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ABSTRACT. In this work, we analyse the metastability of non-reversible diffusion processes
dXt = b(Xt)dt + \/EdBt

on a bounded domain 2 when b admits the decomposition b=—(Vf+£) and Vf-£=0. In this
setting, we first show that, when h — 0, the principal eigenvalue of the generator of (X;):>o with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on the boundary 02 of € is exponentially close to the inverse of
the mean exit time from €2, uniformly in the initial conditions Xy =  within the compacts of (2.
The asymptotic behavior of the law of the exit time in this limit is also obtained. The main
novelty of these first results follows from the consideration of non-reversible elliptic diffusions
whose associated dynamical systems X = b(X) admit equilibrium points on Q. In a second
time, when in addition div £ = 0, we derive a new sharp asymptotic equivalent in the limit A — 0
of the principal eigenvalue of the generator of the process and of its mean exit time from Q.
Our proofs combine tools from large deviations theory and from semiclassical analysis, and
truly relies on the notion of quasi-stationary distribution.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Purpose of this work. Let L >0 and M = (LT)¢, where T = R/Z is the one dimensional
torus. Let (X;)so be the solution on M of the stochastic differential equation

(1.1) dX, = b(X,)dt +VhdB,,

where h > 0, (B;)0 denotes the Brownian motion on M, and b: M — R? is a vector field. Such
an equation is one of the most important models in statistical physics. In all this work, 2 ¢ M
is a C* domain and we denote by

Toe = inf{t >0, X, ¢ Q}
the first exit time from Q for the process (1.1).

When h is small, due to the existence of stable equilibrium points of the system X = b(X),
the process (1.1) remains trapped during a very long time in a neighborhood of such a point
in M, called a metastable region, before going to another metastable region. For this reason,
the process (1.1) is said to be metastable. This phenomenon of metastability has been widely
studied through the asymptotic behavior in the zero white noise limit h — 0 of the law of 7.
and of the principal eigenvalue —)\f’h of the infinitesimal generator of the diffusion (1.1) with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on 0€2. When the w-limit set of each trajectory of the dynamical
system X = b(X) lying entirely in € is contained in , the limit of AInE[rq.] when h — 0
has been studied in [20] (see also [21, 11]). When in addition b-ng < 0 on 02 (where ng is
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the unit outward normal vector to 9), it is proved in [10] that A}, E[rgc] - 1 when h - 0

(see also [28, 29]). We also mention [13, 11] where formulas were obtained through formal
computations.

When the process (1.1) is reversible, i.e. when there exists a function f such that b=-Vf,
we refer to [52, 26, 15, 17] for sharp asymptotics formulas on )\fh or on E[7qc ] when the system
does not have equilibrium points on 0€2, and to [12, 35, 18] when it does (see also [38]). When
b-ng =0, the cycling effect of a two-dimensional randomly perturbed system has been studied
in [12]. We refer to [I, 14, 13] for a comprehensive review of the literature on this topic.

Remark. For asymptotic estimates of eigenvalues and transition times in the boundaryless
case, we refer to [27, 16, 6, 18,5, 2,22, 25 45] when elliptic reversible processes are considered,
and to [1, 31, 34, 36] when the considered process is elliptic, non-reversible, and admits the
Gibbs measure (1.2) as invariant measure.

The purpose of this work is to investigate the asymptotic behaviors when h - 0 of )\ﬁ , and
of the law and the expected time of 7 for non-reversible processes of the form (1.1) when the
smooth vector field b : M — R¢ decomposes into the pointwise orthogonal sum of a smooth
gradient field with a vector field (see (Ortho)).

First, we prove in this case the following: when (2 is roughly a single well (see (One-Well))
of the potential energy function f (see Theorem 1, which is the first main result of this work):

R1. In the limit A - 0, )\fhE[mc] converges to 1 and the law of )\fhmc converges to an
exponential law of mean 1, both exponentially fast and uniformly w.r.t. the initial
conditions x living in the (relevant) compacts of 2. The asymptotic behavior of the
spectral gap is also investigated.

When in addition the Gibbs measure
2
-2y
€ h
Jue®
is invariant (see (Div-free)) and under an additional assumption on the shape of 02 near its
lowest energy points (see (Normal)), we prove that (see Theorem 2, which is the second main
result of this work):

R2. In the limit h — 0, )\ﬁ 4, and thus E[7qc], satisfy an Eyring-Kramers type formula.

Concerning item R1 above, the main novelty compared to the existing literature arises from
the fact that these results are derived when, simultaneously, the process (1.1) is non-reversible
and the dynamical system X = b(X) is allowed to admit equilibrium points on 9Q'. The
latter situation, which is known to introduce several technical difficulties [11], is natural for
applications [11]. For instance, this situation occurs when one is interested in the so-called
state-to-state dynamics associated with (1.1). In this case, the set €, which is associated with a
macroscopic state, is indeed typically defined as the basin of attraction of some asymptotically
stable equilibrium point zo € M for the dynamical system X = b(X), so that 02 contains
equilibrium points of X = b(X). We refer for instance to [19, 33, 10, 13] for more material
and references on state-to-state dynamics. Let us also mention that the condition (Normal)

'We mention that in our setting (more precisely under (Ortho)), every w-limit set is composed of a single
equilibrium point, see Section 1.3.



EXIT TIME AND PRINCIPAL EIGENVALUE OF SOME NON-REVERSIBLE PROCESSES 3

is automatically satisfied when € is a basin of attraction, see the discussion after (Normal) on
this subject.

Finally, concerning item R2 above, the Eyring-Kramers type formula we derive for )\f h
in Theorem 2, which leads to the inverse formula for E[7q:] according to item R1, is new
when considering such non-reversible processes, whether or not there are equilibrium points of
X = b(X) on 09). It exhibits the precise effect of the boundary 92 on the sharp equivalent as
h = 0 of both A{, and E[7q-].

1.2. Assumptions. For p e R, we use the notation

{f<pt={zeM, f(z)<p}, {f<p}={zeM, f(z)<p}, and {f=pn}:={oecM, f(z)=npn}

Moreover, for r >0 and y € M, B(y,r) denotes the open ball of radius r centered at y in M:
B(y,r):={zeM, ly—z| <r}.

Throughout this work, we assume that there exist a smooth vector field £ : M — R? and a
smooth Morse function f: M — R such that the vector field b: M — R? satisfies the following
orthogonal decomposition:

(Ortho) b(x)==(Vf(z)+£€(x)) and £L(z)-Vf(x)=0 for every x € M.

We recall that a smooth function is a Morse function if all its critical points are non degenerate.

Let us now define
(1.3) Ciin :=Qn{f<r%}2nf}.

Notice that Cpiy = QN {f <mingg f} and that, when C,;, is nonempty and connected, it is a
connected component of {f < mingg f}.

Our second main assumption roughly says that €2 looks like a single well of the potential f:

(One-Well) f M — R admits precisely one critical point zy in €2 and 0C,,;, N 02 + @.

Note that when (One-Well) holds, C,;, is nonempty and connected, o belongs to C,, and
(14 f (o) = min f(2),

We refer to Figure 1.1 for a schematic representation of C,;, when (One-Well) holds.

........ {f =mingg f}

FIGURE 1.1. Schematic representation of C,,;, when (One-Well) holds. On this
figure, OCin N O = {21, 22} and my, my € I are the local maxima of f in M.
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The first main result of this work, namely Theorem 1, only requires the assumptions (Ortho)
and (One-Well). Our second main result, namely Theorem 2, requires two additional assump-
tions which are the topic of the rest of this section. The first one implies the invariance of the

2
Gibbs measure pg(dr) = je hf;f dx defined in (1.2):
me h

(Div-free) For every z € M, div£(x) =0.

It is well-known that a process solution to an elliptic stochastic differential equation on M with
sufficiently smooth coefficients admits a unique invariant probability measure. Furthermore,
using the standard characterization” of an invariant probability measure with the adjoint of the
operator —2A+b-V, the conditions (Ortho) and (Div-free) are necessary and sufficient to en-
sure that the measure p¢ is an (and thus the) invariant probability measure of the process (1.1)
for all A > 0.

Throughout this work, we say that z € M is a saddle point of f when z is a critical point
of f of index 1, i.e. when the matrix Hess f(2), which is invertible according to (Ortho),
admits precisely one negative eigenvalue. Our last assumption (Normal) below deals with the
points z € IC i, N 0. These points, which are global minima of f|sq, play a crucial role in the
asymptotic equivalents of the mean exit time from € resulting from Theorems 1 and 2. Let us
mention that, according to [35, Item (b) in Proposition 12], when such a z is a critical point
of f, it is a saddle point.

For x € M, we define the Jacobian matrix
L(z) := Jac€(x).

In order to state our last assumption, we need some elements of the following proposition
resulting from [31, Lemma 1.8] and [3, Lemma 1.4] (see also [32] for a similar result) on the
Jacobian matrix of the vector field b at a saddle point of f.

Lemma 1. Assume (Ortho) and let z € M be a critical point of f with index p € {0,...,d}.
Then, the matriz Hess f(2) +tL(2) admits precisely p eigenvalues in {z€ C, Rez< 0} and d-p
eigenvalues in {z € C, Rez>0}.

