these ODEs, the WKB remainder is
n—2
Rani=Y N0, neN. (2.9)

=—1
Remark 2.2. Let us make some comments at this stage.

i) The choice of the sign in the definition of ¢91) will be determined by the sign of the
sum Im Vj; + Im Voy at infinity and the sign of A (see Remark (3.12]).

ii) Since V) is a complex-valued function, the square root appearing is considered
as the principal branch of the square root which is defined as, for z € C\ (—o0, 0],

V7 =

1 12, .1 Imz
7 (|z2| + Rez) /" + Z\/ﬁ(]z\ N Rez)l/T
This principal branch of square root is holomorphic on C\ (—o0,0]. For that reason,
the range of V) needs to stay away from (—oo, 0] such that the continuity (and/or the
differentiability) of V/\I/ ? is deduced by the continuity (and/or the differentiability)
of V11 and Vay. By writing A := o+ i («, € R), this will be ensured if, by simple
argument of product of two complex numbers,

(o —m —Re Vi1 (2))(a +m — Re Vaa(z)) > 0, (2.10)

for all x € R. If ReV}; and Re Vi are bounded, by considering « very large, (2.10)
is always satisfied. Otherwise, we need to employ the support of £ so as to make

(2.10) happen.

Remark 2.3 (Beyond semiclassical). It is a common knowledge that the limit of “large
energies” in quantum mechanics is related to the “semiclassical limit”. While we indeed
consider the spectral parameter A in diverging in the complex plane and employ WKB
analysis standardly used for semiclassical regimes too (see, e.g., [14] for the Schrédinger
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operator or [I7] for the magnetic Laplacian), there are some important novelties in our
approach that we list here:

i) Our spectral parameter A € C not only plays the scaling role as semi-classical pa-
rameter h € R, but also indicates the direction in which the large complex number
will belong to the pseudospectrum.

ii) In the original WKB method applied to the spectral problems in the semi-classical
regime, the solutions of the eikonal equation and the transports equations are inde-
pendent of the semi-classical parameter. On the other hand, our solutions depend
on the parameter A and all estimates established for (1) ke[[-1,n)] are necessary to
be uniform in A. This makes the present analysis considerably more demanding.
However, both the WKB strategies share the same scheme that the eikonal solution
plays a dominant part in deciding the decay of the main problem (the problem (|1.5))
in this case).

iii) While the semi-classical quasimodes always localise, the supports of our pseudomodes
can be extended in some cases. Furthermore, the cut-off functions are occasionally
needless in our WKB construction.

iv) While semi-classical works deal with smooth potentials, our framework can cover the
potentials with low regularity (possibly discontinuous).

In summary, the present work goes beyond standard semiclassical settings. What is more,
our approach is more robust in the sense that semiclassical results can be deduced as a
consequence of it (cf. [23, Ex. 5.4]), but not vice versa (without the important developments
mentioned above).

2.2. Structure of solutions of the transport equations and the WKB remainder.
From now on, we assume that we are dealing with the plus sign in the formula of ¥_; in
(2.8), unless otherwise stated. Let us list some first solutions of the first transport equations
to see which structure they are equipped with:

¢<1>_2'V§/ ’
-1 — >\ )
¢(1) _ lV/\(l) lK/(\l)
O T4V, 2K,
. 2 1 2 1
SN2 0 4 G S5 GO U9
PogyP v 4 W K, K2 |’

T U AN /N G U0 Sl O S G 1. W0
W | W 2 V2 4 VP Vi K, K3
K(3) K(l)K(z) K(l) 3
+2 A _4 A 2)\ _2( )\3)
K, K2 K3

The remainder when we solve up to ¢ _;:

v ik

A0 —
2V 2 Ky

V2

The remainder when we solve up to v:

v sy Ky
T4y, 16 VE 2K, AK?




The remainder when we solve up to v;:

. 3 1 2 1 1 2 1 3
p [ oM s W (KPR K
e B 4 v Vi, 7K, K3 K\
2 1 2 1 2 1 2
P ul S 3 00 i R S I TUA O LY S S WO
K3 K3 6473 \ Vi 4 17 K,  K? )~

For n € Ny, since the formulae of solutions (v) ke[[o,n—1]] are obtained from the recursion
steps , if we want to write the formula of ¢, the formulae of all ¥, with £ < k — 1 need
to be explicitly given. It could be a challenging effort to find out the exact formulae for
the transport solutions. However, the good news is that these solutions can be estimated
without knowing their exact expression, instead a common structure of them is required.
This is the content of the following lemma, but first, some notations should be introduced.

Notation 2.4. Let f, g be two functions which are assumed to be sufficiently regular so
that all appearing derivatives of them exist. For j = (j1,72) € NZ, r = (r1,m2) € NZ and
s = (s1,82) € N2, we employ the following notations

D(f,9) = { D2 calf0)t o (FO0) (g0t (g e € Cp L (210)

T,
ate

where

S1 89 S1 2
T = {a ENIT ) o =1, D Oy =21 D POy =11, D Pl = 7"2} . (2.12)
p=1 p=1 p=1 p=1

When Z7° = (), we make a convention that D7°(f,g) = {0}. Thus, if j; = 0 and r; > 1 for
some i € {1,2}, then D}°(f,g) = {0}.

Lemma 2.5. Let n € Ny, assume that Vi1, Vay € WITP3(R) and Vig, Var € WIA(R) and

loc loc

A € C are such that (2.10)) is satisfied. Let {w,il)}ke[[,l,n,m be a family determined by the
formula (2.8)). Then their first order derivatives are of the form

SR S D S
kBT L k/2 J1 37 ’
V,\ |7]=0 |r|=k-+1 Vx\lK/\Q

where {r,j} C N2 and d;’r_jHl’l)(V,\, K,) € D;’r_jﬂl’l)(VA, K)).

For each k£ > 0, the maximal possible order derivative of Vi, Voo in ¢ is k + 1 and the
maximal possible order derivative of Vi and V5 in @Z),(Cl) is k. Indeed, notice that, from the
definition of V) and K, the levels of the derivatives of V), and K are equal to the levels of
the derivatives of Vj; and Vay while larger than the levels of the derivatives of Vis and V5
by one order. On the other hand, for all i € {1,2} with j; > 1 and r; < k + 1, we get

max{r; —j; + 1} <k + 1.
The remainders are controlled by the next lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let n € Ny, assume that Vi1, Vay € W"H’Q(R) and Vi, Vo1 € W”’Q(]R) and

loc loc

A € C are such that (2.10) is satisfied. For n = 0, let Ryp as in (2.6). Forn > 1, let
{Vs brem1,n—1) be a family determined by the formula (2.8), {®ktre[n-1.2m-1) @s in (2.7)
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and and Ry, as in (2.9). Then the mazimal possible order derivative of Vi1, Vag is n + 1
and of Vig, Va1 is n in Ry, and

v Y Ve
V|1/2+|K|‘V'

n+4+2 |d;,(n+1,n+1)(v>\7 K}\)‘

forn>1: |Ry,| < Z Vs ! Wi 2 2 (VAP EG P

=—1 ljl=1 |r|=n+e+2

where {r,j} € N2 and d;" "V, Ky) € DY (1K),

forn=0: |Ryo| S |
(2.13)

These lemmata can be proved, by induction, in the same manner as in Appendix of [23].
Therefore we omit the proofs here.

Remark 2.7. At the end of this section, we want to show that choosing the shape of
the pseudomode for the Dirac operator also plays important role technically. From the
beginning, if we choose the basic form ¥y = (3} ) and insert it to the eigenvalue equation
(Hy — AW, = 0, we will have to deal WKB with the electromagnetic-like Schrédinger
operator

1
A+ m— ‘/22

Then its formal conjugated operator is described as follows

g)fv = €P$)\’V€7P

Py = (=i, + Vi) (—i0p 4+ Vir) — (A —m — Vi1) .

L S I Py O Ve i(Viz + Va1) | 0
Atm— Vo ’ A+ m — Vo R I
(2) V) W) _ (pnN2 _ 7
P —== (W V- Py — (P -V,
AR )\—l—m—V22+Z( 12+ Vo) (P M
where
_ " Y
Vi=(A=—m—=Vi)(A+m — Vi) — ViaVoy +iVy; +iVy — 22—
A+m — Vo

We see that this form of ‘N/,\ is very complicated to consider its square-root. Furthermore,
by solving some firsts transport equations, we recognize that the sum (Vi5 + V3;) attached
with PV will destroy the structure of solutions of transport equations. These difficulties
will make our WKB analysis unusable. Therefore, multiplying u, and v, with respectively,
k1 and ks not only gauges out Vio and V5, but also allows this method to be workable.

3. PSEUDOMODES FOR A — +00

Let us recall here the picture of the Schrodinger operators to compare and outline the
direction for the Dirac operators simultaneously. It is well known that the spectrum of
the free Schrodinger operator (i.e. the Laplacian in L?*(R) with domain being the Sobolev
space H?(R)) is given by the set [0, +0c). In [23], when the pseudoeigenvalue A is real, the
pseudomode of the Schrodinger operator with the complex-valued potential are constructed
successfully when A is positive and very large. Now, as mentioned in Section [I.2] the
spectrum of the free Dirac operator is a set which is symmetric through the origin, see .
Therefore, this evokes that the construction of the pseudomode for the Dirac operator Hy
for the positive and negative A’s can be established.

This expectation is also supported by looking at the structure of the WKB construction
in both cases, especially the solution of eikonal equation which depends on the square root



11

of V)\Z

.. . h odi o e
In the Schrodinger case: Vyooimeer .— )\ _ y/Schrodinger

In the Dirac case: Vo = (N —m — Vi) (A +m — Vag).

Here, V/5¢hrédinger denotes the scalar potential in the Schrodinger operator. Assume that the
real part of VSehrédinger (regpectively, real parts of Vi, and Va,) in the Schrodinger (respec-
tively, Dirac) case is (respectively, are) bounded. Then the principal branch of the square
root is well-defined only when A — 400 in the Schrodinger case, while it is also able to be
valid when A — —oo in the Dirac case.

However, in this section, unless otherwise stated, we always assume that A is positive.
The case of negative A can be considered analogously (see Remark below).

3.1. General shapes of the potentials. Let us denote
Fla) = / (Im Vi (£) + T Vaa(1)) d.
0

Our main hypothesis reads as follows.

