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STABILISATION OF WAVES ON PRODUCT MANIFOLDS BY
BOUNDARY STRIPS

RUOYU P. T. WANG

ABSTRACT. We show that a transversely geometrically controlling boundary
damping strip is sufficient but not necessary for t~1/2-decay of waves on
product manifolds. We give a general scheme to turn resolvent estimates for
impedance problems on cross-sections to wave decay on product manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Main Results. Let X be a compact smooth manifold with smooth boundary
0X. Let Y be a complete smooth manifold, not necessarily compact. Throughout
the paper, compact manifolds means topologically compact ones with or without
boundary. If 9Y # (), we assume that the boundary condition on dY makes A, > 0
essentially self-adjoint on L?(Y). Let I' = X x Y and consider non-negative
boundary damping functions a,b € L>°(T"). We always impose an assumption:

Assumption 1.1. We assume there is non-negative ag(z) € C°(0X) and constant
co > 0 that co < a(z,y)/ao(z) <1, 0 < b(x,y)/ao(z) <1 onT.

Definition 1.2 (Geometric Control Condition). We say ¥ C 90X geometrically
controls X, if there is T > 0 that every unit-speed generalised geodesic hits 3
non-diffractively in time 7. This is the assumption of [BLR92, Theorem 5.5].

We consider the damped wave equation on the product manifold Q@ = X x Y:
(1.1) (07 + Ar + Ay)u(t,z,y) =0, on Ry x Q,
(1.2) (On + a(z,y)0: + b(z,y))u(t,z,y) =0, on Ry x T,
(13)  u(0,2,y) = uole,y) € HY(Q), D0, ,y) = ui,y) € HY(Q),

where Hj(S) are the Sobolev spaces whose boundary condition on X x 9Y is
consistent with the chosen one on 9Y. Define the energy of the solution by

1
(1.4) B(u,t) = §/|Vu|2+|5tu|2.
Q

Theorem 1.3 (Transverse Geometric Control to Energy Decay). Assume {ao(z) >
0} C 0X geometrically controls X. Then there is C > 0 such that

(15) B(u,t)% < Ct% ([Juoll 2y + uall i)
either if Y is compact, or if 0 < cog < b/ag on T.
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FIGURE 1. Three examples of 2 = X x Y where Theorem 1.3
applies, on B2 x [0, 1], [0,1] x S!, [0,1] x T2. The damping regions
{a > 0} are shaded grey.

We give some examples in Figure 1. One could also refer to Figure 4 to 6
in [BLRI2] for more interesting choices of X and ag(x), for example, Tkawa’s bowling
balls or dogbone regions.

There have been some previous results on the decay of waves in cylindrical
domains when the damping is uniformly positive on T': the t~°-decay for some
6 > 0 was shown in [Phu08], and the t~'/3-decay could be shown using the method
in [Nis13]. In [Wan21] we showed the sharp t~!/2-decay when X is star-shaped.
Theorem 1.3 removes such star-shaped assumption. See Remark 1.4(3). This is
also the only boundary damping result we know when Y is non-compact, along the
local energy decay obtained in [Roy18].

When the damping could vanish on some part of I'; the only result we know is
an a priori 1/log(2 + t)-decay, given by the Carleman estimates in [LR97]. The
t~1/2_decay given in Theorem 1.3 is more optimal on product manifolds. See also
the references within [Wan21].

Remark 1.4. (1) The rate is sharp when ap > 0 on 0X and ag is sufficiently
Holder-regular. See Proposition 4.4.

(2) The transverse geometric control is not necessary for the t~/2-rate. Let
X =100,1],, Y =S}, xS} and a(x) = 1. The damping region {a > 0} geometrically
controls [0, 1], and hence one obtains ¢~'/?-decay for waves on X x Y: this is
the third figure in Figure 1. However, the problem is equivalent to that for X' =
0,1], x SL, Y' = S} and a(x,z) = 1. In X', the second figure of Figure 1, the
damping region {a > 0} = {1}, x S! does not geometrically control X’ x Y’,
however the waves on X’ x Y/ = X x Y enjoys the t~/2-decay.

(3) When X is a bounded domain in R? with smooth boundary, and ag(x) > 0
on 90X, we have the geometric control condition, due to [BSW16, Lemma 5.3].

