SUPERCONDUCTIVITY NEAR THE NORMAL STATE UNDER THE

ACTION OF ELECTRIC CURRENTS AND INDUCED MAGNETIC FIELDS

IN R2

YANIV ALMOG, BERNARD HELFFER AND XING-BIN PAN

ABSTRACT. We consider the linearization of the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau system near
the normal state. We assume that an electric current is applied through the sample, which
captures the whole plane, inducing thereby, a magnetic field. We show that independently of
the current, the normal state is always stable. Using Fourier analysis the detailed behaviour
of solutions is obtained as well. Relying on semi-group theory we then obtain the spectral
properties of the steady-state elliptic operator.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a superconductor placed at a temperature lower than the critical one. If an
electric current is applied through the sample it will induce a magnetic field. It is well-
understood that if the electric current is sufficiently strong, then the sample must be at
a normal state. If the current is then lowered, the normal state would loose stability
and the sample would become superconducting again. Such a pattern of behaviour has
been observed in numerous experiments [28]. It has also been obtained theoretically
by analyzing the stability of the normal state for the time dependent Ginzburg-Landau
system, but with the induced magnetic field neglected [20, 3]. Our interest here is the
joint effect of the current and the magnetic field it induces on the stability of the normal
state. From a mathematical point of view we thus need to consider the linearization of
the Ginzburg-Landau system near the normal state, this time with the effect of induced
magnetic field included.

In contrast with the simplified model, for which the induced magnetic field is neglected,
one cannot present the full model in a one-dimensional setting. In the present contribu-
tion we thus consider a two-dimensional superconducting sample capturing the entire
xy-plane. For a complete analysis of the effect of induced magnetic fields, we need, of
course, to include boundaries and three-dimensional effects. However, the present contri-
bution appears to be a necessary first step before one moves on to include these effects.
Assuming that a magnetic field of magnitude H¢ is perpendicularly applied to the sample
the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau system can be written as follows (see for instance
[4, 6,9, 10, 20, 27, 29]):

{atwmcbw = V250 + 531 — [0 2)0 in (0,T) x R?,

_ 1.1
KZcurlPA + o (0,A + V) = kIm (¥V,ath) + k2curlH®  in (0,T) x R?, (L)

where ¢ is the order parameter, A is the magnetic potential, ® is the electric potential,
the Ginzburg-Landau parameter of the superconductor is denoted by x and the normal
conductivity of the sample by o. The triplet (¢, A, ®) should also satisfy an initial
condition at ¢ = 0. A solution (¢, A, ®) is called a normal state solution if ¢y = 0. From
(1.1) we see that if (0,A,®) is a time-independent normal state solution then (A, ®)
satisfies the equality

KPcurlPA + oV = xZcurlH®  in R (1.2)

In the following we further assume that a current of constant magnitude J is flown
through the sample in the y-axis direction, and that the applied magnetic field is of
constant magnitude, hence ‘H® = hi,, throughout the entire sample. Here i,,i, and i,
denote the canonical basis in R®. Under these additional assumptions (1.2) admits the
following solution, which is also a normal state solution of (1.1),

K2J

1 .

Note that the magnetic field
H = curlA = (Jx + h)i.,
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is the sum of the constant applied magnetic field hi, and a linear term produced by the
electric current. The linearization of (1.1) near the normal state solution (1.3) is

. .3
(9t¢+m Jy

N %“(Jx FRPOY— (G (r R+ i (0,T) X B2 (14)

o
Applying the transformation

h h

_7y__>7

(%,y)H(ZE—J T

we obtain

J
b= A — irJa20, — ((%)%4 - Fﬁ)w. (1.5)
o
In this work we shall analyze the asymptotic behavior of the solutions of (1.5) for large ¢.
We assume J > 0 in the sequel. Otherwise we may either consider the complex con-
jugate of (1.4) or apply the transformation y — —y. Hence, we can rescale z and ¢ by

applying

. .3
at¢+m Jy

t— (k)P (2,y) = (61)P(2,y), (1.6)
yielding
Ou=—(Ape — Nu, (1.7)
where A is the differential operator defined by
Ape = =04 — (0 + %x2)2 +icy, (1.8)
and
= A= uwyt) = wl(nd) o, () oy, (k)2
O_ 7 J2/37 ) Y 7 ) *

Our main objective in this work is to analyze the long time behavior of the semi-group
associated with Ay.. If one assumes that the magnetic field induced by the current is
negligible, the following simplified elliptic operator is obtained from (1.8)

B=—A+icy.

In [3] it is shown that one can obtain the spectral properties of B in large two or three-
dimensional bounded domains, by analyzing first a pair of one-dimensional problems for
functions which depend on y only and involve the so called complex Airy operator

D; +1cy
on R or R,. Obviously, for the present operator (1.8), it is impossible to find a meaningful
one-dimensional setting which could teach us anything about the properties of A .. Thus,
we have to discuss two-dimensional settings as our basic problems, imposing a significant
complication on the spectral analysis. We shall therefore confine the present discussion
to samples capturing the whole plane. We leave the analysis of the effect of boundaries

to future researches.
Applying to (1.7) the transformation

U — U ezcyt
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yields
. 1 2 2
Ot = Oyt + (Gy — z(éx + ct)) U+ A\ . (1.9)
Note that by applying the partial Fourier transform in y,
u(z,w,t) Ty (x,y,t) dy, 1.10
(@) = <= [ utey ) dy (110
o (1.9) we obtain
1 2
By = Bl — {(5952—1—(625—(4))) —)\} i (1.11)

The above can in turn be rewritten as a family (depending on w € R) of time-dependent
problems on R

at'll — —Eﬁ(t7w)a + )\ﬂ, (112)
with £z being the well-known anharmonic oscillator [22] :
1
Lg=—0p + (§x2 +6)%, (1.13)
and
ﬁ(t w) =ct—
From this point we may proceed by translating ¢t by —w/c, i.e. by setting
r=t—2 ueT) =z, t) (1.14)
c
to obtain from (1.12) the following
O-v(x, ) = —(Lev)(, T) + Moz, T) . (1.15)
The initial condition at ¢ = 0 is then prescribed at
w
T=——.
c

Hence the dependence on w appears only through the time at which the initial condition
is set up.

The main result of this work is that all solutions of (1.5) decay exponentially fast as
t — o0, for every J # 0. This means that the normal state ) = 0 is stable even for very
weak currents. The simplest form in which this fact is being displayed in this contribution
is (4.2). We bring it here in terms of the physical variables and parameters in (1.5):

(0l < (8 = Oy exp = 225
where C' is an appropriately chosen positive constant.

The rest of this contribution is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we derive some of the
basic properties of the non-selfadjoint operator introduced in (1.8). In Section 3 we review
some semi-classical properties of the anharmonic operator (1.13) for large 3, which will
play a key role in our analysis. In Section 4 we obtain the long-time asymptotic behaviour
of solutions of (1.7) as shown in (1.16), and then apply the estimates obtained there to
control the norm of the resolvent. In Section 5, we propose a finer analysis of (1.7) which
allows us in particular to obtain a lower bound for the norm of the resolvent.