Assumption I. Let N € Ny, assume that Vi, Vay € W TP(R), Vig, Vay € WEP(R) and

loc

there exist ax > 0, by denoting I* := {x € Ry : |z| > a.}, such that
1) the sum of diagonal terms of V' has a different asymptotic behaviour at +oc:

Im Viy + Im Voo () < —1, Ve el (3.1)
Im Vi; + Im Voo () 2 1, Vo eIt
and there exist u4 € (0, 1] such that
[Im Vi (2) + ImVas(2)] > pes (ImVay (2)] + [ImVap(2)]), Vo € I (3-2)

2) the primitive of the sum of off-diagonal terms U := Im Vj5+Im V5, is controlled by F
at doo: there exist ¢4 € (O, ”7*) such that

/mu(t) dt <2e.F(z), VrelF (3.3)
0
3) there exist continuous functions fi : I* — R, such that
fi(z) S F(z), Vael*, (3.4)
and, for all i € {1,2},
Vi€ [[LN +1]) Vi (@) S fele)" [Vala)] veelt,  (35)
Vn € [0, N, |(Var = Vi)™ (2)| S fae()™H, Veel*.  (3.6)
Notice that the first condition implies that
F(z) 2 |x|, Vx| 2 1. (3.7)

Next lines gather some comments on Assumption Let us recall the expression of )\w(_ll)
when A € R:

Re (W ®(2)) = 1 ImViy(A+m — ReVap) + Im Vap(A —m — Re Vi)

V2 VIVl + Re Vi '

We will see later that the shape of the pseudomode depends a lot on ¥_; and the sign of
Im Vi1 + Im Vi (which is attached with very large A) will decide the sign for the decay of
the pseudomode. The larger the sum is, the faster the pseudomode decreases at infinity (see
the proof of Proposition . Furthermore, by looking at Remark , the assumption (3.1))
also ensures that the operator defined in is “significantly non-self-adjoint”.

(3.8)
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From the conditions (3.2)), we deduce the similarity of the sum of absolute values and the
absolute value of the sum of Im Vj; and Im V55 in the neighbourhood of infinity:

ITm Vi () + ImVay(2)| = [ImViy ()] + [TmVas ()], Vo e IT. (3.9)

If ImVi;, Im V5, have the same signs at +oo (or —oo), the condition is obviously
satisfied. Thus, these conditions guarantee that the opposite signs of Im Vj; and Im V5,
does not spoil the decay of the quasimode. As for the condition , it is easy to find Vi,
and V3, that can verify this. Indeed, since F'(z) is positive at oo, the class of all functions
Vio and Vo such that U(z) > 0 for all z < —1 and U(z) < 0 for all z > 1 will fulfil
completely.

The conditions , and of Assumption [[] combine together to ensure the
exponential decay of all the terms attached with €1 and ¢® in (2.4).

The two conditions and help us to control any wild behaviour of the derivatives

of diagonal and off-diagonal terms which will be appearing in the formula of w,(:) for k£ > 0.

3.2. Shapes of the cut-off functions. The role of the cut-off functions in the construction
of pseudomodes is very important. Not all functions which are created from the WKB
method would become the pseudomodes for the operator, since most of them do not belong
to the domain of the operator. Therefore, the cut-off functions are added to complete this
task. Furthermore, as discussed in Remark [2.2] when Vi; and Vi, are differentiable, in
order to make the V/\l/ ? well-defined (i.e. non-multi-valued) and differentiable, the condition
(2.10) need to be satisfied. It is obvious that will be broken if Re Vi1 or Re Va9 is not

bounded. Thus, it is necessary to employ a suitable cut-off function whose support allows

(2.10]) to occur.

Let us denote by £ : R — [0, 1] the cut-off function satisfying the following properties
§ € C*(R),
{(x) =1, Vo € (=05 + Ay, 07 — AY), (3.10)
{() =0,  VzeR\(=dy,0)),

where 5f and Af < 5§ are A-dependent positive numbers which will be determined later.
Notice that the cut-off £ can be selected in such a way that

e emey S (AY) 7 Je {12} (3.11)
To simplify the notation, we define the following sets
Jy = (=05, 0], Jy = 10,03),

N N and Jy = Jy UJT.
Jri=(moy +AL0,  Jf=[0,6f - AD), .

The next lemma is set up to define the boundary of the cut-off functions.

Lemma 3.1. Let a > 0 and let g : [a,+00) — [0,400) be a continuous function and let A
be a positive number, we define

d(A) :=inf{z >a:g(z) =A}. (3.12)

Then 6(X\) can be infinite (inf ) = +00), however, when g is unbounded at +o00 and for all
sufficiently large A > 0, the number §(\) is finite and

lim §(\) = +o0. (3.13)

Furthermore, if X > g(a) then
g(x) <A, Vo € [a,d(N)]. (3.14)
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Proof. When g is unbounded at +o0o0 and A > min,>, g(z), the number d()) is finite. Given
arbitrary M > a, we consider A > maxp, a g(x)+1, then 6(A) > M, thus the unboundedness
of 6(A) is checked. In order to prove under the assumption that A > g(a), we assume
opposite that there exists zg € [a,d(\)] such that g(xy) > A, then by the intermediate value
theorem, there exists Zo € (a, xo) such that g(Zo) = A. This implies that Ty > d(\) which is
a contradiction. 0

By using Lemma [3.1} we introduce the boundary of the cut-off functions
6 i=inf{x > ay : go(x) = A} (3.15)

through defining functions gy : [ay, +00) — [0, +00) as follows

1 1 1 2
g+ () := max {5|Re Vii +m|, ElRe Voo — m, E\Im Vii — Im Vi, fi } (£z). (3.16)

Here, €1, n are fixed numbers such that 0 < ¢; < 1 and 0 < 7 < min{u_, g}, in which n
will be chosen small enough later in Lemma [3.8

Remark 3.2. The continuity of g+ will be given by the continuities of Vji, Voo (since
they belong to W™ (R)) and of fi. Note that, when g, is bounded at +oo, i.e., all the
functions Re Vi1, Re Vag, [Im V3; — Im Vay| and f, are bounded at +oco, we have dy = +o00
for all sufficiently large A > 0. In this case, we want to say that £ is constant on the positive
side, i.e. £(z) = 1 for all x > 0. This remark is also the same for g_ for the negative axis. In

other words, sometimes we may not need the cut-off functions to localize the pseudomode.
When 63\[ is finite, we define

1
AT = —.
A (Sf

Proposition 3.3. There exists A\g > 0 such that for all X > Ny and for all x € J\, we have

gy

(3.17)

(I—=mA<X—=m—ReVii(z) < (1+n)A,
(I=mA<A+m—ReVau(z) < (1+n)A, (3.18)
[Tm Vi1 (x) — Im Vo ()| < A,
i)
IA—m — Vi ()| = A+ m — Vao(z)). (3.19)

Proof. In case Re Vi, ReVyy and Im Vi, — Im Vo, are bounded at infinity, it is easy to
check the above estimates. Now we assume that the unboundedness of Re Vi or Re V,y or
Im Vi1 —Im V55 at 400 occurs. The case of unboundness at the negative infinity is analogous.
It follows from the estimate that, for all z € Jy,
|Re Vi (z) +m| < nA,
[Re Vaz () —m| <A,
|Tm Vi1 (x) — Im Vo ()| < nA.
Consequently, the three estimates in follow. From them, we deduce that
IA—m — Vip(2)| < A —m — ReVii(x)| + |Im Vi |
A+ m — Vaa(x)] ~ |A+m — Re Vag(x)| + |Im Vag|
< A —m — Re Vi1 (z)| + [Im Vi — Tm Vog| 4 [Im V|
- A+ m — Re Vg ()] + |Im Vay|
(14 2n)A + |Im Va| < 1+ 2n
T (I=mA+|ImVyp| — 1—n
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Thus, [A—m—Vi1(x)| < [A+m—Va(z)|. The other direction is proved analogously, therefore
the second estimate (3.19) is verified. O

3.3. Auxiliary steps. The next lemma shows us that V) and K inherit the properties
of V in (3.5)) and (3.6).

Lemma 3.4. Let N € Ny, assume that Viy,Vay € WTVO(R) and Vig, Vay € W™(R)

satisfy the assumptions (3.5)) and (3.6). There exists Ao > 0 such that, for all A\ > \g and
for all £ € [[1, N + 1]], we have

fimaX{‘VH’v'VZQ‘}

Y 4
on I* 05, OIS s IS I
and

0 VAl
on [—a_,ay], |V,\( S ma |K | S K-

Furthermore, if Vis = Vo1, we have
¢
¢ fi|Vao
on I N Ji, |K§)|5|K’\||)\+Tn——‘/gz|’
| K3

(¢
on [—a_,a.], KV S Dtm— Vol

Proof. We can choose Ay > 0 satisfying 5?\: > a4 for all A > )\, thanks to (3.13). Then,
I+ N Ji # (. From the formula of V3, the general Leibniz rule for the (-th derivative of the
product yields that

¢
l _
()@ = Z (k> (A —m = Vi) (A 4 m — Va)
k=0

-1
¢ -
—A=m = Vi)V + (k) VIOV — (A +m = V)V
k=1

From the assumption (3.5)), we obtain the estimate on I N J/\i,

(0)
‘V/\ ’ < filVaol Z JEIVi||[Vao] 4V
Vil ~ A+ m — Vi N —m— VAt m— Vao| | A —m— Vi

_ 4 max{| Vi, Val)
~o A Em = Ve
where in the last step, we used and the fact that (with some large \g),
Vi < |Re Vi1 | + |Tm Vi | _ At ma V|
A=m—=Vi| 7 A =m—ReVi| + [ImVi1| = (1 = A+ [Im Vi ©™
Next, we prove the estimate for K. Let us recall that
1

Ky = Mm——ngeu’ with u(z) := —i/o (Va1 — Vig)(7) dr.