(4) The smoothness of X could possibly be weakened to some manifolds with
corners where the generalised bicharacteristic flows are well-defined, or C%-metric
with C3-boundary: see [Bur97]. As long as we still have the spectral resolution of
A,, Y could be any manifold. See also Corollary 1.7 for the case of C*'-boundary.

We also obtain a general scheme to turn the resolvent estimates for interior
impedance problems on the cross-section X into energy decay rates of waves with
boundary damping on 2 = X x Y:

Theorem 1.5 (Transverse Resolvent Estimate to Energy Decay). Assume there
exist § > 0,9 > 0, C > 0 such that uniformly for |u| > po and any f € L*(X),g €
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FIGURE 2. Two examples of X when there is no geometric con-
trol: the Bunimovich stadium on the left, and a domain with C!-
boundary on the right.

VaoL*(0X) and u that

(1.6) (A= f, on X,
(1.7) i0pu + appu = g, on 0X,
we have

(1.8) flullZ2(xy + () 2 IVullZaixy < CU® 1 F1720x) + Clw) "> llg/VaollZz ox)-

Then there is C > 0 such that for the solution u to the equation (1.1) to (1.3),
L

(1.9) B(u,1)% < C 75 (Juoll ) + llut o),

either if Y is compact, or if 0 < c¢o < b/ag on T.

We present some immediate corollaries in cases where we do not have the geo-
metric control condition on the cross-section X. Recall the Bunimovich stadium is
a planar domain which is a union of a rectangle R with two wings W: see Figure 2,
and [BHWO07, Nis13]. We consider some damping ag(z) > 0 on W which vanishes
on most of OR. The geometric control is violated on the Bunimovich stadium X,
however we have obtained polynomial decay rates.

Corollary 1.6. Let X = RUW be the Bunimovich stadium, and ao(xz) > 0 on
OW. Then we have

(1.10) E(u,t)? < Ct7 (|luollg2(o) + utll o)),

for the equation (1.1) to (1.3), where Q = X x Y, either if Y is compact, or if
0<co<b/ag onT.

Another case we consider is when the boundary of X is merely C!, rough enough
to prohibit generalised bicharacteristics from being well-defined. See Figure 2 and
[CV02].

Corollary 1.7. Let X* c R? be a smooth bounded connected domain with a smooth
boundary dX*, equipped with a smooth metric. Let X C X* be a connected domain
of the same dimension, with a C*-boundary 0X and 0X NOX* = 0. Assume there
is T > 0 such that every geodesic in X* hits X!, not necessarily non-diffractively,
within time T. Let ag(x) > 0 on 0X and we have

1 1
(1.11) E(u,t)2 < Ct73 (|luol| g2y + lullzr @)
for the equation (1.1) to (1.3), where Q = X x Y, either if Y is compact, or if
0<co<b/ag onT.

Remark 1.8. We can use the D(A)-norm defined in Section 4, instead H?-norm of
up in (1.5), (1.9), (1.10), (1.11). When a,b € C%/2+9(T) for some § > 0, those two
norms are equivalent.
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The paper is organised in the following manner: in Section 2 we deal with the
Geometric Control Condition and resolvent estimates on X; in Section 3 we use the
resolvent estimates on X to derive those on 2 = X x Y; in Section 4 we set up the
evolution problem and finish the proofs of the results.

1.2. Acknowledgement. The author is grateful to Jared Wunsch for numerous
discussions around these results as well as many valuable comments on the manu-
script. The author is grateful to Mikko Salo for kindly pointing out the reference
for a unique continuation result used in Lemma 2.2.

2. TRANSVERSE RESOLVENT DOWN THROUGH ZERO FREQUENCY

In this section, the inner products are defaulted to L?(X) or the L?-space over
the indicated space. We firstly show that the geometric control condition gives an
high frequency estimate.

Lemma 2.1. (Geometric Control to High Frequency Estimate) Assume {ao(x) >
0} geometrically controls X. Then there exists C,uo > 0 such that uniformly for
any |ul > o, f € LA(X), g € JasL2(0X), u that

(2.1) (A==, on X,
(2.2) i0pu + appu = g, on 0X,
we have

(2.3) NullZ2cx) + () 2 Vullzzx) < C) 2l FlIZ2x) + C "2 ll9/Vaoll Za(ox)-

In other words, we have the estimate (1.8) with 6 = 0 for the equation (1.6) to
(1.7).

