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THE MATHEMATICAL THEORY OF RESONANCES
WHOSE WIDTHS ARE EXPONENTIALLY SMALL
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§1. Introduction. Among the most interesting and challenging mathematical
problems raised by non-relativistic quantum mechanics are those connected with
resonances. This is due both to their subtle nature and to their practical
importance. Let us begin by describing two situations which are typical of rather
distinct general classes of examples; the first was completely analyzed by one of
us [49] several years ago (relying, in part, on earlier work of Friedrichs and
Howland; see [49] for references)—the second will be analyzed in this paper.

Example 0. Autoionizing states in helium. Let 4, be the Schrodinger operator

Ao=‘A1"A2_r2_]—r2—2

on L%(R®), where r in R® is written <r,,r,>, and 4, is the Laplacean in r,. Let
AN =Ag+Ar, — 1| 7!

(A, and A(A) are self-adjoint with domains taken as the Sobolev space H,). For
A=1, 4, is a very good approximation to the energy operator of the helium
atom (and for A = (2/Z)? to a constant multiple of the energy operator of an ion
consisting of a nucleus of charge Z and two electrons). The continuous spectrum
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of A, is the interval [—1, o), and many of its eigenvalues are imbedded in this
continuous spectrum. For good mathematical and physical reasons one expects
that these imbedded eigenvalues are not present for 4 (\) when A is small, but for
the physical, observed case 4 (1) one typically sees bumps in physical excitation
spectra near the positions of the imbedded eigenvalues of 4. In [49] (see also
[39] for a pedagogical presentation), for each eigenvalue E, of 4, a function
E()\), analytic near zero, was found so that for ¢ Gaussian the only pole of
(¢,(A(\) — E)"'¢) near E, after continuation from ImE >0 occurs at E(M).
E(\) was interpreted as a “resonance” and I'(\) = —2Im E(A) is the resonance
width. In general

T(A) = a,A* + 0\ (1.1)
with a, computable.

Example 1. The Stark effect in hydrogen. Here

Hy=-A-1 (12)

is the Hamiltonian on L*R®) of a hydrogen atom, and
H(F)=Hy— Fz (13)

(with z the third component of r) is the Hamiltonian in a constant electric field
(0,0, F). H, has the familiar Bohr spectrum: [0, c0) as continuous spectrum and
eigenvalues at —1/4n2 The basic spectral properties of H(F) for F+ 0 have
been mainly known since the work of Titchmarsh [54] (see [2,23, 56, 50,57] for
significant recent related work): H(F) has (— o0, 00) as spectrum, no eigenvalues,
and purely absolutely continuous spectrum. Here, too, one expects there to be
resonance energy functions E(F) with E(F)— E, as F—>0. There is, however, a
big difference between this problem and the last, namely that I' is exponentially
small. Schrédinger [41] originally developed his perturbation series to treat the
Hamiltonian (1.3) assuming that H(F) has actual eigenvalues E(F) near E;. His
methods can be used to obtain formal series in the nondegenerate cases,

[ee}
E(F)~ Y A,,F* (1.4)

n=0
with all the coefficients 4,, real (and finite; if one tries the analogous procedure
in Example O one gets ill-defined integrals [(x — x,)”'g(x)dx—the Taylor
coefficients there can be obtained by systematically interpreting (x — x,) ' as
the distribution P((x — x,)~') — im8(x — x,)). Shortly thereafter, Oppenheimer
[38] pointed out that because the electron could tunnel through the Coulombic
potential barrier, H(F) should not be expected to have stationary states, i.e.,
normalizable eigenvectors. Indeed, using formal, WKB-type formulae for the
tunneling, he “computed” the width of the lowest resonance. A more systematic
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WKB calculation was then made by Lanczos [30]. There is some controversy
[58,59] about whether Oppenheimer’s ideas lead to the correct answer even after
correcting his algebraic mistakes; nevertheless, following standard terminology
we call the “correct” WKB formula as found in Landau-Lifshitz [31] the
Oppenheimer formula. It states that

I‘(F)~%F"exp(— &) (15)

for the width of the resonance associated with the lowest eigenvalue of H,. One
of our main goals in this paper will be to give a proof of this formula. Despite the
fact that it was first “derived” fifty years ago there is not only no rigorous proof
but even still some considerable discussion in the physical literature of its
correctness. The reason for this and the associated reason for the complexity of
the proof below is that one must be sure that every error term arising along the
way is not merely small in the sense usual in perturbation analyses (i.e. O(F*) for
some k), but small compared to the right side of (1.5). Indeed, although Yamabe
et al. [58,59] (who also review much of the literature) have an approach with
many similarities to ours, it is not at all clear how to control the errors without
the various technical devices we use below.

For comparison with some of the literature, we note that an alternative
normalization of (1.3) is

H'(F)y= - 20— 1 +F7z, (13)

Notice that under the scaling r—> — ir, H'(F") is unitary equivalent to 2H(} F’),
so that

E'(F')y=2E(4F')
T'(F'y = 2T(4 F')
Az = 2(4) " s (1.6)

Let us next say something about previous rigorous work on resonances in the
Stark problem. Many of the ideas go back to Titchmarsh, both in his book [54]
and in a series of papers [55], who worked on three interrelated approaches:
spectral concentration, poles of Green functions, and “transmutation formulae.”

Spectral concentration has been discussed and extended by a large number of
authors; see [39] for complete references. We note that given Howland’s ideas
[27] on the connection between poles and spectral concentration and given our
results below, one can considerably improve the spectral concentration results
previously known for the Stark problem in hydrogen.

The connection between poles of Green functions and resonances has already
been noted above. Titchmarsh studied them most especially in a model which is
a simplification of the Stark problem:
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Example 2. (The Titchmarsh problem). Consider the Hamiltonian

2
h(g,z,f)=—%5+x—g2—§—fx (1.7)
with f real, g > —1/4 and z > 0 fixed parameters, on the space L*((0, ), dx).
Questions about the boundary condition at zero will be discussed extensively
below. & arises if one reduces the »-dimensional Hamiltonian —A — zr~' — fr to
subspaces {r*/%u(r)Y,(Q)} with Y, a fixed spherical harmonic. For » even the
values of g that occur are g = m*> — 1 /4 with m =1(v —2),1»,1(» +2), ... and
for » odd, the values g = I(/ + 1) with / = 1(» — 3),1(» — 1), . . . . In either event
the quantity

m=(g+1/4)'? (1.8)

is always either integral or half-integral under this reduction. For these values of
m, Titchmarsh [54, §20.11] studied the problem for fixed z and m (or equivalently
g), allowing f to vary near zero. He proved that for any fixed eigenvalue A, of the
problem with f=0, the Green function G(x, y;\) defined for ImA >0 has a
meromorphic continuation in A for fixed x and y, into a neighborhood of A = A,
with a pole at a point A(f). He proved three facts about A( f):

@ A =R+ A+ 0(2In(1/1)

(i) ImA(f) = O(f)

(iii) ImA(f) > Cyexp(— C,f~'%,Cy,>0.

He conjectured that ImA( f) was exponentially small, which is one of the things
we prove in this paper. With our methods, or alternatively with those of Herbst
[24] discussed below, one can establish an asymptotic series for A( f) valid to all
orders, which improves (i); and the observation that all coefficients are real
immediately improves (ii) to O(f") for all N < oo. See [20] for further discussion
of this model.

Titchmarsh also considered these pole ideas in the context of the Stark effect.
Because of the singularities of G(x,y; E) at x =y and the corresponding failure
of eigenfunction expansions to converge absolutely, Titchmarsh dealt instead
with the kernel of the spectral projection [§ Im G(x,y; p + iO)du. Some related
ideas have been developed by Schwinger [43] and Lovelace [37]. Most recent
progress in the connection between poles and resonances originates in the work
of Combes [10], who proposed looking for poles of G when smeared in x,y with
vectors ) which are analytic for the group of dilations 1(x)—> e**/%(ex). In fact,
our solution [49] of Problem 0 depended intimately on the development of these
ideas by Balslev and Combes [3]. For some years it was clear that the Stark
problem did not fit into the Balslev-Combes framework and there appeared to be
severe formal problems preventing any extension. However, in a recent striking
paper, Herbst [24] succeeded in extending the notions of [3] to allow the
definition of a resonance; in particular, he was able to prove the occurrence of
resonance poles in the smeared Green function for the Stark effect in hydrogen
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and he showed that the resonance functions E(F) obey:
N
() E(F)=Ey+ > A,,F>"+ O(F*"*?
n=1

for the Rayleigh—Schrédinger coefficients 4,,, which are all real.
(i) ImE(F)= O(F*"), allN;
(iii) —ImE(F) >0, all F 0.

The quantity for which we prove Oppenheimer’s formula (1.5) is precisely
Herbst’s E(F).

Independently of Herbst, Graffi and Grecchi [18] used the transmutation
formulae given below to discuss resonance poles for the Green function smeared
with dilation-analytic vectors.

Herbst’s methods have been extended by Herbst and Simon [26] to prove
(1)—(ii) for multi-electron atoms in external electric fields. Unfortunately, as we
shall explain later, our methods here are limited to the case of hydrogen. A major
open question is the proof of generalized Oppenheimer formulae for multi-electron
atoms.

There is a second set of problems, at first seemingly unrelated, that we will
study in this paper, The canonical example of this problem is:

Example 3. (The anharmonic oscillator and the Bender—Wu formula). Let
A(B) denote the lowest eigenvalue of Q(8) = —d?/dv* + v* + Bv* on L*((— oo,
00); dv). By work of Titchmarsh [55] and Kato [29], it is known that A(8) has an
asymptotic series to all orders,

[e o]

A(B)~ annﬁ"-
By a numerical analysis of the first 75a’s, which they computed by a simple
recursive formula, Bender and Wu [5] deduced the asymptotic formula

a,~4n /=1 (2)"T(n + 1), (as n—> ) (1.9)

(they guessed the constant in front from a numerical 9-place decimal!). Several
years later, they realized a connection between (1.9) and some WKB tunneling
formulae [6]. To explain their idea, we must mention some analyticity results of
Simon [48], Loeffel and Martin [35], and Loeffel et al. [36]: A(8) has an analytic
continuation to the complex plane cut along the negative real axis, with
continuous boundary values. Moreover, |A(B)| < 4 + B|B|'/® in the whole
plane. From these results and a Cauchy integral formula, one easily deduces [48]
that for n > 1:

a,,=(—1)”*'(#"J;°°y“""lmA(—u+iO)dp,). (1.10)
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Thus, the large n asymptotics of a, follow from the small p asymptotics of
ImA(—p + i0). Bender and Wu [6] remarked that for u >0 and small,
—d?*/dx® + x? — ux*is formally a tunneling problem, which they then analyzed
using nonrigorous WKB formulae, finding that

ImA(—p + i0)~47 =2~ 2exp(—2/3p) (1.11)

(Simon [48] had earlier noted that this would imply (1.9)). We will prove (1.11)
below and thereby, given (1.10), also prove (1.9). Our methods should extend
easily to the case of x2 oscillators. The transmutation formulae do not hold in
that case, but we only need them to reduce this operator to the Stark problem.

To facilitate comparison with the formulae of Bender and Wu, we note that
their normalization is

Q'(BY= - ;‘1—25 + %x2+ % B’ x*.
Under the scaling x =2 x, Q’(B’) is unitarily equivalent to 1 Q(28"). Hence
N(B) = A2B")
ImA'(—p' +i0)={ImA(-2p +i0)

a,=2""a,

Parenthetically we note, following Herbst and Simon [25,26], that the relation
(1.10) has an analogue for the Stark effect, viz.,

Ay, = —w“fRF‘2”"I‘(F)dF+ O(R ™), (1.12)
0

with 4,, given by (1.4) and T' = —2Im E. Thus, given our proof of (1.5) we also
have an asymptotic formula for the 4,, perturbation coefficients for the Stark
problem:

Ay~ — 6"+ 127) " (2m)\. (1.13)

Given the necessary changes of units, this agrees with numerical calculations of
the 4,, [45,47].

We also note that considerable interest has been shown in (1.11) and (1.9)
recently in terms of saddlepoint analysis in function space integrals (e.g., [34, 8]).
Despite considerable partial progress towards a rigorous justification of this
approach (see [51,52]), (1.9) has not been proven by those means. Our proof of
(1.9) sheds no light on why the formal function-space arguments give the right
answer.

There is clearly a formal similarity between Problems 1-3 in that all involve
tunneling through barriers and relations between imaginary parts of resonance



MATHEMATICAL THEORY OF RESONANCES 851

energies and asymptotics of perturbation coefficients. Actually there is a closer
similarity than that. The problems, at least after suitably imbedding them in
problems with more parameters, are essentially identical. This realization is
intimately connected with the separability of the Stark problem in suitable
coordinates. Jacobi [28] seems to be the first to have studied the exact solution
(up to quadratures) of the problem of a classical particle in an inverse-square
force plus a constant external force field. He used the separability in elliptic
coordinates. In 1916, Schwarzschild [42] and Epstein [13] independently
reexamined the problem in order to explain the splitting of the Stark effect
(observed by Stark [53] in 1913) within the old quantum theory of Bohr.
Schwarzschild relied on Jacobi’s solution, while Epstein introduced the
separability in parabolic coordinates which, as we shall see, leads to coupled
anharmonic oscillators. In 1926, Schrodinger [41] and Epstein [14] independently
carried this separability in parabolic coordinates over to the “new” quantum
mechanics, obtaining essentially the same basic transmutation formulae we
describe below. This separation in parabolic coordinates is behind much of
Titchmarsh’s work [54,55] and also much of the recent work of the Modena
group [18,19,20,4]. In particular, the essential equivalence of Oppenheimer’s
formula and the Bender-Wu formula (more properly the Bender—Wu-Banks
formula discussed below) has been noted independently by Benassi and Grecchi
[4].