(3.20)

The Leibniz rule also leads us to

o _ - 1 *) (k)
K - N
=3 (i) Grmmw) @
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Using Faa di Bruno’s formula for the derivative of a composition of two functions (see [20]),
we get

( 1 (k) 1 (J) %
()\‘i‘m—‘/QQ) :)\—i-m—VQQ Z Oél'CYQ 'H )\+m ‘/22> ’

1a1+2a2+---+kak k

Bj
u\(l—k) _ u
() —° Z 51'/32 Bz k' H ( )

\ 1814282+ +(l—k)Be—=0—

where (a;)1<j<x and (5;)1<j<¢—k are non-negative integers.
From the assumption (3.5 for Vi and (| m, we obtain the estimate on 1T N .J /\i,

O « % Vool /4 "
KZ < K 221+
A |NZ’ A’( Z 061'042 'H<j!|/\+m—‘/22|

k=0 lag+2ae+-+lap=Fk
fj: (3.21)
. Z 51'52 5@ K H (
181 +2B2+++(l—k) By =t—k
S KAl fL
If Vig = Vau, then u = 0 and we have, on I N Ji and for all £ > 1,
1 V(j) g
I e e S S | e
A+m— ‘/22 Lo+ 20va bt berg=t Q! CYQ )\ +m — ‘/22)
[Vaal 2 g
LN e
lor+200++Lay=L j=1 |)\ +m— ‘/22|
Va2
’ )\’f:l: ‘)\ +m— ‘/22| .
The last step is to the bound % < 1, and the fact that Z 05 > 1.
All the estimates for x € [—a_,a] hold thanks to the boundedness of the appearing
derivatives of V' on a compact set. O

We use the next lemma to gather all the real parts of the diagonal terms to one group
and their imaginary parts to the other group. This allows us to estimate the denominator

of Re (/\w(_ll)) in an easier way. Furthermore, it also tells us that the case Im Vj; = Im V5, is
very special.

Lemma 3.5. On J,, we have the following inequalities

VIVal + Re Vi > vV2y/ (A — m — Re Vi;) (A + m — Re Vi),
1
VIVA| +ReV,y < E\/(Imvn —Im Viy)2 + (2\ — ReV3; — Re V)2

Proof. Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have
VAl + Re Vy = V/[(A — m — Re Vi1)2 + (Im Vi1)2][(A + m — Re Vag)2 + (Im Vg )?]
+ (A +m —ReVa)(A —m — ReViy) — (Im Vi) (Im Vi)
> |(A+m — ReVa)(A—m —ReVip) + (Im Vi) (Im V)|
+ (A +m —ReVa)(A —m — ReViy) — (Im Vi) (Im Vi)
2(A+m — ReVag)(A —m — ReVpy).

(3.22)
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By an elementary inequality, the modulus of V) can be bounded from above as follows:

Vil = VI =m = ReVii)? + (Im Viy)?][(A + m — Re Vaz)? + (Im Va)?]

1
<5 ((A=m=ReVi)’ + (ImVi)* + (A + m = Re Vip)* + (Im V3»)?) .
From this we can deduce successively that
1
[VA| + Re V) < ((Imv11 —Im Vay)? + (2A — Re Vi — Re Vap)?) . 0

Lemma 3.6. Let Assumptwn@ hold for some N € Ny. Letn € [[0, N]] and {1/11(.31)}ke[[—1,n—1]]

be determined by (2.8) with the plus sign in the formula of w(_ll) There exists \g > 0 such
that, for all A > Ao,

on ITNJ, 4 e tm Viy +Im Vao),
4 e )_\/n+2+2n)< : 8
on -1 J;, Re (M) 1)) < H— —1] (Im Vy; + Im Vi) , (3.23)
VP + 2+ 2n)?
on Jy, |Re (/\w )] S ImVig| + [Im V|,
and for all k € [[0,n — 1]],
k1
on ITNJ5, ’)\ kwk
; (3.24)
on [~a_,ay], ’)‘ kwk S e

Proof. Firstly, we prove the lemma for the first two estimates in (3.23)). By looking at the
formula of Re ()\1/1(_11)) in (3.8)) and using assumptions (3.1]) and (3.2)), we see that the numer-

ator of Re ()\1/191)) has opposite signs at —oo and +o00. Namely, employing the remark (3.18])
and recalling that 7 < p+, we have the following estimate on I N J3:

Im Vi1 (A 4+ m — Re Vay) + Im Voo (A — m — Re Vi)
= MImVj; + Im Vo) + Im Vi1 (m — Re V) — Im Voo (m + Re Vi)
Ap ([Tm Vag [ + [Tm Vaz ) — pA(|Tm Vi | + [Tm Vo)
Ay — 1) (Im Vg + Im Va);
and similarly, on I~ N J;:
ImVii(A+m — Re Vo) + Im Voo (A —m — Re Vip) < A(u— —n) (Im V31 + Im Vi) .

Next, it follows from the upper bound in (3.22)) for the denominator of Re ()\@/)(_11) ) in (3.8)
that, on TN Jy,

>
>

((Im Vi1 — Im V22) (2\ — Re Vi, — Re V3y)2)'/?
Hy =1
> Im Vi; +Im Va,) .
JET @z i)
In the last step of the above expression, we used the estimates (3.18). On I~ N J,, we do
it in the same manner.

Secondly, the final estimate in (3.23)) is obtained by using the lower bound in (3.22)) for
the denominator of Re (Aw(l)) on Jy:

‘ e ] < < MmVii(A +m — Re Vay)| + [ImVar (A — m — Re Vi)
(A +m — Re Vag)(A —m — Re Vqy)|1/2
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Finally, let us prove the first estimate in (3.24)) while the second one can be considered
in a similar way. For € I* N J§, from Lemma M, we have |V/\(€) (2)] < |Va(x)|fL and
]K/(\Z) (z)| S |Kx(z)|fL. Here we used the fact implied by (3.19) that, for all z € Jj,

max{[Vi(@)], Voo ()} _ [Via(@)[ + [Voo(2)| o [Vir(2)] Vao(2)| 1
A+ m — Vo A +m=Va| Y A+m =V [ A—m— Ve~

Thus, applying this to control each element d;’rij HM)(V,\, Ky) on I* N Ji:
‘d;,rfj+(1,l)(v>\, K)\)’

. (3.25)

o . QO —j1+1 Qry—j+2 . Qi i142
S, Z ‘V)\(l) . ‘V)\(rl 71+1) K)(\l) o ‘K)(\rz ja+1)
aeI;”“_H(l’”
r—ji+l ro—ja+1 r1—j1+1 Po—jot1
Z Qp Z Qry—j1+14p Z Py + Z PO — i +14p
S Y Wt K Fo7 p=1
aeI;J—j+(1,1)

S AP RO AL,
in which we borrowed the definition of the set Z7 in (2.12). The estimate in (3.24) for
reltnJ )j\[ follows from the formula of w,(:) in Lemma . OJ

Remark 3.7. From the estimates (3.23) and (3.9), it follows that, for all z € I* N J5,
In the Dirac case: Re ()\w(_ll) (2)) =~ ImVii(x) + ImVas(z).

The sign of the sum ImVj; (z) +ImVase () decides the sign of Re ()\w(_ll)) in the neighbourhood
of infinity.

This is to be compared with the Schrodinger case [23, Lem. 3.4] where the sign of Im V'
(with scalar V' now) plays this role, more precisely

In the Schréodinger case: Re (/\w(fl) (x)) ~ Az Im V.

In this case, when A is considered to be large, Im V' needs to be proportional to (and larger
than) Az near 6, such that Re ()\Q,D(_ll) (x)) is also large. This was handled in [23] thanks to
the definition of 0+ which is in terms of Im V. Then ReV needs to be controlled by Im V'
such that Re V' can also be bounded by A, whence the extra condition [23, Cond. (3.3)].

However, this extra work can been relaxed in the Dirac case thanks to the above form
of Re ()\z/z(jl) ). Technically, this can be explained by the product structure of V;?"¢ which
allows X to show up in Im V,P¢ and therefore it cancels \ appearing in the denominator of
Re (A asymptotically.

Furthermore, the case Im Vj; = Im V55 needs to be taken into account. For example, if

this happens on [0, +00) (obviously, i, = 1 will be chosen in this situation), then the first
estimate in (3.23)) can be taken strictly as follows:

Re (Wﬂ(x)) _ iImVn(Q)\—ReVQz —Re V1) > Im Vi1(2\ — Re Vs — Re Viy)
V2 VAl + Re Vy A — ReVyy — Re Vi

Meanwhile, the constant which turns up at (3.23)), \/%, is strictly smaller than and
n n

close to 1 when 7 is chosen small enough. However, it does not matter because this constant
will be attached with 1 —o(1) as A — 400 when we deal with it in the next lemma.

:ImVH

With the derivatives of ¢,(€1) given in (12.8)), we can determine the primitives v, uniquely
by choosing the initial data ¢, (0) =0, Vk € [[-1,n — 1]].



18

Lemma 3.8. Let Assumptz’on@ hold for some N € Ny. Letn € [[1, N]] and {@D,ﬁl)}ke[[,l,n,l“

be determined by (2.8]) with the plus sign in the formula of w(jl) Let Py, defined as in (2.5)).
There exist ¢c; > 0, co > 0 and \g > 0 such that, for all A\ > Xy and for all x € J,,

1 X
exp (—c1 F(x)) exp (5/ U(t) dt) S ki (x) exp(—Pyn(2))] S exp (—coF(2)) .
0
Furthermore, if Vis = Va1, the statement is also true asn =0, i.e. N =0 is allowed.

Proof. Let us recall that

T n—1 T
Pyn(z) = /0 Yty de+ Y /0 AR (1) .

From the formula of 1/1(()1), we observe that
e [VA(O)[Y* [KA(0)]'/2
exp | — t)ydt || = .
(- [ o) G R
Then, it follows from the definition of the functions V), K, and estimates in (3.19) that
|k () exp(—Paa())]

1/4 1/2
= |k ()] ;“2‘52311/4 |’§((i\§2) 773 OXP Z / Re (A k¢(1) (1)) dt

k=—1
k#£0
A—m —V, (0)\1/4])\+m—V22(x |1/4
i 12 11 / k
k;éo

%exp(—/OxRe()\w ))dt + = /u dt—Z/ Re (A ))dt)

Thanks to the estimate (3.23) and (3.24), U € LS. (R), we have the uniform bound, for all
x € [0,a4],

/ Re (ApY ’ ‘ / Ult dt‘ _I /OxRe()\kz/z,E})(t))dt

By the estimate (3.23)) and (3.24]) again, there exists a constant M > 0 such that for all
reltnJy,

—/OIRe(/\@D(_l)())dt+ / t)dt — Z/ Ak (¢)) dt

- P+ — 1 -
\/n2+(2+2n)2F( )+ 2/ t)de Z/ J(#)dt + M
”Zl / R (Vo (1) dt

1 rz
_ fy — 1 3o Ult)dt 1 s
- Fz) |1~ ptr—n + ptr—n

2 2 —mon @ = p
VI (24 20) T @) e @)

<1
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To estimate the term with U, we use the condition (3.3). Let e, € (O, “7’“) be the number
given in the condition (3.3]). We choose 1 very small such that

Ky — 1
VP + 2+ 2n)?
We deduce that, for all z € I N J,

> e,

1 x
5 / U(t) dt _
0 < - <1
Hy — 1) F(z) Hy —T
n2+(2+2n)2 \/772 +(2+2n)?