Proof. The idea of the proof follows [BSW16, Theorem 1.8]. Consider v, being the
unique solution to

(2.4) (0} + Ay)v, = e ™Mo(t)f = F, on X,
(2.5) (O + ag0i)v, = e " ¢(t)g = G, on 0X,
(2.6) vu(t, ) =0, t <0,

where ¢ is smooth and compactly supported in (0,1) with [¢ = 1. Pair (2.23)
with dyv, in L*(X) to see
2.7) 0(IVuullk + 10rll%) = —2llVaodr,ll3x

+Re (G, dvu)ox + (F,0vu)x) < CIIF|% + ClG/Vaol5x + Cllownlk-
Apply the Gronwall’s inequality to see, at ¢t = 1,
(2.8) IVoulli + 10e0ull% < ClIFIf 1xx + CIG/Vaollo yxox-

Since {ag(x) > 0} geometrically controls X, by [BLR92, Theorem 5.5] we have the
exponential decay for all ¢ > 1:

(2.9) Vol + 10wulli < Ce(IF1Ix + l9/vaoll3x),
where the constants do not depend on p. Inverse Fourier transform ¢ to 7 to observe
(2.10) (A =) F 0, = dlu— )1,

(2.11) (10 + aoT)F v, = id(u — 7)g.
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Use ||]-"’1v#||L2(X) < vullzzr,,22(x)) to deduce from (2.9)

(2.12) ITIF vullx + IVF oullx < CUFI+ [lg/v/aolD)-
for all 7 € R. Now let 7 = pu to see the solutions to (2.1) u, = F 'v,, and the
desired estimate for |u| > po > 0 uniformly. O

We here use the unique continuation principles to fix the low frequencies.

Lemma 2.2 (All Frequency Estimate). Suppose ag Z 0 on 0X, and for the equation
(1.6) to (1.7), we have the estimate (1.8) with & > 0, uniformly for all |u| > o > 0.
Then for another equation with f € L*(X), g € \/agL*(0X),

(2.13) (A= pHu=f, onX,

(2.14) i0pu + appu + tapu = g, on 0X,

uniformly for all 4 € R we have

(2.15) Jlull72cx) + (1) "2 Vull L2y < CU> NF 122000 +C )~ 9/Vaol 2z ox)-

Note the perturbative term iagu added to the boundary that makes (2.13) different
from (1.6).

Proof. 1. We claim (2.15) holds for |u| > po > 0. Firstly pair (2.13) with « and
take the imaginary part to see

(2.16) IVaoull3x = 1~ Re(g,u)ox — p~ " Im(f, u).
Estimate
(2.17) IVaoulzx < Ce ' u™* (| fI* + Cu~lg/Vaol3x + e °|lul*.

Rewrite the boundary condition (2.14) as id0,u + appu = g — tagu and apply the
resolvent estimate (1.8) to see

(218) JlulZex) + (0 2 Vull 2y < O 1F 1172 (x) + Ol >+ lvaoullfx
+C) g/ VaolZaox) < CUmP + (1)) FI1Zax)
+ O ™20 4+ (1)) lg/Vaol Zaox) + ellul.

Absorb the last term to observe the claim.

2. Assume there exists a sequence p, — p, for some |u| < po such that (2.15)
does not hold, that is, there are ||uy||32 4+ (1) 2| Vul* = 1 and f,, = or2(1),
gn = /a00L2(9x)(1) such that
(2.19) (A = p2)up = fn, on X,

(2.20) 10pUy + Qo finlUy + 100Uy = gn, on OX.

Note that this implies that ||uy,|| uniformly bounded in H'. Pair (2.19) with u,
and take the real part to see ||[Vu,| = [ul[|un| + o(1) and hence |lu,|| = (1 +
w2/ {u)?)~! + o(1). Via a subsequence we have u,, — u € H' weakly in H'. As X
is compact, u, — u in H*>/*-norm and thus u,, — v in L?(X)-norm. Now for any
¢ € H} we have

Take n — 0o to see
(2.22) (Vu, Vo) — pi?(u, ¢) + (aou, ¢)ax = 0.
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Therefore u € H! is the weak solution to
(2.23) (A —p*u =0, on X,
(2.24) i0pu + iapu = 0, on 0X.

Pair (2.23) with u and take the real part to see ||\/aou|lsx = 0. Hence over {ay > 0},
u = 0 and hence J,u = 0. This implies © = 0 on X via the classical unique
continuation: see for example, [ARRV09, Theorem 1.9]. Thus w, — 0 weakly in
H' and in L?-norm, but this contradicts that ||u,| — (1 + p?/{(u)?)~! > 0. O

We now show the main resolvent estimate in this section, for an overdamped
interior impedance problem on X.