To describe the equivalence we increase the number of free parameters. In
Example 1, we define

H(F,Z)=—-A—Zr ' - Fz, (1.14)
and we write the formal eigenfunction equation
H(F,Z)O(r; Z,F)= E(Z,F)O(r; Z,F). (1.15)

In Example 2, we deal with the operator h(g,z, f) and always let m be given by
(1.8). For g >3/4 (m > 1), h is essentially self-adjoint on C3°(0, 0), and the
condition of square-integrability at x = 0 forces a boundary condition at x = 0.
For —1/4< g<3/4 (0< m<1), all solutions of the equation are square-
integrable at zero, behaving as x* =™ (or, if m = 0, as x'/? or x'/?Inx). If

k(g2 f)I(x5 g2 f) =N (x; .2, f) (1.16)

with the boundary condition

—_ 1

l‘ z+m s

lim J(x)/x < o0
then we say that J obeys Dirichlet-like boundary conditions (for g =0, this
corresponds precisely to Dirichlet boundary conditions; also, as we shall see, for
g=—3/16 (m=1/4) a transmuted equation goes over to one with Dirichlet
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conditions). If on the other hand

M ! —-m 1 mis . 1: ’ —
)lgr:)xf [J(x)/x2 ] = )lcl_l;r(l)[./ (x) = (3 —m)J(x)/x]=0,
then we say that J obeys Neumann-like boundary conditions (again, for g =0,
this means Neumann conditions, and for g = —3/16, Neumann conditions for
the transmuted problem).
Finally, for Example 3 we introduce
__d* 2 4 -2
Q(a, B,y)= 0 +av” + Bo® + yv (1.17)
v

and the formal eigenfunction equation, v > 0:
Q(a, B,7)¥(v; e, B,v) = A, B,7)¥(v52, B,Y). (1.18)

We can give the first set of transmutation formulae by noting:

ProposITION 1.1.  Egquation (1.16) is equivalent to equation (1.18) under the
change of variables

x =% J(x)= v‘/z‘I'(u). (1.19b)

This proposition is intended in the sense of equivalence of ordinary differential
equations, and not as a statement of operator equivalence. Notice that
y = 4g + 3/4 is equivalent to y = 4m? — 1 /4. In particular, y = 0 corresponds to
g=—-3/16 (m= +1/4) and eigenfunctions of the anharmonic oscillator
—d?/dv* + v® + Bo* on all of (— o0, 0), that are even (resp. odd) under v —> — v
correspond to h/(—3/16,A /4, — B/4) + 1/4 with Neumann-like (resp. Dirichlet-
like) boundary conditions. Also, the two-dimensional oscillator —A + x2 + Bx*
restricted to functions of the form x!/?f(x)e™?, i.e.,

— Ay Bxt ot x Y (m - 1/4)
2 b
dx
corresponds to h(g, A/4, — B/4) + 1/4 with g = m? — 1/4, so that m is given by
(1.8).

The second set of transformation formulae relate (1.15) when separated in

parabolic coordinates to (1.18).

PROPOSITION 1.2. If r=(uvcose,uvsing,L(u®>— v?) (i.e, u=yr+z,
2

v=yr—z, sou?v?are parabolic coordinates), then

O(r) = (uv) ™"/ *x(u)w(v)e™
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obeys (1.1) if x,w obey

Q(—E,F/2,m* — 1/4)x = Aix (1.20a)
Q(—E, —F/2,m* - 1/4)0 = Ay (1.20b)
A+ A, —2Z=0. (1.20¢)

This is a straightforward, although tedious, change of variables; see [54;
§15.16]. For m > 1, Q is essentially self-adjoint without any boundary condition,
and for m = 0 the Dirichlet conditions correspond to the requirement that © be
bounded.

(1.20c) is just the formal equation relating the A of (1.18) and the E(Z, F) of
(1.15):

AM—E,F/2,m*—1/4)+ A(—E,—F/2,m* - 1/4)=2Z.  (1.20¢")

In particular, it relates the Oppenheimer formula for E(Z, F) when m =0 and
the analogue of the Bender-Wu formula for A(a, —p + iO, —1/4) found by
Bender, Wu, and Banks [7]. It can be proven [21] that any solution of the partial
differential equation with suitable boundary conditions at infinity is a sum of
products in parabolic coordinates.

As a final introductory point we should say a little about the physical
interpretation of the quantity E(F) as the energy of a resonance. That is, to what
extent is E(F) dependent on our decision to work in a framework that gives a
special meaning to the dilation analytic vectors (see Simon [60] for additional
discussion of this point)? First, there is a remark of Howland [61] that, carried
over to our situation, gives a natural mathematical meaning to E(F) independent
of any special choice: namely, our results show for suitable complex F (indeed
for F purely imaginary), E(F) is actually an eigenvalue of H(F); thus E(F) is
just the analytic continuation in F of an eigenvalue. From a physical point of
view, one should prove that resonance energies as defined within the framework
of the dilation analytic theory are the poles of the scattering operator analytically
continued. For results of this genre in the case of zero field see [60]; see Yajima
[57] for the case with electric field. While these results tend to suggest strongly
that the E(F) will be the poles of the S-operator for our actual case, all of them
are restricted to potentials with stronger falloff than r~! at infinity and some
require more local regularity. We also note that while there is some controversy
in the physics literature about whether many body effects might produce poles of
S unrelated to the dilation analytic theory, there is general agreement that these
will yield poles of S and that in the two body case considered here, these are the
only such poles. Finally, we note that Herbst [62] has related the E(F) to the
decay of (¢, e ) for ¢ an eigenvector of H(O); this relates another notion of
“resonance” discussed in the physics literature.
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We can now describe the contents of the rest of the paper. The above
transmutation formula reduces the Stark problem to an ODE, and the other two
problems are already ODE’s. We will characterize resonance solutions as
solutions with a certain behavior in a certain direction of the complex plane. This
characterization, known in the physics literature as Siegert-Gamow boundary
conditions (after [44,16]), is equivalent to the characterization by dilation
analyticity in the Stark case and to the characterization by analytic continuation
in the anharmonic case. We will then be able to isolate Im A by variation of
parameters starting from an approximate solution which is WKB in suitable
regions, Airy at turning points and Whittaker in the near region. The basic
strategy is described in Section 2. As the reader will have noticed, it is
unfortunately limited to problems given by ODE’s and involves some
manipulation with special functions. The application to the Titchmarsh problem
is complicated by the long range of the r~! potential. Since it is not L' at
infinity, one cannot approximate the solution of (1.16) by solutions of Airy’s
equation A(g =0,z = 0, f)J = AJ. The analogue of Titchmarsh’s problem where
Z/r is replaced by a potential in L' is thus technically much easier, so we begin
by analyzing that problem in §3, thereby illustrating the basic strategy. The
Titchmarsh problem is then analyzed in §4. Given the analysis and the
transmutation formulae it is easy to obtain the major results of this paper; a
proof of the Bender-Wu formula (1.9/1.11) in §5 and of the Oppenheimer
formula (1.5) in §6. We have included a glossary of information we need on
special functions in one appendix and placed several calculations in other
appendices.

It is a pleasure to thank L. Benassi, S. Graffi, and V. Grecchi for valuable
correspondence, and I. Herbst for valuable discussions.

§2. The basic strategy. In this section, we want to describe the basic
approach and reduce the analysis of resonance widths to the proofs of estimates
on solutions of ordinary differential equations with prescribed behavior at
infinity. We begin by relating resonances to these special solutions, thereby
getting an implicit equation. By analyzing this equation with Taylor’s Theorem,
we will obtain the required reduction. Finally we will give several general
elements of the construction of solutions and their estimation.

Definition. By V we denote the class of functions V' (x) on (0, co) which have
an analytic continuation to the region S = {z||argz| < #/3 + 8} for some § >0
and which obey either

(a) fwl V(a+ xe'®)|dx < o0 21

foralla € S, |¢p| < 7/3+ 6, or

(b) V= V] + V2 + V3, (2.2)
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where V, = Z/x,V,=v/x%y > —1/4, and V; obeys (2.1). Note that we do not
demand that 7 be real. This will be important because the transmutation
formulae lead to nonreal V’s.

PROPOSITION 2.1.  Let V € V; then for every F > 0 and E € C, the differential
equation

=" = (Fx — V(x)y = EY

has a solution y = J(x, F, E) that, together with its derivative, goes to zero in the
sector 0 < argx < m/3 + 8, uniformly in the regions € <argx <w/3+ 8 — €.
All such solutions of (2.2) are multiples of J. This solution satisfies |J| <
Cexp(—e€|z|*/?) in {z||z| > R, argZ € (8,7 /3 — 8)}, while all other solutions go
to infinity.

Proof. Uniqueness follows from the constancy of the Wronskian of two
solutions. Existence follows from a simple variation of parameters of the type we
consider extensively below with either Airy functions (the exact solutions when
V =0) or with the WKB solutions. We will remark on some details of this
construction below. []

Definition. By a resonance solution of the operator —d?/dx* + V — Fx with
prescribed boundary condition C at x = 0, we mean a solution J of (2.2) with the
vanishing conditions given in Proposition 2.1, which moreover obeys the
prescribed condition C. The corresponding value of E is called a resonance
energy.

We must link this definition to the operator-theoretic definitions alluded to in
§1, namely those given by dilation analyticity in the Stark and Titchmarsh
problems and by analytic continuation in a parameter in the anharmonic
oscillator.

PROPOSITION 2.2. In the following cases:
(@) V regular at x =0; —d?*/ dx? with Dirichlet or Neumann conditions,
(b) V~Z/x at x =0, —d*/dx* with Dirichlet conditions, or
(© V~Z/x+ 1+ 1)/x*( >1)at x=0, —d*/dx>+ V with the boundary
conditions (Dirichlet) obtained by closing the operator on C (0, ),
Herbst’s method [24] of dilation analyticity is applicable, and resonance in the
Herbst theory corresponds precisely to resonance energy as defined above.

Proof. Herbst’s theory depends on showing that — e~ 2?d?/dx* + V(e®x) —
Fe®x has discrete spectrum for # real, small and non-zero. Resonances are
eigenvalues for Im § small and positive and are independent of 8. It is easy to see
that resonances thus correspond to solutions of the ODE which are square-
integrable along rays {xe”|x > 0,6 fixed, small, and positive} and hence to
resonances in our sense. [ |

PropPoSITION 2.3. Fix a,y real, y > —1/4,a > 0. Let A(B) be defined for
B > 0 as an eigenvalue of the operator Q of (1.17) and define A(B) for arg B = im
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by analytic continuation in the lower half plane. Then A(—|B|— iO) is such a
continued eigenvalue, if and only if —1/4a is a resonance eigenvalue for the
Hamiltonian (1.7) with g=1(y—3/4), z=41A f=—1B=1|B| and with the
appropriate conditions.

Remarks. 1. By the appropriate boundary conditions, we mean that
Dirichlet-like (resp. Neumann-like) boundary conditions in (1.17) correspond to
the same type of condition in (1.7).

2. We note that in the y = 0 problem the whole line reduces by symmetry to
the direct sum of problems restricted to even and odd functions, and these are
equivalent to the Neumann and Dirichlet problems on the half-line.

Proof. One first notes that if B is held fixed and positive and vy is fixed,
vy > —1/4, then analytic continuation in a is possible on an operator theory level
for all A,a[48], and eigenvalues correspond to solutions which go to zero at
infinity along the real axis. If one notes that under the scaling x —>Ax the
differential operator Q(a, B,y) goes to A~2Q(aA* BAS,y) one can relate
solutions of Q(x, B,v)y = Ay going to zero as |x|—> oo, argx = 0 to solutions of
A720(aA?, BA®,y) = A7 going to zero as | x| > oo, arg(Ax) = 0. This continuation
in B corresponds to continuation in « if one remembers to continue the argx for
which the boundary condition is demanded. This proves the result. To see that
continuation of B8 in the lower half plane is involved note that the condition is
ltarg B+argx=0. []

PROPOSITION 2.4. Fix m=0,1...and let A(a, B,m*— 1/4) be the real
eigenvalues of Q(a, B, m? — 1/4) for B > 0 and the resonance eigenvalues of B < 0.
Then for fixed Z,F real and positive, solutions E of (1.20c") correspond to
resonances in Herbst’s sense for the Stark problem (1.15).

Proof. This involves the same argument as in Proposition 2.2 and the
parabolic separation ‘of variables. []

Remarks. 1. It can be proven [21] that every resonance wave function for the
Stark problem is a product in parabolic coordinates, so that every such resonance
corresponds to a solution of (1.20c’).

2. In terms of analytic continuation in B, one often writes (1.20c’) with
— F/2 = e ""F/2 to indicate the continuation through the lower half-plane.

These considerations reduce the study of resonances in the operator-theoretic
sense to the finding of what we have called resonance solutions, and henceforth
we only consider these resonance solutions.

In addition to the time-independent definitions of resonances we have
mentioned, there is a time-dependent point of view, from which a resonance state
is a localized state which, while not an eigenfunction, decays (in time)
abnormally slowly. The shortcoming of this point of view is its imprecision. By
looking at spectral projections onto small enough intervals one can find
arbitrarily slowly decaying states, but the slower the decay the worse the
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localization. There is no convincing canonical balance of localization and
slowness of decay to optimize. However, a representative time-dependent
resonance state can be constructed from the resonance solution we write down
by cutting it off so that it becomes L2 and the rate of decay is essentially the
imaginary part of the resonance energy that we calculate by a golden-rule
argument (see Section 3).