To bound the terms with vy for k € [[1,n — 1]], we apply (3.24)) for all ¢ € I* N J{ and
obtain

Z Re (A (1)

Indeed, the case f, is bounded at +oo is obvious. In contrast, we employ the property
(3.14) of 6} and the definition of function ¢ in (3.16)), for all t € I N J;,

k+1 AL (1—e1)
Fof N
Ak - U
and notice that %(1 — 51) — k < —g for all k > 1. By employing (3.7]), we have

A (3.26)
AT if f, is unbounded at + oc.

i fJr t)k+1 {)\1 if f, is bounded at + oo,

k=1

ARy (1)) dt
F(x)

Hence, the second inequality in the statement of this lemma is proved. The first inequality
is obtained easily by the final estimate in , the observation and the selected sign
of the sum Im Vi1 +1Im Vo, in for all z € I NJY, Re ()\w(_ll)) < Im Viy + Im V. Finally,
combining this with , we obtain the result.

When n = 0, there is no presence of w( ) in Py ,, and thus the integral fo UM ¢ will not

come out in the above estimates, but the integral fo Im Va (t) dt appears 1nstead However,
if Vis = V51, we can perform the proof as we have done above. O

= o(1) as A — +00. (3.27)

The next proposition reveals that the terms attached with the derivatives of the cut-off
function & decay exponentially as A — 400 at a rate controlled by the function F.

Proposition 3.9. Let Assumptionl]holdfor some N € Ny. Letn € [[1, N]], {zﬁ,ﬁl)}ke[[_lvn_l]]

be determined by (2.8) with the plus sign in the formula of @D(_ll) and Py, defined as in (2.5)).
Let & be given in (3.10) whose 65, gz and AT is identified by (3.15), (3.16) and ([3.17). Let

us denote
k1 exp(— Py ) 1 KM 1
‘ 1)\+m—_V:2 (2P)\,n — _KAA g( )

2

k1 eXp(—P>\7n)£(2)

Atm—Vao +

k() = (3.28)

k1 (=102 ) (exp(=Px n)E)
A+m—Vag

Iresa(-Pagele +
Then k(A) = o(1) as A — +oo. More precisely, there exists \g > 0 such that, for all X > Ao,
K(A) = K_(A) + ke (V)
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where (with some dy,ds > 0)

\ 0, if g4 1s bounded at + oo,
rr(A) = O (exp(—d1F(d265))), otherwise,
and
\ 0, if g_ is bounded at — oo,
r-() = O (exp(—di F(—ds0y))) , otherwise.

Furthermore, if Vis = Vo1, the statement is also true for n =0, i.e. N =0 s allowed.

Proof. First of all, we want to show that the denominator in (3.28]) is bounded from below
by a constant not depending on A\. Thanks to Lemma and the boundedness of V;; for
i,7 € {1,2} on [0, 1], one has

1 T
/ ki exp(—Py)|* dz > / exp (—QClF(l’) +/ U(t) dt) dz > 1.
R 0 0

Now, we try to control two terms attached with £V and £®) in the numerator of (3.28).
Obviously, the case of g, being bounded at 400 is trivial, since {(z) = 1 on [0, +00). The
negative case is the same. We just need to care about the remaining situations in which ¢ is
a “true” cut-off function. The main idea is to employ the exponential decay in order to limit
the growth of polynomials on the support of €1 and £®. In detail, applying Lemma
on the support of €2 and , , we obtain (with some c3, ¢4 > 0)

2

— Va2
S (5;)4/ _exp(—2cF(x))dr + (5;)4/ _exp(—2cF(r))dz
TN TN

S (5:) exp (20 (=05 + A7) + (57) exp (~2aF (55 - A])
S exp (—c3F' (—cqd-)) + exp (—csF (cady)) -
In the second inequality, we used the fact that F'(x) increases as |z| increases. Whereas

the observation ([3.7)) is employed in the third inequality. The term associated with &™)
is estimated in the same way. Just notice that, from the similarity in (3.19), Lemma

Lemma [3.6{ and estimates fy as in (3.26)) for all x € J5 \ j;i, we have (with some ¢; > 0)

W K@) ki) exp(=Pia(@))
<2P ) =R ) ) Nt m— Va(z)

e @] Sy ey ) 9D (—eF (@)

A+ m — Vo

n—1
< (1 +> A (x)’““) exp (s (1))
k=0

Sexp (—csF(x)).
Thus, the desired claim follows. O

3.4. Main results. Now, we can state our main theorems and their consequences.
The following theorem says that if V1, Vs at least belong to WQ’OO(]R) and Vg, Vo at least

loc

belong to I/Vli’COO(R) and satisfy Assumption , our WKB solution will become the quasimode
for the problem ({1.5). When the potential V' is symmetric, the sufficient conditions for the

involving spaces of Vi1, Vay are released to W'hl)coo (R) and of Vi, V4, are released to L (R) in
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some cases. Furthermore, the rate of decay of the estimate when V is symmetric is better
in some situations.

Theorem 3.10. Let Assumption@holdfor some N € Ny and setn = N. Let {@Dlil)}ke[[,l,n,l]]

be determined by ([2.8]) with the plus sign in the formula of w(fl) and P, defined as in ([2.5)).
Let us define

kl axu/\,n

kityp
= < o ) where  unn = Eexp(—Pan) tani= it
2 — Voo

kZUA,n

k1, ko are functions as in [2.1)) and & is given in (3.10) whose 65, AY are identified by (3.15)
and (3.17)). Then,

Hy — MUy,
||( \% ) A, H :0(1)7 A — +o0.
Wl
More precisely,
Hy — Uy,
G = NBaall o
Wl

where k is as in ([3.28) and o™ = o™ 4 0 ) with
o {(’)()\_”), f+ is bounded at + oo,

U:I: =
O\ - >(”+1)+1), f+ is unbounded at + co.

Proof. Before going to the proof, it is necessary to check that ¥, , belongs to the domain
of Hy. With the choice of W), in the statement of the theorem, we have the relation
between Hy and 2y as follows: (Hy — A\)U,,, = (‘%"6“*’") . Thus, ¥,,, € D(Hy) if and
only if

kl (—2855) u)\,n

kruy, € LA(R), i
- V22

S L2(R), Df)\,vuAm S L2(R>

Obviously, this happens if £ is a “true” cut-off. The thing that makes us worry, for example,
is the case 6} = +oo when g, is bounded at +oo. From the observation (3.7) combined
with Lemma and mimicking the proof of Proposition it yields that, for sufficiently
large > 0 (with some ¢z > 0),

ki () (=100 Junn ()

[y (2)urn(z)| S exp(—cs), A+ m— V()

< exp(—e3).

From (2.4), we obtain

R)\n
Z nl=|——| |k —P\n)l
EZWAD ‘)\+m—V22 |k1exp(—Pay)|
We will see later that Mﬁj’_—% is uniformly bounded from above. Therefore, the L*-

integrability of £\ yuy, is ensured by the L%-integrability of ki (z) exp (— Py, (x)).
Now, we can come back to prove the statement of the theorem. Let us recall that we need
to estimate the quantity

[(Hy = MWanll [EZNEL|

[l
vl + || st (<02

5 .
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Using the triangle inequality and (3.28)), we obtain

ky K(l)
K% < "t —P,,,)E® M fop _ 22 —P,,,)EW
[Avual < HA—I—m—Vgg exp(—Pyn)€ p——a R K, exp(—Pan)
R)\n
+ || — kiuy |,
m+m_%2mwﬂlhn
and thus
& n Ry
H AV U, H < fi()\) + H—A’ .
2 At m = Vol

\/Hl{?lu)\,nHQ + HMmk—LVQQ(—zaa,)uA,n
The estimate of the remainder (2.13)) together with Lemma[3.4]yield that, for all z € [a_, a,],

Rk,n(l‘) <\ "
A4+m— Vy(x)| ™
In a similar way, it turns out that, for all x € I* N Jf,
n+0+2 AT f+ is bounded at =+ oo,
‘ Ry n(7) <= Z % < e *
Am—Vo(z)] ™ Va(2)] Az (A F f+ is unbounded at =+ oo.

To prove the case fi is unbounded at oo, we employ the fact fi (x)ﬁ < )\, which is a
consequence of (3.14]) and the definition of ¢ in (3.16)). OJ

Theorem 3.11. Under the same assumptions and settings as in Theorem[3.10 with N € Ny
and Vig = Va1, let n = N. Then,
[(Hy — )Wl
Wl
Here, Kk 1s as in and 7 = M 4 T(n) + TJ(Fn) with 7o = A\~ and
i) if Vi1 or Vag is not bounded at 00

O X" sup fa(@)" max{|Vaal, [Vao | }(x) f+ 1s bounded at &+ oo
zel*+nJi [A+m — Var(z)] 7 . 7

< k(A + TN, A — 400.

( 8)
0 <)\ (er) (n+1)+1> ’ f+ is unbounded at =+ oo;

i1) if Vi1 and Vay are bounded at +00
{(9(/\_(”+1)) f+ is bounded at =+ oo,

O\ (Hsl)("“)) f+ is unbounded at =+ oc.

Proof. Since Vi, = V51, Lemma and Proposition still hold when n = 0. However, we
can perform the estimates in Theorem [3.10] more strictly. Now, we assume that V7, or Vs, is
not bounded at +o00. In detail, from the estimate of the remainder in together with
Lemma [3.4] and for n = 0, we obtain

Tf) A) =

‘ Ryo(w) 1 W @1 @ e
A+ m — Vy(z )\ ’VA \1/2 [K(@)]
X Vo € [0,a,],
[+ (z) max{|Vi1|, |Vao|} (2) Ve e ItnJr
T

A+ m = Vyy(z)]
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For n > 1, for all x € [0, a.], we have

R)\’n(l‘)

< 1 ,
N)\n—l-l

While for all z € IT N J,

‘ R/\n()
A+m — Vag(z)| ™

f "fQZ:f%mwwwwmwﬂ
n 2 _
P ) s A+ m — Vao(x)|

L LA mex(Val. Vo) 2 pulo
~ A+ m — Va(z A

(=—1
In the second inequality, we employed . Notice that if f, is unbounded, from (|3.14))

and the definition of ¢ in (3.16), we have f+( ) < A for all @ € Jy and thus for all
reltnJy,

in all cases of f,. From this, we obtain the estimates in the statement for all x > 0, even in
the case Vj; and V55 bounded at +00. The proof for z < 0 is fulfilled in the same way. [

Remark 3.12. Let us make some comments about the shape of the pseudomodes in con-
nection with the sign of Im V;j; 4+ Im V55 and the sign of A:
i) If A > 0 and the sum of the diagonal terms of V' changes its sign in the assump-

tion (3.1)), .e.