Proposition 2.3 (Transverse Resolvent Down Through Zero Frequency). Assume
the resolvent estimate (1.8) of parameter § > 0 holds on X, and let by(z) € L™ (0X)
be that 0 < by < ag almost everywhere. Then for each Ao > 0, there exists C' > 0
such that uniformly for any p, A, f € L*(X), g € \JagL*(0X), u that

(2.25) (A—=2u=f, onX,

(2.26) 10,u + aglu + ibou = g, on 0X,

where |\| > Xg, —00 < z < A2, we have

(2.27) lullF x) < COVF2AFIIZ2x) + CN N9/ Vaoll 2 ox)-

If we assume 0 < ¢y < bo/ag on X, we could take N\g = 0, that is, the same
resolvent estimates hold for any A € R.

Proof. 1. Assume (2.27) is not true, that there exists |\,| > Ao > 0, —00 < z, < A2,
lunllgn =1, fo=o0r2((An) 17%), gn = V/a00ax ((An) ~°/?) such that

(2.28) (A — zp)up = fn, on X,

(2.29) 10n Uy, + agAn Uy + iboty, = gpn, on 0X.

We firstly establish some a priori estimates. Pair (2.28) with u,, and take the real
and imaginary parts to see

(2.30) Hvun”2 - Zn||un||2 + H\/%unH%X = Re (fn, un) — Im (gn, un)ox,
(2.31) IVaounlly = X, Re(gn, un)ox — A, T f, un),

where we have divided the imaginary part by A, as A, is uniformly bounded away
from 0. Furthermore

(2.32) Vaounllix < Ce ' A2llgn/vaol3x + ClAal ™ {(fny un)l + el Vaoun | 3x,
and the absorption of the last term leads to

(233)  [IVaounl3x < CALllgn/vaollpx + CALM(frsun)| = o((Aa)~277),
because (\,) < [Au|(A\g 1)

2a. Assume that {z,} has infinitely many non-negative elements, and via a
subsequence we have z, > 0 for all n. Let p, = /z, < |\,|. Note that the
equation (2.28) to (2.29) is equivalent to
(2.34) (A = p2)un = fn, on X,
(2.35) iOpn + aofinly + iagu, = g, on 0X,
(2.36) gr = gn + (fn — Ap + 1)aoun — ibotin,
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by reformulating the boundary condition. Note that by < Cag over 9.X and estimate

(2.37) lgn/vaoldx < llgn/vaoldx + CALlIVaounlfx = o((An) =)
by (2.33). Apply the estimate (2.15) given in Lemma 2.2 to see

(238)  {ua) 7 = () P llunllFn < Hunll? + n) 2Vl < Cun) || £all?
(2:39) +C{ua) *Fllgn/Vaoll5x = o({kn)* A2 7% + (pn) “2H0X%) = o () ~?)

since 1 < (pn) < (An). This is the desired contradiction.

2b. By excluding the possibility 2a, via a subsequence we have z,, < 0 for all n.
Assume that there exists a uniform bound —1 < —¢ < 0 that z, < —¢ < 0 for all
n. The equation (2.30) gives

(2.40) IVunll® + [znlllunl® < [(fr, un)| + [{gn/ /a0, Vaoun)ax| = o(1).
However
(2.41) IVunl? + |zalllul® > cllunlfn = ¢ >0

gives the desired contradiction.
2¢. The only possibility left is that via a subsequence z, — 0 with z, < 0. The
equation (2.30) gives

(2.42) IVunll® < [(fa un)| + Kgn/v/a0, Vaoun)ox| = o(1).
As {u,} are normalised in H', we know ||u,|| =1+ o(1) and there exists u € H'

such that u, — u weakly in H'. Then Vu, — Vu weakly in L?, but Vu, — 0 in
L2, thus Vu = 0, and u is equal to a constant. Moreover as X is compact, u, — u
in both L? and L?(0X) and (2.33) implies u = 0 over the support of ag(z). Then
u =0 over X, but ||u| = lim ||u,| = 1, yielding the contradiction.