The procedure we will follow yields resonances in the Stark problem as
solutions of an implicit equation. Our strategy below will be to solve the other
problems also in the form of implicit equations. Thus we will want to solve an
equation

G(f,iAN=0 (2.3)
for A as a function of f, related to a real solution A, of G(0,Ay) =0. Under

suitable conditions on G we know that for f small there is a unique solution of
(2.3) with A(f) near Ay. We begin with the rather elementary

THEOREM 2.5. Let G(f,A) be a C' function on {f| f €[0,F),|]A —Ag| < €A
complex} which is analytic in X for each fixed f and with

(@) G(0,Ay) =0 and 3G(0,0)/9\ is a nonzero real number; and

(b) for some a > 0:

85 (1N = 32 (0.0) = O(A = Adl* + |£1);
(c) for a fixed function g(f) and for A real and near A;:
4

ImG(f,A) = g(/HrA)exp(—a)/f)(1 + O( 1))

for a C" function a of u with h smooth and h(\,) # 0. Then there is a unique
solution A(f) near Ay of G(f,A(f)) = O for f small. Moreover, ReA(f) = Ay + A, f+
o(f) for some A,; and

ImA(f) = = Cg()rAo)exp(—ao)/f) - (1 + o(1)),

where

3G ! d
c=(820n) exp( N %2 (u=1y)
If the o(f) term in ReX(f) can be replaced by O(|f|'*?), then the o(1) term in
ImA(f) can be replaced by O(| f|*).

Remark. By C ! on the closed interval, we mean in the sense of a one-sided
derivative.

Proof. By the implicit function theorem, there is a unique A(f) which is C' so
that A(f) = Ay + A, f + o(f). Using the mean-value theorem, we find p(f) with
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Re p(f) = ReA(f) and Im u(f) between 0 and ImA(f) so that

Im G(f,ReA(f)) = ~ImARe 3 G(£, u(/)),
where we have used Im G( f,,A(f)) = 0. Since
exp(—a(ReA(f))/f) =exp(—a(Ay)/f) - exp(— Re),(da/dp) + o(1)),

the result follows. []

Under suitable hypotheses on G, one can go to higher order in ImA(f), in the
sense that (1 + o(1)) can be replaced by [1 + af + bf> + o(f?)] for some explicit
a,b. In particular, one could use the methods of this paper to go to higher order
in the Oppenheimer and Bender-Wu formulae.

The final element of the overall strategy involves the implicit equation we will
use to find the eigenvalues. This will be the standard method [40, 22] of taking
the Wronskian of two solutions of the basic differential equation, one obeying
the boundary condition at infinity, the other at the origin. To construct the
solution of an equation

d2
(— -— + C(x))xp(x) =0 2.4
dx
with some boundary conditions at x,, we use as comparison functions two
functions ¢, obeying

(— dixzz_ +A(x))<1>i (x)=0. (2.5)

If we expand

Y(x) = a, (x)94 (x) +a_(x)9_(x)

Y(x)=a,(x)¢y (x)+ a_(x)p_ (x), (2.6)
then we obtain the equivalent equation
d (4+ B(x) Sib_ ¢ a,
a = , 27
dx(a_) Wi{o_,o,} [——4& -6, b (“—) (2.7)

where B(x) = C(x) — A(x) and W {f, g} = fg' — gf’ is the Wronskian of f and
g- This use of variation of parameters to justify WKB-type results has been used
before by various authors [15,22,11]. In all cases we construct resonance
solutions of (2.2) when E is real and negative by performing the variation of
parameters along a path P = P, U P,:

P={x|0<x< —E/F) (2.82)

Py={x|x=—E/F+re"r>0}. (2.8b)
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In the region
PO =(xeP|x<F™*) (2.9a)

(where a is a fixed number strictly between 0 and 1/2 to be picked for
convenience later), we will take ¢, to be solutions of (2.2) with F = 0; and in the
regions P, and

P(V=(x€e€P|x<F~ ™) (2.9b)

we would like to take ¢, to be solutions of (2.2) with V= 0. We can get away
with this in the short-range case (§3), and only need to consider three regions,
P®, PV, and P,. In the long-range case (V~x "), however, we cannot get
away with using solutions of (2.2) with V' =0, because in the limit F=0
the solutions of (2.2) are not asymptotically exp(*xy— E x), but rather
exp(=y— E (x + clnx)). We therefore need to take ¢, to be WKRB functions in
order to get the right asymptotics. Since such approximations are poor near the
classical turning point — E/ F, the long-range case (§4) will need to break P{"
into two regions

PP =(xEP|F *<x<[-E/F]-F ") (2.9¢)
PP =(xeP|[-E/F]-F#<x}. (2.9d)
Likewise, P, must be broken into two regions,
P{V={(x€P,)|r=|x+E/FI<F#) (2.9¢)
PP =(xeP|r>F ") (2.9f)

In the region P{" we will take solutions with F = 0 (Whittaker functions); in the
regions P{? and P{?, we will use WKB approximations; and in the regions P{*
and P{Y (near the turning point) we will take Airy functions in conformity with
the ideas of Langer [32].

One further complication is that it will be convenient not to have ¢, € C' at
the matching point for regions P, and P,—this is no problem since only ¢ and ¢’
need be continuous. For this reason we will give different names (to wit ¢, and
1. ) to the bases in the two regions. We will rely on a general property of
solutions of (2.6), which is the remarkable fact that when 4, C, and ¢, are real
valued, Im(a, /a_) varies only slowly, and according to an explicit formula:

THEOREM (2.6). Let ¢, and B be as above and real-valued on the real interval
[xg,x,], and let a.. obey (2.6). Then

Im( Z_ )(xo) = Im( e )(xl)exp(X) (2.10)
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where

X= —fx:‘zB(x)[ W{o .o, }]*l[m (X)b_ (x) + o2 (x)Re( ‘_;_:“_)(x)] dx.
@11

Proof. Since

()2 ()2

the differential equation leads to:

(&) ey e (3] et e ()]

Taking the imaginary part of both sides,

%m[Im(Z—*)} = —W%;_(—%j [¢+¢_ +¢% Re(zi)])

and integrating this leads to (2.10), (2.11). []
We emphasize that the errors introduced in (2.10) when X is small and exp(X)
is expanded in X are multiplicative, i.e.,

Im( g-:'-)(xo) - Im( -Z—J:'—)(x,) 1+ 0(x)]

§3. The short-range case: A warm-up. As we explained at the end of the last
section, the treatment of the Titchmarsh problem is complicated by the long
range nature of x ~!. In addition, there are complications due to the singularities
of x ! and x~2 at x = 0. Thus we illustrate the situation by considering

- —d’
Ho= =5 +V(x) (3.1)

on L%0, «0) with the boundary condition

u(x=0)=0. (3-2)
We let

H;=H,— fx 3.3)
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and consider a negative eigenvalue A, of H,. We suppose throughout that V(x) is
analytic in

{x| |larg x| <% +8 } = R;, (3.4a)
[V (x)| < C(1+|x])~" ¢ (3.4b)
for some €, 8 positive, and
V(x) is analytic near x = 0. (3.4c)
Under the hypotheses (3.4), we can define four solutions . , 05, o5 Of
—0"(x) + V(x)o(x) = Ao(x). (3.5
The solutions o,  (x,A) obey the boundary conditions
05(0,A) =0, o,(0,A)=1; oy(0,A)=1, oy(0,A)=0.
One easily sees that o), y(x,A) are analytic in R; X C and obey:
lop.n (%, )] + [op (X, M) < Cexp(|A]'/?|x]) (3.6)
in the region R;,, X C. The solution ¢_ is defined by the conditions:
o_(x, A)/exp( - \/jx) -1 (3.72)
o’ (x,}\)/[exp(-—\/—_}\x)](—\/j)—él (3.7b)
as x — oo along the real axis. o_ is analytic in Ry X {A|A €[0, )} and is easily

constructed with a variation of parameters about exp(* vy —A\ x); see, e.g., Dicke
(appendix to [48]). The solution o is to be chosen so that

W{o_,0,}=2y—A. (3.8)
For example, we can take
o, =oy+[0(0)] "[o”(0) = 2/=X ]op,

which is meromorphic in Ry X {A|A € (0, o0)} with poles in A only at points with
a’_(0,A) = 0. It is not hard to see that ¢, obeys:

o, (x,A)/exp(+mx)—> 1, (3.7¢)
o, (x,N)/exp(+V=Ax)(V=2)~>1. (3.7d)
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Equation (3.8) determines o, up to multiples of ¢_, and, in particular, if
o_(0,A0) =0, (3.9)

then o, (0,A,) is independent of any choice. We will prove the following result in
this section:

THEOREM 3.1.  Assume (3.4) holds, and let Ay be a negative eigenvalue of H, (so
that (3.9) holds). Then H; has a resonance A(f) near A, for f small and real, and for
some a > 0,

ImA(f) = Cexp(—4(=Ao)*/2/3f) -[1+ O(f)], (3.10a)
where
€= (1/Bexp(r)(—2) 0, OM)] (o ON/=R)] T (3100
and
_ 22N xo- (xshg) [
Je[o (x.ho) ] dx

(3.10¢)

Remark. The exp(y) term is somewhat subtle; it arises from the A,(da/dp)
term in Theorem 2.5. In physicist’s language, it comes from the effect that the
first-order energy shifts have on the tunneling. This is obviously a negligible
effect for the anharmonic oscillator, which is reflected in the transformation
formula in that if one adjusts the charge rather than the energy to accommodate
the change in f, then there is no such term. In the Stark-effect problem, no such
term occurs for the ground state, for which E — E, = O(F?), but one is present
for certain excited states; see §6.

To prove Theorem 3.1, we construct a solution J(x, f,A) of (2.2) with A= E
by a variation of parameters using solutions ¢. (x, f,A) such that J(x, f,A) =
a,(x, fiNe, (x, LX)+ a_(x, L,AN)d_(x, f,A). J will be chosen to go to zero as
|x| = oo with 0 < argx < 7 /3, so that A(f) is the solution of

J(x=0,f,A)=0. (3.11)

It will be convenient to replace (3.11) by the equivalent condition
G(f,N) =0, (3.11)

_ a, _ _ J(X = O)
G(fiN=¢_(0)+ ¢+(0)( Z)(x == ==0"

The hypotheses (a), (b) of Theorem 2.5 are easy to check in the construction
below (done for A complex), so we will concentrate on verifying hypothesis (c)
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and identifying Im G(f, u). Since (c) involves only real A, we will henceforth take
A real.

We will choose ¢, in such a way that for f=0, a,/a_(x=0)=0
independently of A, and thus if we verify the hypothesis of Theorem 2.5:

a,

¢ _
ImA(f) = —exp(1)s. (0)[ o O ;)J(x = 0)-(1+ 0(J*))

where ¢, (0) means ¢. evaluated at A = A, f= 0, x = 0. Moreover, at f=0, ¢,
will be chosen to be multiples of 6., so that ImA(f) will depend on the
calculation of Im(a, /a_)(x = 0), and hence Theorem 2.6 will be useful.

As described in Section 2, we define ¢, to be C' on [0, —\/f] solving (2.5)
with

V(ix)— A x<f~%

aen= {100

and with « fixed once and for all, 0 < a < 1/2. Thus a, will obey (2.6) with

= o x<fTY
B(x) = { V(x), x>f

¢. can be expanded in terms of the basic solutions o, in the region x < f™%,
and in the region x > f~* we use the functions

a(x; f,\) = Ai(—f'/3(x + )\/f))
b(x; f,A) = Bi(—f'*(x + \/f))

where Ai, Bi are Airy functions (see Appendix b); Bi is chosen so that b falls off
from x =0to x = —A/f. ¢, are determined by the differential equation and the
“boundary conditions”:

¢, =0,(x,N), XEP,x<f7°
¢_ = N(f,\)b(x, f;A),x € Pi,x > f°,
where N is chosen so that
Wio_.o.)=1,
ie.,
NN =[W(bo Y (x=f")]"" (3.12)

(Note: Most Wronskians we consider are of solutions of the same second-order
equations, so we need not specify a point x. In (3.12) and in some formulae
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below we do wish to specify a point x; actually, as we shall see, our value of « is
irrelevant in (3.14) to leading order in f.) The evaluation of N and of the
expansions

¢4 (x)=C,(a)a(x, f,A)+ C,(b)b(x, f,A), xE€P,x>f"°
d_(x)=C_(0,)0,(x,iA)+ C_(o_)o_(x,f,A), x€EP,x<f"°
are simple exercises of the use of Wronskian equalities at x = f~¢; for example,
Ci(a)y=W{o,,b)(x=f"%)/W{a,b).

As f—0, the point x = f~* is in the region where 0. ,0". obey their asymptotic
formulae (3.7) and where a, a’, b, b’ obey asymptotic formulae (b.9, b.10) given in
Appendix B. Thus, one can obtain asymptotic formulae for the constants C.
and for N; explicitly:

1 (x5 S:2) = Co(@)a(x, f2) - (1 + O(f)), (3.13a)
and
Co(a)=2ZfVm' (=N exp(3(=1)?/f) - (1 + O(f)) (3.13b)
uniformly in [f~% —A/f];
o (%, fiA) = C_(a_)o_ (M) - (1+ O(f)), (3.142)
and
C_(0_)=Nf"n = 2(=N)"4exp(2(=N?/f) - (1 + O(f)) (3.14b)

uniformly in [0, f~]; and

N=4(=N"V4 2~ Voexp( = 2(=N2/f) - (1+ O(f))-  (3.15)
Thus (3.15), (3.14b) imply that
C_(o_)=4(=N""H1+ 0(f)), (3.14c)

which is as it should be, since W{o_,0, } = 2/=A, Wi{e_o¢,)=1,¢,~0,,
and¢p_~C_o_.