+ 2+ Ct3/4> , (1.16)
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2. BASIC PROPERTIES OF A,

2.1. Preliminaries and maximal accretiveness. Since some of the methods applied
in this section can deal with classes of operators more general than (1.8), we state our
results more generally, and then apply them to Ag.. Denote then by L*(R™) the space of
real valued functions with finite L? norm, and L?*(R™, C) the complex valued functions.
To simplify notation we use [|u[[z2(r») to denote the norms in both spaces and

() = / upds

to denote the inner product in them. Let A = (Ay,---,A,) € C*([R",R") and V €
C>®(R™,C). Define
Vi = (0., —i4;)?,  Pav=-Vi+V(x). (2.1)
j=1
Then Vi and Py are well-defined in C°(R",C). The operator Pay with domain
C°(R™) is closable and hence we can define

P =Pav (2.2)

as its closure. By the definition, the domain of P, D(P), is the closure of C§°(R",C)
under the graph norm

U= (\|U|’%2(Rn) + HPUH%%Rn))l/Q-

We study here the mapping properties of this operator and its spectrum. The operator
Apc, introduced in (1.8), clearly belongs to the class (2.1) via the particular choice

2

n= 27 Al(l‘ay) = 07 Ag(l',y) = _%a V(‘Tay) = icya cE R\{O} (23)
Hence, we can derive from the spectral properties of P the spectral properties of
A=Ay,.. (2.4)

Semi-boundedness.
Clearly, for all v € C§°(R"™, C), we have

(Paviu,u) = (~Viuu) + (Vi u) = |V auZage, + / Vide.  (25)
Rn

Assuming on Re V' > 0, we can introduce the bottom of the numerical range
Re (Pavu,u)

E* f— 1mn 2
weCE®ON0}  [|uflFs gy

(2.6)
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Note that E* is the bottom of the spectrum of (P + P*) (where P is given in (2.2) and
P* is the conjugate of P), which is the bottom of the spectrum of the (unique) selfadjoint
realization of —V3 + ReV :

E* :=inf J(PA,ReV> Z 0. (27)

In the particular case where (2.3) is satisfied, E* is the bottom of the selfadjoint operator

D2 + (D, + %2)2 As we shall see in the next section, we have in this case

72
= inf info (D2 + (5 + 7)2) . (2.8)
Theorem 2.1. Consider the magnetic Schrédinger operator P defined in (2.2) on R™

with A € C®°(R™",R") and V € C>°(R",C) such that
ReV(z) > 0. (2.9)

Then the operator P — E* is mazimally accretive. Moreover
P = (Pay)". (2.10)
The proof of this theorem is given in the next subsection.

2.2. Proof of maximal accretiveness. By the definition of E*, Py y — E* is positive
on C§°(R™). Hence the main point for the proof of Theorem 2.1 is to apply Lumer-Phillips
theorem for closable operators (see [8, theorem 8.3.5]) to Pay — £* and P, v — E*. By
this theorem, if the range of (Pay — E* + ) is dense in L*(R",C) for some v > 0,
then P — E* is the generator of a one-parameter contracting semigroup, and hence also
maximally accretive. This reduces the proof of Theorem 2.1 to the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. Under the condition (2.9), for any v > 0, (Payv —E*+7) (C3°(R",C))
is dense in L*(R",C).

Proof. Changing V into V' — E* if necessary, we can assume that E* = 0. We rely on a
proof given in [12] to a similar statement appearing in the proof of essential selfadjointness
of Pay in the case when V is real. Suppose that f € L*(R",C) is such that

(f,(Pay +7y)u) =0 forall u € C5(R™,C). (2.11)

Proving that f =0 would achieve our goal.
We first observe that (2.11) implies that

(~VA+V+9f=0

in the sense of distributions. Standard elliptic regularity theory for the Laplacian (with
our assumptions on V and A in mind) implies then that f € HZ.(R",C). We now
introduce a family of cut-off functions, (s, by

o) = g(%), for all k € N,

where ( € C§°(R",C) satisfies 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 on the unit ball B;(0) and Supp( C
B2(0), where Bg(zg) denotes the ball with center at zy and radius R. For any u €
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C°(R™, C) we have the identity
{Va(Gf) - Va(Gu) + GV fa}de
e (2.12)
=(f, (Pay +7)(Gu)) + / {IVGI i+ GV [fVau — aVaf]}de.

R
Since f satisfies (2.11) we obtain
{Va(Gf) - ValGu) + GV + ) fayde
R

= [ {IVGIfu+ GV - [fVau—uVafltde.
R

oe(R™, C) . In particular,
letting u = f and taking the real part of the above identity we obtain

This formula can be extended by continuity to all functions u € H}!

IVAGH ey + [ @RV )P de = [ TGP ds,
R™ Rn

hence, by (2.9),
v | GlffPde < | |VGPIfPdx.
R™ Rn

Using this and the definition of ;. , and taking the limit £ — oo, we obtain

ey =7 Jim G A < limsup / VISP da =0,

furnishing, thereby, the density of the range of Pay + v in L?(R™, R"™). §

Theorem 2.1 permits us to apply some results of semi-group theory and of the theory of
maximally accretive operators. We refer to [8] for a recent presentation of the first theory
(and particularly Theorem 8.3.5) and to [18, Theorem 5.4] for the second. The following
proposition gives a simple description of the domain D(P) of P (see the definition of
D(P) given at the beginning of Section 2).

Proposition 2.3. Let P be the operator defined in (2.2) and D(P) be the domain of P.
Then,

D(P) = {u € L*(R*,C) : Payue€ L*(R",C)}. (2.13)

We now observe that (2.6) implies by Hille-Yosida Theorem (or Theorem 12.8 in [2])

that, for A\ such that ReA > —FE* the operator P + A : D(P) — L*R" C) is an

isomorphism and

[(P+ XM7Y < (Red+ E*) 7L (2.14)
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2.3. Compactness of the resolvent. Although more general results have been obtained
for example in [17] for the selfadjoint case, in [19] for the polynomial case, or in [18] for
the case of Fokker-Planck operators, the next criterion is sufficient for all purpose we have
in mind.

Proposition 2.4. Let A € C*(R",R") and let V € C®(R",C) satisfy (2.9). Let B =
curlA and

me,y(r) = /|B(x)|2 + |V ()2 + 1. (2.15)
Suppose that
lim mpy(x) = +o0, (2.16)

|z]—o0
and that either
(i) Im V', and By, do not change sign in R™ for all 1 < k, ¢ < n.

or
(ii) there exists a constant Cy such that for all x € R™
VV(z)| + Z 10;Bre(z)] < Commp v (z). (2.17)
ikl

Then, P has a compact resolvent.

Proof. 1t is enough to show the existence of a constant C' such that, for all u € C§°(R", C),

g ma,v (7)|u(@)]*dz < C{||Payull 2 + lullz2@n }- (2.18)

In the following we write m(z) for mp v (z) and write ReV = V;, ImV = V4 in order to
simplify the notation. Using the condition (2.9) we have, for all u € C§°(R"™, C),

1
; {IVaul® + [Vi|lu]*}dz = Re (Payu, u) < §{||PA,vu||%2(Rn> +llullze@n - (2:19)

In the following we estimate the integrals
\Va||lu*’dz  and |Brel|ul?dz , ¥(k,€) € {1,...,n} x {1,...,n}.
R” R7

Suppose first that V5 has constant sign. In this case we immediately have, for all
u e CP(R™,C),

1
g Vallul*dz < [(Payu, u)| < S U Pavulzen + llelzegn - (220)

Without this sign assumption, we use integration by parts to obtain
Im (Ppyu, m "Vou) =Im [ (V —iA)u-V(m 'WV)udr+ [ m 'Vi|ul|*d,
R™ R™
and hence

Im (Pa yu, m™Vau)

> [ m Ve ulde = sup [V(mHa) [l pagen |V avllzzgen)
T€R™

]Rn
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Using (2.17) and (2.19), we then obtain, for all u € C§°(R",C),

[Vallul*dz < g m ™ V3 ulfdr < C{||Payulliz@n + lullZzgn } (2.21)
R n

where C' depends on the constant Cy in (2.17).
To control the magnetic field part, suppose again first that a component By, has a
constant sign. In this case we use the operator identity (], -] being the Poisson bracket)
Bre = [0y, — iAy, 0, — 14, (2.22)
to obtain that

/ |Buellul® do <2/(3,, — iAdull ) - 1Dy, = ARl 2y
v (2.23)

—_

<|(Payvu, w)| < S(IPAvullZaen + l[ullfzgn)-

In case (i), we use (2.22) once again to obtain
m B lulPdr =i | {[0., — Ak, Op, — iAdu} - (m ™ Byti) dz
Rr Rr

=i [ m™' Bu{[(0r, — iA)u][(0n, — iAR)U] — (O, — iAR)u][(Dr, — iA1)u]}d

R

+i/ W{[(0e, — 1A U] (M~ Bia) — [(0s,, — iAk)u] Dy, (m™" By) }dow
R
< O{ 1@, = 140l 20 (9, — iAW) ull e

(10, = iAd)ull 2@y + 11D, = Akl 2|l 2y sup IV(m_lBke)!}‘
As before this and the condition (2.17) lead to
/n | Brelul® dz < . m”' By lul® dz < C{|| PayvullZ2@n + 1l Z2@n)) (2.24)
for all u € C3°(R™). Combining (2.19), (2.20), (2.21), (2.23), (2.24), we get (2.18). 1

Note that the same proof gives

Proposition 2.5. Assume A € C®°(R",R") and V' € C>(R",C) and the conditions (2.9)
and (2.17) hold. Let P = Pa . Then we have

D(P) C Hy v(R",C) := {u € L*(R",C), Vau € L*(R",C"),|V|"?*u € L*(R",C)},
(2.25)
and there ezists a constant C' depending on the constant Cy in (2.17) such that

IV aulZ2@n)+ ; V(@)llu(@)* dv < C{l| Payullz@n+ulfz@e} Yu€ D(P). (2.26)

Corollary 2.6. Let A = Ay be the operator on R? defined in (2.4) where ¢ # 0. Then
a(A) = 0.
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Proof. From Proposition 2.4 we see that A has a compact resolvent. Hence it has a
discrete spectrum. For some a € R, we now introduce the translation operator T, defined
by
(Tau)<x)y) = U(ZE, Yy — CL)7
to obtain :
T.A = (A+ia)T,. (2.27)
Consequently, if o(A) # () then o(A) is not discrete. 1

Note that the same result holds for the complex Airy operator D? +ix on R, for which
the emptiness of the spectrum has been established, using various techniques, in several
other contributions including [3, 8, 21].