ImViy +Im Vo 2 1 on [,
" (3.29)
ImVip +Im Ve S —1 on I
then we just need to choose the minus sign in the formula of 1/)(_11) in (2.8)). Then, we
have
Re (V) = — 1 ImVi (A +m — Re Vag) + Im Vag (A — m — ReVH)'

V2 VIVl + Re Vi

By repeating the procedure when proving (3.23)), we have

Re M) > - A+ 1 Tm Vy; -+ Im V; on It N JT,
( 1/} 1) - \/7’]2 T (2 T 27])2 ( 11 22) A (3 30)
Re(Mw) < ——— =T (ImVy, + Im Vi) on I~ NJy.

V2 A+ (2 + 2n)?

Therefore, the function
F) = _/ (Im Vi, (£) + Tm Vaa(#)) dt
0

will play the same role as function F'. Although all the other terms {wlil)}lgkgn_l
also change their sign, it does not matter because they are all estimated with absolute
value. Only the sign of )\w(_ll) is crucial. Thus, we still assume the same remaining
hypotheses in Assumption [T, but F is replaced by F and we have the same outcomes
as stating in the above theorems.

ii) Let A < 0 and Assumptlonlhold What we need to do is to slightly change \ into —\
in some places such as in Lemma |3.]] E We redefine 85 := inf {z > ay : g+ (v) = —\}
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with g4 being given in the same way as in (3.16). When (—\) is large enough, it
follows, as in (3.18]), that for all x € Jj:

(L=n)(=A) < ReVir(z) +m— A< (L+n)(=X),

(1 =n)(=A) <ReVap(z) =m = A < (1+1)(=2),

[Im Vi1 () — Im Vas(2)] < n(=A).
In this case, we will choose the minus sign in the formula of w(_ll) in (2.8) and we
obtain the same results as in (3.30). Then, the method of the current section still

works for the pseudomode construction and the outcomes of the above theorems are
analogous.

In summary, from the two remarks above, our scheme suggests that the sign of the solution
1/191) of the eikonal equation should be chosen as in the following table:

ImVip+ImVoy S —lon/_ |[ImViyp+ImVey 2 1on 1
ImVip +Im Vo 2 1on Iy ImVip +Im Vo < —1on [y
A>0| + —

A<O] — +

TABLE 1. The sign in the formula of w(jl) in (2.8).

3.5. Applications. We consider some special examples of the matrix-valued potentials V'
which satisfy Assumption [

Example 1. Let us list some smooth potentials V' defined on R such that Vi = Vo1 = u
and Assumption [[| holds true. From that, we can apply Theorem [3.11]

1)

Vi1 and Va5, are bounded at £oo:

where u is some smooth function on R such that, with ¢ € (O, %),

/ Imu(t)dt <eF(x) =e(Va2+1-1), Vx| 2 1.
0

Here we choose py = 1, fi(z) = |z|7! for |z] 2 1. Since g1 are bounded both at
—o00 and 400, the cut-off function is not needed for the pseudomodes construction.
For all n € Ny, there exists Ag > 0 such that, for all A > A,

[(Hy = )Wl

SJ )\—(n—i-l)'
Wl
Vi1 is bounded but V5, is unbounded at Foo:
Viw) = (Ve ) ,
u(z) iln(z + Va2 +1)

where u is any smooth function on R such that, with € € (O, %),

/ Imu(t)dt < eF(x) =exln(z + Va? + 1), V|z| 2 1.
0

Here we choose py = 1, fi(z) = |x|7! for |z| = 1. Following (3.16]) and (3.15]), for
A > 0 large enough, the boundary of the cut-off can be computed approximately as
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0y = 0f ~ sinh(nA) & ¢, and thus with some ¢ > 0, K(\) = O (exp(—ce™)) . It
implies that, for all n € Ny, there exists A\g > 0 such that, for all A > )y, we have

[(Hy = ) Wxal
owy

3) Vi1 is bounded at —oo but unbounded at +o0o while V55 is on the contrary:

i< U
v (7).

where u is any smooth function on R such that, with € € (O, %),

< )\—(n—i-l).

/ Imu(t)dt < eF(x) = €cosh(x), Vx| 2 1.
0

In this situation, we make a choice pu+ = p with some p € (2¢,1), fo(z) = 1 for
|z| 2 1. From (3.16]) and (3.15)) and for A > 0 large enough, we obtain

dy = 6 = arcsinh(n\) = In (77/\ +V(nA)? + 1) :
and thus with some ¢ > 0, k(A) = O (exp(—cXi?)) . It implies that, for all n € Ny,
there exists A\g > 0 such that, for all A > A,
[(Hy — )l
Wl

Example 2 (Polynomial-like diagonal terms). Let us take a look at the potential V' satis-
fying Assumption [[| with fi(z) = |z|™, Vis = Va; = 0 (for simplicity) and

<A

[Re Vii| = |2 i, Vel 21,

Qg
9

Im V| ~ |z

with ay;, B € R, for i € {1,2}. Tt is necessary to assume that max {11, S22} > 0 such that
the sum of the imaginary parts of the diagonal terms Im V;j; + Im Vo, satisfies the condition
(3.1). Theorem provides us with the fact that n = 1 (i.e. we need Viy, Vay € W2*(R)
and Vi, Vae € W7 (R)) is enough to treat all kinds of potentials satisfying Assumption
However, we would like to see what type of potential that n = 0 can be treated and how

fast the decay is when the potential is more regular. For that purposes, let us consider two
cases in Theorem [3.11k

Case 1: |Vi1] and |Vas| are bounded at +00. This happens if and only if w := max {ay;, Bii} =

1€{1,2}
0. The application of Theorem yields that, for all n > 0,
Hy — NV,
(Y = N)Panll _ O(A~(+D) as A — 400.
W]l

Furthermore, in this case, the pseudomodes globally localise on R without being
attached with cut-off functions.
Case 2: |V11] or |Vay] is not bounded at +oo (i.e. w > 0). We consider two smaller cases:
i) ReVi; and ReVyy and Im Vj; — Im Vi are bounded at +oo. We do not use
cut-off in this situation and for all n > 0,

[(Hy — N0y, [O M), w<n+1,
NG @) (/\_”) , w>n+1,

as A — +o00. In the case w > n + 1, we employed (3.25)).
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ii) ReVi; or ReVay or Im Vi — Im Vay is unbounded at +o0o. Then, the possible
maximum order of g4 denoted by @ is w, i.e. @ < w. Of course, @ > 0 and thus
we can compute d, = 0y = ~ Ao Applying Theorem again, it results
that, for all n > 0,

—(n+1
H(HV_A)‘IJA,nH B O()\ ( )), w<n+1,
[P nll @) (z\_("HHw_g_l) , w>n+1,

as A — +00. We see that in the second case, n = 0 can cover all the potentials
such that w — 1 < @ < w. For example, n = 0 can treat

2 .
a)V:(x I 8),withw:&;:2.
b) V = i+ |z]7) O ,withw=1and @ = 1.
0 e 2

The same thing happens as in the Schrodinger case: the pseudomode with n = 1 is sufficient
to treat all polynomial-like potential (even the case Vis # Va1, see Theorem [3.10). The
pseudomode associated with n = 0 suffices for potentials growing not faster than linearly.

Example 3 (Exponential potentials). Consider following potentials V' satisfying Assump-
tion [} Since we would like to apply Theorem we will assume further that Vi = V5, =0
for the sake of simplicity.

)

Vi1 and Vay are bounded at oo with N > 0:
isgn(x)elsl ™ 0
V = —a 5 \V/ 2 17
(ZE) ( 0 isgn(m)e'm‘ 2 |:L’| ~

with aq, as > 0. We choose fi(z) =1 for |z| 2 1. The cut-off function is not needed
in this case, i.e., ¢ = 1. From Proposition [3.9] and Theorem [3.11], we have,

Hy, — )V
|(Hy )| -0 ()\—(N‘f'l)) as A — +00.
[\Pwal

V11 is unbounded at 4+-oco while V55 is bounded at +oo with N > 1, moreover, they
oscillate on R:

_(|z]* + isgn(x)esn@ 0 S
V(l’) T ( 0 Z'Sgn(x)ecos(x) ) V|$‘ ~ 17

with a > 0. We choose fi(z) = 1 for |z| 2 1. From (3.15) and (3.16]), we have
6y =0 =0~ Ao Using (3.7) we obtain k < exp <—c)\é>. Theorem [3.11] gives us

I(Hy =Nl _ o ()

A .
H\I’A,NH as A — +00
Vi1 and V4, are unbounded at oo with N > 1:
_ (isgn(x) el ™ 0
V(':C) T ( 0 ngn(x) 6|:z|"‘2 ) V‘I| z 17

with oy, as > 0. We choose f1(z) = |z[“~! where w := max{ay, as}.
i) If |Tm V33 — Im Vay| is bounded at +00, i.e. a; = ay = w, from (3.15)) and (3.16)),
we consider two situations:
a) if 0 <w < 1, g4 are bounded at +oo. From Proposition 3.9} £(\) = 0,
l—eq l—e
b) if w > 1, 0y = A2@-0. Thanks to ([3.7), x(\) < exp (—c)@(wfll)> with

some ¢ > 0.
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ii) If |Im V33 —Im Viy| is unbounded at o0, by (3.15)) and (3.16)) and for sufficiently
large A > 0, 67 ~ (ln(/\))i. From the definition of I, we can obtain the estimate
F(z) 2 |z|¥ for |x| 2 1. Thus, by Proposition there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that x(\) < A~¢inX,

Finally, from Theorem [3.11], we have

-N
[(Hv = MWonll _ O()\ )7 w=t as A — 400
— 1+e .
2% O (AT s
4) Superexponential functions:
Z-esinh(ac) 0
V(.’E) = < 0 _Z'efsinh(x) ) Va € R.