One can see why all formulae are independent of a, and why ¢, ~C_ (a)o,
and ¢ _ ~C_(o_)o_ to leading order as follows: In the asymptotic regime, the
exponentially decreasing (resp. increasing) solution must match to that solution
which decreases (resp. increases), and it doesn’t matter much where the matching
is done, since in both cases the matching is taking place in a region where both
V(x) and — fx are small, so that exp(=x V—=A x) dominates. Note that while A4i
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falls off exponentially, that means that as x is increased, a will grow
exponentially!
Along the curve P, we will make a variation of parameters with

A(x, fA)=—fx— A

We will use comparison functions 7n,. Since ¢_~>b does not fall off
exponentially along P,, we will not take n_ = ¢ _, but rather we use the Airy
function

c(x, —fih) = Ai( __fl/s(x + }\f—l)e+2m‘/3)
and take
n_ = Ne+7ri/6 C(x,f,n),

with N the normalization factor determined by (3.14). 7, will be the analytic
continuation of ¢, , so that by (3.13):

N4 (%, L) = 4af "N ~la(x, £;,) - (1 + O(f)). (3.16)

Notice that
Win_,n, ) =dnf~ /W {c,a} - (1+ O())

=2-(1+ 0(f)) (3.17)

by (b.8).
We can now describe our construction of the resonance solution J precisely.
We will expand

J(x)y=byn, +b_m_, (3.18a)
J'(x)=b,n, +b_n_ (3.18b)

on P, and seek a solution of the differential equation with (b, ,b_)—(0,1). Of
course, we will need to show that b, is very small, so that b, n,/n_—>0. The
continuity of J and J’ at the matching point x = —Af ™' requires that

ay(x==Mf)y=b (=Nf)=b_A/HHW{n_.¢_} (3-192)
and
a_(x==Mf)=b_(~NNHW(1_n.), (3.19b)
since ¢, =n, and W{¢_,,¢_} = — 1. In particular,

a, b+ w s¢+
in( G Jox = =M = m gty B mimgte . 620
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Now:
Win_.é_)=N%e"/W(cb)=JL flli=Ti (3.20b)
Theorem 3.1 will follow from two propositions:
PROPOSITION 3.2.  There is a solution J of HyJ = NJ along the curve P, with
b_=1+0(f (3:21a)

uniformly in x € P, for some a > 0, and
b, = O(n>)0(lfI) (3:21b)
uniformly in x and f. Moreover,
bi(=Mf)=0(f")*x T,
where T is the quantity defined in (3.20b).

PROPOSITION 3.3.  The solution J of Proposition 3.2, continued along P, and
expanded in terms of ¢, obeys

a_(x)=2+ 0(fl) (3.22a)
a, (x) = O0(lfI")g(x),
where

1, x < R,

§(x) = o2 (x), x> R,,

for some fixed R,.

Proof of Theorem 3.1 (assuming Propositions 3.1 and 3.3). We first claim that
the solution J of Proposition 3.2 obeys resonance boundary conditions at
infinity. As noted after (3.18) this requires that b, . /n_—0 as x > 0. But by
(3.21b), for f fixed, b, m,/n_ = O(n,.n_)= O(ac) = O(|x|~'/?) by formulae
(b.11), (b.12) in Appendix B. Therefore the resonance condition is given by
(3.11), (3.12), if

¢ (x—0)+¢+(x—-0)( )(x—O) G(f,\)=0.

Next, we claim that
Im——(x-O) —Im( )(x =A/f)- (1 + O(f]%). (3.23)

By Theorem (2.6), this follows from showing that the quantity X of (2.11) is
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O(|f|*) with x4 =0, x, = —A/f. By the formula (3.22) for the asymptotics of
@y, (X)6_ (x) + ¢ (Y)Ry(a, /a_) is bounded by C[1+ (¢, ¢_)’].
Thus, to prove (3.23), we need to know that

S, B(x)ax= 0( 11,
and
FB@)l(@. 8- dx= 0( 1.
In the region [0, f~°], where B(x)= fx and ¢, ¢_ is bounded, there is no

problem since a < 1/2, so [{ " fxdx = O(f'~?*). In the region [f~*,(—A)/f],
we have that

[($+ ¢ )(X)] < CF 7 a(x, N, f)b(x N, f)
<L+ f P+ a/f1]
by (3.13)-(3.15) and the asymptotics of a, b. Therefore we break the interval
[f~* —Af'linto two regions R, =[f~% — IAf 'land R, =[—IAf~}, =Af7'].

In the region R,,¢,¢_ is bounded uniformly in f, so fRI|B(x)||¢+¢_|2dx
= 0(f*). In the region R,, |B(x)| = O(|f|'**), so

JoJ B0 Pax=0(s1+) [TV 01+ 1) dy

=0(f* )fof—w(l —z)"ldx

= O(fIn f).

Thus X = O(| f|”), proving (3.23).
Next, notice that from (3.21c), (3.20a), (3.20b), (3.15), and (3.17), we have

tm( 5+ )x = -A/0)

- L.+ o(f)

= = %(=0) " 2exp(= $(=N*/f) - (1 + O(If*)).
Thus
ImG(f,A) = = (=N "0, (0, x)exp(— $(=N)*?/f) - (1 + O(IfI*). (324
Recalling that ¢, = 6, and W{o_,0, } =2V=\, W{¢_,¢, } = 1, we see that

G(f=0,A)=0_(0,N)/2/= X,
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and thus (3.24) and Theorem 2.5 imply (3.10) with
y=+X2(=Ag)%

This agrees with the claimed formula if we note that first-order perturbation
theory is known [26] to by asymptotic, so

}‘] = —<o_,xo_>/<o_,o_> [:l

Proof of Proposition 3.2. We construct b, ,b_ by integrating the differential
equation (2.6) from infinity and iterating the integral equation. The net result is

(o) =S m(9)

+ ) Vix) [ =neme —n2 | g4 (x)
M(g—)(x)=£ W{n_,m}[ PO J(g_(;))dx‘

2
along P, M+ MeM-

where M is a map on pairs of functions of P,. Now introduce the norm on pairs
of functions:

1(g+s 8- IM=118g-lloo + IM="g+ [l oo

If we show that in the related operator norm ||M|| = O(|f|*), then we have
convergence of the sum sufficiently strongly to verify that the limit solves the
equation, and hence a proof of (3.21a,b). We first note that for all f and A,

supln_(2) '_ (I < 1;
2] <yl (3-25)
z,yEP,

for by scaling the supremum is independent of f and A. The bound follows if we
note that C(z) is monotonic (dAi(z)/dx < 0; see Appendix b). The point of
(3.25) is that in estimating || Mg||, we can replace n_ (x) ™2 = [n_ (x) " 2_(x))*?]
n_(x))"% by n_(x,)"? inside the integral. Thus, by using the boundedness of
W{n_,n, } for f small, we need only show that each matrix element of

[ WNIN Gl = 0411, (3.26)

along P,

where N(x) is the matrix

(n:2 o)(—mn_ —n% )(n’_ 0)=(—n+n- -1 )
0 1/\n% nen_J\O 1 ("I+"I~)2 nyM-
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Thus we only need that, for p =0,1,2:

Loy o) Ty G = 0y, 327)
where
£(717) = di(e =P 3)AI(f7Y)
By the asymptotics in Appendix B, | g(z)|~(47)~'(z7'/?), so
lg@)I <1 +2)7"
and | f~'%¢(f'/%)| < (f**/* + f)~ /2 Changing y to f 'z in (3.27), we obtain

(L.H.S. of 327)) < f[“(N + |y~ 7 (j7> + 2) "

For p =0, 1, we bound (f2/3 + z)77/2 by z "7/2 and obtain (3.27) with a = €. For
p =2, we bound (f2*+ z)~! by z7!*¢72/3 and obtain (3.27) with a = ¢/3.
We have thus proven (3.26), and therefore we have established the convergence
of the expansion for f small uniformly on P,, as well as the estimates (3.21a, b).

To prove (3.21c), we use the fact that we have just shown that B) = ||ith term
of b_||,, is bounded by C’ for a constant C = O(|f|*). Now let B{? = ||ith term
of b, ||, (note that there is no n='/? as there is above). Then by the basic
integral equation,

BU*Y < X'+ X,BY,

where

X, = f_xf_, [V (xyn (%)) dx,

along P,

X2 =f~>\f~l [V (x)n 4 (x)n_ (x)|dx.
along P,

We have already shown that X, = O(|f|°). As for X, by changing variables as
above,

X, < (constant)szw(P\f"[ + |y|)_1_€|Ai(f'/3y)|2dy
0
< (constant Nf(2/3+<) = (constant) Tf(!/) *<,
since [P(Ai(z)*dz < . Thus

B_(,_H-]) < Clel/3+cci+ DfaB_(’_i),
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so for f small (so that Df* <1 and ¢ < 1),

B, =

Ms

BM<(1— Df*)~'C\(1— ¢) T3+

i=1

i.e., (3.21c) holds with a = 1/3 + €.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Since the proof is similar to the proof of the last
proposition, we only sketch the details, emphasizing the differences. We pick an
interval [0, R] so that all the zeroes of ¢_ lie in [0, R] for A near Ay. Thus ¢ _ is
nonvanishing on [R,—A/f] for all f small, and we can use a norm
llall =lla_ |l + lla, ¢-*|l, on this interval. Moreover, sup[¢_ (y)]™'¢_ (x) is
bounded uniformly in v, f, and x. As in the proof of the foregoing proposition,
one easily proves that in this norm the operator M that solves the relevant
integral equation is O(| f|*). Indeed, the basic estimate

[ Beoo 6 Pas= 00519

was already made in the proof of Theorem 3.1, above.

Of course, the data at —A/f must also be norm-bounded as f—0. Since
¢-%(—\/f) diverges as f—0, there is something to check. The a, (x = —A/f)
can be obtained from the b, constructed in the last proof and (3.19). By (3.20)
and (3.21c), a, (x = =A/f) = O(f'/*)N2 Since ¢_(x = —\/f) = Bi(O)N?, we
see that |la(—A/f)| is bounded as f—0. Thus the solution exists, and
a_ =2+ O(lf|), a, = O(|f|*)¢> on [R, co]. This easily extends to the interval
(0, R) by integrating the equation without ¢_ “factored out.” []

Remark. In the proofs above, we had expansions which converged at an
explicitly computable rate. Thus with finitely many computations we could
compute to any given order O(| f|").

Moreover, all the basic functions depending on f, i.e., a, b, and ¢ have known
asymptotic expansions. Thus, in principle we could obtain Im A(f) for any fixed
m with a (multiplicative) error of the form (1 + O(| f|™)).

If the eigenfunction is cut off at large, real x, then the state that remains, while
not an eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian, is a localized state of abnormally long
decay time. Let C(x) be a smoothed characteristic function of [ — 00, 0], such that
Cx)=0if x>1, =01if x< —1, and C’ and C” are bounded. Let J be the
exact eigenfunction of H; of (3.1)~(3.3) (or A of (1.7) as in the following section)
as a differential operator for x € C with resonance boundary conditions,
ie, HJ =(E—ic)J where e= 0(exp(—4(A)*/2/3f) (resp. O(f~ 1/ ("*.
exp(—4(—A)*/?/3f)) has been explicitly calculated. (The sign of € can be fixed
by convention to be positive.) We have also seen that J(x) and J'(x) are both
uniformly O(T"/2|[xgo 4 () ()[)) = O |x10. ()T ()|}, for x E[1 — 1,1 + 1],
where t = — E/f is approximately the largest classical turning point and the L’
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norm is computed for real x. (Note that ||x(o /|| is approximately the norm of
the associated eigenfunction of the dilation-analytically continued version of H;)
We then claim that ®(x) = C(x — £)J(x),x €R™, is a state of long sojourn in
the sense of [33]: @ is clearly an approximate eigenfunction of H,, because the
commutator [H, C]= —C" - 2C ‘d/dx is effectively bounded when acting on
J;

H®=C(x— )HJ — C"J —2C"J
= E®+ 39,

0= —ied - C”(X[:—],z“]]) - 2C/(X[r—l,t+|l-,')

is a vector whose norm is O(T'/?|| X0,/ |)- That @ has very slow decay is shown
by differentiating the probability that the system stays in the same state:

dP,/dt = ;1"7 (D, exp(— itH )®)[?

= i {(®, exp(— itH )®)(®, exp(itH ) HD) — (®, exp(itH )®)(®, exp( — itH ) HD) }

= i {(®, exp( — itH )O)(®, exp(itH J(E® + 8)) — (®, exp(itH )®)(®, exp(— itH )(E® + 8))}
= 2Im{(®, exp(itH )®)(exp(itH ), 8)}

= 0(||)) by the Schwarz inequality for all times ; and for short or

X intermediate times, it is O((®,8)) = O(e) = O(||8||*) = O(T) - [xo/ I-

§4. The Titchmarsh problem. In this section we discuss the asymptotics of
the resonance problem associated with (1.7). We will concentrate on computing
and controlling the asymptotics of the imaginary part of a Wronskian, since that
is what we need in the following two sections. From this and calculations of the
“unperturbed” Wronskians one can easily compute the imaginary part of the
resonance eigenvalue for the Titchmarsh problem according to the analogue of
Theorem 3.1.

There are two difficulties afflicting the present case, which were absent in the
situation of the last section. First, the potential V is not integrable. To get around
this, we will have to use WKB comparison functions rather than the Airy
functions of the last section in the region where fx dominates V'—except that
near the classical turning point we will have to shift back to Airy functions (as
usual with WKB calculations) to avoid the singularities of the WKB solutions at
turning points. Thus we will have five regions instead of three.

Secondly, if g is large, the comparison functions will be misbehaved at x = 0.
It was with this problem in mind that we divided the Wronskian by a_ in the last
section.
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We will use similar symbols ¢, ¢_, A4, B, etc. to those of the last section with
similar meanings. However, we reserve the right to change normalization
conventions from the last section—we will, of course, be explicit about the
normalizations used here.