When z is a saddle point, we denote by p(z) the eigenvalue of Hess f(z) + tL(z) in {z €
C, Rez< 0} and by A(z) the negative eigenvalue of Hess f(z). We have moreover in this case:

(1) The eigenvalue p(z) is real, and thus negative.

(2) Let £(z) be a real unit eigenvector of Hess f(2) +tL(z) associated with pu(z). Then, the
matriz Hess f(2)+2|u(2)|£(2)€(2)! is positive definite and of determinant —det Hess f(z).

(3) It holds |u(2)| 2 |A(2)|, with equality if, and only if, tL(2)&(z) = 0.
Let us now formulate our last assumption, on the local shape of f near the points of 0C,;,NOS2

when (Ortho) holds. In the following, for any z € 0%, ng(z) denotes the unit outward normal
vector to Of) at z.

when V f(z) =0, (2) € Span (nq (%)),
when Vf(z) #0, det Hess(f|oa)(z) # 0 and £(z) =0,

where £(2) is an eigenvector of Hess f(z)+!L(z) associated with its unique negative eigenvalue,
see Lemma 1.

(Normal) Vz e 0C,,;, N 092, it holds: {

2See for instance [53, page 259].
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We end this section by discussing the geometric consequences of (Normal).

Let z € OCyin N OS2 be such that Vf(z) = 0. When (Normal) holds, the tangent space
T.00 to 0N at z satisfies T,00 = z + {£(2)}*. Since £(z) is an eigenvector of Hess f(2) + fL(2)
associated with its unique eigenvalue in {z € C, Rez < 0} and, according to Lemma 1, the
d - 1 remaining eigenvalues of Hess f(z) + !L(z) belong to {z € C, Rez > 0}, it follows that
the (complexification of the) hyperplane {£(2)}" is the sum of the generalized eigenspaces of
—Jacb(z) = Hess f(z) + L(2) corresponding to its eigenvalues in {z € C, Rez > 0}. Moreover, it
follows from [31, Lemma 4.1] that, in a neighborhood O, of z in M,

(1.5) (020 0)~{z} c{f> f(2)}
In particular, z is a strict global minimum of f|sg. We refer to Figure 1.2 for a schematic
representation of £(z) and C,,;, near such a point z when (Normal) holds.

Let us also mention here that, as explained in Section 1.3 below, V f(z) = 0 implies that z
is an equilibrium point for the dynamical system X = b(X), i.e. that b(z) = 0. Hence, from a
dynamical point of view, the above discussion simply says that, when (Normal) holds: at every
2 € OCpin NS such that V f(z) =0, the boundary 0f2 of ) is tangent to the stable manifold of z
for the dynamical system X = b(X), which has dimension d—1. We recall that the stable (resp.
unstable) manifold of an equilibrium point z is defined as the set of the elements of M whose
trajectories (for the dynamics X = b(X)) converge to z in the future (resp. in the past), and
that (the complexification of) its tangent space at z is the sum of the generalized eigenspaces
of Jacb(z) corresponding to its eigenvalues in {z € C, Rez< 0} (resp. in {z€C, Rez> 0}).

Let us now consider z € 9Cp,;, N0 such that vV f(z) # 0. Since z is a global minimum of f|sq,
the tangent space 1,09 satisfies T,00 = z + {Vf(2)}", 0.f(2) >0, and b(z) = -V f(2) - £(z)
is inward-pointing. Thus, according to (Ortho), the condition £(z) = 0 in the second part of
(Normal) is equivalent to b(z) € Span (ng(z)). It is thus in a way the counterpart of the first
assumption of (Normal) when z is not an equilibrium point for the dynamics X = b(X), since
it gives the condition for b(z) to be orthogonal to T,09).

In particular, when (Normal) holds, any z € 9C,;, N 0€2 is a strict global minimum of f|sq,
whether Vf(z) #0 or Vf(z) =0. Thus, since 0f) is compact:

(1.6) (Normal) = Card (9Cyin N0N) < +00.

1.3. The deterministic dynamical system. We give here basic properties on the w-limit

sets of the deterministic dynamical system X = b(X) associated with the stochastic differential
equation (1.1) when (Ortho) holds.

For every x € M, we denote by ¢;(z) the solution on M to the ordinary differential equation
d
(1.7) Egpt(:):) = b(y:(x)) with initial condition ¢o(x) = .

Notice that, since b is (globally) Lipschitz continuous over M, such curves are defined globally.

Let us now describe the w-limit set of some x € M for the dynamical system (1.7). This set,
denoted by w(x), is defined by (see e.g. [51, Definition 8.1.1})

w(z) ={y e M, 3(5,)nen € (RN, lim s, = +00, lim ¢, (7) = y}.

Let us recall that, for all x € M, w(x) is nonempty, connected, closed, and invariant under the
flow of (1.7) (see e.g. [54, Proposition 8.1.3]). Moreover, since £-V f = 0 according to (Ortho):
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{f>r(z=)}
TzlaQ = {f(zl)}L

....... {f = mingq f}
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FIGURE 1.2. Schematic representation of 02 near z; € 0C.;, N 02 when
(Normal) holds and Vf(z;) =0 (recall that z; is then a saddle point of f).

for every x € M and t € R,

(1.9 S A @) =10 (@)).

Hence, following the proof of [51, Theorem 15.0.3|, we have, as for gradient vector fields: for all
reM,w(z)c{yeM,Vf(y)=0}. Since the Morse function f: M — R has a finite number of
critical points in M and w(z) is nonempty and connected: for all x € M, there exists a critical
point y € M of f such that w(x) = {y}, so in particular lim; . ¢;(x) = y.

Now, recall that an equilibrium point for the dynamical system (1.7) is by definition a point
z € M such that b(z) =0, that is such that w(z) = {z}. It follows that

{ze M,b(2) =0} c{ze M,Vf(z)=0}.

Moreover, since Hess f is invertible at any critical point of f, a Taylor expansion of £-Vf =0
around such a point shows that £(z) = 0 whenever Vf(z) = 0. Thus, when (Ortho) holds, we
have the equality {z € M,V f(z) =0} ={z € M,b(z) =0} and, for all x € M, there exists y € M
such that

(1.9) w(z) ={y} c{ze M,Vf(2) =0} = {z € M,b(z) = 0}.

With the same reasoning when ¢t - —oo: for all x € M, there exist two critical points y. of f
such that

(1.10) tkg}o vi(x) =y, and tE{Igo o) =y-.

Definition 2. For every x € Q, we set t, :=inf{t >0, ¢,(x) ¢ Q} >0. The domain of attraction
of F' c () is defined by

(1.11) A(F)={zeQ, t, = +00 and w(x) c F}.

Notice that when (Ortho) and (One-Well) hold, (1.8) and (1.9) imply that
(1.12) Cin € A({z0}).
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1.4. Main results. We denote by L?(2) the space of functions which are square integrable
on () for the Lebesgue measure on ). The associated Sobolev spaces of regularity k£ > 1 are
denoted by H*(Q2). The space H;(€2) denotes the spaces of functions w € H'(€) such that
w =0 on 9. We also denote by L2 (2) the space of functions which are square integrable on
Q for the measure e #/dx on €. The notation w indicates that the weight el dy appears in
the inner product. The associated weighted Sobolev spaces of regularity k > 1 are denoted by
According to (Ortho), it is natural to work in L2 () to study the spectral properties of
(minus) the infinitesimal generator Ly, of the process (1.1) with Dirichlet conditions on 92

Ly = —gA +Vf-V+£-V with domain D(Ly,) = H2(Q) n{we H.(Q),w =0 on 9Q}.
Its adjoint L} on L2 (), whose domain is still D(Ly), has indeed the rather nice form
L;::—gA+Vf-V—£-V—diV£.

In particular, when (Div-free) holds, L} is Lj, with £ replaced by —£, and the process (1.1) is
reversible when £ = 0.

To study the spectral properties of L, we actually use a unitary transformation to work in
the flat space L?(2), where computations such as integrations by parts are easier to perform.

We denote by V¢ = he hveh = hy + Vf the distorted gradient a la Witten and
(]_]_3) Af,h = v;,hvf,h = —h2A + |Vf|2 - hAf

the Witten Laplacian associated with f, where adjoints are now taken on L?(£2). Let us then
define

(1.14) Pyi=2het Lyek =Apy+20-V,p=Apy +2h8-V

with domain D(P,) = H2(Q) n H}(Q) on L2(2). According to (1.14), the operators 2h L,
and P, are unitarily equivalent, and thus have the same spectral properties. In particular, for
all h >0, A eo(Ly) if and only if 2h X € 0(F},), and the algebraic and geometric multiplicities
of A are the same for both L;, and (2h)~' P,.

The following result describes general spectral properties of (P, D(P;,)), and thus of (L, D(Ly)),
for every fixed h > 0.