2.4. L*°(R"™) spectral pairs. We now move to consider bounded generalized eigenfunc-
tions of the operator P . We say that (¢, \) is an L*-spectral pair for the operator
Pay if A€ Cand ¢ € L*(R™,C) \ {0} is a solution, in the sense of distributions, of

(Payv =AY =0. (2.28

)
Theorem 2.7. Assume A € C*(R",R™) and V € C®°(R™,C) and the conditions (2.9)
and (2.17) hold. If (¢, N) is an L*®-spectral pair of the operator Py, then A € o(P),
where P = Pa v .

Proof. Let (¢, ) denote an L>-spectral pair of the operator Pa v, and suppose A € o(P).
We shall derive a contradiction.

As the operator Py y is elliptic and A and V are of class of C'°, it is clear that 1 is
a C'*°-function. The proof is reminiscent of the so-called Schnol’s theorem [7]. Consider,
for R > 1, a family of cut-off functions

with x being a non-negative smooth function satisfying y = 1 on the ball of radius 1,
and with compact support in a ball of radius 2. Set g := yxgrt¥. It is clear from the
assumption that 1z belongs to L*(R"™, C), with

”¢RHL2(R") S ORn/2 ||w||Loo(]Rn) (229)
We shall now show that if A & o(P), then there exist £ > 0 and C} > 0 depending on A
such that, for all R > 1, we have
|1VR] L2@n) < CR™". (2.30)
Once the above inequality is proved, letting R — +oo will lead to a contradiction.

Proof of (2.30). From (2.29) we see that there exist kg € R and Cp > 0 such that (2.30)
holds for k = ky and C' = C. We now show that there exists C such that (2.30) holds
for k = kg + 1 and C' = (. To this end we first observe that yrv satisfies the following
equation in the sense of distributions

(Pay — N(xrY) = =2(Vxr) - (Va) — (Axr)Y (2.31)
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It is immediately seen (using the local regularity of Pa ) that the right hand side is
in L?(R",C) and consequently that ¢z € D(P). To obtain an effective estimate for the
L2-norm of this right hand side we take the scalar product of (2.31) with x g, integrating
by parts, and then taking real part, to obtain

Re ((Payv — A)(XrY), XrY) = ||(VXR)¢||%2(R”)' (2.32)

Using the assumption that ReV > 0, and the fact that Vg is supported in a ball with
radius 2R, we have

[ 19 anlde < 17000 any + Re Al
<C'R2|[v2rll72@n) + ReAl[Yg]| 72y < C"R72Co(2R) ™ + [Re A|Cg R,
Hence we can find positive constants C' and C depending on A, such that for any R > 1
IV a(XrY) | r2@ey < CoCR™ ) 4 |Re A|CoR™ < O R™ . (2.33)
Then, we have from (2.31) and (2.33) (with R replaced by 3R)
[P = 2 (xrth) paqany < CRTEH (2.34)

By the assumption A is not in the spectrum of P, so there exists C; > 0 depending on A
such that (2.30) is satisfied for k = ko + 1 and C' = C.

Thus, we can repeat the above argument to show that there exists a constant C5 de-
pending on A such that (2.30) holds for k = ky + 2 and C' = Cy. After a finite number of
iterations we reach the conclusion that (2.30) holds form some k£ > 0. &

Corollary 2.8. For any c # 0, there is no L> spectral pair (1, \) for Ao..

Proof. We have indeed o(A) = () for A = Ay as proven in Corollary 2.6. Combining this
with Theorem 2.7 we see that no L spectral pair for A . exists.

3. THE ANHARMONIC OSCILLATOR

In this section we consider the operator

PO Y S (3.1)
T e 2 ’ '
which is the well-known anharmonic oscillator [22, 26]. We consider its selfadjoint real-
ization on L?(R). It is well known that this operator has a compact resolvent, and we are
particularly interested in the limiting behaviour as f — +o0o of its discrete spectrum.
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3.1. Large || asymptotics of the first eigenvalues. The next proposition lists a few
properties of the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions of L5 in L*(R) in the limit § — —oc.

Proposition 3.1. Let {E,gl)(ﬁ)}zozo (respectively {E,(f) (B)}32,) denote the eigenvalues of
L corresponding to the even (respectively odd) spectrum and {gb,(cl)(x, B}, (respectively
{gbl(f)(:p, B)}32,) denote their corresponding eigenmodes in L*(R), i.e.,

L) =EY"  inR, (3.2)

with qu,(f)HLz(R) =1, ¢ =1,2. Then we have the following conclusions.

(i) Forall S € (0, 47\/5) and k > 0, there exist Cy, > 0 and [, < 0 such that, for < [
it holds that
0< B (B) - B () < Cre ¥,

(ii) For any k > 0, we have, for sufficiently large —f3 and for ¢ = 1,2,

EL () — (2k + 1)y/—25] < % (3.3)
and
(B (8)] < C (3.4)

Vel
(iii) For sufficiently large —3 and for all k > 0, ¢ = 1,2, we can choose the qu,(f) such
that

~

C
B

1

V2

16”2, 8) = —5 (1261 (1281 (2 = /=28))] | ey < (3.5)

where

hi(z) = Hy(z)e /2,
and Hy, is the k’th Hermite polynomial, normalized by the condition || hy| 2@ = 1,
and C,, depends only on k.

Proof. We omit from now on the superscript (¢) to simplify the notation. The statements
in the sequel (in this specific limit) are equally true for both the even and the odd cases.
Except for (3.4) all the statements of the proposition have been proved in [13, 14, 26]
(sometimes in a refined way, see [16, Chapters 2-4]).
Note that after an appropriate dilation we arrive at a standard semi-classical problem
with the semiclassical parameter

h= 1612
More precisely, by introducing the new coordinate
T=p"",

we obtain the operator
2

62(—h2d— +W(2)), with W(F)=(z7"—-1)%.

dz?
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To prove (3.4), we take the derivative of (3.2) with respect to 5 and obtain

(Cs E@%%“ = (—(a® +26) + EL(B)) .

Taking inner product with ¢y yields the following Feynman-Hellmann formula [11]:

EL(B) = / (2 + 26) bu . B) de.

Then, (3.4) is readily verified with the aid of (3.5) and the decay properties of ¢, far from

r=1v-206.1

Similar approximations are valid in the limit § — 4-o00.

Proposition 3.2. For the above-defined {Eg)(ﬁ)}g‘;o and {qﬁ,(f)(a:,ﬁ)}zo:o we have, as
B — 400, the asymptotics

Ck

1B (B) — 82 — [2(2k + £) — 1]Y?| < 5

(3.6a)

and

A

o
181372

In contrast with the case § — —oo, the Schrodinger operator (3.1) with 8 > 0 has a
single well potential. The proof is again a standard application of semi-classical analysis
(see [16, Section 3.4] for instance).