We will deal with two solutions R(x, f,A) and J(x, f,A) of

(- & +ex = a7 = =N =0, “h

(We take z = 1 and can later recover the z dependence by scaling.) The regular
solution R will obey the boundary conditions at x = 0, and J will obey resonance
conditions at infinity. As before, we will expand J by variation of parameters in
terms of two real-valued functions ¢, near x = 0. The basic object that interests
us is

G(fA\)=W{J,R}/a_(x=1)
= W (6., R)(x=1)-(a,/a_)(x =)+ W {$_,R)(x=1),

and, in particular, since ¢, and R are real-valued on the real axis,

ImG(f,\)= W (¢,,R}(x = 1)-Im(Z—+)(x= 1). (4.2)
It will be useful to expand R in terms of a function p obeying
2
(—-%+gx'2—x_'—>\)p(x)=0 4.3)
dx

with Dirichlet boundary conditions; we also suppose that

1ix%p(x)/x'/2+vg+'/4 =1 (4.4
X!
For special case g= —3/16, we will need the Neumann-like solution, which
obeys

: ’ -1\ = : —-1/4 _

lim (0 = (@dx)"'p) =0, lim px 1. (4.4N)

Standard ordinary differential equations techniques show that since [0, 1] is a
finite interval where — fx is uniformly small,

W (o R)(x=1)=W($,.p}(x=1)-(1+0(f) (45)

Since ¢, will also obey (4.3) near x = 1, the Wronskians will be easy to
compute. We thus want to write ¢, near zero in terms of the solutions of (4.3).
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These solutions are usually written as linear combinations of the Whittaker
functions

W72, g+ 179 A2V = A x), My x172 (gr1/a 22V = A x),

and
W_t-n7ggersa(e 20— A x),

any two of which are linearly independent except at exceptional, discrete values
of A and g. The analogues of the o of Section 3 are:

-1 X
o, (XA g)= [2005(77/2\/-— A )] { W_ny-n-172,gr1/42(€7 2 = A x)

W _ynenagerm(e” T = A x)}
(4.6)

and
o_ (%A 8) = W zy(—n-12,( g+ 178742V — A x). 4.7

For A near —1/4n% which occurs at eigenvalues of (1.7) if g = n*> — 1/4, (4.6) is
of the form 0/0, and we make the different choice of (b.19b); on the real axis,
o is just Re (resp. Im)W _; /5y (—a)-12,(g+1 /4)./z(ei"2\/———x x). The asymptotics of
o, which because of the long-range 1/x term are not simply exp(= V=X x), are
described in Appendix B.

As mentioned in Section 2, we break the region P, =[1, —A/f] into three
regions, I=[1,f7°], M=[f"*—-M"'=f"#], and HMI=[-A"'—-f"4
—Af"'], where a €(1/3,1/2) and B € (5/16,1). These mysterious choices are
made so that later some integrals will converge. Also, as in Section 2, we write

C(x)=gx ?—x"'— fx — A= A(x) + B(x), where:

—fx inl
B(x)={c"[4C]™' = &[C’/C]® inTI
gx = x"! in 111,

and pick ¢, to be C' on P,, obeying
—¢L +A(x)9. =0. (4.8)

In the region I, ¢, are linear combinations of o,, and in region III,
combinations of the Airy functions a(x; f,A) and b(x; f,A) used in Section 3.
The rather complicated form for B in Region II is such that the solutions of (4.8)
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are linear combinations of the two WKB solutions:

Xe (5 N =(Cx F) ™ exp( = [*(Cs 1)),
where ¢, is the smallest root of C(x; f) =0 with C' >0 (as f>0, ;>
(=207 +V1+ aag)).

We choose ¢.. so that
¢, =0, inRegionl
o_ = Nb in Region III,

where N is a constant (in x) such that W {¢_,¢, } = 1. The rather tedious
construction of ¢, in the other regions by matching at the boundaries is to be
found in Appendix C. In terms of the tunneling factor (computed in Appendix A)

T(fA) = exp( -2 (e dx),

where 1, is the root of C = 0 near x = —A/f, we find that:

N= 5{”—— fYeTV2 (1 + 0(f9)), (4.9)
Y+
where
(—ayvs| 26X VT @R (14T ag) (4.10)
Y+ =(— - )
’ V1 +4gA —4A\g—1—y1+4g)\
Moreover, in Region I:
o, =0, (4.11a)
o_= (V=) o_-(1+0O(f)); (4.122)
and in Region II:
4= YuXs (14 0(f%)) (411b)
b= 5;—+x_ (14 O(f%)); (4.12¢)

and in Region III:

¢, =[nf "'/ N]a(x; f;x)- (1+ O(f*)) (4.11c)
¢_ = Nb(x; f,A). (4.12¢)
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We will break the second part of the path going to infinity, {x = —Af~' +
re™/3|r > 0}, into two pieces, Region IV, where |x + Af ~!| < f~#, and Region
V, where |x + Af Y| > f ~#.In Region IV, B is the same as in Region III, so that
the comparison functions n, are sums of the Airy functions a(x; f,A) and
c(x; f,A). In Region V, B is the same as in Region II, so that o, are sums of
WKB solutions x.. The functions x. are extended to complex x by placing
branch cuts on (—A/f,) and from ¢, along the real axis to —oo. Thus
Re(C)'/2 >0, and so x_ falls off in region V. We define 7, to be the analytic
continuation of ¢, into Region IV, and then extend it by continuity to Region
V, and we define

n_ E[W—I/Zf‘l/GT—l/ZN]X_

in Region V. Calculations of Appendix C show that in Region IV:

ny = a7V Ya(xs f0) - (1+ O(f)), (4.132)
n_ =a'fVS TV 2%t % (x5 £,N) - (14 O(f°)); (4.14a)
and in Region V:
M =Y+ X+ (1+0(f)) (4.13b)
n_=Q2v,) 'x_-(1+ O0(f)). (4.14b)

We now turn to the proof of the convergence of the variation-of-parameters
construction of the resonance solution J.

As in the last section, we work with a weighted norm. However, the norm
I(g+s 8N =1lg- Il + Mg+ |l used there will not work (see below), and
instead we use the norm

I(g+> 8 =18=lleo +f7 21127 4 llos
where A is chosen to obey:
0<A<min(B,1-8)=1-8. (4.15)

The net effect is to change the matrix N so that it becomes

PO

fAmen_)® mam

Thus we need to know two facts to get the convergence of the variation of
parameters along P,:

sup |n_(z)"'n_(y)|< ) (4.16)
ZyEP,

lz1<Ixl



876 E. HARRELL AND B. SIMON

uniformly in f small and A near Ay; and
LB(x)fA(”—l)(n+n_)pdx= o( 1% (4.17)
2

for p=0,1,2. (4.16) is easy since m_ is monotonic in Region V (x_ is
monotonic), and up to multiplicative errors of the form (1 + O(f)) it is
monotonic in Regions IV (¢ is monotonic). To check (4.17) we consider the
contributions of Regions IV and V separately.

In Region V, in terms of the variable r = e™/*(x + A/f), C(x, f) = gx 2 —
x~1— fre™3 obeys |C|> f(r—ry), since |x~!|<cf on all of P,. Since
|C’| < comst.-f, |C”| < O(x~*)=O(f>~") and r — ry > r/2 in Region V, we
see that

|B(x)| < const.-r~2 (Region V). (4.18)

Now n,.m_ = 0(C~ "% < O((fr)~"/?), so in Region V, (4.17) follows from
AP [25r=2(fr)7¢%dr = O(f°) for p=0,1,2. This is easy to see because
B >5/6(B > 1/2 would do), and A < B.

For Region IV, we mimic the estimates following (3.27) and see that we will
need to control

_ -8 — -p/2
ApEfA(P I)J;f (A + 1722+ 1) P12 ar.

For all values of p we can estimate (]A| + r)~' above by [A|~'. For p =0, 1, we
estimate (f*/ + r)™?/ by r~7/? and see that 4,= O(f'~#~%), which is O(f*)
since A < 1 — B, and that A4, = O(f("/?U~A)) To treat 4,, notice that

[P ar=m[ (£ )

= O(In f),

since 1 — B <2/3. Thus 4, = O(f*In f), which is O(f“) since A > 0.

This completes the proof of (4.16). Notice that if we had not used the f -A
weighting in the norm, we would have had a In f type divergence.

The estimates (4.15), (4.16) prove the first part of:

PROPOSITION 4.1.  There is a solution J of (4.1) along the curve P, with
bo=1+0(f
for some a > 0, uniformly in x € P,, and

b, =0(n*)- O(IfI"*%). (4.19a)
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Moreover,

b, (=Mf)= Yl -O(If1). (4.19b)

Proof. We need only check (4.19b). As in the proof of Proposition 3.2, we
only need to show that

(1B, (<) (x)ldx= O( 1, (4.20)
J1BGyE ()ldx= —= (0111, (421)

(4.20) is just (4.16) for p = 1. We check (4.21) in Regions IV and V separately. In
Region IV:

fRegion Ile(x)n" (x)2| dx
= o1/ A RO+ 1)
= O(T/74) O(f*) [ “(A(ix)) .

so the Region IV contribution to the integral obeys (4.21). As for the
contribution from Region V, since n_ =2y, ) 'x_ (1 + O(| fI*)), we need that

f |Bx)XE (x)ldx= T O(|f1%. (4.22a)
(Region V)
But x2 involves exp(—2 J7, -+ ), and since Re( 1) ) >0, a factor of T comes

out and thus (4.22a) follows from

[ (C) 2 B(x)ldx= O(|fI°). (4.22b)
(Region V)
But by (4.18), B(x) = O(r~%) and C ~'/2= O(fr)~'/? so the left side of (4.22b)
is O(f#~D/2), which is O(f¢) since 8 > 1/3. []

The formulae transforming from b, to a. are identical to those in the
short-range case, i.e., (3.20a). Since W {n_,¢_ }~(T/v2 ) (const.), the leading
term is from W {n_,¢_ } on account of (4.19b). Thus:

a, W{n—’¢“} avy —
Im(z)(x = —}\/f)'—" —Imm(l + 0(|f| ))_

T a
a1+ 00s1)

(4.23)
by (4.12c), (4.13a), (4.14a), and (b.8).
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Next we use (3.19) and the estimate (4.19b) on b, (—A/f) to find that
a, (=Mf)=0(T/¥)

=¢_ (=M 0(f'7) (4.24)
by (4.9).
The point of (4.24) is that it asserts that if we use the norm
I(g+s 8N =18-lloo+ f2l62 g4 s

then the “initial data” (a,(—A/f),a_(—A/f)) for integrating the integral
equation have finite norm so long as A < 1/3. For this reason, the variation of
parameters along P, will converge so long as for some R, > 0 independent of f,

sup o (2) "o ()< o, (4.25)
x’)’EPI
Ro<|z|< y
and
[, BEr16 0P dx= O 1. (4:26)

The condition z > R, can be imposed since on [0, Rj] we can use an unweighted
norm as we did in the short-range case. (4.25) is easy to show, since up to errors
1 + O(f*), ¢_ is monotonic in (Ry, —A/f), where R, is chosen so that ¢_ is
monotonic past R, (this can be done since R, can be chosen with o_ convex on
(Ry, )). This leaves only (4.26). As usual we prove it separately in Regions
I-T11.

In Region II, we write

C(x,f)=gx 2 —x""+fr; r=—(x+A/f). (4.27)

We first note that
C >1f(r—ry) inRegionlI; (4.28)
for if r<—1A/f, then |gx 2—x"'<O()< fro. If r>—1f""\ but

x> f7% then |gx~2— x~! < O(f*) <(1/2)fr. Next notice that in all of
Region II, C’ = f+ x =2 < O(f*), so, since ¢, ¢_ = O(C ~'/?),

J;I( % )2(¢+ ¢_ )pfA(p—l)
< 0( f:fA(p-1)(fr)—2_‘,/2 4a)

= 0(f"?),
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where:
Y(0)=B+4a—-2-A,
y(1)=3/2)B+4a—5/2,
Y2)=A+28+4a-3.

All these y’s are positive so long as A < 1/6 since « > 1/3, B > 5/6. To control

<’ PeA(p—1)
J G @abo e,

we break the integral into two pieces, for x from f~* to —A/2f, and for r from
f “Bto -/ 2f. In the first piece C > constant by (4.28) so we have to bound

j‘—A/foA(p—l)x—sdx= 0(f2a+(p—l)A)

—a

(since C” = O(x?)), and this is small if A <2a. In the second piece, since
C” < f3, we have to bound

PL P

which is O(f>~*1n f), O(f3/**/%), 0(f'*4f*) for p = 0,1,2. Since all these -0,
we have verified (4.26) in Region II.

Finally, in Region I we note that on [1, ), ¢, ¢_ is uniformly bounded by
(b.18) and (b.22), so that (4.26) requires that

J e var= (1/2) 2o,

which =0 if A<1—2a. Thus, since a €(1/3,1/2), B €(5/6,1), (4.26) will
hold if 0 <A< 1/6, A<1—2a and A <1 — B. We have thus proven the first
part of

ProPOSITION 4.2. The solution J given by Proposition 4.1 can be continued
along P, by variation of parameters, and

Im(%)(x == 4YTz (1 + O(f1))- (4.29)

Proof. By Theorem 2.6, we must show that the quantity X of (2.11) is O(| f[*).
But since a_ =1 + O(| f|°) by our basic formulae and a, = O(¢?% ), we see that

|X|<const.fp|3(x)|[1+(¢+¢_)2]dx= O(lfl9 by (426). [



880 E. HARRELL AND B. SIMON

Combining (4.2), (4.5), (4.10) and the formula for T computed in Appendix A
with the last proposition we find:

THEOREM 4.3. Let G(g, f,A) be the Wronskian, normalized by a_(x = 1), of
the two solutions J and R of (4.1). Then for g and \ fixed,

ImG = (1/4)W (o, p) Y—f {(1+ 0(If1),

+

where p is given by (4.4) (or (4.4N), depending on the boundary conditions at 0),
and

exp[ —4(—N)?/3f].  (4.30)

8(—)\)3/2 /(=02
f

/¥4 =(->\)_'/2[

In the next two sections we will be interested in special cases g = —3/16 and
g= (m? /4—1/4), m=0,1,2,....To avoid rather complicated-looking expres-
sions, we will compute the Wronskians only in these cases, although it would be
easy to carry the g along in general. These formulae are equivalent to a
computation of the asymptotics of the Titchmarsh resonance eigenvalues.