Proposition 3. Assume that (Ortho) holds. Then, for every h > 0:

e The operator Py, : D(P,) — L*(Q) is maximal quasi-accretive. More precisely, the
operator P, + h| div £|s : D(Py) — L?(Q2) is maximal accretive. Furthermore, Py, has a
compact resolvent and 1s sectorial.

e The adjoint of Py : D(Py,) - L*(Y) is the operator
Pr=Asp-2€-Vyp,—2hdive with domain D(P).

It is also maximal quasi-accretive, with a compact resolvent, and sectorial.
e There exists X c C such that the spectra of Py, and of P satisfy

o(Pp) = {)\fh} uX and o(P))= {Aﬁh} ux,
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where )\fh e R} is simple (i.e. has algebraic multiplicity 1) for both Py and P} and, for
every A€ X, Re A>Ap,.

Moreover, Py (resp. Py) admits an eigenfunction ui, (resp. ufh) associated with \{,
which is positive within ).

The proof of Proposition 3 uses standard arguments on elliptic operators with Dirichlet
boundary conditions on a smooth bounded domain. It is proved in the appendix for the sake
of completeness.

The eigenvalue )\f , 1s the so-called principal eigenvalue of P,. According to (1.14), the
principal eigenvalue A, of L, acting on L2(Q) thus satisfies 2h\f, = AP, . Moreover, by
compacity of the resolvent of Ly, its spectrum is discrete and can onle accumulate at infinity.
Hence, the sectoriality of L; and the last item of Proposition 3 imply the existence of a spectral
gap for every h > 0, that is:

Vh>0, 3¢, >0, o(Lp)n{zeC, Reze (Al A\, +cn)f=2.

Furthermore, the analysis led in Section 3 (see Theorem 4) permits to specify the behaviour
of )\fh and of this spectral gap with respect to h: when f admits mg local minima in €2, there
exist ¢1,¢o > 0 and hg > 0 such that, for every h € (0,ho], Lj admits mqg eigenvalues (counted
with multiplicity) in {z € C, |z| < e 7} and its remaining eigenvalues live in {z€ C, Rez > ¢,}.
In particular, when (One-Well) is also satisfied:

Je,ho >0, Yhe(0,ho], Af,<e® and o(Ly)n{zeC, Reze (A, AL, +0)} =2.
We can now state the two main results of this work.

Theorem 1. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). Let K be a compact subset of A({xo}) (see
(1.11)). Then, there exist ¢ >0 and hy >0 such that for all h € (0,ho]:

a. The principal eigenvalue Aﬁh of Ly, satisfies,
(1.15) o(Ly)n{zeC,Rez<c)={Al,} and lim 7 In A ==2( min f - f(o))-

b. The mean exit time Tqe satisfies, uniformly in x € K,

(1.16) E,[r] = L OE7)

Mn
c. The law of the exit time Tqc satisfies,
t c
1.17 sup |Py|mqe > — | -et|<en.
(1.17) 20, 2K | [ “ )\ﬁh] |

Let us make some comments with regard to Theorem 1:

o The second statement in (1.15) is the so-called Arrhenius law for A{,. Together with (1.16),
it implies the following Arrhenius law for the mean exit time Tqe:

}Lli%hlnEx[mc] = 2(:(3}{1]‘ ~ f()), uniformly in z € K.
e Equation (1.16) provides the following leveling result on the mean exit time from :

E.[7q:] = E,[7a:](1+O(e77)), uniformly in x,y in the compacts of A(Cpin) (see (1.12)).
As long as (Ortho) is satisfied, this leveling result extends the one obtained in [10,
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Corollary 1] when (1.7) admits equilibrium points on 92. It also extends [18, Theorem
2] when the underlying process is non-reversible.

e Equation (1.17) implies that when h — 0, the law of A, 7. converges exponentially
fast to the exponential law of mean 1, uniformly in the compacts of A({x¢}). Notice
that (1.16) is not a consequence of (1.17).

e Deriving Theorem 1 for all x € A(C;,) and not only for x = xq is of real interest for
applications relying on the process (1.1). Indeed, ones wants in practice an estimate
on the time this process remains trapped in the metastable domain €2. Since it admits
a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure dx on M, the probability that its
trajectories pass through x is zero.

Our second main result states that, under the additional assumptions (Div-free) and (Normal),
the eigenvalue Al', satisfies an Eyring-Kramers type formula.

Theorem 2. Assume (Ortho), (One-Well), (Div-free), and (Normal). Then, when h — 0,
the eigenvalue )xf , satisfies the following Eyring-Kramers type formula:

(1.18) Aoy = (KE P77 + kL + O(h1)) e fminoa /= @o)
where
. \/det Hess f(z) Ong f(2)
K =
! T 2c0Cmenon \/det Hess flaq(2)
(1.19) Vf(2)#0
L \/det Hess f(z) 2|u(2)|
i 21 scrCnon /et Hess f(2)]
Vf(z)=0

and p(z) denotes the negative eigenvalue of Hess f(z) + 'L(2) at a saddle point z of f (see
Lemma 1).

Let us now comment the results of Theorem 2.

e Our analysis actually shows that the error term O(h1) in (1.18) is of order O(h?)
when k¥ =0 or kI =0, see Theorem 5. It is moreover always of order O(h%) when the
process is reversible, i.e. when £ = 0 (see [35] or Proposition 19 below). In addition,
whether or not the process is reversible, when the error term in (1.18) is O(h?), it is in
general optimal (see for instance [35, Remark 25] for a discussion).

o Let )\f,h be the principal eigenvalue of ~2A+V f-v. When ¥ = 0 (that is when V f(z) = 0
for every z € 0C i, N 0R2), we have:

\A Y [A(2)||det Hess f(2)| 2
1,h N 2€0C 1;nNON

ATh > |u(2)||det Hess f(2)| 2

z€ minN

Y

where, for z € 0C,;, N0, A(2) is the negative eigenvalue of Hess f(z). According to
Lemma 1, we have |u(z)| > |\(2)|, with equality if and only if ‘L(2){(z) = 0. Then,
in view of (1.16) and of [18, Theorem 1], we accelerate the exit from by adding,
locally around 0C,;, N 0f, a generic drift term £(X;) to the reversible process d.X; =
~V f(X,)dt++vhdB;. In the mathematical literature, this acceleration phenomenon has
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been studied for elliptic non-reversible diffusions on R¢ through the analysis of different
quantities: the rate of convergence to equilibrium at fixed h > 0 or as h - 0, and the
asymptotic equivalents of the transition times as h — 0, see [37, 4, 32, 31, 30] and
references therein.

e Let us finally mention that combining the analyses developed in this work and in [31,
, 3], it is clearly possible to extend the results of Theorem 2 to the cases when f has
several local minima in  and £ admits a classical expansion Y., h*€;, where £, are
smooth vector fields over M such that the Gibbs measure (1.2) remains invariant for
the process (1.1) for all h > 0.

1.5. Strategy of the proof and organization of the paper. The proof of Theorem 1 relies
crucially on the formula

f P* i
1 Jo Exlroe Juf he 0 uy e
(1.20) VA E,, [T] = 7 , where v, (dz) = T dx
Lh fQ u1,hefz fQ Uy € h

is a quasi-stationary distribution for the process (1.1) in € (actually it is the quasi-stationary
distribution, see Section 4.2 for more details on 1,).

To extract E,[7qgc] from the integral in (1.20), in order to prove (1.16) for instance, we
use a leveling result on z — E,[7qc]. This is the purpose of Theorem 3, proved in Section 2
using large deviations techniques. Besides, we also need a priori estimates on the principal
eigenvalue )\ﬁ h = )\f w/2h of Ly, which is the purpose of Theorem 4 in Section 3, relying on the
sole assumption (Ortho) and proved by semiclassical methods.

We derive in Section 4.1 from these a priori estimates information on the concentration of the
principal eigenfunction uf , of Py, see Proposition 18. Afterwards, combining this information
with the leveling results on x — E,[7qc] and the a priori estimates on \F ', we prove Theorem 1
in Section 4.2.

Finally, when assuming in addition (Div-free) and (Normal), we prove the sharp asymptotic
equivalents on Al 1, given in Theorem 2 by constructing a very precise quasi-mode for P,. This
is done in Section 5 , see Theorem 5

2. LEVELING RESULTS ON THE MEAN EXIT TIME FROM (2

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 3 below which aims at giving, when (Ortho)
and (One-Well) hold, sharp leveling results on z — E,[7q:] as well as the limit of hlnE,[7oc]
when h - 0. To do so, we use techniques from the large deviations theory. This requires
some care, since these techniques cannot be used directly on 2 due to the possible existence of
equilibrium points of b on J2 (recall indeed that b(z) =0 if and only if Vf(z) =0, see (1.9)).