In the following we denote

1637 (2, B) — |81 han o1 (18] 42) || Loy <

(3.6b)

Eo(8) = Eq”(8).
which is the lowest eigenvalue of L5. By (3.3) and (3.6), and since L is positive-definite,
it is clear that Ey(/3) has a strictly positive infimum E*,

B = éIGIIE{Eo(ﬁ)a (3.7)

and that there exists at least one * < 0 such that

In [22] the values of E* and #* have been numerically computed. In [24] Pan and Kwek
stated that * is unique. In a recent contribution Helffer [15] proved, using a different
approach, that * is indeed unique and that in addition the minimum is non degenerate.

3.2. Auxiliary functions of Ej. For later use, we define some auxiliary quantities de-
pending on the behavior of Ey(3) as |3| — oo. For sufficiently large p the equation

Eo(B) = p, (3.8)
has exactly two distinct solutions 3_(p) and [, (p) satisfying

B-(p) <0 < B(p).
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Moreover, we have the following asymptotics by (3.3) and (3.6)
2

p _ _
B_(p) ~ -5+ O(p™), Bi(p) ~p+0O(p ) asp— +oo. (3.9)
We then define the natural quantity
B+(p)
W)= [ E(@)ds. (3.10)
B-(p)
By (3.3), (3.6), and (3.9) we have (cf. [23, section 1.2] or [5, section 3.8]), as p — 400
1
U(p) = 3(p" + ") + O(inp). (3.11)
We further define the quantity p(7) as the solution of
Bi(p(r)) = B-(p(7)) = 7, (3.12)
which has the asymptotics (by (3.9))
p(T) ~ V21 + O(r7V4) as T — +oo. (3.13)
Then we set
B(r) = W(p(r)). (3.14)
We observe from (3.11) and (3.13) that
~ 22
(1) = —\3/_73/2 +O(T3") as T — +o0. (3.15)
Finally, we define the function
. 1~
L(W,c,p) = sup(ut — =V(ct)). (3.16)
teR c
Observe first that .
L(W,c, ) = EL(\T’, L, p). (3.17)

Hence, in order to compute (3.16) as yu — oo, we need to approximate only L(\TJ, L, ),

which is called the Legendre transform of ¥ (see [25, chapter 11]).
Using (3.10) and (3.14), together with a short computation, gives that for sufficiently
large 1, when ¢ = 1, the supremum in (3.16) is attained at ¢ = ¢(x) which is defined by

t(p) = Br(w) — B-(1),
and that e
L) = [ (u Eo(3)as. (3.18)
€ JB_(n

The asymptotics of L(W, ¢, y1) for large i can be derived by using (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11):

3
LV, c,u) = % +O?) as p — +oo. (3.19)
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4. ANALYSIS ON TIME-DEPENDENT PROBLEMS

4.1. Long time decay. We start this section by considering the long time behaviour
of the solutions of (1.9). Using the properties of the operator Ag. that were derived in
section 2, we can apply semigroup theory to prove the global existence of solutions [8]. Our
goal here is to improve the general results of semi-group theory using the more particular
structure of the operator A in (2.4).

Let u(x,y,t) be a solution of (1.9) in R%. We denote by u(t) the one-parameter family
of functions (z,y) — u(z,y,t). Their norm is given by

1/2
|u(t)|| 22y = (/ |u(x,y,t)|2dxdy> .
RQ

Proposition 4.1. Let u(x,y,t) be a solution of (1.9) defined for allt > 0 such that
u(x,y,0) = uo(z,y) € L*(R? C).
Then there exists Ty > 0 such that, for any t > Ty and any ug € L?(R?),

1~
u(t) | 2qge) < exp(—E\If(ct) + At) o z2gge, (4.1)

with U introduced in (3.10) and (3.14). As a consequence there exists a constant C > 0
such that for t > Ty and any ug € L?(R?, C),

2v/2¢

[u(t)]| L2 g2y < exp(—Tt3/2 + A+ O ||| L2 g2y - (4.2)

Proof. We prove (4.1) first for uy € S(R?) (where S(R?) denotes the Schwartz space of
the rapidly decreasing functions in x,y). The extension to all uy € L?(R?, C) then follows
by density. Thus, it is sufficient to prove (4.1) for the partial Fourier transform of u with
respect to y which is denoted by

(x,w,t) — u(z,w,t).
For given w, we multiply (1.11) by 4(z,w, t) (the complex conjugate of i), and integrate
the resulting equality over R with respect to x to obtain
SrllaCw ) em,) = —(aC,w, 1), La-wti(w,1)) + Al w, 8)||72,),
where L is defined by (3.1), and (-,-) denotes the L?(R,) inner product. Clearly,
(a(-,w, 1), Lep—wi(-,w, 1)) > Ey(ct — w)[[a(w, 8)[[72, ),

where Ey(f) = Eél)(ﬁ) is defined in section 2. Consequently, we have

d, . .
EHU’(WW? t)”%,Q(RI) < 2<)\ - EO(Ct o w))””(a W t)H%?(]Rl)

Hence, it readily follows that, for any ¢ > t; > 0,

t
||ﬂ(-,w,t)||%z(Rl) < ||ﬁ(-,w,t0)||%2(Rz) exp<2 (At —to) — / Eo(cs — w)ds]). (4.3)

to
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Setting to = 0, integrating over w, and making use of the Plancherel formula, we obtain

u(t)]| 2gzey < exp </\t ~ inf O(w, t)) ol L2(ze), (4.4)
with
t—w/c 1 ct—w
O(w,t) = / Eo(cs)ds = —/ Ey(B)dp. (4.5)
—w/e CJ-w
Hence, it remains necessary to estimate the quantity
‘ilel]%q)(w t). (4.6)

In view of the asymptotic behaviour, as |3| — oo, of Fy(f) it follows that, for any given
t, the infimum (4.6) exists and must be attained at a point w = w(¢) € R such that

0
%@(w,t) ) =0,
implying that
Eo(—w1) = Ep(ct — wy).

Then we may use (3.8) to obtain for sufficiently large ¢ that, the number p = Ey(—w)
satisfies

B(p) =—wi, By(p)=ct—wr.
By these equalities, (4.5) and (3.10) we then have

ﬁ+(P)
wl, = / dﬁ = ( ), P = Eo(—wl). (47)
B—(p)

However, as
Bi(p) = B-(p) = ct,
p = Ey(—wy) is the solution of (3.12) for 7 = ct, so

Ey(—w1) = p = plct).
So we obtain from (4.7) and (3.14) that
b p) — Hole) _ Tt
c c

which, together with (4.4), establishes (4.1).
Using (3.15), we obtain (4.2) as well. 1

Coming back to (4.3), one can define a one-parameter semigroup
S = exp(—tA) (4.8)

on L*(R?* C) associated to the operator A = A, introduced in (2.4), such that the
solution of (1.9) with initial data is given by

u(z,y,t) = Su(z,y,0). (4.9)

As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.1 with A = 0 we have:



SUPERCONDUCTIVITY IN CURRENT AND MAGNETIC FIELDS 17

Theorem 4.2. Let A be the operator defined in (2.4). Then there exists Ty > 0 such that
for any t > Ty we have

U(ct
| exp(—tA)|| < exp(— (CC )> (4.10)
In particular, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, fort > Ty,

|kmp(—ﬂ4ﬂ\S(mp(—g%ggﬁﬂ—%CR&%>. (4.11)

Remark 4.3. It follows from Theorem 4.2 and [8, Theorem 8.2.1] that A has an empty
spectrum. We provide another proof of this fact in section 2.

4.2. Upper bounds of the resolvent with large |A|. We look for a bound for the
norm of the resolvent (A — \)~! with large |\| for the operator A defined in (2.4), where
A is a complex number. Let
A= p+iv, (4.12)
with both p and v being real. Without loss of generality we can set v = 0, otherwise we
translate y by v/c (that is, mapping y — y + v/c). For Ay, with real constant ¢ we have
E* >0 (see the definition of E* for Ay . in (2.6)). So from (2.14) we see that for A < 0,
_ 1

WA—MlHSET (4.13)

On the other hand, as A — +o0o we have the following estimate.