§5. The Bender-Wu formula. In this section our goal is to prove the
following result:

THEOREM 5.1. Let A, (B) be the analytic continuation of the kth eigenvalue
(k=1,2,...)of —d*/dv*+ v* + Bv* to the cut plane C\(— 0, 0]. Then as p.0,

ImAg(~p +i0) =2%7"[ (k - 1)!¢77J~] p* 1 2exp(~2/3p) - (1 + O(1%))

(5.1)

for some a > 0. In particular, (1.11) and thus also (1.9) hold.
We note that Bender and Wu [6] obtained (5.1) (without rigor) for general k. It
turns out that we have to prove (5.1) separately for k even and k odd,

corresponding to Dirichlet and Neumann conditions at x = 0. We first consider
the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, i.e., k = 2n.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let H(J, X, z) be the normalized Wronskian of the resonance
solution at infinity and the Dirichlet solution at zero for the Titchmarsh problem

2 . e
(—zjd—z—%x’z—zx*'—fx—)\)u=0.
x

Fix A\g=—1/4 and zo=n—1/4, n=1,2,..., so that H(f=0,1yz0)=0.
Then for A, fixed at —1/4 and f near zero and positive, there is a unique solution
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2(f) of H(f: X, z) = 0 with
-1 ~
Imz~ = 2" [2n =W | ()7 Pexp(=1/6f ). (5.2)

Before proving Proposition 5.2, we note that it implies Theorem 5.1 for k even:

Proof of Theorem 5.1 for k even. Let k=2n. By the basic transmutation
formulae of Propositions 1.1 and 2.3, ImA,_,,(—p + i0) = —4Imz(f w/4
for the solution with A = — ta=—4 (a=1) and zp=+ A5, (p=0)

=12k —1)=n~—1. (The minus sign in ImA, = —4Imz comes from the facts
that by Proposmon 23, 4Imz =ImA(—p + i0) and that ImA(—p — i0) =
—Im A(—p + i0).) Substituting p/4 for f and 1k for n in (5.2) and multiplying
by —4 yields (5.1). []

Proof of Proposition 5.2. We begin by observing that by scaling
H(f,X,2)=G(z"%,z7), (5.3)
Where G(f,A) is the Wronskian for z = 1 discussed in §4. Thus, noting that
ImH(f,X,z)= —exp(—4(-—X)3/2/f)

has an exponential factor independent of z, we see that, by Theorem 2.5,

tmz(f)~ —ImH(fX,2())/ 3 (7= 0,5, 2)

(54)
=ImG(z~ :ffz_zk)/Zz”)\ (0,z72A)
zo W{o,,p} T

= , 5.5

all evaluated at f= 2z~ f and A = z?A. To get (5.4) we need to note that since
G(f,A) = O(f*) by our method, implying that 3G /9f = O(f*~'), we have that
32740 G( fz"3))/ of goes to zero with f Equation (5.5) follows from Theorem
4.3. For later purposes, we remark that (5.5) also holds in the Neumann case,
except that p changes.

To evaluate the Wronskians in (5.5), we can write that W{o.,p}
=lim,_y0. (x)/x'/* by (4.4) and (4.5) (g = —3/16 and suitably normalized p).
That is, o, is a multiple of the regular solution p(~x>/%) if and only if the
dominant x'/# term is missing. Thus, by (b.17),

W{o_,p} = r(%)(zm)'/“/r(% - 2{1_}\ ) (5.6)
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and by (b.21),

W{o+,p}={( )(ZW—) /r(% zﬁw)}co:(isjzg).

To evaluate when W {s_,p} =0, note that this can only happen when the
denominator of (5.6) has a pole, i.e., at

%— 1 =—(n—1), n=12,..., or
NEDW
Y I S
’ 4(n—1/4y’
By the relation Ay=AX,z~? we see that for Xo= — 1, this corresponds to

zo=n— 1/4. At this value of A,

I )
T(n+13)

W{o,.p)= (-1

since cos(w(n — 1/4)) = cos(— nm + 7 /4) = (= 1)" cos(w/4). On the other hand,
since [3(1/T(x))/3x]| = _(n—1y = (n = DI(—=1)""" at that value of A,,

) e Tt

Finally, by (4.30),

2n—1/2

8(=Ao)"” 4(—X)3/2)
exp| — ——=——
f } ( 3

at 272y =A= —1/4(n — 1/4)%. Combining the last three formulae with (5.5)
and using (n — )!IT(n+ 1/2)=2"""YQn— OWa, A\g= —1/4, zo=n —1/4,
we find that (5.2) holds. []

As in the case of k even, the result for £ odd follows from:

—Tz'(zo_3f:z(,_2xo) = (—Xo)_l/zz [
+

ProposITION 5.3. If H(f.A,z) is the normalized Wronskian for the same

equation as in Proposition 5.2, but involving the Neumann and resonance solutions,
then for Xo= —Landzy=n-32,n=12,... (so that H(f 0, )\O,zo) 0),

Imz~ = 273 (2n = 9N ]_'(f ) exp(=2/6F).  (57)

Proof. As noted in the proof of Proposition 5.2, Equation (5.5) holds in this
case also, but now p obeys (4.4N). Thus if 0, ~c. x'/*+d, x**+ - .., then
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we find that:
. =i /8o, x3*— o, x"/N=—1/2d..
W{o.,p) xl_t_)l‘(l)(( /4)o. x a’. x'/%) /2d.
Thus, by (b.17’) and (b.21’) we get:

274 =N/ cos(m /4)

W{0+,p} = ] 1 s
I‘( =+ _)cos 7/2y— A
4 =X ( )
_23/4(_}\)3/8‘/;
W{o_,p} = " 1 .
===
4 22X
As in Proposition 5.2, W {o_,p} = 0 corresponds to poles of the I'-function, i.e.,
1 1 _ _ . (n = 1
s ——=—=—(n—-1), n=12,...; orAfV=—- ————— .
42T 4n—3/4)

At this value of A,, we have

(= 1) 12" VA=A
IL'(n—1/2) ’

W{o,,p}=

since cos((n — 3/4)m) = (—1)"cos(—3/47) = (— 1)"" ' cos(w /4). Using the for-
mula for 9(T'~")/dx at a pole, we find that

-3
%—I;\V(o_,p) = _27/4(—}\,)3/8(2 -\ ) \/;r_[(_l)”(n - 1)!].

By (4.30),
e e (=K 27" 4Ry
7723(257’252)\1) = (_}\])—1/220[ (f ]) } exp(— —v—( 3fl) )

at A, = z5'2A, = — 1/4(n — 3/4)*. Combining the last three formulae with (5.5)

and using (n — )!IT(n — 1/2) =2"@"22Qn - 2)Wr, X, = —1/4,zy=n - 3/4,
we obtain (5.7). []

§6. The Oppenheimer formula. Our goal in this section is to prove (1.5) and
its analogue for excited states. This also proves (1.13) and its analogue for excited
states. Because of the connection between the Stark problem and anharmonic
oscillators with (m* — 1/4)x % terms (Proposition 1.2), we begin by analyzing
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that problem, proving a formula ((6.1), below) first obtained non-rigorously by
Banks, Bender, and Wu [7]. From this result, (1.13) will follow fairly easily. We
emphasize that the idea of obtaining the Oppenheimer formula from the
Banks-Bender—-Wu formula is due independently to Benassi and Grecchi [4].

THEOREM 6.1. Fix m=0,1,2,... . Let Akm be the analytzc continuation of
the kth eigenvalue (k=1,2,... of (— dz/dvz) + 02+ (m?=1/4)v" 2+ Bo*
(x € (— o0, )) to the cut plane C\(— o,0]. Then as p0,

Im Ay, (—p+i0)=2%+2""1[(k - Y(k+m—1)!]~

X p 2 mlexp(=2/3p) - [1+ O(p™)]  (6.1)
for some a > 0.

Remark. Formula (6.1) holds also for non-integral m, if (k+ m —1)! is
interpreted as I'(k + m). This appears at first sight to contradict (5.1), which after
all involves the value m = 1/2. But notice that A, = A2km=1 s2- With this
realization, and (k — 1)!T(k + 1/2) = 2~ ®~D 2k — 1)!Yz, one reconciles (5.1)
and (6.1).

As in the case “m = 1/2” discussed in section 5, this theorem follows from
Propositions 1.1 and 2.3 with

ProposITION 6.2. Fix m=0,1,2,.... Let H,( f: X, z) be the normalized
Wronskian for the resonance solution at infinity and the Dirichlet solution at the
origin for the Titchmarsh problem,

(————((l/4)m —1/4)x" "—fx—}\)u=

Fix Ao = —1/4and zy=k +1/2m — 1/2, so that H, L (f=0,1,20) = 0. Then for
X, fixed and f near zero and positive, there is a unique solution

2(f) of Hy(fR,2)=0 with ImZ(f)
~ L[k =) (k+m=1)1]" 2% exp(1/6f). (62)

Proof. We first consider the case m # 0. The argument leading to (5.5) did
not depend on the value of g, so (5.5) is valid here also. Normalizing p so that

W{o.,p)} =121})[x“‘/2+m/20t (x)/T(m)], (6-3)

we have (by (b.17)) that

O _ /2 m - 1
Wi{o_.p}=(2/~X) /(1/2+ /2 2f__A),
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and (by (b.18)) that

1/2—m/2

(2/=-2)
r(1/2+ m/2 + - 1

W{6+,p} =

Gu(7/2/= 1)

{qm(w(m/z - 1/2)) }

with ¢,,(x) = cosx for m odd and sinx for m even. By the by now familiar
analysis the zeroes of W {a,,p} occur at A, = —1/(m + 2k — 1), at which
values

W (04,0} = (- ) 2/=X)""""’T(k + m)
and
2w (o_py = @"1) T (=1t - p@R)

Moreover, by (4.30)

m+2k—1

8(—Ry) ¥2 U
=(=K) "% [ (f ) } exp(—4(~A0)*?/3f).

+~|'~]

This leads to (6.2) for m > 0. For m =0, a similar argument using (b.17b) and
the first equation in (b.21) gives the result. []

As a preliminary to the calculation of the width for the Stark problem, we
want to compute the first-order shift. To begin with, we compute:

LeMMA 6.3.  Uniformly in the cut plane,
Ae(B)=2m+ 4k —2+ BB, + O(B?), (6:4)
where

B, = (m*—=3m+2)+ 6k>+ k(6m — 6). (6.5)
Proof. Consider the two-dimensional oscillator
pl+ x? +p)f + %+ B(x? +y2)2= H,+ Br.

As usual, we let a, =27 '/%(x + d/dx),al = 27'/%(x — d/dx),a,af 51m11arly, and
L =2"Y%a =+ ta) Then N. = al a, has eigenvalues n, = 0 1,2,..., and

0=2N+ +2N_ +2,
L=N,-N_,
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so that if y, , is the obvious eigenvector, then (using results of Simon [48] to
conclude that perturbation theory is asymptotic in the cut plane):

Kkvm(O) =2n, +2n_-2

Biw=Ynon o™ )= 1P, 1% (6.6)
with n, related to k and mbym=n,_ —n_,k=n_+1l;ie,n,=m+ k-1,

n_ =k — 1. The claimed formula for ﬁkym(O) is now obvious. To get (6.5), we
first calculate that

x*+y*=a,a_+at al +1H,.

So, by the well-known relation giving the actions of a. and a',,

(2 P W =V (1 A D+ 1) Y 1
+(ny+n_+1)y, , .
Thus, by (6.6),
By y=n,n_+(n,+1)(n_+1)+[n, +n_ +1}2.

which yields (6.5). []
LEMMA 64. Let E, ,,,(F) be the solution (unique for F small and positive) of

Ren(-EE)+ K, -E. - £-i0) =2, (67)
where
Km(es BY = '/ Ba™"2).
Then
Ep ym(F)=3N "2+ 3(k — q)NF + O(F?), (6.82)
where
N=m+k+gq-1 (6.8b)

Remark. By scaling, A, ,(a, B) is the mth eigenvalue of (— d?/dv?) + dv® +
Bov* + (m* — })o~2 Thus, by Propositions 1.2 and 2.4 E ,m 18 a resonance
eigenvalue of the Stark Hamiltonian —A — 1/r — Fz.
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Proof. Consider F = 0. Then (6.7) becomes:
2=y—E (4m+4k +4q—4) == E (4N)

by (6.4). From this the formula for E(0) is obvious. For non-zero F, (6.7)
becomes

2 =JZ_E[(4N) + -g(_E)‘3/2(Bk,m ~B,.)+ O(Fz)]

=\/_——E[4N + £ @NY(Bipm = Bym) + O(Fz)],

SO

-1

(ZE =[2N+ £ NY(Biy = By) + O(F)']

-1_ F
=(2N)"'= 7 (N)(By,, — B,,) + O(F?).
Squaring, we find that
-2
E= _(2N) + %(Bk,m - Bq,m )F’

so that (6.8a) follows from (6.5). []
We can now state the main result on the Stark width (this agrees with
non-rigorous calculations in [4, 12, 46].)

THEOREM 6.5. Let Ey gm(F) be the Stark resonance energy solving (6.7). Then
ImE,,,(F)=—41[(g— )I(g+m—1)1] 'eXk-Op ~2=m+iy =6g=3m
Xexp(—1/6N°F)-(1+ O(F*)), (6.9)

where N = k + q + m — 1. In particular, (1.5) holds for —2ImE, | .
Proof. By Theorem 2.5,

ImE, ,,(F)= — Clm[ﬂq,m(—Ek,q,m(O), -1 —io)](l + O(F*)),

with C = e"[4N3(— E)'/?/3E]"| g = €"(2N)™? and y = the first-order term
in the exponential. Thus writing

Epym(F)=— iN 2+ Ay gmF, we have that
v=(= g)(%(ZN)_lAk,%M) =3(k-9)

by (6.8). Using (6.1) we obtain (6.9). []
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Finally, we obtain the asymptotics of the perturbation coefficients in the Stark
problem using the general analogue of (1.12) for non-even I's [26, 4, 46],

A,= (n)~'f0RF"""'[ImE(F+ i0)+(—1)"ImE(—F +i0)]dF+ O(R™™").