2.1. Large deviations and mean exit time. In this section we only assume (Ortho).

2.1.1. The quasi-potential on a subset of M. We now introduce the quasi-potential associated
with the vector field b on D, where D denotes a smooth bounded subdomain of M (which is
possibly M), and recall some of its basic properties. For z,y € D and ¢; < t; € R, let us denote
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by C=¥([t1,t2], D) the set of continuous curves ¢ : [t1,12] - D such that ¢(t;) = x and ¢(t3) = ¥.
For ¢ € C®¥([t1,t2], D), define, if ¢ is absolutely continuous,

1 ta .
S8 = 5 [ b, — b(6)|2ds € R”,

where ¢, = %qbs, and, otherwise, S, +,(¢) = +co. The function
Vo (2,y) € Dx D winf {Sor(¢), ¢€C™¥([0,7],D) and T >0} e R*
is the so-called (Freidlin-Wentzell) quasi-potential of the process (1.1) on D. Notice that
(2.1) Vp(z,2) =0 for all z€D.
For every =,y € D and S, S’ c D, we also define

Vp(x,5") = inf Vp(z,y), Vp(S,y) :=inf Vp(z,y), and Vp(S5,5"):= inf Vp(z,y).
yeS’ zeS (z,y)eSxS’

In the next lemma, we recall some basic and useful properties of the functional Vp.

Lemma 4. One has the following:

e Vp:Dx D —R* is continuous. B B
o Assume that there exists a subset S of D such that, for any T >0 and ¢ € C*¥([0,T], D),
there exists t € [0,T] such that ¢, € S. Then, it holds

VD(xvy) = ég‘g[VD(xv Z) + VD(Zvy)]‘

e For every x € D and every —oo <t_ <t, < +oo such that the solution py(x) of (1.7) satisfies
{pu(z), t et t.]} ¢ D, where vy, (x) :=limy .o pr(x) when t, = +oo (see (1.10)), it holds
Vb (i (x), 1, (x)) = 0.

o Let T >0 and G be a closed nonempty subset of C([0,T], M) (endowed with the uniform
convergence topology). Then, the infimum

inf {So.r(¢), ¢€G}

1s a minimum. In particular, this infimum is strictly positive as soon as G does not contain
any trajectory of the dynamical system (1.7) defined on [0,T].

The first item is a consequence of [20, Lemma 1.1 in Section 1 of Chapter 6] and implies the
third one, while the second item can be proved by straightforward arguments. For the last one,
we refer to the comments following the proof of [20, Theorem 1.1 in Chapter 4].

Lemma 5. Assume (Ortho). Then, for all ¢ € C=Y([t1,t2], M), St +,(¢) 2 2(f(y) - f(x)).
Proof. Using (Ortho), we have, for all ¢ € C*¥([ty,t2], M),

Su1a(0) =5 [ 16, (91(00) = 20 Pds 42 [ 76,91 (00)ds 2 27 (0(0)) - F(0(0))).
which implies the result. ]

Remark 6. The proof of Lemma 5 also leads to the following: for every x € D and every
—oo <t <ty < +oo such that the solution ¢y(x) of X = Vf(X) - €(X) with initial condition
vo(x) = x satisfies {(x),t € [t_,t,]} ¢ D, where ¢, (x) = limy_ .o ¥y (x) when ty = xoo, it
holds

VoY (2), ¢, (7)) = 2(¢r, () = ¢r_(2)).
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2.1.2. On the structure of the dynamical system. To prove Theorem 3 we want to use [20,
Theorem 5.3 in Chapter 6] with a suitable domain D such that

(2.2) V0 on OD.

The construction of D is the purpose of the next section. Before, we have to check that the
conditions stated at the beginning of [20, Section 2 in Chapter 6] are satisfied. More precisely,
we have to check that the exists a finite number of compact subsets K1, ..., K; of D such that:

(a) For any x € D such that o,(x) € D for all ¢ > 0, it holds w(x) c K, for some q € {1,...,1}.
(b) For allie{1,...,l} and all v,y € K, Vp(x,y) = 0.
(c) If x e K; and y ¢ K; (y € D), either Vp(z,y) >0 or Vp(y,z) > 0.

In the following, we write {y € D,V f(y) =0} ={v1,...,y} and we define
(2.3) Ki=1{y), Yie{l,....1}.

Lemma 7. Assume (Ortho) and (2.2). When the compact sets K;, i =1,... 1, are defined by
(2.3), Conditions (a) and (b) above are satisfied.

Proof. By (1.9) and (2.2), if {p;(2),t >0} c¢ D, w(x) = {y} for some critical point 3 of f in D.
Thus, Condition (a) holds. In addition, according to (2.1), Condition (b) holds. O

Condition (c) is the purpose of the next proposition.

Proposition 8. Assume (Ortho) and (2.2). When the compact sets K;, © = 1,...,l, are
defined by (2.3), Condition (c) holds.

The following lemma will be useful to prove Proposition 8.

Lemma 9. Assume (Ortho). Let z € D be such that Vf(2) #0 and, for some T >0, {¢,(2),t €
[0,T]} ¢ D. Then, for all y € D~ {p(2),t € [0,T]} satisfying f(y) > f(er(2)), it holds
VD(Z>y) > 0.

Proof. Set py = inf{|ly — ¢¢(2)[,0 <t <T} > 0. Let 7" € (0,7']. From the last item of Lemma 4:
dpr = inf{So7T,(¢), ¢ €C([0,T'], M) s.t. ¢g =2 and tiﬁ)az%] |6r — i (2)] > p0/2} > 0.

We then have, for 77 € (0,7] and ¢ € C=¥([0,1"], D), Soz/(¢) > dy+ > dr > 0. Consequently,
(2.4) inf {So.7(¢), ¢€C*¥([0,7"],D) and T" € (0,T]} > 0.

Let us now consider the infimum above when 77" > T. Let 0 < T} < Ty < T be such that
f(y) > f(pr,(2)). Notice that (1.8) and Vf(2) # 0 imply

f(2) > fleor(2)) > [ (2))-
It follows that

e(2)om) ¢ Ga, = {0 € C([0, T3], D), ¢o =z and, for all t € [0, T3], f(¢r) > [ (o7 (2))}]

and the last item of Lemma 4 then implies that

A:=inf{Sy7,(¢), ¢ €G3} > 0.
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Consider T" > T and ¢ € C*>¥([0,7"], D). Assume that ¢ € GZ,. Then ¢|jo.n,] € G3,, and thus
Sor(¢) > Som(¢) > A, Assume now that ¢ ¢ GZ,, i.e. that f(¢:) < f(en (2)) for some
t€[0,7"]. Let t; € (0,7") be such that f(¢y,) = f(pr,(2)). Using Lemma 5, it holds

So,r(¢) 2 Se, 10(9) 2 2(f (1) = f(é1,)) = 2(f () - f(er (2))) > 0.

In conclusion, for all 77> T and ¢ € C=¥([0,1"], D), Sor(¢) > min(f(y) - f(¢r (2)),A4) > 0.
Together with (2.4), this ends the proof of the lemma. O

We are now in position to prove Proposition 8.

Proof of Proposition 8. Let x € D be such that Vf(z) = 0, so that x € D according to (2.2).
Let us also consider 3 € D such that y # . According to Lemma 5, it suffices to consider the
case when f(z) = f(y). Since x € D and f admits a finite number of critical points in M, there
exists a sphere C'(z,r) ={we M,|w-z| =r} c D of radius 0 < r < |x — y| such that |V f| >0 on
C(z,r). Then, using the two first items of Lemma 4, there exists z € C'(z,r) such that

VD(x>y) = geér(li‘r)(VD(x>§) + VD(&??J)) = VD(I,Z) + VD(Z>y)

If f(2) < f(z) = f(y), then Lemma 5 implies Vp(z,y) > Vp(z,y) > 2(f(y)-f(2)) > 0. Similarly,
if f(z) > f(x), then Vp(z,y) > Vp(x,2) > 2(f(2) - f(x)) > 0. Let us lastly consider the case
when f(z) = f(z). Since z € D and V f(z) # 0, there exists 7" > 0 such that

{0(2),t€[0,T]} ¢ D and, according to (1.8), f(z)> f(p«(2)) for all t € (0,T].

Using f(z) = f(y) and z # y, it follows that y ¢ {¢i(2),t € [0,T]} and f(y) > f(pr(2)).
Therefore, according to Lemma 9, Vp(z,y) > 0 and thus Vp(x,y) > 0, which completes the

proof of Proposition 8. U

Following the terminology of [20], we say that a subset N c M is stable if, for any x € N and
ye M~ N, Vy(z,y) >0 (see the lines preceding [20, Lemma 4.2 in Chapter 6]). We then have:

Lemma 10. Assume (Ortho). For any critical point x of f in M, the set {x} is stable (in
the sense defined above) if and only if x is a local minimum of f in M.

Proof. Assume that x is a local minimum of the Morse function f in M, and take y € M ~ {x}.
Since z is a strict minimum, there exists 0 < r < |x — y| such that f > f(x) on C(z,r) = {w €
M, |w - z| =r}. Thus, according to Lemma 4, there exists z* € C'(x,r) such that

Virap) = _inf (Vie(2,2) + Vig(29)) = Varla, =) + Var (", )

Using in addition Lemma 5, Vy,(z,2*) > f(2*) - f(x) >0 and thus Vi, (z,y) > 0, which implies
that {x} is stable.