Lemma 4.4. For the operator A defined in (2.4), there exist positive constants \g and C
such that, for all X > Ao,

1
1A=\ < exp(6—c/\3 + cW?). (4.14)

Proof. We use the formula relating the semi-group and the resolvent given in the book

18] :

+o00
(A=N" = / exp(M)S, dt, (4.15)
0
with
S; = exp(—tA). (4.16)
Using (4.10), we get the universal upper bound
Foo U (ct
(A=) < / exp (At — (CC >) dt. (4.17)
0
Using (4.11) and the substitution
t =\t
we obtain
Feo 2v/2
WA—Arng{/ em{ﬁ@_-%zﬁﬂ+cxw%wﬂyh. (4.18)
0

The integral on the right hand side can be estimated using Laplace method (see [23,
chapter 2| for instance) to obtain (4.14). 1
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Remark 4.5. One can improve the upper bound of the norm of the resolvent in (4.14) by
using (3.15)-(3.19) and using an estimate with greater accuracy the Legendre transform
of \/ﬁ(ct). The Laplace integral method can then provide better estimates for the right hand
side of (4.18).

5. LoNg TIME ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE FOURIER TRANSFORM AND APPLICATIONS

5.1. Technical preliminaries. In this section we look for a finer estimate of the norm
of the resolvent of A. We shall work on the equation (1.15) which is obtained first making
Fourier transform to the equation (1.9) and then making translation after fixing w as a
parameter. To obtain with greater accuracy the asymptotics of solutions for (1.15), we
need to obtain some additional spectral properties of the anharmonic oscillator (1.13).
We use semi-classical analysis to obtain these properties, which all involve asymptotics in
the limit 5] — oo.

Let E,iz)(ﬁ), (=1,2,k=0,1,2,--- be the eigenvalues of the operator Lz introduced in

section 3, and qﬁg) be the associated eigenfunctions of unit L? norm. Since the following
discussion is valid for both ¢/ = 1 and 2, and we omit the superscript ¢ in the sequel,

namely, we replace E,(f) (8) and gbg) by Ei(f) and ¢y. Then, we set

Aw(B) = Ex(B) — Eo(3). (5.1)
We have seen from Proposition 3.1 that
A(B) =2/=28+0O(B™") as 8 — —oo. (5.2)
We further introduce
[e'S) 1 2 1/2
_ 2 _
and
19) = 5 [ aon(a B)one. B (5.4)
A(B) Jr
Finally, let
9(8) = [95(8) + 2 (B)]'/2. (5.5)

The following result will be useful in the next subsection.

Lemma 5.1. There exist a # 0, C > 0 and By > 0 such that

F(B) —als| A < ClB, VB < =P, (5.6a)
F(B) < CIBI, VB < =B, (5.6b)
l90(B) < C18]7, VB < P, (5.6¢)
(B <CBI™, VB < —h. (5.6d)
9(B) < CB™** VB> B, (5.6e)



SUPERCONDUCTIVITY IN CURRENT AND MAGNETIC FIELDS 19

Note that (5.6e) is related to the asymptotic behaviour of the anharmonic oscillator in
the limit 3 — 400, in contrast with the rest of the statements that deal with the limit
g — —o0.

Proof. Proof of (5.6a). We observe that, since {¢x (-, 3)}32, are orthogonal to each other,
/R$2¢j($,5)¢k($,5)d$ = /@2 +20)¢;(x, B)pr(x, B)dx,  j # k. (5.7)

R

By (3.5), and the exponential rate of decay of ¢y and ¢; away from x = £+/—20 (see for
instance in [16, chapter 3]) we have

(2% + 28)dxll 2 = ||(x + v/ =28)(x — \/=28)dx 2m) < CBY*, for k=0,1. (5.8)
(5.6a) is easily verified using (3.5) and (5.2).
Proof of (5.6b). We first write, for i = 0,1,

(a0n, 255 = §<m2¢i,¢k><aglﬁl o). (59)

Here (-,-) denotes the inner product in L*(R). We then use the fact that [|¢;[|r2@) = 1
and differentiate (3.2) with £ = j in [ to obtain

a¢j EkiE <x2¢j7 (bk) if k 7£ jv
7 — j 5.10
<8ﬁ ¢k> {o if k= j. (5:10)
Substituting (5.10) with j = 1 — i into (5.9) yields

N (8) 1« 1 1 2 2
F(B) === ""f(B) = =— + (%o, Pr) (@b, Px). (5.11)
A1) Ai(6) ,; )
The first term in the right side of (5.11) can be easily estimated. To control the second
term we recall that the sequence {F}} is monotonically increasing, and hence for any
k>2,

1 ( 1 n 1 ) - 1 2

31(5) Ey—Ey, E,—E/J =~ A E,—FE

Using (3.3) we see that the right hand side of the above inequality is controlled by C'/|f]
as J — —oo. Hence the second term in the right side of (5.11) is bounded by

\B\[Z| (x°do, o) } [Z| (b1, o) ]

Using (5.7) with (3 replaced by 23 and then using Parseval equality we have, for k£ > 2,

leo o)) Zl 2* +23)do, o)

—Zl 200, i) |” = [((@® + 28) o, o) > — |{(® + 28) b0, 61
:H(l’ +28)doll72m) — 1{(2® + 26)¢0, ¢o)|> — [((z* + 28) o, ¢1)]*.
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Now we claim that,
C
(@ + 28) o2, — (& + 28)0, 60} — (% + 28)61, do)? <

18

This is true due to the orthogonality of all Hermite functions A, for k > 2 with xhg. The
complete proof of (5.12) is given in appendix A. Using (5.12) we get

(5.12)

C
Zl 00, 00) " < 72 (5.13)
Similarly we have
> (2261, o) Z (@ +28)1, d)[* < |I(2? +28)nl[32m) < CIBIM2 (5.14)
k=2 k=

Here we have used the inequality (5.8). Combining (5.11), (5.13) and (5.14) yields (5.6b).

The proof of (5.6¢) and (5.6d) follows in exactly the same manner from (5.8) and (5.12).
Finally we prove (5.6e) by first observing that

9(8) < —ll=*dol| 22z

From (3.6b) we now obtain (5.6e). 1

5.2. An evolution problem. More detailed information on the solutions u of (1.7) can
be obtained by deriving the large t asymptotic behavior of their (partial) Fourier transform
which satisfies (1.11) or the large 7 asymptotic behavior of the solutions of (1.15), with
the relationship between ¢ and 7 given by (1.14). Note that in (1.15) the initial value
corresponding to ¢t = 0 is 7 = —w/¢, and that —7 might be very large. Hence we need to
separately consider two different regions of the variable 7:

Case 1. 1 < —7 < %5

Case 2. 1 < 7.

The next proposition deals with the first case. We assume the initial data to be either
even or odd, thus saving the need for marking each eigenvalue and eigenfunction by an
appropriate superscript as in section 3. For a given

w

T=2>0 (5.15)

c
and some even L?-normalized function vy € L?(R), we analyze the properties of the unique
solution v of (1.15) in the region —7 < 7 < +00 such that

v(z, —T) = vo(x), |vol| r2®) = 1. (5.16)
We denote by C(T') the union set of all such solutions with initial data vy satisfying (5.16).

Remark 5.2. We note that this problem is an evolution problem attached to a T-dependent
problem. We can no more use the semi-group theory but fortunately our case enters in the
theory developed by Kato for extending Hille- Yosida theorem to time-dependent problems.
We refer to [30, chapter XIV] for a presentation of the theory. We observe that the
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domain of L., is independent of T and contains C{°(R) as a dense subspace. Moreover if

the initial condition at T = =T is in S(R) then the solution is in C*°([—T,+00), S(R)).

Proposition 5.3. For every 0 < § < 1/2, there exist Ty > 1, Ty > 1, Cs > 0, Cs >0 and
Cs

T) =T~ 7T*‘i (5.17)

such that, if
T > To, —T<5) <7< —Tl, (518)

and if v € C(T), then there exists Cy such that

|v(-,7) exp(—=A(T +T) + /TT Ey(cs)ds) — C,

T\ ~ _
=l 00l en) oy < Cslr7 (5.19)
and )

‘Cl - <U07 (Z)O('a _CT)>‘ S 05 T71/27 (520)

where
afe

7_2\/57

and « 1s the positive number given in Lemma 5.1.

(5.21)

Proof. We shall use (4.3) to derive the estimates for v(zx, 7).