(6.10)

Since Egm(—F+1i0)=E_; ,(+F+i0) and since for q > k, (respectively
k > q) Ey ,,n(F), dominates (respectively is dominated by) E,, ,,(F) for F small,
we obtain:

THEOREM 6.6. Let A,°*™ denote the nth Rayleigh—Schrédinger coefficient for
Ey 4 m- Then to order (1 + O(n™%)),

Ay~ — (4m) " [(g = DI(g + m = 1)1] 'S¢ -ON 36216 N Y
X(n+2g+m=2), ifg>k;
~— @) T (= 1)"[(k = D) (k +m = 1)1] PN Sgk+m= 6N 3"
X(n+2k+m=—2), ifk>gq;
~ = @m) [T+ (= )" [(k = 1) (k +m—1)1]"'N 66N
X(n+2k+m-=2), ifk=gq.
In particular, (1.13) holds.

Appendix A. Calculation of the tunneling factor. We calculate the tunneling
factor of section 4,

T(f,AN)= exp( —ZII'Z(C(x))l/zdx),

where C(x)= gx 2o x7 - fx —A, and the turning points ¢, and ¢, are the

roots of C = 0 respectively near —(1 + V1 —4Ag)/2X and —A/f+ 1/A. For the
purposes of this calculation, define the approximate turning points

5

IIl

A(1+ 1—4f/>\2)/2f~t2,
f= =1 \/1—4f/>\2) (a.1)
1 =(=1/2)(1 +V1 +4g1 ).
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t; would be the lower turning point if gx ~* were neglected, and ¢ would be the
lower turning point if fx were neglected. Then if g > 0,

fn’2(C(x))‘/2dx=fti"2(—A ~fx— 1/x)‘/2dx+f”f”"(—>\ —1/x+g/x})"dx
= [T (A= 1/x) 2 dxk 0(%) + 0
= 3V [+ i) B(§ = 6/5) - 20F( 5 T= 175 ) |

i

g [, =i 2t g Vg mx oM )

ty

1 N R Y ) VAl
N ( 5 )m ) V.

e 1 =AY AT fre T
VAt x|, +( ‘/——)ln[ -2 -1 ]

+0(f+a +fl——2a)
2| 1| = 2 1n|aq /2

1 ) —2At7 -1
+ In -

2 -A 1{ 4
- 2| P 1+5(_) 1nl4

(2\/:_" —1)e1

2g—t7

—Vgh

FO(f*+f172)

2NV (1
3 A= ()

(2= gA = 1)(1+y1 +4g)) .
gl —4gh— 1 -1 +4gA +(2f—_>\ )ln(m)

+O(f*+f'7%).
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This equation uses some tabulated integrals [17] and facts about the elliptic
integrals, which we have collected in Appendix B. Thus

-
L [ (e - )1+ TH ) T
1+ 4\ —4gh—1—y1+4gA

xexp(—(g)(—A)i‘/’/f) (14 O(f*+ f172)). (@.2)

If —1/4 < g <0, then the integral from " to f~“ has a different form, and

1/V=x
_ 16A> ; _
T(f,A) = —}T’_—:—@—] exp((w+2arcsm(l/\/l+4}\g)/~/ g))
Xexp(—- g(—x)m/f) (L4 O(f* + f172)). (a2)

Appendix B. Some properties of special functions. The following facts are
compiled from [1,9,17].
1. Airy functions. The functions Ai(z), Bi(z), and Ai(z exp(+ 2i/3)) solve

w” —zw=0. (b.1)

Any two of them are linearly independent, 4i(z) and Bi(z) are real for real z,
and they are related by analytic continuation and the formula

Bi(z) = exp(wi/6)Ai(z exp(2mi/3)) + exp(— mi/6)Ai(z exp(—2mi/3)). (b.2)
Some of their Wronskians are:
W {Ai(z), Bi(z)} = 1/,
W {Ai(z), Ai(zexp(%2mi/3))} = exp(F i /6)/2m. (b.3)
W { Bi(z), Ai(z exp(+27i/3))} = Fiexp(Fwi/6)/2m.
For small z,
Ai(z2)=3"*3/T(2/3) =37 /T(1/3) + - - -
Bi(z) =3""$/T(2/3) +3"%/T(1/3)+ - - - . (b4)
For large z, |argz| < =,

Ai(z) = $2'1/4exp(—223/2/3) (1+0(z""%), (b.5)
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and for large z, |argz| < 7 /3,
Bi(z) = -z 4exp(+222/2/3) - (1+ 0(z7%?). (b-6)
v
Equations (b.5) and (b.6) may also be differentiated. Moreover, if z > 0, then

dAi(z)/dz <0 and d Bi(z)/dz > 0.
The Airy functions we use are of the form

a(x; fA)= Ai(—f‘/3(x +M/1)),

b(x; f,A) = Bi(—f'*(x + A/f))s (b.7)
and
c(x; f,N) = 4i( = f'(x + N/ f)exp(27i/3)).
Therefore
W {a,b} = —f'3/m,
W{a,c) = —f'*exp(—mi/6)/2m, (b-8)
and

W {b,c} = f'/}exp(mi/3)/2m.

If x <A/f—f~'/3, then
CEA) = /6 A— fx)” /4 2. 3/2/¢). (1 + O( f/?
a6 f) = S (A= g™V enp( = 2(-A = /1) - (14 0()
(b9)
and
1/6
b ) = S = (=) — fr)"hexp(+ 2 (== 2 /f) - (14 O(S').

(b.10)
If x= —\/f+ rexp(wi/3) and r is real and > f~!/3, then
-1/12

a(x; f,\) = exp(+ mi/6) —2‘/_

T

r"/4exp(+ %f'/2r3/2) . (1 + O(f'/z)),

(b.11)
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and

c(x; fLA) = fz_;‘zr—'/4exp(— %f‘/zﬁ/?) “(1+0(f'%).  (b12)

2. Whittaker functions. The functions

W ai=3 (e 7 (=2 %), (b.13)
W _\2=x ,W(Z\/———Xx exp(m')),
and
W _\ /=% ,W(N—-_)\x exp(— m‘))
solve the equation
(—d*/dx*+ g/x*—1/x = N)w(x) =0. (b.14)
The Wronskian is:
/4 { Wy o= a7 i7a (=A%), W_) o= ,W(exp( + wi)Z\/:x)} (b15)
=2/-A exp(i 7ri/2\/—_7\).
For small z,
W, o(z) = —z'2In(z)/T(1/2 — k) + O(z'/?), (b.16)
and for g > —1/4,
W, a7 (z) = (g +1/4 )22 e+ 78 (172 + Vg+1/4 —x)
+0(2¥/2 Ve 1A 4 2124 (e 18 1)), (b.17)
For the Neumann case with g= —3/16, we need somewhat more detailed
information, and (b.17) taken to higher order in z is
W, /a(z) =vmz'/4/T(3/4 — k) =\ z°/*/T(1/2 = k)
— 2w 2¥/4/T(3 /4 — k) + - - - . (b.17b)

(The logarithmic terms of (b.17) occur only when the second subscript is n/2,n
integral.) For large z, |argz| < 37/2 — 8,6 >0,

W, z+17a(2) = zexp(—z/2) - (1 + O(1/z)). (b.18)
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The two functions

W, =% ygvi7a (2 — A x) (b.19a)
and
1 .
— W _ X Jaria(e2V— A x
2cos(m/2V—A) { 2 si7a( )
()= +W_,/2¢_—>\,‘/g—+l/—4(e"”2\/-)\x)}, g#n*—1/4
0, (x)=
W_\ = Jaxi7a(e™2V— A x
2isin(m/2(—X) ] )
—W_,/z‘[:‘g,w(e""'Z\/—}\x)}, g=n>-1/4,
(b.19b)
n=0,1,..., are real for real x, and their Wronskian is
W{ W o= Jgvi7a(2V— A x), 0, (x)} =2y—A. (b.20)
The function (b.19a) has the proper behavior for large x and, at the exceptional
values 1/2y—A =1/2+\g+1/4 +k, k=0,1,2,..., also for x—>0. The

function (b.19b) has the improper behavior in both limits. The double definition
ensures this even when 1/2y/—X has an exceptional value and g = n> — 1/4 (at
which cos(7/2y—A) would be zero). For small x,

1/2
r( — (Zf:T)J;)n( - ) In(2V= X x),
NN 2=\
g=—-1/4

T(2/g+1/4 )cos(w(% —Vg+1/4 ))
0, (%)~ I‘(% +Vg+1/4 + 2\/1_}\ )cos(ﬂ—:’i_—}\—)
g#En—1/4,g>1/4;

T(2/g+1/4 )sin(vr(% —\/g-l-_1/4))

- r(%+\/g+l/4 + 2{1_}\ )sin( 2{’_1_}()

(@ xx) T

@ Xx) T

g=n’—1/4n=12,....

(b.21)
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For large, real z,
0, ()= xx) P ep(TRx) - (14 0(1/x). (b22)

3. Some integrals and approximations. 1If a > b > 0, then

J;a\/(a = x)(x — b)/x dx= %\/E[(a + b)E(vr/2,\/(a - b)/a )

~26F(w/2.(a — b)/a )] (b.23)

Define k' =1 — k. Then series expansions for the complete elliptic integrals in
two different limits are

E(n/2,k)= E(k)= 12’-F(— 1/2,1/2;1; k%)

1= k/2 =12 3k4/2 4~ o)

=1+ (In(4/k’y = 1/1-2)(k’)*/2 + 12 - 3(In(4/ k')
—2/1-2—1/3-4)(k)*/2* -4+ - - .

(b.24)
and
F(n/2,k)= K(k)= 22’-17(1/2, 1/2;1; k%)
=g{1+(1/2)2k2+(1-3/2-4)2k4+ )
=1In(4/k") + (1/2)’(In(4/k’) = 2/1-2) (k') + - - - .
(b.25)

If the integral of (b.23) is incomplete, from u > b to a, then

fua\/(a = x)(x — b)/x dx= %\/E[(a + b)E(arcsin\/(a —u)/(a—b) ,\/(a —b)/a )

- 2bF(arcsin\/(a —u)/(a—b) ,\/(a —b)/a )]

+2w-a-bya-uw-1b)/u. (b:26)
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If k is near 1 and ¢ is small, then

E(¢,k) = E(k’)ln tan(¢/2 + 7/4) + ‘ani ( E(K)—1—-- )
=26+, (b.27)
and
F(¢,k) = 2 K(k')Intan(6/2 + 7/4) - ani‘ (2k() -1+ )
=et (b.28)

Other integrals we use are:

fx(\/a + bx + cx? /x)dx=1a + bx + cx? +af)c

dx
xya + bx + cx?

b (* dx
+3 | ———,
2f Va + bx + cx?

‘/'_“—‘_2
__Lln(2“+bx+2¢;“+bx+cx ) a>0;
\/E X
f" dx - =1 -2Vbx + cx? /bx, a=0,b#0;
xVa + bx + cx? 1 J
arcsin((2a + bx)/x{b* — 4ac ),
= el )

2 .
a <0,b*>4ac; (b.29)

and

[f=2—— = L2l a+bx+cx’ +2ex+b) c>0.
Va + bx + cx? Ve

Appendix C. Construction of the comparison functions. We wish to solve for
the coefficients in the expressions
a,0,(x)+B,0_(x), Regionl;
b, ={7,Xx+(x)+8,.x_(x), Regionll; (c.)
€, a(x)+ . b(x), Region III;

_ [era(x)+§,b(x), Region IV;
1+ = 0,x+(x)+t,x_(x), RegionV.



896 E. HARRELL AND B. SIMON

By the definition in section 4, @, =1 and B, =0. Thus ®_(x) is known
throughout Region I, and the coefficients in the other regions will be determined
by matching at the boundaries. The boundary between Region I and II is at
x = % at which

S+ (fT) = Vx4 (7)) +Ox-(S7°)
L ()= Xe () + 8. X (F7°)
and we readily find that
Yo = Wb X}/ W{Xs>X= }xmges (c2)
and

8, =W{or, X+ )/ W{X-s Xt Hunpe
Since ¢, is now known in Region II, we calculate at the next boundary:
€= W{d,,b}/W{a,b}| o _»/—s-r
and
$o=W{d.,a}/W{ba}lcmr/pg-s5 (c:3)
and so on:
0, =W{n, X}/ W{XsX= Yxmnspre-mry-s;
e =W{n, X+ }/W{X-,X+ }|x=—>\/f+e—m'/3f-ﬁ-

The formulae of Appendix B allow us to obtain useful approximations for these
coefficients, the most important of which is vy, (cf. (4.9) and (4.10)). From (c.2),

—1/2=x

Y= %(2\/—_>\ ) exp(V=—X x)C(x)“/“exp(— f, IxC(x’)'/zdx’)

{=C(x)/4C(x) = C(x)' 2+ 1/2(=Ax ==X }| ;o p

—1/2/=A

= @R ) T N (R

_f"/—a(_x+g/x2_ 1/x)1/2dx+ O(f]—Za)) i {2f—_h+0(f“)},
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with ¢{ from (a.1). Thus

e R ) el R - ()
+\/_g_ln((2g—x+2\/E\/g—x—-sz)/x):a

-
+2‘/_é_}\_ln(2\/:7\/g—x—)\x2—2}\x—-l)t¥)

(14 O(f*) + O(f'~>)), forg > 0by (b.28)—(b.30), which

- (—?\)1/4{ 2/%e }'“m[ (2V-¢

)
1-2a
V= ———2?:7“‘} ((T+0(f +f172))

D o vl L R T Y P,
VI + 4g\ V1 + 4\

(c4)

If —1/4<g<0, then y, becomes (—A)/4Q2V—Ae/y1 +4g\)]"/2/~*.
exp((w/2 + arcsin(1/y1 + 4g) ))/V— g) by (b.29). On the other hand,

8, = —:12-(2\/_x) exp(\/_x)C(x)“/“exp( fxC(x’)'/zdx’)

H{=C(x)/4C(x) + C(x)' 2+ 1/ =N x ==X Y| oepme (c.5)
Thus

8./v+ exp(thlf_GC(x)‘/zdx) = O(f*),

and since x., /x_ = exp2[* (C(x'))¥dx’) > exp(2/ f “(C(x’))*dx’) on Region II,
8. x_ (%)/v4 X+ (x) = O(f*) uniformly on Region II, from which it follows that
6. (X)/Y4s X+ (X) =14 O(f*+ f'"2) as in (4.11b). At the next boundary,
x=-Af=f,

¢4+ (X)/Y+ X+ (x)=1+0o(f") alln < oo, and
& (X)/ Y+ X (x)=1+0(f")alln < co. (c.6)
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Since the x_ terms are completely negligible there, the calculation of €, and {
is quite easy from (c.3) and (b.7)—(b.10), (b.26)—(b.28):

e = —af =0TV, T*'/Z(f)exp(—f'2 (C(x))'/zdx)

-Nf-f#
SN e 1) (20X 07,
Thus
e =2 TV TS (14 0P 1), ()

where y, is given to O(f*+ f'72%) in (c.4). Just as with 8, there is a
cancellation in

§+ = @f—|/6(__}\)—1/2y+ T—1/2(f)exp(— %fl/Z—sp/z
I ) 1/2 . 38/2—1/2
S5 AN ) (P ) (c8)
and so
o,(x)/esa(x)=1+ O(fsﬂ/z_'/z) (c9)

uniformly on Region III (because, in terms of the Airy functions, on Region III,

lb(x; f,A)/a(x; f,\)lexp(— % f'/23/%)
<|b(x; f,?\)exp(— ?(_ﬁ(x + A/f))%/a(x; f,}\))|

is bounded uniformly in x as f—0).
Since n, is the analytic continuation of ¢,, the next boundary point is
x=—\/f+ e "/% P where
N4 (x)/€pa(x)=1+o(f"),alln < o, and
(c.10)
7, (x)/e,d'(x)=1+o(f"),alln < o0.