Let us now assume that z is not a local minimum of f in M. Then, according to Lemma 1,
the dimension of the unstable manifold of x for the dynamical system X = b(X) is at least one,

and thus there exists z* € M \ {z} such that ¢;(z*) - x when ¢t - —oco. It thus follows from the
third item of Lemma 4 that Vj,(z, 2*) = 0, showing that z is not stable. O
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2.1.3. Freidlin- Wentzell graphs and mean exit time. Let us first introduce some notation. Let
L be a finite set and W c L. A graph consisting of arrows m — n (for me L~ W, n e L, and
m #n) is called a W-graph over L (see the beginning of [20, Section 3 in Chapter 6]) if:

e every point m € L x\ W is the initial point of exactly one arrow,

e there are no closed cycles in the graph.

The last condition can be replaced by the following one: for every point m € L\ W, there exists
a sequence of arrows leading from m to some n € W. The set of W-graphs over L is denoted
by GL(W).

When Conditions (a), (b), and (c) hold, and when at least one of the compact subsets
Ki,...,K; of D is stable, we label these sets so that Ki,..., K, are the stable compact sets
among Ki,..., K;, where 1 < p, <[. In this case, [20, Theorem 5.3 in Chapter 6] applies, and
implies that, for every x € D and uniformly in x in the compact subsets of D,

(2.5) }Lir%h InE,[7pe] < Wp, where Wp := min > Vp(m,n).

QEG{KI """ Kps’aD}({aD}) (m—n)eg

Corollary 11. Assume (Ortho), (2.2), and that f admits n+ 1 local minima xg,x1,...,%,
in D, withn >0. Then, for all x € D, and uniformly in x in the compact subsets of D,

}zii%h In E,[7pe] < ];VD(xk,aD).

Proof. Let us define the compact sets K;, i = 1,...,[, by (2.3). According to Lemma 7 and
Proposition 8, Conditions (a), (b), and (c) are satisfied. Moreover, according to Lemma 10,
the {xx}, 0 < k < n, are the stable compact sets among K7,..., K, and thus p, = n + 1 and
{Ky,...,K,,} = {{zx},0 < k < n}. We conclude by applying (2.5) with the graph ({z¢} —
0),...,{x,} - 0Q). O

2.2. Upper bound on the mean exit time when (Ortho) and (One-Well) hold.

Proposition 12. Assume that (Ortho) and (One-Well) hold. Then, for every B >0, there
exists hg >0 such that, for all h € (0,ho],

sup Ez [TQC] < 6%(minaﬂ f*f(wo))e% ‘
ze)

Proof. Let us assume that (Ortho) and (One-Well) hold. We set
D, = {x e M, dist(z,Q) <a}, a>0.

For every o > 0, we have Q ¢ D, and 0D, = {z € M,dist(z,Q) = a}. In addition, there
exists g > 0 such that, for every a € (0, ], D, is a C* subdomain of M and, since the critical
points of f are isolated in M, {x € D,V f(x) =0} c Q. In particular, |V f| >0 on 0D, and the
local minima of f in D, are its local minimum z in 2 and its local minima x4, ...,x, on 0.
Because () is a compact subset of D,, it follows from Corollary 11 that for every a € (0, ]
and € > 0, we have for all h small enough:

2 vn €
SU.p E;c [TQC] S Sup ESE [TDgz] S eh Zk:o VDQ (IO,aDa)e R
zeQ) reQ)
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In order to prove Proposition 12, it then enough to show that
(2.6) VDo (20,0D4) + Y. Vp, (2k,0Dq) < 2(%1}2nf — f(x0)) + 0a(1).
k=1

Using the second item of Lemma 4, we have, for every y € 9D, and z € 012,
Vpo(70,0D4) < Vp, (20,y) < Vp, (20,2) + VD, (2,Y).

Moreover, according to Lemma 5 and to Remark 6, for every z € 0C,,;, N OS2,
Vpa (20, 2) = 2(f(2) = f(0)) = 2(win f - f (o).

Consequently, for every z € C,,;, N 02 and a > 0 small enough,
. ) 1
Vi, (70, 0D.) < 20min £ = f(20)) + Vo, (.9D.) < 20min £ - f(0)) + 5(1+ [b])?a

where we used the fact that for every x + y € M, ¢ : ¢t € [0,y —x|]] » x+ ot satisfies
So,y-2/(¢) < 5(1+[b])?|z - y|. The same argument shows that Vp_ (x4, 0Ds) < 3(1 + ]« )2
for every 1 < k < n (since xp € 0f2). This implies (2.6) and thus completes the proof of

Proposition 12. Il

2.3. Leveling results for = — E,[7q:] and commitor functions. The following result
provides a local leveling result for z — E,[7qc].

Lemma 13. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). Let 6, >0 and ry = e=/". Then, there exist
ho >0 and ¢ >0 such that, for all h € (0,ho], SUPep(zo.r) IEe[Tac] = Eup[Tac]l < e 7By [Tae].

Proof. Since (Ortho) holds, b(zg) = 0 (see (1.9)). In addition, according to Lemma 1, the
eigenvalues of the matrix Jac b(xg) = —(Hess f(zq) + L(x)) all belong to {z€ C, Rez< 0} (in
particular, ¢ is an asymptotically stable equilibrium point of the dynamical system (1.7)). The
proof then follows the same lines as the one of [18, Lemma 3. O

Denote by 7g(,,r,) the first time the process (1.1) hits the closed ball B(zg,71,), where we
recall that r), = e=31/" §; > 0. The constant d; > 0 will be fixed in (2.9) below. We assume that
h is small enough so that B(zg,7,) € Cpin. The function

€T ]P)SL‘ [TB(xo,rh) < TQC]

is called the commitor function (or the equilibrium potential) between Q and B(zq,7,). The
following result provides a (global) leveling result for z — E,[mqc] in A({z0}).

Proposition 14. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). Then, there exists ; >0 such that, for
all compact subset K of A({xo}) (see (1.11) and (1.12)), there exist hg >0 and ¢ >0 such that
for all h € (0, ho],

(&

IN
o

sup ‘Pw[TB(xo,rh) < TQc] - 1‘
reK

Remark 15. Applying [9, Theorem 2] with Q2 = A({xo}) leads to a slightly weaker version of
Proposition 1/, where 61 >0 depends on K.
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Proof. For n e (0,mingg f — f(x0)), set
(2'7) Cmin(n) = Cpin N {f < I%lglf - 77} = {z € Q,f(l’) < rralsllnf - 77}'

The set Cin(n) is open, smooth (since Vf # 0 on dC,in (7)), and is the connected component
of {f <mingg f -7} containing x, (see for instance [15, Proposition 18]). Recall also that xg
is an asymptotically stable equilibrium point of the dynamical system (1.7). Moreover, (1.8)
implies that o,(x) € Cpin(n) for all € Cpin(n) and ¢ € R*, and thus that lim,_. () = 20
since g is the unique critical point of f in Cuin(7) (see indeed (1.10)).

Fix now
(2.8) o € (0,min f = f(x0)) and 1. € (no, min f = f (o).

It holds Cuin(7.) € Cumin(10). In the following h > 0 is small enough so that B(xg,7;)
Cuin(7+), where we recall that r, = e®/". According to [), Theorem 2], there exist §; > 0
(which is now kept fixed), hg > 0, and ¢ > 0 such that for all h € (0, ho]:

>0

(2.9) _Sup ]P)y[TCfnin(ﬁo) < TB(xomh)] <eh.
yecmin(n*)

Since the trajectories of the process (1.1) are continuous, one has {7ac < 75(59,)} € {Tce_(no) <

Th(xomy) ) for all y e Chuin(n,) when X, =y, so that (using also {7ge = TB(zosrn)) = D)

(2.10) sup  Py[Tac < Tp(am)] < e,
yeémin(n*)

which proves the proposition when K = Cpin(7.). Let us now consider the case when K c
A({xo}). In view of (2.10), it is enough to treat the case when K c Q \ Cpn(n.). Pick
K c QN Chin(n.) with K ¢ A({xo}). Recall that this implies that for all z € K, ¢;(x) € Q for
all £ >0 and limy ;00 () = 2. Then, there exists Tk > 0 such that @7, () € Cuin(n.) for all
z € K. The set {¢r,(z),x € K} is a compact subset of the open set Cn(7,) and the compact
subset {p(x), (x,t) € K x[0,Tk]} of Q does not contain xy ¢ K. We can thus consider § > 0
small enough such that:

Cl. {pr, () +z,x € K and |z| <0} € Chin(n4),
C2. o ¢ K1y 5= {pe(z) + 2, (2,t) e K x[0,Tk] and |z| < §}.