Step 1. We first transform (1.15) into an equivalent equation whose solution is both
bounded and independent of A\. From (1.14), (5.15), (5.16), and using (4.3) (with ¢, = 0)
we find that, for =T <7 < —T7,

T

loC, )z < exp(A(r + T) —/ Eo(cs) ds). (5.22)

T
Set then

T

w(z,7) =v(z,7)exp(— A7+ T) + / Ey(cs)ds). (5.23)

-
Clearly, by (5.22) we have
|w(-, 7)|| 2w < 1. (5.24)
Substituting (5.23) into (1.15), we obtain
1
Bow(z, 7) = Opptw(z, T) — [(5:52 +er)’ - EO(CT)}w(a;, 7),

w(z, =T) = vo(x).

(5.25)

Step 2. We now define an expansion using the eigenfunctions {¢x(z, cr)} of L.,, and
derive the equations for the first two coefficients and the remainder.
Set then
ap(1) = (w(-,7), (- 7)), k€N, (5.26)
where (-,-) is the inner product in L?(R,C). Taking the inner product of (5.25) with
¢r(x, cT) and integrating over R, , we obtain

() + Auan(r) = (wl7), T o), (527
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in which N
Ap(1) = Ag(cr) = Ey(er) — Eg(er). (5.28)
Since -
= Z &m(T)QSm(') CT))
m=0
we have

<w(-,r),%(-,07)> = iam/R%(x,m')gbm(x,CT) dx

From (5.10) it now follows that

<w(.,7)7 %(.,CT» = —c Z z (07_)&:" Br(er) /x2¢k(x,c7')gbm(x,cr) dr. (5.29)
s ’
Next we set
w(z, ) =w(x,7) — ag(T)po(x, cT) — a1 (T)d1 (z, cT) . (5.30)

From (5.26) and (5.30) we have

(-, 7)1 72wy Z || (5.31)

By (5.27) and (5.29) we have

dao(7) _ —c S I (7) 22po(x, eT x,cT)dx
=3 7 5 [ #ontecryona.cr)a

dr

= —cay (T)f(CT) —C Z Em(cj)mET)E'O(CT) /sz(é()(xv CT)¢m(xv CT) dz.

The second term can be controlled by

[ Tﬂ[Z‘E (eT) Eo CT)/ 2o (w, ) fm(x, c7) d

—CQO(CT)HU’(', CT)HL2 R)

where go(c7) and f(er) are given in (5.3) and (5.4). Hence

2} 1/2

L 7) + ef(erar(7)] < Confer)l( ) luscer (532)
Similarly we have
W 7) + Ar(r)ar(7) + ef(er)ao(r)] < Conlen) o Pz, (5:33)

where g;(c7) is given by (5.3).
Note for later use that, since ax(7) is bounded in 7 < —1 for each k, (5.32) together
with (5.6a) and (5.6¢) imply that
dCLO

%(7)’ < Clr|7H%, (5.34)
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From the definition of w it follows that
811)(-, T)

57 + (Ler — Eo(er))w(-,7) = —=A1(T)ar (1)1 (-, e7) — O, Zak(7)¢k(-,07). (5.35)

Recall that w(-,7) is orthogonal to ¢;(-,c7) for i = 0,1. Taking inner product of (5.35)
with (-, 7) and using this orthogonality yield that

e i) By + (7). (Ler — Boler) (7))
) (5.36)
= c;ak(7)<w(-,7), %(-,cr))
Using (5.36) it is easy to show that
d 1
dT”w( Dllze@ + Do (DB, 7) |2y < ¢ lar(r)| giler) (5.37)
k=0
Step 3. Now we establish a preliminary upper bound estimate of a;(7). Set
. d
A7) = (1) + AP (7), (5.38)
By (5.33) we have
()] < Cgiler) ||l 7)|| 2@y + cl f(eT)] |ao(T)] - (5.39)
Since p . .
. [exp (/_T Aq(s)ds) a1<7'>i| = exp (/_T Aq(s)ds)r (1) ,
we have
Aq(s)d =a,(—T A dn)ri(s)ds.
exp(/T 1(s)ds) ai(1) = ai( )+/T6Xp(/T 1(n)dn)7i(s) ds
Hence, by (5.39)
ai (1) — a1 (=T)exp ( — /T Aq(s)ds)
. . . (5.40)
— A dn) |C 0 2 ds .
<[ ew(= [ Mt an)[Coes)lit, ol + el flesllan(s)] ds
In view of (5.24) we have that
(]Jg(T)—Q—CL%(T)—F HTZ)(,T)H%2(R) <1. (541)
Hence, by (5.6) and (5.40),
~T [ avas) v [ — " Avydn) s ids. (5.4
@)l < la(=Dlexp (= [ A +0 [ exp(= [ Ailman)lsl Vs, (.42

By (3.3) we have that
Aq(s) > CAy(1) fors<T1<0.
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Therefore,

lax(7)] <Jaa(=T)| exp ( / " Ay (s)ds)
o - (5.43)

—i—m/T exp(—/TAl(n)dn)Al(s)ds.

=T

We now estimate the right hand side of (5.43). From (5.2) and (5.28), there exists
C' > 0 such that for all 7 < 0

|Ay(7) — 2¢/2¢|7|| < % (5.44)

Consequently, we obtain, for =7 < 7 < —1,
exp (— / Aq(s)ds) < ‘?‘ exp (— 2/ 2¢|7|(T + T)). (5.45)
-7

From the above inequality and the fact that |a,(—=T)| < 1 it is readily verified that the
first term on the right hand side of (5.43) is bounded from above by the right side of
(5.45). The second term on the right-hand-side of (5.43) can be immediately integrated.
So we obtain, for —T < 7 < —1,

lay(r)] < C'max {[r[ /4, g\c exp (— 2/2e7](r +T)) ). (5.46)

Let now 0 < § < 1/2. Then for sufficiently large Tj, there exists Cs > 0 such that

C
T—T1>T—|—T>75T_5 and T >T,

e (5.47)
= ‘—’ exp (— 2v/2¢|7|(1 + T)) < |7|7%/2.
-
Let T'(0) be given by (5.17). For fixed 0, if T" is large then 7'(0) > 7'/2 > 0, and
7€ [-T6),-T\] = l|ay(7)| < Clr|~¥4. (5.48)

Step 4. Now we establish some differential inequalities for |[w (-, 7)||r2(m), ao(7) and
ai (7).

We deduce from (5.37), (5.41), (5.46), (5.6¢) and (5.6d) that there exists C' > 0 such
that

T C
(-, 7) | 2csy §Cmax{|¢\_3/2,|7|_3/4‘—‘ exp (= 2v/2c]7|(7 + 7)) }. (5.49)
T
From the above and (5.47), for 7 € [-T'(6), —T}] we have
(-, )|l 2@ < Clr| 7. (5.50)

By(5.32), (5.6a), (5.6¢), (5.46) and (5.49) we now have for =7 < 7 < —-T}

dao

o g‘cexp(— 2/2d7](r +T))}.  (5.51)

(7)] < € max {jr| ||
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We now derive a differential inequality for a;(7). To this end we use (5.33), (5.49) and
(5.6d) to obtain for 7 € [=T'(§), —17] that

da1

) + Au(ran(r) + ef (er)ao(r)| < Clr| (5.52)

Step 5. Now we establish an asymptotic expansion for a,(7) for 7 € [=T(0), —T1].
Integrating (5.52) from —7'(§) to 7 we obtain

T

a(r) = a(-TE)ew (= [ Al

—T(3)

(5.53)
< C|T|_9/4.