The calculation of the coefficient #, from e, is essentially the inverse of the
calculation of €, from v, , and

0, =7, -(1+ O(f*#/2-12). (c.11)
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There is again a leading-order cancellation in ¢, and, with (b.11),
b =3 W{a, X4 }jua ajpaemrg-s (L + 0(f7)), all m; (c.12)
Lo X- (%)/ 04 X4 (%) = O(fP/271/3), (c.13)
uniformly in Region V. So
Mo (X)/ V2 X0 (%) = 1+ O(f5/27112), (c.14)
which completes the construction of the comparison functions ¢, and 7 .

The construction of the other pair of comparison functions is quite similar,
except that we start at o and move in: Let

a_o,(x)+ B_o_(x), Regionl;
o_(x; fLA)=4v_Xx4(x)+8_x_(x), RegionlIl;

e_a(x)+§_b(x), Region III; (c.15)
) _ [ Kk-a(x)+ p_c(x), Region IV;
- fih) = {v_x+(x)+£_x_(x), Region V.

Then we solve for the coefficients starting with Regions V and III, where by
definition from section 4,

7‘_—f'/6T VAFN(S);

(c.16)

0;
N(f),
0.

The normalization factor N(f) is fixed by the condition that W {¢_,¢, } =1, so
(4.9) for N results from a comparison of (c.11) and (4.11c), (4.12¢). Since the
calculations are quite similar to the earlier ones, we will not do them in any
detail, but note that the “right” coefficients 8_,8_,{_, n_, and £_ dominate as
before, because of cancellations to leading order in the “wrong” coefficients and
exponential dominance of one comparison function over the other throughout a
given region. With this observation, the remaining dominant coefficients can be
read off from the Wronskians of ¢, with ¢_ and of n, with n_ and our earlier
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calculations (c.4)—(c.14):

po=(1/es W{ca})-(1+ O(f*))

\ 1
) _J;YJ“”(f)e’"'/“ ((1+ 0(f));

Bo= (/7. W (x5x4 ) (1+ O(f) = o= -(1+ O(f));

B_=(1/W{(o_,a,))-(1+O(f)) = 2Jé7 (14 0(f))-

This completes the determination of ¢ _ and n_.

1.

REFERENCES

M. ABRAMOWITZ AND 1. A. STEGUN, Handbook of Mathematical Functions, N.B.S. Appl. Math.
Ser. 55, Washington, National Bureau of Standards, 1964.

J. AVRON AND 1. HERBST, Spectral and scattering theory of Schrodinger operators related to the
Stark effect, Commun. Math. Phys. 52 (1977), 239-254.

E. BALSLEV AND J. M. CoMBEs, Spectral properties of many-body Schrodinger operators with
dilation analytic interactions, Commun. Math. Phys. 22 (1971), 280-294.

L. BeNassi AND V. GRECCHI, Resonances in the Stark effect and strongly asymptotic
approximations, J. Phys. B, to appear 1980.

C. BENDER AND T. T. Wu, Anharmonic oscillator, Phys. Rev. 184 (1969), 1231-1260.

————, Large order behavior of perturbation theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 16 (1971), 461-465;
Anharmonic oscillator, 11. A study of perturbation theory in large order, Phys. Rev. D7 (1973),
1620-1636.

T. Banks, C. M. BENDER AND T. T. Wu, Coupled anharmonic oscillators, 1. Equal-mass case,
Phys. Rev. D8 (1973), 3346-3366.

E. BRezIN, J. C. LEGUILLOU, AND J. ZINN-JUSTIN, Perturbation theory at large order, 1. The ¢V
interaction, Phys. Rev. D15 (1971), 1544-1557.

H. BucnHoLz, The Confluent Hypergeometric Function, New York, Springer, 1969.

J. M. CoMBEs, An algebraic approach to quantum scattering, unpublished manuscript, 1971.

W.Y. CRUTCHFIELD 11, Method for Borel-summing instanton singularities introduction, Phys. Rev.
D19 (1979), 2370-2384.

R. J. DAMBURG AND V. V. KoL0OsoV, An asymptotic approach to the Stark effect for the hydrogen
atom, J. Phys. B11 (1978), 1921-1930.

P. S. EPSTEIN, Zur Theorie des Starkeffektes, Ann. der Physik 50 (1916), 489-520.

——————, The Stark effect from the point of view of Schroedinger’s quantum theory, Phys. Rev. 28
(1926), 695-710.

N. FROMAN AND P.-O. FROMAN, JWKB Approximation, Contribution to the Theory, Amsterdam,
North-Holland, 1965.

G. Gamow, Constitution of Atomic Nuclei and Radioactivity, Oxford, Oxford University Press,
1931.

I. S. GRADSHTEYN AND I. M. RYZHIK, Table of Integrals, Series, and Products, New York,
Academic Press, 1965.



21.

22.

23.

24.

25.
26.

27.
28.
29.

30.

3L
32.

33.
34.
3s.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.

42.

43,
44

45.

46.

MATHEMATICAL THEORY OF RESONANCES 901

S. GRAFFI AND V. GRECCHI, Resonances in Stark effect and perturbation theory, Commun. Math.
Phys. 62 (1979), 83-96.

, Confil t of the r es in hydrogen Stark effect, J. Phys. B12 (1979), L 265-267.

S. GraFrFl, V. GRECCHI, S. LEVONI, AND M. MAIOLI, Resonances in one-dimensional Stark effect
and continued fractions, J. Math. Phys. 20 (1979), 685-690.

S. GrAFFI, V. GRECCHI, AND B. SIMON, Complete separability of the Stark effect in hydrogen, J.
Phys. A, 12 (1979), L193-L195.

E. HARRELL, On the rate of asymptotic eigenvalue degeneracy, Commun. Math. Phys. 60 (1978),
73-95; The band-structure of a one-dimensional, periodic system in a scaling limit, Ann. Phys.
119 (1979), 351-369.

1. HerBsT, Unitary equivalence of Stark Hamiltonians, Math. Z. 155 (1977), 55-71.

, Dilation analyticity in constant electric field, 1: The two body problem, Commun. Math.
Phys. 64 (1979), 279-298.

I. HERBST AND B. SIMON, Stark effect revisited, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41 (1978), 67-69.

, Dilation analyticity in constant electric field, 11: The N-body problem, Borel summability,
submitted to Commun. Math. Phys.

J. HOWLAND, Spectral concentration and virtual poles, Amer. J. Math. 91 (1969), 1106-1126.

C. G. J. Jacosl, Vorlesungen uber Dynamik, Berlin, G. Reiner, 1884.

T. KATO, On the convergence of the perturbation method, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 6 (1951),
145-226.

C. LaNczos, Zur Theorie des Starkeffektes in hohen Feldern, Z. fur Physik 62 (1930), 518-544;
Zur Verschiebung der Wasserstoffterme in hohen elektrischen Feldern, Z. fur Physik 65
(1930), 431-455; Zur Intensitatsschwachung der Spektrallinien in hohen Feldern, Z. fur
Physik 68 (1931), 204-232.

L. D. LaNDAU AND E. M. LiFsHITZ, Quantum Mechanics, New York Pergamon Press, 1977.

R. E. LANGER, The asymptotic solutions of ordinary linear differential equations of the second order,
with special reference to a turning point, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 67 (1949), 461-490.

R. LAVINE, “Spectral density and sojourn times,” in: Atomic Scattering Theory, J. Nuttall, ed.,
London, Ontario; Univ. of Western Ontario Press, 1978.

L. N. Liratov, Divergence of the perturbation theory series and pseudo-particles, Soviet Phys.
JETP Lett. 25 (1977), 104-107.

J. J. LOEFFEL AND A. MARTIN, Propriétes Analytiques des Niveaux de I'Oscillateur Anharmonique
et Convergence des Approximants de Pade, Proc. R.C.P. 25, May, 1970.

J. J. LOEFFEL, A. MARTIN, B. SIMON, AND A. WIGHTMAN, Padé approximants and the anharmonic
oscillator, Phys. Lett. 30B (1969), 656-658.

C. LovELACE, “Three-particle systems and unstable particles” in: Strong Interactions and High
Energy Physics, Edinburgh, Oliver and Boyd, 1964.

J. R. OPPENHEIMER, Three notes on the quantum theory of aperiodic effects, Phys. Rev. 31 (1928),
66-81.

M. REeD AND B. SIMON, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics IV. Analysis of Operators,
New York, Academic Press, 1978.

T. REGGE AND V. DE ALFARO, Potential Scattering, Amsterdam, North-Holland, 1965.

E. SCHRODINGER, Quantisierung als Eigenwertproblem, 111., Ann. der Physik 80 (1926), 457-490.

K. SCHWARZSCHILD, Zur Quantenhypothese, Sitzungsber. der kon. preuss. Akad. der Wiss. 25
(1916), 548-568.

J. SCHWINGER, Field theory of unstable particles, Ann. Phys. 9 (1960), 169-193.

A. J. F. SIEGERT, On the Derivation of the Dispersion Formula for Nuclear Reactions, Phys. Rev.
56 (1939), 750-752.

H. J. SILVERSTONE, Perturbation theory of the Stark effect in hydrogen to arbitrarily high order,
Phys. Rev. A18 (1978), 1853-1864.

, Asymptotic relations between the energy shift and ionization rate in the Stark effect in
hydrogen, Johns Hopkins Univ., preprint.




902 E. HARRELL AND B. SIMON

47. H. J. SILVERSTONE, B. G. ADAMs, J. CiZEk, AND P. OTTO, Asymptotic formula for the perturbed
energy coefficients and calculation of the ionization rate by means of high-order perturbation
theory for hydrogen in the Stark effect, Johns Hopkins Univ. and Univ. of Waterloo

preprint.

48. B. SiMON, Coupling constant analyticity for the anharmonic oscillator, Ann. Phys. 58 (1970),
76-136.

49. ——, Resonances in N-body quantum systems with dilation analytic potentials and the
foundations of time-dependent perturbation theory, Ann. Math. 97 (1973), 247-274.

50. ————, Phase space analysis of simple scattering systems: Extensions of some work of V. Enss,
Duke Math. J. 46 (1979), 119-168.

51. ————, Functional Integration and Quantum Physics, New York, Academic Press, 1979.

52. T. SPENCER, in prep.

53. J. STARK, Beobachtungen uber den Effekt des electrischen Feldes auf Spektrallinien, Sitzungsber.
der kon, preuss. Akad. der Wiss. 47 (1913), 932-946.

54. E. C. TircHMARSH, Eigenfunction Expansions Associated with Second Order Differential Equations,
Part II, Oxford Univ. Press, 1958.

55. ————, Some theorems on perturbation theory, I-V, Proc. Roy. Soc. A 200 (1949), 34-46; A
201 (1950), 473-479; A 207 (1951), 321-328; A 210 (1951), 30-47; J. Analyse Math. 4
(1954-1956), 187-208; Eigenfunction expansions associated with partial differential equations,
V, Proc. London Math Soc. 5 (1955), 1-21.

56. K. VESELIC AND J. WEIDMANN, Potential scattering in a homogeneous electric field, Math. Z. 156
(1977), 93-104.

57. K. YAIMA, Spectral and scattering theory for Schrodinger operators with Stark field. 1, J. Fac. Sci.
Univ. Toyko, to appear. II. Univ. of Virginia preprint.

58. T. YAMABE, A. TACHIBANA, AND H. J. SILVERSTONE, Theory of the ionization of the hydrogen atom
by an electrostatic field, Phys. Rev. A 16 (1977), 877-890.

59, ——, , Perturbation theory of resonant states induced by an electrostatic field: One
dimensional model, J. Phys. B 10 (1977), 2083-2100.

60. B. SiMON, Complex scaling; A rigorous overview, Int. J. Quant. Chem. 14 (1978), 529-542.

61. J. HOWLAND, Puiseux series for resonances at an embedded eigenvalue, Pac. J. Math. 55 (1974),
157-176.

62. 1. HERBST, Exponential decay in the Stark effect, Commun. Math. Phys., to appear.

HARRELL: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE JoHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY, BALTIMORE,
MARYLAND 21218

SIMON: DEPARTMENTS OF MATHEMATICS AND PHYSICS, PRINCETON UNIVERSITY, PRINCETON, NEW
JERSEY 08540