In this example, we choose fi(z) = cosh(z) for |x| = 1. From (3.15)) and (3.16)), we

can compute, with some constant C' > 0, that

6y = 0y = arcsinh (arccosh (%)) > C'ln(In(N)),

when A > 0 large enough. Clearly, we have the following rough estimate
Flz) = / 2sinh(sinh(£)) dt > eme g > 1,
0

where dy > 0 is the number appearing in Proposition . Thus, we obtain F (:I:d25/\i) e
In()? and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that £(\) = O (A=¢"?*) . From Theorem
.10, we have

|(Hy — \) W v —0 ()\—H%(N—H)-H)

as A — +oo0.
(WAl

4. PSEUDOMODES FOR LARGE GENERAL PSEUDOEIGENVALUES

In this section, we want to construct the pseudomode corresponding to a complex pseu-
doeigenvalue

A=a+1f, where a, B eR.

The interesting part is that the shape of the pseudospectral region is also revealed in the
process of the construction. If the large real part of A played a decisive role in the decaying
estimation in the previous section, the imaginary part g will take on this role in this section.
We shall pay attention to the class of potentials whose Im Vj; and Im Vi, are identical, i.e.
ImVj; = Im Vs =: V, and increasing on R,. The WKB analysis will be performed around
a turning point g > 0 which is defined by the equation

V() = 0. (4.1)

Since the non-zero part of the pseudomode will live completely in R, it will be more
convenient to consider the operators on L?(R,) & L*(R,), instead of L*(R) & L*(R). The
application of the results for the class of operators on L*(R) ¢ L*(R) is easily obtained by
the trivial extension of the pseudomode of the operators on L*(R,) & L*(R,).

4.1. Allowable shapes of the potentials. Since we do not have to bound the derivatives
of components of V' on a fixed compact set as in Section |3 the whole space of them can be
enlarged to L (R.), instead of L2 (R;). In order that the turning point x4 is uniquely
determined, we will assume that ) is strictly monotone for sufficiently large x > 0. The
assumptions and are kept the same in this section, so that we can control the
transport solutions. To be more specific, we make the following hypothesis.
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Assumption II. Let N € N; and v > —1, assume that Vi, Vo € I/VIJ(;[CH’Q (Ry) and
Via, Vo1 € Wﬁcz (R, ) satisfy the subsequent conditions:

1) the imaginary parts of Vj; and Ve are equal, i.e. Im V) = Im Vo =: V satisfy

xll)ﬂl_loo V(z) = +o0, (4.2)
and there exist ; > 0 such that, for all x = 1,
Vv(z) > {V(x)éxgy+€l7 (4.3)
VO (z)|27", (4.4)
2) the sum U := Im Vi, + Im Vy, is controlled above by V(1):
U(z)| = o(z7" VI (z)) as & — +00; (4.5)
3) the derivatives of Vj; are controlled by Vj;, for ¢ € {1, 2},
vne[[LN+1)],  [V{@)|=0 @™ |Vu(x))  asz— +oo, (4.6)
and the differences between Vi5 and Vs (their derivatives) are controlled by polyno-
mials
Vn € [[0, N, |(Vay — Vig) ™ ()| = O(z™+D¥) as T — +00. (4.7)

Comparing with Assumption [[ although there are more conditions for the imaginary
parts V of the diagonal terms, the class of admissible potentials is still very large. Fur-
thermore, our assumption allows to cover functions V which grow slowly at +oo such as
logarithmic ones. This is interesting because the analogous hypothesis [23, Ass. 5.2] for
Schrodinger operators does not allow for this kind of functions.

Remark 4.1. We have the following helpful properties

i) As discussed in [23, Sec. 3|, when v < —1 the condition immediately implies
that V11 and Vi, are bounded. Thus the rising of V in (4.2)) needs to go along with the
condition v > —1. Furthermore, when v > —1, we can deduce from the condition
that, for large enough = > 0 and every |h| < &~

2
VO (z +h) =~ VO (). (4.8)
In other word, the values of V) can be comparable up to a constant. The proof of

(4.8)) can be found in [23], but for the reader’s convenience, we recall the proof in a
simpler way, for v > —1

/ x+h
v >
In |V(1)(£L‘ + h)|' B /x+h V(2)(t) dt‘ < /x |t| dt h = 07
(1) o M (¢ ~ z
I i b Y
\ Jz+h
Ch(z + h)” h>0,v>0,
hx” h>0,v<0,
<
— | (=h)x” h<0,v>0,
L~ @ +Rr)”  h<0,v<0,
<1

—v

In the last inequality, we used the observation that, for all |h| < %

and for z > 0,

T 3z
< < —, 4.
2_:r+h_2 (4.9)

The case v = —1 is treated similarly.
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ii) From the assumption (4.2) and (4.3]), we deduce that
V(z) = vt Vo 2> 1. (4.10)

Indeed, we just need to look at the case v + 2¢; > 0 (then %l/ +e+1>v+12>0).
For some fix large o > 0 and for x > xy, we have,

/ V1/2 dt / tavter g = V(x)
and thus is obtained when z is considered to be large.

(NI

1 Svter+1 Jvteitl
V( )2 Z — X )

The cut-off in this case is constructed such that the pseudomode lives around the turning
point z5. Namely, we arrange

56080(R+)7 0§§§17

$ )
Vo € (x5 — EB Tg + 2'8) =: Jg, (4.11)

1
f(l’) :O, Vx ¢ (xg—(sg,xg—i-ég) = Jg,
with
xg"
We see that if v < 0, the support of the pseudomode is able to be extended on R, when

B — +o00. As the WKB construction for the real pseudoeigenvalue, for each n € Ny and
each A € C, the pseudomode has the form

Uy, = <k1“m) , (4.13)

kQUA,n
where
ki(x) :=exp (—z/ Vor (1) dT) and ko(x) := exp <—z/ Via(T) d7'>,
g o
kl axu)\ n

= —P d ="
Ux,n fexp ( )\,n) aln Uxn ]{72 \ +m— ‘/227
Ponle Z / o

k=—1
with £ given in (wk Jkel[-1,n—1]) given in (2.8).

4.2. Main results. Now, we can state our main theorem in the setting of this section.

Theorem 4.2. Let Assumption |I] holds. Assume that there exists a (5-dependent) o such
that the following conditions hold as B — +oo, for all x € Jg,

(a —=m —Re Vi1 (2)) (o +m — Re V() > 0,
oo — m — Re Vi1 (2)| = |af, (4.14)
la+m — Re Voo (z)| = |,
and .
(B25)? < lol. (4.15)
Let {1/11(.31)}ke[[—1,N—1]] be determined by and Uy n defined as in . We choose
i) the plus sign in the formula of dj(_ll) m if a —m —ReVi; >0,
ii) the minus sign in the formula of zﬂ(_ll) m if a —m — ReVi; <0.
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Then, for every c € (0,1), there exists 5y > 0 such that, for all 5 > fy,

“(HV — A)‘I]A,N“ < "i(ﬁ C) "’U(N)(ﬂ)
Wl - ’

mn which

¢ 15,0 = o0 (o8 (104~ 2) ) o (e (e 2)) =ot,

N-2 x,(gNM“)V 3 N+£+2
(N) . b e
» M0 =2 (o <” |a|> ’
=—1

with F(xg,x) == / V(t) — p]dt.
g

The first condition in (4.14]) is exactly the condition that allows the regularity of
pseudomodes be inherited from the regularity of the potential through the principal square
root of V). The last two conditions in are inspired from the first ones in
for the real case of A\. In order to restrain the wild growth of (1#,(61))}@6[[07]\7_1]], we require
(4.15). Through the statement of the Theorem it not only indicates the existence of
the pseudomode, but also gives us a way to sketch the pseudospectrum around the infinity
by looking for the admissible a (see Subsection . The quantity (8, c) always has an
exponential decay at the rate control by the general function F(zg,x). This is also an
improvement upon [23, Thm. 5.1] whose rate is only controlled by some polynomial.

4.3. Intermediate steps. On the way to prove our main results, some useful lemmata are
designed similar to lemmata used in Subsection |3.3]

Lemma 4.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem[{.4 hold. There exists 5y > 0 such that, for
all B> o, for all ¢ € [[1, N + 1]] and for all x € Jg,

6 ?
V(@) < V)] (1 i E)

6 ¢
KO ()] < |Ka(2)] (1 N W) "

Proof. The proof of this lemma repeats again the procedure of the proof of Lemma |3.4| with
the observation that, thanks to the condition (4.14)),

Vi | o la—m—ReVu[+ |8 —ImVii|+|a|+ B+ m
A—=m— V|~ oo —m —Re Vi | + |8 — Im V1|

Correspondingly, we also have

51+|?f|'

Vel g,

A+ m — V| ™ la|”

Applying these estimates to (3.20) and (3.21]), the claims follow directly. Especially, in (3.21)),
we notice that Zle a; < Zle Jja; =k </. O

Lemma 4.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem hold and {w;gl)}ke[[—LN—m be determined
by (2.8). There exists By > 0 such that, for all > By and for all x € Js, we have

Flas,x) < / “Re(A (1)) dt < Flas, )

B

and for all k € [[0, N — 1]],

k+1 (k+1)v
k(1) p s

ol
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Proof. By working as in (3.22)), we also have the inequalities for dealing with the denominator
of Re(\)),

VIVal + Re Vi > v2y/ (e — m — Re Vi) (a + m — Re Vay),

1
VIVAl +ReVy < E¢(1mv11 —Tm V)2 + (2a — Re Vi — Re V)2,

Notice that, there are two cases:

i) If « —m — Re Vi3 > 0 on Jg, then the formula of Re()\w(_ll) ) has the expression

Re()\w(fl)) - 1 (V-PB)(2a—ReVi; —Re ‘/'22).