+ c/ exp (— / Ai(n)dn) f(cs)ao(s) ds
—T(6) s

In the following we obtain the asymptotic expansion, in the large T} limit, for the second

and the third terms on the left-hand-side of (5.53). The second term can be easily

estimated. In fact, from (5.41) we see that |a;(—T7(d))| < 1, and using (5.47) we obtain

that, for 7 € [-T1'(0), —T11],

T

a1 (=T(8)) exp ( — / Aq(s)ds)

—T(5)

< C|r|™2. (5.54)

To approximate the third term on the left-hand-side of (5.53) we represent it in the

form
%(J;()CT)/T exp(—/sTAl(n)dn> Ay (s)ds

—T(3)

e [ (- [ o [0 - T o i

The first term in (5.55) can be readily integrated, to obtain for large 7'(5) + 7

CCLO( )f(cT) /T exp (— /T Ai(n) dn)Aq(s)ds

( —T(9) s

)
~OI) | o (op { -~ TIT) + 7))}

1(T

(5.55)

(5.56)

for some 0 < B < v2e.
To estimate the second term in (5.55), we observe that, for =7'(0) < s <7

ao(s)f(cs)  ao(r)f(er) 4 raol©)(e0) ‘@ )
Aq(s) A1) |7 eetom [dEL AL(E) |

In view of (5.6a), (5.6b), (3.4), (5.41) and (5.51), for
-T() <s<{<7< T,

we also have

i oz
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Hence,

= [ i [0 2 1

) ) (5.57)
|77/ exp ( — 1 T — 8)A(s)ds.
<Ol [ e (= [ M a6 - 9aie
Integration by parts then yields for 7 € [-T(d), —T1],
o</ P [ dtan) = s)a(s)as
:/_T((S) exp(—/s Aq(n)dn)ds — (T+T(5))exp(—/_T(6) Aq(n) dn)
—C ' exp ( — ' s)as r|~/?
SE 7y (| i) s(5)ds < Ol
which together with (5.57) yields
o w($)(e) _ aoIeD] o s
[ o [ sman [0 - 00 v as (5.58)

<COfr[ 7|2 = e

Substituting (5.56) and (5.58) into (5.55) we obtain that the third term on the left-
hand-side of (5.53) admits the expansion

—cao( 7)f{eT) +O(1 exp( ﬁ\/\? +T)+(’)(|7'| 9/4)

Aq(7)
cao(7)f(er) —9/4
= A O(|r .
DD 4 oo
Inserting the above and (5.54) into (5.53) yields, for 7 € [-T(9), —T1] with T} large,
a(7) = %{T(ﬁ) +O(|7[7). (5.59)

Step 6. We now estimate ag(7).

We substitute (5.59) into (5.32), and use (5.6¢), (5.47) and (5.49) to obtain that for all
T € [-T(0),—T1] we have
dag | f(er)|?
0+ R ()
From (5.6a) and (5.44) it follows that for 7 € [=T(5), —T1] we have

< C|7‘|_9/4

dag v -7
__- _ < C /4
)+ waO(T)] <l

where 7 is given in (5.21). Consequently,

ao(7) = ao(=T(9))

). (5.60)
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Step 7. Denote C; = ag(—T(9)). From (5.30), (5.48), (5.50) and (5.60) we have, for
T € [—T(é), _Tl];

Hw(~,7') — 4

T v
7(5) %("CT)‘ L2(R)
<[l 7|y + llaadr (- er) o) + [l(ao(r) — ao(=T(8)o(-, e7) |2y (>61)
§C|T|_3/2 + C’|7’|_3/4 + C’|7‘|_3/4 < C|T|_3/4.
Thus (5.19) is proved.

To obtain (5.20) we use (5.34), which is valid also for =T < 7 < —T(§) = =T+ C5T°,
to obtain

‘ao(—T + C(;T_é) - CL()(—T)‘ S CT_6_1/4 .
Hence, (5.20) follows for 6 > 1/4. Note that the theorem follows for all § < 1/2, since by
decreasing § we impose a weaker constraint on the 7 domain where (5.19) is valid. §

We conclude this subsection by stating the asymptotic behaviour of w in the limit
T — +00.

Proposition 5.4. Given T > 0 there exist positive numbers Ty and C' such that, for any
v e C(T) and T > Ty, there exists Cy such that

quw—Au+Tyﬁ/%@@@)—a@w¢ﬂH()gouwﬂ? (5.62)
_7 L2(R
Proof. We define w once again according to (5.23) to obtain (5.25). Set again
Cl()(T) = <¢0('7 CT)? ’UJ(', T)) :
Then, following the steps of the proof of Proposition 5.3 we obtain the inequality

dCL()

20| < el Dl gler) i = 1,2, (5.63)

where
w(x, ) =w(x,7) — ap(T)po(x, cT),
and ¢ is given by (5.5). Furthermore, we obtain that
d

0 Dllra@) + Adflo( Tl 2@ < gler). (5.64)

By (5.64) and (5.6¢) we obtain that

-l < 5
Hence, by (5.63) we obtain that
lag(7) — ao(T2)| < C T, 72
Let Cy = ao(T3) and write
w(x, ) =w(x, )+ Copo(z,cT) + (ap(T) — ao(12))do(z, cT).
An integration yields (5.62). &
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5.3. Lower bounds for the resolvent. We now provide a lower bound for the norm of
the resolvent of the operator A defined in (2.4).

Proposition 5.5. Let
4
oo 4
4y +3
where 7 is given by (5.21). Then there exists a positive constant uy such that, for all
> py and 6 >0

(5.65)

3 .
(A=) Y > exp(% —2u1%0), (5.66)

where c is the constant appearing in the definition of Ag..

Proof. To prove (5.66) we will construct a pair (u, f) with u € D(A) such that

(A—pu=f, (5.67)
where
11|22y = 1, (5.68)
and the norm of u will be estimated from below. To simplify notation we set
c=1.

For general values of ¢ the proof is almost identical.

Step 1. We continue by applying a partial Fourier transform
u(@,y) — iz, w)

to (5.67) to obtain,

(A-pi=f, (5.69)
in which o and f are the respective partial Fourier transforms of v and f and
A=0,+ L., (5.70)

where L, is the operator in (3.1) with 3 replaced by w.
Choose f such that
fla,w) = u* 1 (W)l (z,w), (5.71)
where [ is the interval
w1 1

> ayi 2 agh)’

17(w) is the characteristic function of the interval I, and gbél)(-, w) is the eigenfunction of

(5.72)

the operator L, associated to Eél) (w). It is immediately seen, using the Fubini Theorem,
that the condition (5.68) is satisfied. Since A has empty spectrum in L*(R? C) (see
Corollary 2.6), A cannot have a non-empty spectrum in L2(R2, C), and hence (A — p) is
invertible. Therefore (5.69) has a unique solution .

Step 2. We next consider (5.69) locally as an evolution equation associated to the w-
dependent unbounded operator (£, — ), where the time is the parameter w. To find the
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solution we follow the Duhamel’s principle for solving non-homogeneous equations. We
thus introduce an additional parameter £ € I and consider the following problem:

Opve(r,w) = — [(ﬁw — u)vg] (,w) forw>¢,
ve(-€) = 84 (-, €).

This problem has a unique solution v¢ which is well defined for w > & using Kato’s theorem
(as recalled in Remark 5.2). We extend v into the region w < £ by letting

(5.73)

ve(r,w) =0  forw <.
Once v¢ is obtained, we claim that the following equality holds:

u(zr,w) = ,ul/4/lvg(x,w) de . (5.74)

We can indeed verify that the function in the right side of (5.74) belongs to L?(R?), and
is a distribution solution of (5.69).

Step 3. We now estimate the L?*(R? C)-norm of 4. For simplicity we denote the
L*(R,C) norm by || - |l2. We set i to be so large that we can make use of Proposition 5.3
for any € € I. We first state the obvious identity (recall that we have taken ¢ = 1)

ve(,w) =/ glvcﬁél)(x,f)e#(w—s) o e B () dr
+[v5(1’,w)e—ﬂ(w—£) e By ar “1/4‘%‘7@()1)(%5)] J8) g 2 B ) (5.75)
Hence
| [ et dgHQ
>yt £)ehlo—0) o= J2 BV dr dgH -

—lwo— D () dr o — @ By gy
—H/I vg(',w)e ww=t) gle Bo ' (n)d —M1/4‘E‘ ¢(()1)(',f)]6“( O le Fo (e dez'

Using (5.76) and (5.19) we obtain that, if g > 1, then for all w > —pu?/2 + 1 (hence
w > ¢ for all € € I), we have
euw € o= JEE E§D (r)dr d¢

/U§<'7
I
o) - [ B () dr
|w|3/4/[e“ el Bo (m)d dg.

We now observe that by (3.5) and the expression of hi(x) that

in / o (@, €068 (2,6) d > Cy > 0, (5.77)

(&1,62)€lxT

2

where C3 is independent of p. Consequently, for all w > —u?/2 + 1 we have

H /zvg("w) de2 = C’4/1, H%P - |w|13/4]eu(w 9 I B dr dg . (5.78)
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Step 4. This step involves an estimate of the right hand side in (5.78). Let 6 be the
number defined in (5.65), and define

7 H 26
I=[|-L+1,-
2‘*‘7 H
If pu>2and ¢ €1, then

Hence for all w € I we have

v 3\ 1
Z > =2 —2y(1-0) < 302
= (3) Wt s

By our choice of 6 we have

29(1-0)= — = S;'

Hence for p > 2, ¢ € I and w € I we have

Hiaraid 1

where

Consequently for g > 2 and w € T we have by (5.78) and (5.79) that

| v

C5 eu(w—g) e e E§Y (r) dr d¢
2 /,L u3/?