By item C2 above, for any h small enough, B(xo,7,) N Kr, s =@. Then, for all z € K, if Xy =z
and sup;e(o 7,11 X¢ = @i ()] < 6

(211) TK <TB(IO,7‘h)’

Moreover, according to [10, Lemma 1] and its note, since M is compact, there exists ¢/ > 0 such
that for all A small enough:

(2.12) supIP’m[ sup | Xy — ()] > 5] <e

zeM te[0,Tk |
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On the other, by item C1 above, if X =z € K and supy(o 1,1 Xt — ¢:(7)[ < 0, it holds X7, €
Cuin(n+). Then, for all z € K, using the Markov property and (2.11), we have

IED95[7-13(5607%) < Tqe, te[s(;]-:,PK] | X — ()] < 5] =E, [EXTK [1TB(zo,rh)<TQC]1suptE[O,TK] \thsot(w)|ﬁ5:|

>(1- e‘%)IPx[t sup ]|Xt —@i(7)] < 5]
€0, 1K

> (L-eh)(1-e),
where we used respectively (2.10) and (2.12) at the second and third equalities. In conclusion,

we have proved that for some ¢ > 0 and every h small enough, sup,.x [Pe[ 7520, < Toc]-1| < €7
which completes the proof of Proposition 14.

Proposition 16. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). Then, for everyn, € (0,mingq f—f(x0)),
there exist hg >0 and ¢ >0 such that, for all h e (0, ho],

D\’:‘r\

sup By [75(z0,m) A Toc] < e (minoa f=f(20)) =5
xeémin(nx—)

where Crin(n.) is defined in (2.7).

Proof. The proof of Proposition 16 is inspired by the one of [10, Lemma 6]. Take 7y € (0,7*).
For ease of notation, we set

K := Coin(n.) and D' := Cyn(10)-

Recall that K ¢ D’ ¢ A({x0}) and assume that h > 0 is small enough so that B(zg,r,) c int K
(see (2.8) and the lines below). According to [20, Theorems 3.1 and 4.1 in Chapter 4] (note that
N = V.f/|Vf] and then, using (Ortho), b-nc,,, ;) > 0 on dCnin(n)), we have uniformly
in y in the compacts of D’:

(2.13) }Li_r)nohlnEy[TDm] = 2(%1}2nf - f(xo) —m0).

In particular, for every > 0 and every h small enough,
(214) A}[L)’ = sup Ey[Tch] < e%(minag f—f(:co)—no)eg'
ye K

Similarly, according to Proposition 12, it holds for every >0 and every h small enough,
zeQ

Besides, using the strong Markov property, we have for all x € K:

(2.16) Eo[70c] = Bal[TB(a0.m) A Toe ) + Ea| Lrgesry o E

[TQc]].

In addition, by continuity of the trajectories of the process (1.1), we have 7pe < Toe When
Xo =y € B(xg,ry). Thus, using the strong Markov property,

(2.17) Ex,

B(zq,rp)

XT3 egrn)

[TQC] 2 ]EXT [TQC - TD/C] = EXTB(xo,r'h) [EX"'DIC [TQC]]’

For x € D', let u” be the hitting distribution on 9D’ for the process (1.1) when Xg =z, i.e.:
(2.18) p(B) =P, [X, . € B], for every Borel subset B of 0D’

Tplc

B(zg,rp)
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The properties of D’ listed just after (2.7) allow us to use [9, Theorem 1] (see also Eq. (5.1)
there), leading to [ p/2—p”|| < e”# uniformly in 2,y € K (where |-| is the total variation distance).
Using this and (2.17) with y = X5 agmy We deduce from (2.16) that for all z € K:

XTB(romh) [EXTD’C [TQC ] ] ]

h .

TOC >TB($0yTh)

Em[TQc] > Ew[TB(iEOﬂ"h) A TQc] + Em[l

> EI[TB(Ioﬂ“h) A TQc] + ]P)x[TQc > TB(SL‘Oﬂ“h)] E [EXTDIC [TQc]] A%

e
On the other hand, according to the strong Markov property, E;[7qc] = E;[7pe [+E:[ Ex, , [7oc]]
for all x € K. It follows that for all x € K,

Eo[T8(z0.mm) A Tae] < (1= PolT0c > T5apr ) B[ Ex,, [T0e] ]+ Afe i + By [7pr]
< (1 - ]P)m[TQc > TB(xo,rh)]) Ag + Age*% + A?l,
which implies Proposition 16, using (2.14), (2.15), and Proposition 14 (with K = Cpin(n,)). O

Theorem 3. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). Let K a compact subset of A({xo}) (see
(1.11) and (1.12)). Then, there exist hg > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that, for all h € (0,hy] and
uniformly in x € K:

E.[70:] = Eyy[0e](1 + O(e™%)) and }LiiréhlnEx[TQc] = 2(ngsi)nf— f(zo))-

Proof. First of all, according to Proposition 12, (2.13), and to the fact that E,[7p«] < E,[7q]
for all y € D', we have, uniformly in y in the compacts of D’

(2.19) }Lii%hlnEy[mc] = 2<I%}znf - f(x0)).
Let K be a compact subset of A({zo}). Assume first that K = Cpn(n.) (see (2.7) and (2.8)).
Using (2.16), Lemma 13, and Propositions 16 and 14, we have uniformly in z € K:

B, [70:] = By [rae](1+0(e7H)) + O(eh (rinon S o7y,

Using in addition (2.19) with y = 9 € D', we deduce that for some ¢ > 0 and uniformly in
x € K = Cpin(n.), it holds for every h small enough:

(2.20) E.[7:] = By [10e ](1 + O(e™7)).

This proves Theorem 3 when K = Cpin(7,). Let us now consider the general case K c A({z}).
Let Tk >0 be such that @7, (z) € Cpin(n.) for all x € K, and take 6 > 0 small enough so that:

o {oi(x)+2z,(x,t) e Kx[0,Tk] and |2| <6} c Q,
o {or. () +2z,2xe K and |z| <} ¢ Crin(ns).

These two conditions imply that for all z € K, if X =z and sup;(o 7,1 [X: = ¢:(7)] < 6:
(2.21) Ti < 7qe and X7, € Cryin ().
From the Markov property, (2.21), (2.12), and (2.20), we have uniformly in x € K:
E,[1qe Lsuprepo ) Xi—pe(z)|<8] = TKP:U[ sup | X — ()] < 5]
te[0,Tk ]

+ Em [EXTK [TQC] 1SUPts[0,TK] ‘Xt—cpt(x)\éts]

=Tx(1+ O(e’%)) + By [m0e (1 + O(e’%))
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and

Eo[7ae Loupyy 1,y 1Xi-1 (@)156 1iccrae ] = TP [SUP | | X — ()] >0, Tk < T |
te|0, Tk

+ E:c [EXTK [TQC] 1SUPts[0,TK] | Xt—pt(x)|>6 ]—TK<TQc]
= TO(e i) + By [0 ] O(e77).
On the other hand, using (2.12), it holds for every z € K:

E:c [TQC 1SUPte[0,TK] [ Xt—pt(x)]>8 ]—TQCSTK] < TKe_E .

Combining the three previous estimates leads to E,[7ac] = By, [Ta:](1+O(e™#)) for all h small
enough, uniformly in z € K. This ends the proof of Theorem 3. O

3. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF Re (P,) AND OF P,

Recall that we assume (Ortho) throughout this work.

3.1. Analysis of the real part of P,. This section is devoted to a preliminary spectral
analysis of the operator (see Proposition 3)

Re (Ph) = %(Ph-i-P;:) = Af’h +2£Vf—hdlvﬁ = Aﬁh - hdiv¥

with domain D(Re (P,)) = H2(Q) n Hj(?) = D(P,) = D(Py). This operator is self-adjoint
with a compact resolvent and is the Friedrichs extension of the closed quadratic form

(3.1) we HN(Q) o A IV paul? — B A (div £) [uf?.
It is consequently bounded from below by —h| div £|| = (q), and hence
o(Re (Py)) ¢ [=h] div €] = (a), +o0).

When div £ = 0, the operator Re (F},) is nothing but the Witten Laplacian Ay (see (1.13))
with domain D(Ayy) = H?(2) n H}(Q) and is in particular positive. Let us now define

(3.2) Up = {z €, z is a local minimum of f } and mg:= Card(Ug) < +00”.
Then, according to [35, Theorem 1], there exist ¢y >0 and hg > 0 such that for all h € (0, ho]:
(3.3) dim Ran 7T[07coh](Af7h) = my,

where, for a Borel set I ¢ R, 77 (A f,h) denotes the spectral projector associated with Ay, and I.
For ease of notation, we set

(3.4) iy = Toeon) (Afn)-

Moreover, the mg eigenvalues of Ay, in [0, coh] are exponentially small in the limit & — 0, i.e.
there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every h > 0 small enough,

(35) O'(Aﬁh) N [O,Coh] c [0,67%].

3We recall that f has a finite number of critical point in M by (Ortho).
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Additionally, we can apply [31, Lemma 3.1] since (Ortho) holds: for every critical point
u e M of f, there exists a smooth map J defined around u and with values in My(R) such
that J(u) is antisymmetric and £(z) = J(z)V f(z) around u. It follows that

div€(u) = Tr (J(u) Hess f(u)) =Tr (Hess f(u)J(u))
= Tr (*( Hess f(u)J(u))) = - Tr (J(u) Hess f(u)),
and hence:

(3.6) for every critical point ue M of f, divé(u) = 0.

The above analysis together with standard tools of spectral theory and semiclassical analysis
for Schrédinger operators (see e.g. [3, 16]) lead to the following proposition. The proof basically

relies on the fact that (3.6) implies that Re () is a perturbation of A, of order O(h?).