V2 VIVa] + ReVy

ii) If « —m — ReVi; < 0 on Jg, then the formula of Re()\dj(jl) ) has the expression

Re()\l/z(fl)) = 1 (V-0)2a—ReVi; — ReVQQ)‘

V2 V[Va| + ReVy,

By using the second estimate in (4.16)) and observing the sign of the term V(z) — § on the
left and on the right of x5 on Jg, it implies that, for all x € Jj,

/ "Re (A (1)) df > / W) - A dt.

s g

(4.16)

The rest upper bound for the integral of Re(Aw(fl) ) on Js is given by the first estimate in

[16) and (L13).
For each k£ > 0, we establish the proof for /\_kw,(:) as in the proof of Lemma m Then,
Lemma implies that, for all z € Jg,

k+1 (k+1)v k+1 xkl/
’)\’kwg)(m)‘ S (1 + ﬂ) sup < (1 + ﬁ) b

ol ) el [Val) 2 ™

Here, the last inequality is given by (4.14]) and (4.9)). O

For all x € Jg, by changing variable twice in integrals, we have

1 pl
Flaa) = (o= [ [ 00 (o34 760 — 22)) drd.
0o Jo
From (4.8)), it yields that, for all x € Jj,
F(zg,2) = VW (2g) (2 — 2p)*. (4.17)
Using this approximation, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let the assumptions of Theorem hold and let {@b,&l)}ke[[,l,]\/,lﬂ be deter-

mined by (2.8). Then

i) for every e € (0,1) and for every n € (0,1), there ezists By > 0 such that, for all
B > By and for all x € Jg \ (xg —ndg, x5 + nds),

[F1 () exp(=Pun (2))| S exp (=(1 = ) Fwg, 7)) ;

ii) there exists C' > 0 such that for every n € (0,1), there exists Sy > 0 such that, for
all B> By and for all v € Jg \ (x5 — ndg, x5 + ndg),

|1 () exp(= Py n(2))| Z exp (=CF(zg,7)).
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Proof. From the equality of two imaginary parts Im V;; = Im V;;, we have
IA—m — Vi1 (2)] = A +m — Vag(x)], Ve Js. (4.18)

Indeed, from the choice of « in , it turns out that
A=m Vi@ _ la—m-ReVul +|8 -V _ Ofa) +15-V| _,
IN+m —Vy(x)] ~ Ja+m—ReVu|+ 8=V~ |of+|8=V] ~

and the other direction is similar. Therefore, as in the proof of Lemma (3.8]), we obtain the
following approximation on Jg:

(4.19)

N-1 g

|k1(z) exp(—Pyn(2))] = exp %/xL{(t) dt — Z/ Re()\*kwl(gl)(t))dt
0 v

Let n € (0,1). Using Lemma and condition (4.5)), one obtains, when z large enough
and for all x € Jz \ (xg — ndg, xg + ndgs),

LUt e = aglo(a VD () _ 10(a;"V O (as) -
[ Re (i) de| ™ e asfVB) T tVBin)

By employing Lemma for k € [[1,N —1]] and for all x € Jz \ (25 — nds, x5 + nds), we

have
z k+1 . (k+1)v k+1
_ x
a a a
= < | lof*  ~ |
z ™ ESTIYTEY ~ 0 %
/ Re (A" (1)) dt |z = 2?V 1 (5) V' (zs) ol
g
- (—B> (1)—6, if laf > 5,
< Jn\>p VW (zg)
~ 1 /B k+% B%x%’/
n \lal Vi (2s)
1
S —z5° =o0(1)
n B
Here, in case |a| < 3, we have used (4.15) and in other case, we have used (4.10)). The
conclusion of the lemma is obviously deduced from Lemma [4.4] O]

4.4. Proofs of the main results.

Proof of Theorem[{.3. Fix ¢ € (0,1) and consider (8, c) defined in the statement of the
theorem. We start the proof by showing that

‘ ki exp(—Py n) <2P>(\1])\7 B ﬁ) 5(1)
) A

k1 exp(=P,n) §(2) ‘
A+m—Vag

A+m—Vag K

L2(R4)

PED < k(Boe).  (4.20)

2
kl(fiaz)(exp(*P/\,N)g)
A4+m—Vag

\/||k;1 exp(—PA,N)§||%2(R+) +

L2(R4)

By choosing ¢ in Lemma [4.5]sufficiently small such that 1 —¢ > ¢, we can write 1 —e = ¢+2¢,
for some ¢ > 0. The plan is to use the upper bound of k; exp (—P, n) in Lemma to
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control the terms in the numerator of (4.20) and employ the lower bound of ky exp (—Py n)
for the denominator. We start with the term attached with £¢®:

kl eXp(_P)\7N) (2) 2

Ad+m— ‘/22 L2(Ry)
5_4 wﬁ_(s?ﬁ zB+55
S LQ / exp (—2(1 — e)F(zp,x)) dz + / .exp (=2(1 —¢)F(ag,x)) dx
o z5—0p wgt+-L

Say <exp (—2(1 —e)F <x5, T — %)) + exp (—2(1 —e)F (xﬁ, Tg + %)))
< exp (—2(c—|— & F (zﬂ,xﬁ - %)) + exp (-2(c+ &) F (zﬁ,zﬁ + %)) .

In the second inequality, we used (4.15)) and the fact that F(zs,x) is increasing as x goes
far from xg. Furthermore, all appearing polynomial terms will be restrained, with some
positive constants C7, Cy > 0, by

max {exp (—éF (l’g,l‘g — %)) , eXp (—EF (:cg,xﬁ + %ﬁ))}

< exp (—C VO (wp)a5) (4.21)
< exp (—0293251) ,

which follows directly from (4.17)), the definition of dg in (4.12) and the condition (4.3]) and
(4.10). Thus, we have

1

kl exp(—PAyN) (2)
A+ m— ‘/22

S exp (~(et F (- 2))
L2(Ry)
. ds
+exp | —(c+O)F s, 25+ ) |-

The second term in the numerator is bounded in the same manner. In detail, we look at
the expression

(4.22)

op) B e 2N§A%(” _B
AN TR A 2 k K
For all k£ € [[0, N — 1]] and for all z € J; \ Jj, thanks to and (4.10), we have
k1) (x_%)kH if o] > B
|/\_k1/1;(91)(1’1})| 5 (1 N £>k+1 Z'Eg k+: 5 ﬂ g k+’1 , 5 1
1ALk lal /o (%) | || < 8.

The term related to K is estimated as same as w(()l) . Then, from (4.18)), we have

K
K

1

1
ek
A+ m — Vo

2P(1) _
AN N|>\+m_‘/'22|r\1
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Therefore, we also obtain the same estimate as (4.22)) for the term attached with ¢ in
(4.20). We consider n > 0 in Lemma such that 2n < %, then it leads to

xg+2ndg

sexp(-Pus)éliog, 2 [ exp(-CP(pa) da

$B+T]55
2 nxg” exp (—2CF (zg, 25 + 2ndp)) .
Using (4.17) and choosing 1 small enough, we have

(c+o)F (-73673%’ - %ﬁ) — CF (zg,25 4 2n6g) > (1 — O(n*)) (c+ &) F (:cﬁ,xﬁ — —)

and similarly

0 5
(C+ 6)F (xﬁ,l’ﬁ + 5/6)) —CF (C(]ﬁ,l’g + 2U55) 2 (1 - 0(772))(C+ é)F ($B7$B =+ 3’8) .

Then, (4.20) follows by choosing 7 sufficiently small and (4.21)).
Finally, we estimate the remainder ([2.13]) by using Lemma O

4.5. Applications. Let us list here some examples which are direct consequences of The-
orem [£.2 We will see that the shape of the pseudospectrum depends not only on the type
of the potentials, but also on their regularity.

Example 4. First of all, we want to consider a kind of logarithmic potential on R, :

V@y:(fﬁ? iﬁgo’ (4.23)

where u € W2(R,), with N € Ny, is such that |u(z)] = o(1) as + — 4oco. Then all
conditions of Assumptionare satisfied with v = —1 and any ¢, € (0, %) Given 8 > 0, then
x5 > 0 is determined by the relation z5 = e”. About the quantity (3, c) for ¢ € (0,1), on
account of the estimate , it decays in a superexponential way independent of the choice
of a, with some constant C' > 0, k(53,¢) = O (exp (—C’eﬁ)). Since Re Vi1 = ReVay = 0, the

condition (4.14)) of Theorem {4.2| are clearly satisfied if and only if
o] > m. (4.24)
While (4.15)) is assured if and only if

la] 2 B2 exp (—g) : (4.25)

Therefore, we consider two cases:

a) If m = 0, by the choice (4.25)), there exist a number 5y > 0 and a family (¥ ),
whose supports are contained in R, such that

-N - if
st _ [OF RN il
o o(ptex(-5)). it ol < 6,
where
Q= {a+iﬁ€@:6>5o and |a]25%exp <—§)} (4.26)

b) If m > 0, by the choice (4.24)), there exist a number Fy > 0 and a family (V) ),
whose supports are contained in R, such that

|(Ev = )@l _ {0 (BN exp(~(N+ 1)), if|a] > 5,

[R2w| O (8*N exp (—=(N +1)8)), if |af <85,
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where
Q:={a+ifeC:5>f and |a] > m}. (4.27)

From the definition of €2, we see that the pseudospectral region contains even points which
stay very close to the line @« = 0 when m = 0 and when (5 large enough (see Figure [1)).

(A) m =0. (B) m> 0.

FIGURE 1. Illustration of the shapes of  (in cyan color) with the logarithmic
potential V' given in (4.23) in two cases:
(A) m = 0: The “wine decanter” curve is the graph of |a| = 32 exp (%ﬁ),
(B) m > 0: The vertical lines are the graphs of |a| = m.

Example 5. Next, we want to study the polynomial-like potential on R, in the following

form . ( iz v(:p)) | (4.28)

v(x) iz

where v > 0, v € WN*(R,) with N € N; such that |v(z)| = o(z?) for £ — +o00. Then all

loc

the conditions of Assumption [[I| are satisfied with v = —1 and any &; € (0, 77“) Given

B >0, then x5 > 0 is determined, see (4.1)), by x5 = 5%. From the estimate (4.21)), for any
c € (0,1), the quantity x(f3, c) has an exponentially decay, with some C' > 0,

k(B,c) =0 (exp <—C’5WT+1>> )
Since Re Vi1 = Re Vay = 0, the constraints in (4.14]) imposed on « are satisfied if and only if
la| > m. (4.29)

~y—1

1
We can compute directly the left-hand side of (4.15]) as a function of f: (ﬁxg) 2= B% 7.
We consider two cases:
i) If ¥ > 1, we may take o as (with € > 0)
o] 2 B35+,
Next, we are concerned about how small € can be chosen such that we have the
decay of o™ (). For 3 > 0 large enough, we have

_ 1 _1 .
O_(N)(B) < 6 (1+’Y)N ) if |OZ| > B?
~ 5_5(2N+1)+§%1 if |o| < 8.

)

In order to have a decay for o) () as 8 — 400, we choose

1 —1
€= L+n, with n > 0.