3. Now we assume further that ¢y < by/ag on X and show (2.27) for all A € R.
Assume now we have A, — 0, then f = 072(1), g = \/aposx(1). Note that we
could not use (2.33) for it fails as \g = 0. From (2.30) we could estimate

(2.43) || Vun|® + [[vboun 3x < (A2 + 20)[unll® + | full lunll + Ce™gn/Vaoll3x
+ €]l Vagun [ 3x-
Since cpag < bp on X and z, < A2, we have

(244) [Vunl® + [IVaounl5x < CX; lunll® + Cll fullllunl + Cllgn/Vaoll5x = o(1),
and |lu,|| = 1+ o(1). Follow the argument in Step 2c to obtain that u, — 0 in L?
and hence the contradiction. O
3. RESOLVENT ESTIMATES ON PRODUCT MANIFOLDS
Let H3(Y') be the closure of
(3.1) {ueC™®(Y)NH?(Y) : u satisfies the chosen boundary condition on 9Y}

under H*(Y)-norm. Let H3(Q), the Sobolev space of order s on £ with the chosen
boundary condition on X x dY be the closure of

(32) {ueC®Q)NH*():VrelX,
u(z, -) satisfies the chosen boundary condition on 9Y'}

under H*(Q)-norm. In this section, the inner products are defaulted to L?(f2) or
the L2-space over the indicated space.
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Proposition 3.1 (Resolvent Estimates on Product Manifolds). On Q@ = X x Y,
consider a solution u € HA(Q) to the interior impedance problem,

(3.3) (Az + Ay — XNu(x,y) = f, on Q,
(3.4) (10n + ao(X)X + ibo(z))u(z,y) =g, on T' = 0X XY,
where f € L*(Q), g € \JagL*(T), and by(z) is some L>°(9X)-function that 0 < by <

ag almost everywhere. Assume the resolvent estimate (1.8) of parameter § > 0 holds
on X. Then for any Ao > 0, we have some C > 0 independent of \,u, f,g such
that for any |A| > Ao,

(35)  llullfz@) + N 2IVullZa @) < COVF2UFIIZ2 ) + CN) llg/ Vaol Zar).
If f € HY(Q) and g € \JagH*(T"), then

(3.6) ullZ2i)+N) 2 IVulfz@) < CONVPIFIIFn @ +CN > Clig/ Vaoll3 -

If we assume 0 < ¢y < bo/ag on X, we could take N\g = 0, that is, the same
resolvent estimates hold for any A € R.

Remark 3.2. This is the boundary impedance version of [BZ04, Theorem 6.1].

Proof. 1. We show some a priori estimates on 2. Pair (A — A\?)u against u and
take the real and imaginary parts to see

3.7) IVull* = X[lul® + [ Vboul|£ = Re (f,u) — Tm (g, u)r,
(3-8) IVaou[|f = A7" Re(g, u)r — A~ Im(f, u).
Estimate

(3.9) IVaoullt < Ce AT I + CA?llg/ VaollE + elul?,
and

(3.10)  [IVal® = A [lull?| < Ce7 AT2||£I1* + CA7Hlg/ Vaol[F + CAllv/aoull?
< CeTIA2IIFIP + O HlglE + eX?lul®.
This implies for [A] > Ao > 0 we have

(3.11) lull* < CemIATH £ + CA?llg/Vaollf + CA™2([Vull?,
(3.12) IVul* < Cem A2 112 + CA7 g/ Vaollf + CN2lul|*.
When ¢y < bo/ap, directly estimating (3.7) leads to

(3.13) IVull < (N2 ull® + CILFI? + llg/vaollE

for any A € R.

2. We show (3.5). As Y is complete and A, is essentially self-adjoint, we have
the uniquely determined spectral resolution of A, on L?(Y) that

(3.14) Ayv :/ p* dE,(v),
0

where E, is a projection-valued measure and supp(E,) C [0,00). Fix some € < 1
small. We will be using the spectral projector

e/ (m) (X))
(3.15) I, \v = / dE,(v)
n—e/{m){A)1+?
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which localises an L?(Y)-function into a small spectral window of width 2¢/(n)(\)*+9
near 7. Apply the spectral projector to the equation (3.3) and (3.4) to see

(3.16) (Ay — (N2 — 772))Hn1Au(33,y) =1L f — I A (A — n*)u, on €,
(3.17) (10n + ao ()X + ibo(x))IL, xu(z,y) = I, »g, on T