Proposition 17. Let us assume that (Ortho) holds. Then, there exist C,c >0 and hg >0 such
that, for all h € (0,hg], one has, counting the eigenvalues with multiplicity,

o(Re (P,)) N (=c0,ch] c [-Ch%,e 7] and Card(o(Re (P,)) n (—o00,ch]) = my,
where mq is defined in (3.2).
Moreover, there exists c¢; >0 and hg > 0 such that, for all h e (0,hg]:
Vue HA(Q) nHAQ),  (Re (Pa)(1— ), (178} 2 eoh(1-78)ul2.,

where & is the spectral projector associated with Ay and the interval [0, coh] (see (3.4)).
Note that the spectrum of the operator Re (F}) is a priori not included in [0, +00).

Proof. Let us define m := Card({z ¢ Q, Vf(z) =0}) and, when mg > 0, let us order the elements
Ty, ..., Tm of {x €, Vf(z)=0} so that (see (3.2))

{xl, e ,xmo} = Up.
We consider, for every z; € €2, a smooth open connected neighborhood O; of x; in €2 such that
O; ¢ Q. When moreover j € {1,...,my}, we also assume that z; is the only point where f
attains its minimal value in U] Similarly, when x; € 0§, we consider a smooth open set O; c
such that O_j is a neighborhood of z; in Q. In addition, we assume that UZHUJ =@ when 7 # j,
so that each O; contains precisely one critical point of f, z;, which is in its interior.

Step 1. Let us first prove that there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for every h >0 small enough,

(3.7) dim Ran (oo 6_%]( Re (P)) > mo.
This is obvious when mg = 0. When mg > 0, let us introduce, for every j € {1,...,mg}, a cut-off
function y; € C°(0;) such that x; =1 in a neighborhood of z; and
_f
Xje
Ixie

Since z; is the only point where f attains its minimal value on supp x; c O;, standard Laplace
asymptotics give, in the limit h — 0,

(Wh)% f(Zj)

—e? 1+0(h)).
(det Hess f(x;))> (1+0m)

L
Ixse 17 =
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Using in addition the fact that y; = 1 near z; and thus that f - f(z;) > 2¢; on supp Vy; for
some c¢; > 0, we have when h — 0:

h . L 4
(3.9) |Apntjlre = ——F—(=hdiv+V f)(e 7 Vx;)|z2 < e 7.
[xje 7 22
Since moreover div€(z;) =0 according to (3.6), Laplace asymptotics give, when h — 0,
(3.10) I(div €)¢; ] = O(h?).
The two above relations imply the following one which will be useful in the sequel:
(3.11) IRe (Pu)eslee = (Apn —hdive)dy| = = O(h2).

Besides, using (3.1), an integration by parts, (Ortho), and f - f(z;) > 2¢; on supp Vy;, it

holds when h — 0:
(Re (P)v;, ;)12 H2 [ Y Xg|2 [ d1v£x 2%
ek

HX] HX;e hH2

HX;e "2, ny@ 52,
Since the v, j € {1,...,mg}, are normalized in L2(Q2) with disjoint supports, it follows from
the Min-Max principle that Re (P,) admits, for ¢ := min(cy,...,cm,), at least my eigenvalues

less that ™% when h — 0, which proves (3.7).

Step 2. Let us now prove that there exists ¢; > 0 such that, for every h > 0 small enough:
(3.12) Vue H2(Q)n H3(Q), (Re (Py)(1-7mi)u, (1 -mm)u)e > crh|(1 -5 )ul2s.

To this end, we first define a cut-off function y € C°(R%,[0,1]) such that xy =1 in {|x| < 1},
x =01in {|z| > 2}, and /1 - x? € C>(R?). Then, for every j € {1,...,m}, we define the following
smooth function on Q:
Xjn: 2 €Qr— x(h*(z - 1z;)) e R,
where ¢ € (0,1) is arbitrary but fixed. In particular, for every h > 0 small enough, supp x; ¢ O;

when z; € Q and, when z; € 0, O_j is a neighborhood of supp x5 in Q. Lastly, we define the
smooth function

_ m 1
Xontw e (1-3"x3,)7,
=1
so that ¥ x2, =1 on Q.

Step 2a. Analysis on supp xo . Since supp xo, is at a distance greater than h¢ from the set
of the critical points of the Morse function f in Q, there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for every h >0
small enough, |V f(x)|?> > 3ch? on supp xo. Since 2¢ < 1, it follows that for every h > 0 small
enough and every u € H2(Q) n H} (Q):

((—h2A + |Vf|2 - hAf — hdiv K)X07hu, X07hu>L2
> ((|Vf]? = RAf = hdiv £)xonu, Xout) 2
2¢h* || xo,null3 -

(Re (Pr)x0,n%; Xo,nt) L2

Vv

(3.13)

[\
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Step 2b. Analysis on supp x;, when z; ¢ Uy. In this case, it holds O; nUy = @. Applying
[35, Theorem 1] to the Witten Laplacian A?,Jﬁ with domain D(A?jl) = H%(0;) n H}(O;) then
implies the existence of ¢ > 0 such that, for every h > 0 small enough,
dim Ran 7r[0730h](A?i) =0.

It follows that for every h > 0 small enough and every u € H2(Q) n H} (Q):

(Re (Pn)xjnu; Xjpu)re = ((A?Z = hdiv £)x;nu, X;jnt) L2
((3¢ch — hdiv €)X pu, Xjau) 12
(3ch + O(h*)) Ixjnulze > 2¢hlxjpul?:

[\

(3.14)

where, to obtain the last inequality, we have used that div£(z;) =0 (see (3.6)) and supp x;x C
{|x = z;] < 2h#} imply that, for every h > 0 small enough, | div €|~ = O(h?) on supp x; -

Step 2c. Analysis on suppx;, when z; € Uy. In this case, it holds O; n Uy = {z;}
and, applying again [35, Theorem 1] to the Witten Laplacian A?,Jﬂ with domain D(A?jl) =
H?(0O;)n H}(O;) then implies the existence of ¢ > 0 such that, for every h >0 small enough,

(3.15) dim Ran o301 (A7) = 1.
Let us define ,
. 67ﬁ
wj,h = Xj’hii € CSO(O],R+)
Ixjne 7| 22

and note that 1;, both belongs to D(A?”A) and to D(Ayy). Moreover, using supp xjn
{|lx — z;] < 2h¢}, tail estimates and Laplace aymptotics, there exists ¢’ > 0 such that, for every
h > 0 small enough,

h’2 2 _ i 2C/h
<Afh¢]h7wjh> 7f2‘/0 |VXj,h| 2% <e R
J

HXJ RE M|72

Hence, using the spectral estimate

b+<x>)(T) H qu()U) ’

with b = 3ch and T = A 7 valid for any nonnegative self-adjoint operator (7', D(7)) on a
Hilbert space (H, | -|) Wlth associated quadratic form (gr,Q(7")), we obtain (since 2¢ < 1)

(3.16) Vo>0, YVueQ(T),

(317) T = o O T) in L2(0)),
where for conciseness we have set W}?’Oj = 7T[0730h](A?2). In particular, according to (3.15),

Wﬁ’oj is the orthogonal projector on Span(W¥;), where, using also (3.17),

WA’ij. A n2e
(3.18) Uy = g U O in 12(0)).
T, 3,k

Note lastly that the same analysis with x; ¢, b= coh, and T' = Ay, shows that

(3.19) T (Xjnin) = Xjnthin + 0(6_0,%) in L*(€2).
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We can now finish this step. Let us recall that div£(x;) = 0 and supp x;n ¢ {|z — z;| < 2h¢}
imply that, for every h > 0 small enough, | div €|~ = O(h?) on supp x;x. Thus, for every h >0
small enough and every u e H2(Q2) n H}(Q2), setting w := (1 - 72 )u € H2(Q) n H}(£2), we have

(Re (Py)Xjnw, Xjnw)re = (AT XGnw, xinw) 2 + O(h19) [xnw|2..
Therefore, using in addition (3.15),
(320)  (Re (P, xgawhee 2 3eh|(1=m “)x; ] + O(R ) [y
Besides, using (3.18) and then (3.19) together with w € (Ra:mrf)L7
Xgnw = (1 —Wﬁ7oj)Xj nw + (X0, Vi) r20,) Y
= (1=, ) + (i, %h)L?(o U+ O )HXj,th

_CT)”w“m-

Injecting this estimate in (3.20), we obtain that for every h > 0 small enough and every u €
H2(Q) n H}(D), setting w := (1 - 72 )u,

=(1-m, A, ’)Xj,hw +0(e

, 2e
(3.21) (Re (Po)x;ntw, Xjntw0) 12 > 2¢h|x; pw]22 + O(e™ 7 ) w2

Step 2d. Proof of (3.12). Let us recall the so-called IMS localization formula (see for
example [3]):

NGE

dL 2
Vw e H2(Q) n H(%(Q) ) (Re (Ph)w>w> = (Re (Ph)X] rW, X4, hw Z h2 H'vXj,h| wHLz(Q)
§=0

Il
o

J

INNgE

(Re (Pu)xjnw, xjnw) + O(h* 2€)||w“L2(Q)‘

J
Using in addition the estimates (3.13), (3.14), and (3.21), we obtain the existence of ¢ > 0 such
that, for every h > 0 small enough and every u € H2(Q2) n H}(Q), setting w := (1 - 75 )u €
H2(2) n Hg (),

m 2¢e
(Re (Pu)w,w) 2 2ch Y- |xinwlfz + 00 + e ) [w]Fq) 2 chlw]a,

=0
This proves (3.12).