Z%/lexp(/jm B ()] dr ) de.

(5.80)

where 05 = C4d
Note that by (3.3) and (3.4)

1) Cs
sup |y (§) —p| < —75 -
gel{ 0 ( ) | ,u3/2

Set )
_ow b
z2(p) = 5+ NIk
Then

w 5 .

= Eg(7))dr > ~Cop~ +uw+%—4—/ EY(7) dr.
‘ z(p)

In view of (3.3) we have

v o - o
/Z)Eé>(7)dr_/z(u)[\/7+0( )}

(w | |
=2V (o) = %) + O (1o 2.
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Hence

[ e /g - BV ()] dr de

1 3 2V2
> exp{ ~Cop ™2 4+ o + £ 22— ) - 0(@\@0}.

2 2 3
. (5.81)
Note that for w € I we have

M) < 20-0)

Therefore we plug (5.81) into (5.80) and find that there exists a positive constant C7 such
that, for sufficiently large p and for all w € [

3
> O o [ 2V2, o
H/Iv5 d§H 2 p{ 5 + 3 |w] +,uw}. (5.82)

Step 5. Now we recall (see (5.74)) that

2
gy =Nl = 1 [ | [ oct)de

) (5.83)
ZMI/Z/ w) d§H dw.
wel 2
It follows from (5.82) and (5.83) that
cz o[ I 4f
2 e e 3/2
) 2255 | o T 2
2
% N w2 g,
:W ) exp{g%—Ts / —2us}ds.
If ;1 is sufficiently large (for instance p > 23/(0=9) then for any s € [u?, “72 — 1], we

have p — V2s > 0, and

\/28 w—2s >2u—2\/2$
1/23 2u20 211 ’

Hence for large ;1 we have

2

C2 -1 3 NG

il 2 [ e {2+ 142 ) o — 2vBR)s
w

3 _
> exp(% _ 2M1+29>7

for all § > 6. Hence (5.66) is true for sufficiently large p. §
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5.4. Estimates for dense subspaces. Let A be the operator defined in (2.4). In view
of the different asymptotic behaviors (3.3) for § — —oo and (3.6) for § — +o00, one may
expect the asymptotic dependence on g of the norm

1A =X fll2e2)
for fixed f to be different with that of the norm of the resolvent
(A=)~

This is indeed true. We now derive this different dependence if some additional conditions
on the support of f are assumed. As an example consider, for a > 0, the space

L2(R*,C) = {ue L*(R*C) : Suppt C {(x,w) :w < a}}, (5.84)

where, as above, we denote by @ the partial Fourier with respect to the y variable of w.
Denote by II, the orthogonal projector

I, : L*(R?,C) — LA(R?,C).

The next theorem shows that exp(—t.A)oll, and (A—\)"'oll, have a different respective
behavior as t — +00 or A — +o00, than that of exp(—t.A) and (A — \)~1.

Theorem 5.6. For any a > 0, there exists a constant To(a) such that, for any t > To(a)

we have
\I/a(ct)>
C )

|| exp(—tA) o II,|| < exp(— (5.85)

where
U, (t) = igf P (w,t), (5.86)

where ® is given by (4.5). In particular, for any a > 0, there exists C'(a) > 0, such that
fort > Ty(a) we have

2
||exp(—tA) o I1,|| < C(a)exp (—%t?’ + C’(a)t3/2) : (5.87)

The proof is the same as that for Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 4.4 except that now we take
in consideration the information on Suppu. Clearly, (4.3) is still valid, but as @ = 0 for

w > a we obtain an estimate similar to (4.10) but with U, (ct) instead of {I\f(ct). To prove
(5.87) we note that, for sufficiently large ¢ we have

U, (t) = ®(a,t),

and hence (5.87) easily follows from (3.3).
As in Subsection 4.1, Theorem 5.6 implies :

Corollary 5.7. For any a > 0, there exists M\o(a) and C(a), such that, for X\ > \o(a),
2
(A= XN)"toll,| < exp(§A3/2 - C(Q)A3/4> : (5.88)

Observing, that the subspace
V=[] LR C)

a>0

is dense in L?(R? C), we also obtain
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Corollary 5.8. There exists a dense set V in L*(R?,C), such that for each f € V there
exist positive constants « = a(f) and po = po(f) such that for all X with Re A = > po(f)
it holds that

1A= X" Fllzzceey < explon®)]f]l . (5.89)
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF (5.12)
By (3.5) we may write

Or = dro+ 18] des k=1,2,

in which [|¢g1]|2 < C where C is independent of 3. Note that since ||¢k|l2 = 1 and
lroll2 = 1+ O(e=5P) for some S > 0, we have

1= |gro+ 187 bralls = 1+ 2187 (dr0, or1) + 1817 pralls + O(e™P),
which leads to

C
(@0 Ol < 7757 k=12, (A1)
Furthermore, by (3.5) and (5.8) we have that
|(z® +28)della < C18)Y* k=1,2. (A.2)
We can then write
z* +203)¢ol|3
I )90l (A38)

=[|(2® + 28)o,ll3 + 2181 ((@® + 28) o0, (2 +28)d0.1) + O(IB] ) ,

{(z* +2B) 0, ¢o)|”

=|((«* + 23) 0,0, bo0)|* + 4|ﬁ|_3/4<($2 + 203)$0,0, ¢0,0><(9€2 +28) 00,0, Po,1) + o8I,
(A.3b)
and

(2”4 28)do, 91)|> = [{(2® + 26)do,0, P1.0)|?

+2|5|_3/4 [<($2 +28)¢0,0, P1,1) + ((2* + 208)é1,0, ¢0,1>} ((2* + 208)¢0,0, $1,0) + o187
(A.3¢)
Furthermore, orthogonality properties of Hermite functions yield

‘“(52 + 25)%,0“3 - |<($2 +20)¢0,0, ¢0,0>|2 - |<($2 +28)¢1.0, (/50,0>‘2 <

We thus obtain from (A.3) that

1(2* 4+ 28)doll5 — [((&® + 28)¢o, do)|* — [((2® + 28)¢1, do)|”
=[8]7¥*{2((x* + 28) po.0, (z° + 28)¢0.1) — 4((x® + 28)Bo.0, Po.0) {(2* + 23)b0,0, Po1)

—2 [<($2 +28)¢0,0, P1,1) + ((2* + 208)¢1,0, ¢0,1>} }<($2 +208)¢0,0, P1,0) + o(BI™).
(A.4)
By the standard theory of orthogonal polynomials and Hermite functions in particular
(see [1] for instance) we have that

|((2® + 28) 0,0, Po0) | < C|8]72. (A.5)

= Q
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Furthermore,

(2% + 28)do.0, dr.1)| < 1281 [{Dro, 1) | + 1(2® + 28)do0 — 28] *Proll2/|d11l2 -

By (A.1) and by evaluating the integral of Hermite functions on the right-hand-side of
the above inequality we obtain

[((2® + 2B) 0,0, P1.1)| < C|B]72.
Substituting the above together with (A.5) into (A.4) yields
12 +28)¢oll3 — [{(2* +28)do, do) [ — [((2 + 28)¢1, ¢o) |
:|5|_3/4{2<($2 +283) 0,0, (z° + 208)¢0,1) — 2((z® + 208)¢1.0, ¢0,1><($2 + 203) 0,0, ¢1,0>}
+0(187).

(A.6)

To complete the proof we expand (22 4+ 23)dg into a series of Hermite functions to

obtain
((z® +2B)do, (2> + 28)¢o.1)
=((2* + 203)¢0,0, ¢0,0><(332 + 203) 0,0, (z* + 203)¢0.1)

+ (2 + 28)d0,0, d1,0) (2 + 28) b0, (z° + 28)do,) + O() .
Substituting into (A.6) we obtain (5.12) with the aid of (A.5).
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