Since for p € [n —¢/{(N) (N0 0+ e/(n) ()],

(3.18) 10> = %] < 2elnl/(m)(A) +4€>/ () (N)* < 6e/(N)',

we have

) nte/ (n) (A1 ) )
(3819) [Tya(Ay —7?)ul = / (¢ — 1) dE,(u)
n

—e/(m(A)He

< 6e(N) 0Ty .
Apply the resolvent estimate (2.27) on X to see uniformly for y,n and A > Ao,

(3:20) 1L, aull3ps (x) < OOV Ty 5 f113x) + CON [Ty rg/vaal e oxy

+ 3602 ||, yul|.
Now choose € small to absorb the last term to have
(3:21) Ml o) < OO, f ey + OOV T a0/ Va3 o)

Since the choice of € does not depend on y,n, A, the constants in this estimate
are again independent of y,1, A\. Now fix A and consider {(n — ¢/{n)(\)1*+% n +
/(M (N1F9)}, as a cover of [0,00). It has a locally finite subcover of multiplicity
3. Sum up (3.21) to see

(3.22) [l xy < 3OV £l 2(x) + 3CN [lg/Vaol Z2ax)-
Integrating the previous inequality over Y gives
(3.23) ||U||%2(sz) + HVzUH%%Q) < 3C<)‘>2+25||f||%2(52) + 3C<)\>6||9/\/%||%2(r)-

Since C' does not depend on A, we have the desired estimate for |ul|. Visit (3.12)
to bound ||Vu||. Note that when ¢y < bg/ag, we could choose Ao = 0 and use (3.13)
instead of (3.12). This concludes the proof of (3.5).

3. We show (3.6). Let the first-order elliptic pseudodifferential operator A be
defined via

(3.24) Av=(1+A,) o= / (p) dE,(v).
0
Note that [A,II, z] = 0 as they are in the same functional calculus. Apply A to the
equation (3.3) and (3.4) to see
(3.25) (Ap — (A2 = )OI, aAu = T, A f — 10, A (A, — 1°)Au, on Q,
(3.26) (i0n + ao(x) NI, zAu(z,y) =11, xAg, on T
Following the same reasoning as in the last step we end up with
(3.27) [AullF2(q) < BCNF2IAS]Z20) +3CN°II(Ag)/vaol -
Now note |lul|gr ~ ||[Aul| + ||Vzul|, and by (3.23) we have

(3.28) lullZr @y < COV T2 F I @) + N llg/ Vaollin ).
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For |A] > A¢p > 0 we have from (3.28) that
(3.29) A2Vl < CONVZ Nl @) + CN) 2 Cllg/Vaoll i

and (3.11) concludes the proof of (3.6). Moreover when ¢y < bg/ap and for A
bounded, (3.28) implies

(3.30) [ullF2) < CllFIF @) + Cllg/Vaollin -
With (3.29) we have (3.6) when Ao = 0. O

4. EVOLUTION AND ENERGY DECAY

Let A = A, ® Id, +1d, ®A,, and the domain D(A) be that of the minimal
closed extension of A : H3(Q) — L?(€2), that is, the closure of C*(2) N H3(f?) in
H}(Q) under the graph norm

(4.1) ||U||%)(A) = HUH%P(Q) + ”AUH%Q(Q)'
Let H = HA(Q) @ L3(2). If b = 0 on I, we further restrict H to the set of
(a,0) € HA(Y) & L3(9) that

(4.2) / v+ / a(z,y)u(z,y) =0,
Q r
a codimension-1 subspace of H, é @ L%. Let the generator of our semigroup be

(4.3) A= (_OA 13) . D(A) = A,

and the domain is
(44) D(A) ={(u,v) e H: A(u,v) € H,0phu+ a(z,y)v +b(z,y)u=0onT},

which is equivalent to the set of all (u,v) € H, u € D(A), v € H}(?) and dpu +
a(xz,y)v+ b(z,y)u =0 on I'. Note D(A) is dense in H, and

(4.5) {(u,v) € H3(Q) @ H(Q) : Opu + a(w, y)v + b(x,y)u = 0 on T'}
is dense in D(A). Define the energy seminorm E on H via
(4.6) 1(w, 0) 1% = 1VullZ2(qy + l[0l72() + [VoulF2r)-

Lemma 4.1. E is a norm on H and is equivalent to the H' @ L?>-norm. A is
mazximally dissipative with respect to the energy norm E and generates a contraction
semigroup e** on H.

Proof. See [Wan21, Proposition 3.1]. Note that via a direct computation we have

(4.7) Re(A(u,v), (u,v))g = — /r a(z,y)v]* <O0.