36

In summary, for any n > 0, there exist §y > 0 and a family (V) x)req such that

I(Hy =N Ty O (5*(1+%)N%> : if o] > 8,
ol o (g, if o] < 3.
has the decay at the polynomial rate and the pseudospectral region 2 is defined as
Qﬁ:{a+%ﬁ€(:w3>ﬁomﬁ|a“35@+ﬂ%ﬂ¥%“?. (4.30)
ii) If 0 < v < 1, the condition is equivalent to
o] > g2 (4.31)

Depending on the value of m, we can compare compare two conditions (4.29) and
(4.31)) as B — 4+o00. We have two cases as below.
(a) If m = 0, by the choice (4.31]), there exists Sy > 0 such that, for all A\ belonging

to the set
Q:{a+wec:5>&am¢ﬂ>5¥$}, (4.32)
our problem has the decay
SEOE AT
e~ nwaal [O(8 ). iflal>5
Wl 10) (5—%1%”) : if |a| < 8.
(b) If m > 0, by the choice (4.29)), there exists 5y > 0 such that, for all A belonging
to the set
Q={a+ifeC:p>pFand |a] > m}, (4.33)
our problem has the decay
)
w00 el > 5
KWWY @) (5*(1”1)1777) , if || < 8.

The reader is also invited to compare our results with the application of the same method
for Schrodinger operators with the polynomial potential V(x) := iz? with v > 1 in [23]
Ex. 5.3]. We see that the pseudospectra of the Dirac operators are larger than those of the
Schrodinger operators. While the outcome « is kept between two curves in the Schrodinger
case, the outcome « in the Dirac case is just bounded from below by a curve. Technically,

this can be explained by the appearance of A in the denominator of the estimate Re <)\w(_11))

for the Schrodinger operator, in which the above bound of « is employed (to be clear, [23]
Est. (5.9)]). Furthermore, [23, Ex. 5.3] only investigates the case v > 1, while ours produce
the results for even 0 < v < 1. Finally, the decay of the problem in [23] is attained only
when N large enough, while our method gives us the decay even for small N. In Figure
we see some representatives for the shape of €2 corresponding to the power v and the value
of m (when 0 < v < 1). For the faster growing of the polynomial, the pseudospectrum
region (2 stands further away the axis o = 0.

Example 6. The next example that we want to study is the potential whose Im V}; = Im V5,

is an exponential function:
(e u(x)

where v > 0, u € WN*(R,), with N € Ny, such that |u(z)| = o(e”") as z — +o0. All

loc

conditions of Assumption [[I] are satisfied with v =~ — 1 and any ¢; > 0. Given 8 > 1, the
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0
5

A
(A) v=2. (B) y=14% and m =0. (c) v =124 and m > 0.

FIGURE 2. Illustrations of the shapes of Q (in cyan color) associated with
the potential V' given in (4.28)) corresponding to v and the value of m. The
magenta curves are, respectively,

(A) v =2: |a| = B1T3, here we took 7 in (£.30) such that —— + 5 = 3

. 8n+4
(B) y=14and m=0: |a| =2,
(C) y=1%and m > 0: |a| =m.

turning point xz > 0 is determined by the relation x5 = ln(ﬁ)%. For any ¢ € (0,1), thanks
to (4.21)), there is some C' > 0 such that

k(B,c) =0 (exp <—C’5 ln(ﬂ)%ﬂ)) )

Again, since Re Vi1 = Re Vay = 0 the conditions in (4.14]) are equivalent to the fact (4.29)).

We may take o that is, with some ¢ > 0, |a] > g2t= ln(ﬁ)%%l such that the condition (4.31])
is satisfied. Under this choice of o, we can bound above o™ (3)

2(y=1) N

BN In(B) 7, if |a] > g and v > 1,
oM (B) < 4N ln(ﬁ)val(N“), if |o| > p and v < 1,
BrsCN 1y (8)z 5 if o] < 8.

In order to get the decay of o™ (j3) as 3 — +oo, we choose

= ith )
€ IN 12 +n, with n > 0
In conclusion: for any n > 0, there exist 5y > 0 and a family (V) y)aeq such that
@) (5_N ln(ﬁ)%vil)N) , if |a] > f and v > 1,
Hy — WU -
I(Hy )] =<0 (5_N ln(ﬁ)%w“)) , if |a] > B and v < 1,
[RZwN| o
O(FV MBI ), iffal <8,
where o .
Q:{a+wec:5>%amyﬂzﬁﬁmﬁﬂmwﬁ%}. (4.35)

In Figure [3, some sketches are created for the the imagination of the pseudospectral region
Q) in the exponential cases. As in the polynomial cases, the higher v is, the further €2 stays
away from the axis a = 0.
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(4) y=2. (B) v =1. (c) 7= 1.

F1GUure 3. Illustrations of the shapes of Q (in cyan color) associated with
the potential V' given in (4.34)) corresponding to . Here we assume that N is
large enough such that we can take n small enough satisfying m +n=

10
on the right-hand side of (4.35). The magenta curves are, respectively,

(A) 7 =2 |a] = B2¥ 0 In(B)1,
(B) y=1: |a| = pztw,
(C) v =3t la] = B2¥ 10 In(B) 2.

REFERENCES

A. Arifoski and P. Siegl. Pseudospectra of the damped wave equation with unbounded damping. STAM
J. Math. Anal., 52(2):1343-1362, 2020.

V. Arnaiz. Construction of quasimodes for non-selfadjoint operators via propagation of Hagedorn wave-
packets. arXiv:2010.14967 [math.AP].

F. Bagarello, J.-P. Gazeau, F. H. Szafraniec, and M. Znojil, editors. Non-selfadjoint operators in quan-
tum physics: Mathematical aspects. Wiley-Interscience, 2015. 432 pages.

C. M. Bender and P. N. Boettcher. Real spectra in non-Hermitian Hamiltonians having P7T symmetry.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 80:5243-5246, 1998.

the method of multipliers. Comm. Math. Phys., 379:633-691, 2020.

J.-C. Cuenin. Estimates on complex eigenvalues for Dirac operators on the half-line. Integral Equations
Operator Theory, 79(3):377-388, 2014.

J.-C. Cuenin. Eigenvalue bounds for Dirac and fractional Schrédinger operators with complex poten-
tials. J. Funct. Anal., 272:2987-3018, 2017.

J.-C. Cuenin, A. Laptev, and C. Tretter. Eigenvalue estimates for non-selfadjoint Dirac operators on
the real line. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 15(4):707-736, 2014.

J.-C. Cuenin and P. Siegl. Eigenvalues of one-dimensional non-self-adjoint Dirac operators and appli-
cations. Lett. Math. Phys., 108(7):1757-1778, 2018.

P. D’Ancona, L. Fanelli, and N. M. Schiavone. Eigenvalue bounds for non-selfadjoint Dirac operators.
Nonlinear Anal., 214:112565, 2022.

E. B. Davies. Semi-classical states for non-self-adjoint Schrédinger operators. Comm. Math. Phys.,
200(1):35-41, 1999.

E. B. Davies. Linear operators and their spectra. Cambridge University Press, 2007.

N. Dencker, J. Sjostrand, and M. Zworski. Pseudospectra of semiclassical (pseudo-) differential opera-
tors. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 57(3):384-415, 2004.

M. Dimassi and J. Sjostrand. Spectral Asymptotics in the Semi-Classical Limit. London Mathematical
Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, 1999.

A. Enblom. Resolvent estimates and bounds on eigenvalues for Dirac operators on the half-line. J.
Phys. A: Math. Theor., 51:165203, 2018.

tors. Lett. Math. Phys., 109:1473-1485, 2019.

Y. Guedes Bonthonneau, T. Nguyen Duc, N. Raymond, and S. Vii Ngoc. Magnetic WKB constructions
on surfaces. Rev. Math. Phys., 33(7):Paper No. 2150022, 41, 2021.

B. Helffer. Spectral theory and its applications. Cambridge University Press, New York, 2013.

R. Henry. Spectral instability for the complex Airy operator and even non-selfadjoint anharmonic
oscillators. J. Spectr. Theory, 4:349-364, 2014.



39

[20] R. Henry. Spectral projections of the complex cubic oscillator. Ann. H. Poincaré, 15:2025-2043, 2014.
potential. J. Spectr. Theory, 7:659-697, 2017.

[22] M. Hitrik, J. Sjostrand, and J. Viola. Resolvent estimates for elliptic quadratic differential operators.
Anal. PDE, 6:181-196, 2013.

.....

Math. Phys., 56(10):103513, 32, 2015.

[25] R. Novdk. On the pseudospectrum of the harmonic oscillator with imaginary cubic potential. Int. J.
Theor. Phys., 54:4142-4153, 2015.

[26] S. Roman. The formula of Faa di Bruno. Amer. Math. Monthly, 87(10):805-809, 1980.
86:121702(R), 2012.

[28] B. Thaller. The Dirac equation. Texts and Monographs in Physics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

[29] L. N. Trefethen and M. Embree. Spectra and pseudospectra. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ,
2005. The behavior of nonnormal matrices and operators.

[30] M. Zworski. A remark on a paper of E. B. Davies. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 129:2955-2957, 2001.

vvvvv

ENGINEERING, CZECH TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY IN PRAGUE, TROJANOVA 13, 12000 PRAGUE 2, CZECH
REPUBLIC
Email address: david.krejcirik@f jfi.cvut.cz

(Tho Nguyen Duc) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, FACULTY OF NUCLEAR SCIENCES AND PHYSICAL
ENGINEERING, CZECH TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY IN PRAGUE, TROJANOVA 13, 12000 PRAGUE 2, CZECH
REPUBLIC

Email address: nguyed16@f jfi.cvut.cz



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Motivations
	1.2. The model and main results
	1.3. Comparison between Schrödinger and Dirac pseudomodes
	1.4. Handy notations
	1.5. Structure of the paper

	2. WKB construction
	2.1. Warming-up
	2.2. Structure of solutions of the transport equations and the WKB remainder

	3. Pseudomodes for 
	3.1. General shapes of the potentials
	3.2. Shapes of the cut-off functions
	3.3. Auxiliary steps
	3.4. Main results
	3.5. Applications

	4. Pseudomodes for large general pseudoeigenvalues
	4.1. Allowable shapes of the potentials
	4.2. Main results
	4.3. Intermediate steps
	4.4. Proofs of the main results
	4.5. Applications

	Acknowledgement
	References