This demonstrates the dissipative nature of A. O

Proposition 4.2. Assume the resolvent estimate (1.8) holds with parameter § > 0.
Then A has no purely imaginary spectrum, and there exists C > 0 that for A € R.

(4.8) I(A+iX) [ pop < C)2P,
either if Y is compact, or if 0 < co < b/ag on T.
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Proof. 1. Fix some A\g > 0. Assume (4.8) is not true for {|A| > Ao}. Then there
are [A,| > Ao and (up,v,) € D(A) with

(4.9) (s vu) || = V> + on]|* + [ Voun |2 = 1

such that

(410) (A + 'L/\n) (’U,n,’Un) = OE(</\n>7275) = O’H(</\n>7275)-

This can be reduced to

(4.11) Ay = Noun = 012 (M) 727%) + 0mn (M) 71 70),

(4.12) Vp = —idntin + o (M) 7279).

Now (4.7) implies

(413)  [Vavl = = Re((A+ ia)(tn: 0a): (s )} = o () 7>
and

414) Va7 (Vavale + () %) = o (A)=2772).

Note this is the only place we used |Ap| > Ao > 0. Pair (4.11) with u,, and take the
real part to see

(4.15) IV ? + [IVoun [ = M Pllug ]l + o((A) 7' 70).
Use (4.4) to see

(4.16) Ay = Abun = 02 (M) 727%) + o1 (M) 71 70),
(4.17) iOn + aAntn + ibun = aogz ey ((An) 7270).

By Assumption 1.1, we have ¢y < a/ag < 1 and
(4.18) i0ntn + apAntin +ibou, = )\n(a—ao)un—i(b—bo)un+aoF(<)\n>_2_5) = Gn,
where by (z) = infy b(x,y) > 0. Note a,b < ag and use (4.14) to estimate

(4.19) gn = vaoorzry ((An) ~173).

Thus we have turned the quasimodes with boundary damping a(x,y),b(z,y) into
those with ag(z), bo(x):

(4.20) Aup = Nty = f) + fr, on Q
(4.21) iOp iy + Ao An iy + ibotty, = \/agor (M) 1 7%2) = \/aogn, on T
(4.22) fo=or2((n) 7270, fa = om () 7170,
2. By the standard existence theorem, the problem
(4.23) (Awy — Nwy) = f,
(4.24) 10 Wy, + A Apwy, + ibowy, = \/aogn

has a unique solution w,, € D(A) C H}(Q): see [Wan21, Proposition 2.8, Proposi-
tion 4.2], [McL00, Theorem 4.11] for details. Apply the resolvent estimate (3.5) to
see

(4.25) lwall? < COWF 2L + O llgnllE = o((Xa)2).
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Meanwhile u,, — w,, satisfies

(4.26) (A(un = wn) = N (un = wp)) = fy,

(4.27) (10 + agAn + ibo) (un, — wy) = 0.

Apply (3.6) to see

(4.28) lun = wall? < COWP [ fallFn = o((An) 2.

Thus ||us| = o({An)™1). By (4.12) and (4.15) we have

(4.29) 1= [Vun|? + [lonll? + IVbunl2 = 2 [[un ]| + o((ha) 71 %) = 0(1),

which gives the desired contradiction for |A| > g > 0.

3. When Y is compact, we show 0 ¢ Spec(A). By the Rellich theorem we
know D(A) — H compactly. Furthermore Id —A is surjective from D(A) to H.
Hence Spec(A) is discrete, and 0 € Spec(A) only if 0 is an eigenvalue. Indeed, if
A(u,v) =0, we have v = 0 and Au = 0 and then

(4.30) I(w, ) 1% = IVull? + [lo]|* + | VoullE = 0.

Therefore (u,v) = 0 since E is point-separating. Then i(—2Xg, 2)¢) is disjoint from
Spec(A) for some Ag > 0 and we have (4.8).
4. When Y is non-compact and ¢g < b/ag on I', we have

(4.31) ”\/aun”l“ < C”\/EUHHF < |[(un, o)l =1

as |An| — 0 and this fixes (4.14) for all |\,| > Ao = 0. Moreover, in (4.21) we have
bp > copap and the resolvent estimates (3.5) and (3.6) work for A9 = 0, that is, for
all A\. This concludes the proof. (I

We cite [BT10, Theorem 2.4] to characterise the polynomial energy decay:

Theorem 4.3 (Borichev-Tomilov). Let A be a mazimal dissipative operator that
generates a contraction C°-semigroup in a Hilbert space H and assume that iR N
Spec(A4) is empty. Fiz k > 0, and the following are equivalent:

(1) There exists C > 0 such that for any |A| > 0 one has

(4.32) [(A=iN)7H,, L, < CINE
(2) There exists C > 0 such that
(4.33) let4A=t|, ., <Ot %

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The resolvent estimate (4.8) on the generator A with The-
orem 4.3 of Borichev and Tomilov implies

(4.34) E(u,t) = | A A(ug, wr)l| g < Ct 5 (ol 2 + lJuall ),
as claimed in Theorem 1.5. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Lemma 2.1 implies that the geometric control implies the
resolvent estimate (1.8) holds with parameter 6 = 0. Invoke Theorem 1.5 to see the
decay. O
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Proof of Corollary 1.6. Let X be the Bunimovich stadium. Revisit [Nis13, Propo-
sition 6] to see for the equation (1.6) to (1.7) we have for |u| > 1,

(4.35) [ullZ2ix) < CN2(|Fl1720x) + CllglF2(ax);
that is, the estimate (1.8) holds with parameter 6 = 2. Invoke Theorem 1.5 to get
the decay. ([

Proof of Corollary 1.7. Let X, X* be described as in the statement. Invoke [CV02,
Proposition 2.1] to see for the equation (1.6) to (1.7) we have for |u| > Ao > 0,

(4.36) [ullZ2cxy < CA2FlI720x) + CAHIglZ2 (o)

that is, the estimate (1.8) holds with parameter 6 = 1. Invoke Theorem 1.5 to get
the decay. ([

Proposition 4.4. Assume a = ag € CY'/?+9(9X) for some § > 0, ap(z) > 0
on 0X and b = 0. Then there exist quasimodes (An,Uy), ||[Upnlln = 1 such that
(A =i\ Unllg = O((A\n)"2). This implies that the equation (1.1) to (1.3) cannot
be stable at the rate t=/=9) for any e > 0.

Remark 4.5. When X = B? and a(z) = 1, we constructed those quasimodes in
[Wan21, Proposition 3.6, Proposition 4.5] using special functions.

Proof. 1. We begin by constructing a sequence of quasimodes on X. Fix an Dirich-
let eigenfunction w” with respect to some eigenvalue p? where p > 0, that is

(4.37) (A - p®)w’ =0, on X,

(4.38) w’ =0, on X,

and without loss of generality ||w||x = 1. Now note the Holder regularity of a
implies a is a Sobolev multiplier on H?/2(9X), and being uniformly away from

0 makes 1/a one as well: also see [Wan21, Lemma 2.6] and the reference within.
Consider an extension w! € H?(X) from the given boundary data:

(4.39) w' = —i0,u’/a € H?(8X), d,w' =0, on 9X.
Then wy = w® + A~ 'w! forms a sequence of quasimodes on X:
(4.40) (Ay — pH)wy = A 1A, — p®)w, on X,
(4.41) (10 + aX)wy = 0, on 90X,

where [|wy]] =14+ O\ 1.
2. Since A, is unbounded on L?*(Y), there exist A, > p with A\, — oo and
vy, € L(Y) such that

VA2 a2
V), =
P
In other words, v,,’s are spectrally supported inside the spectral windows [/ A2 — pu?—

AL 2,0/ A2 — 2 4+ X 2] that shrink and shift to the infinity. Note |p? — (A2 — p?)| =
O(\,; 1) inside this spectral window and this implies
VAZ—i A

(443) (=0t = [T 00 B ) = O (07

(4.42)

|
—

dEy(vn), |lvnlly =
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Now let u,, = wx, (z)v,(y). We have
(4.44) (A = X)un = va(Ay — p*)wx, +wr, (Ay = (N5 = 1%))on
=0 (A — i )w! s, Orary (A1) = O (A1),

where [Ju,| = 1+ O(\,!). Pair (4.44) with wu, and take the real part to see
[[Vun|| = A + O(1). Note idpu, + agApun, = 0 on T’ and hence (uy,iAu,) € H,
and || (tn, iApun)||l% = VoM, + O(1). Let U, = (tn, iAnun)/ || (tn, iAnun)||%. Then

= O()\;l)(O, —(A - )\%)un) = (’)()\—2) _ O()\r—12+5)7

n

for any € > 0. Invoke Theorem 4.3 to conclude the proof. O
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