Step 3. End of the proof of Proposition 17. Let us first recall from (3.7) the existence
of ¢ > 0 such that, for every h > 0 small enough, the dimension of Ran W(_oo,e*%]( Re (Ph)) is
at least mg. Moreover, since dim Ranm = mg (see (3.3)), it follows from (3.12) and from the
Min-Max principle that the (mg + 1)-th eigenvalue of Re (F,) is bounded from below by cih

when h — 0. The dimension of Ran T (oo e,%](Re (Py)) is thus precisely mq for every h > 0

small enough. To conclude, it just remains to show that the mq eigenvalues of Re (F) in
(—o0,e i ] are of the order O(h?) in the limit & — 0.
To this end, note that it is possible to construct, for every h > 0 sufficiently small, a simple
closed loop v c {z€ C, Rez< % h} such that:
e 7 contains [~h[ div£€|r~, S h], and thus o(Re (P;)) n (-o0, GAh], in its interior,
e for some ¢, ¢’ >0 independent of h, |y| < ch and dist(vy,0(Re (P))) > c'h.
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The rank-mg orthogonal spectral projector 7, associated with Re (FP,) and o(Re (P,))n] -
00, e77 | then satisfies, for every A > 0 small enough,

S— [ Re (P) .
20 Jy

For j e {1,...,mg}, let ¢; be the function defined in (3.8) and recall the relation (3.11) which
has not yet been used in this proof:

IRe (Pl = O(h3).
Using [[(z- Re (P,))~!|| < 7 for every z € v, it follows that for every h > 0 small enough,

(1=m) =5 [ (27 (@ Re (P) )z

- [2’1(2— Re (P,)) ™' Re (P,)w; dz = O(h?).

211 ¥

. . . ) 1
Since the family (¢j )je{1 """ mo) 15 orthonormal, the family (ﬁhlpj = ;+0(h2 ))je{1 _____ mo)
independent, and hence a basis of Ranmj,, when h — 0. In addition, any normalized vector
U e Ranmy, writes U = Y7 w15, where the complex numbers puq, ..., py satisfy Y5 [pl? =

1+O(h?). Tt thus follows from (3.11) that, when h — 0:

(3.22)

is linearly

mo mo 5
|Re (Pu)¥ | 20) = | D) memn Re (Pu)j| 2y < D Il Re (Pa)wj | 2oy = O(h?),
k=1 k=1

which implies that the mo eigenvalues of Re (P,) in (=00, e #] are of the order O(h2).
U

3.2. Small eigenvalues of P, and resolvent estimates. The aim of this section is to prove
Theorem 4 on the number of small eigenvalues of P, (or equivalently of Ly, see (1.14)).

Theorem 4. Let us assume that (Ortho) holds. Then, there exists co > 0 such that, for all
c3 € (0,¢9), there exist hg >0 and C > 0 such that, for all z€ {z € C, Rez < ¢3h, |z| > csh} and
he (O, ho],
Py, -z is invertible and |(P, -2z)7'| < Ch™t.

In addition, there exists hg > 0 such that for all h € (0,ho], o(Py) n{z € C,Rez < c3h} is
composed of exactly mg eigenvalues Ay, Aop, ..., Amon (counted with algebraic multiplicity),
where mq is defined in (3.2). Finally, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all j € {1,... ,mo} and h
small enough, |\; 4| < e % . All these results also hold for P .

Proof. Note first that the last sentence in the statement of Theorem 4 concerning P is an
immediate consequence of the part concerning P, since o(F;) = 0(F,) (with multiplicity) and,
for all ze CN o (Py), |(Pn—2)7Y| = [|[(P; —2)7t| (see indeed [30, Section 6.6 in Chapter 3]).

Let us also recall the relations (3.3), (3.4), and (3.5) stated in the beginning of Section 3.1.
Let us consider, for j € {1,...,mg}, a L?(Q2)-normalized eigenfunction uﬁh of Ay associated
with its j-th eigenvalue. Since P, = Ay +2€- V), has domain D(F,) = D(Ayy) and the
quadratic form associated with Ay is given by (3.1) with £ = 0:

c

(3.23) 3¢ > 0 such that, when h >0, [Pyuf,[r2) <.
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Similarly, since Py = Agj, —2€- V), — 2hdiv€ has domain D(P;) = D(Ay,;,), there exists ¢ > 0
such that, for every h > 0 small enough,

| Prudtilzoy < €77 + 20 (div €)usty | 2oy

Considering now the orthonormal family (1;),e(1,...mo1 defined in the previous section in (3.8)
and using the spectral estimate (3.16) with b= coh, T'= Ay, and (3.9), there exists ¢’ > 0 such
that, for every j € {1,...,mg} and h >0 small enough,

(3.24) 7 =+ O(e%) in LA(Q).

Using in addition (3.10), it thus follows that, for every h > 0 small enough,

. 1
[(div &) 72 ] 20y = O(R?).
Hence, since (3.24) implies that each u% i writes u% on = Loy BT, Aq); for some complex numbers

fi1,- - ., pp satisfying ST (g2 =1+ O(e™® ), we obtain that for every h >0 small enough,
. 3
(3.25) | Pyl r2) = O(h2).

Let us now define the operator b, by
P, = (1-72)P,(1 - 72) with domain (1 -72)D(P,) on E:= (1-72)L*(Q),

where we recall that D(P,) = D(Ayp) = H2(Q)n H (). Note that the space E (equipped with
the restricted L?(€2)-Hermitian inner product) is a Hilbert space and that the operator Ph
D(P,) - E is well defined, since (1 - T2)YD(Py) = EnD(P,) c D(P,), with dense domain in E.

The rest of the proof is reminiscent of the analysis led in [34, Section 2B.] and is divided into
two steps.

Step 1. Resolvent estimates for P, : D(P,) - E. First, the operator P, is closed. This
follows from the fact that P, : D(P,) - L?(Q) is closed and from the relation P, = P +m Pyma -

o Py, — Py on D(Ph) since Pmrh 2P, — Py extends into a bounded operator T,

on L2(Q). Indeed, P, and then 72 P,ma extend into bounded operators on L?(2) since 7

is continuous with finite rank, and it is also the case for 72 P, since for all u € D(B,) = D(P}),
mo mo A
7o Pyu = Z(uﬁh, Phu>L2(Q)uﬁh = Z(Pﬁuﬁh,u)p(g)um.
j=1 j=1
The above considerations also imply that the adjoint of B, is the operator

]5; = (1-72)P; (1 -72) with domain (1-752)D(P,).

Let us now prove the following resolvent estimates for P,: there exist C'> 0 and ¢5 > 0 such
that, for all A >0 small enough and z € C such that Re z < csh,

(3.26) P, -z is invertible and ||(P, - z)"'| < Ch™".
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To prove this claim, let us consider w e D(P,) = (1 - 72 )D(P,) and z € C. Then, according to
Proposition 17, it holds, for every h > 0 small enough,

Re (P - 2)w, w) 20y = Re (Pu(1 = 1w, (1 - 73 w)r20) = (Re 2) [ (1 =7 w|3a o
= (Re (P)(1 - m)w, (1 - m)w) r2(0) = (Re 2) [(1 = 73w 720
> [e1h - Rez]|(1 —Wf)wHiQ(Q) =[c1h - Re z]HwH%z(Q).

The same inequality also holds for Ph* -z since Re (P,) = Re (P}). Let us now fix ¢y € (0,¢1).
When Rez < coh and h > 0 is small enough, the previous inequality implies

(3.27) |(Py = 2)w 2y 2 (c1 = ca)h|w] 2 (-

Consequently, when Rez < coh and h > 0 is small enough, Ph —z is injective and its range is
closed. Since the same inequality also holds for its adjoint P* Z, the range of Py, -z is dense

in E. Thus, P, —z: D(P,) - E is invertible and the relation (5.2()) follows from (3.27).

Step 2. Grushin problem and end of the proof of Theorem 4. Define the operators:
R_:C™ > LX(Q), ()i Zug uj, and R L2(92) > €™, u e ((u,u5y,) 12(0)) 7%

We equip C™o with the /2 norm. Note the relations

(3.28) Ri=R., R R,=nF, and R,R_ = Icm,
and that, for all A > 0,
(3.29) |R:| <1 and ||R_||<1.

Moreover, according to (3.23) and (3.25), there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every A > 0 small
enough, it holds:

(3.30) IR, Py =O(h%) and |P,R_| <e .
For z € C, let us denote by P, (z) the linear operator defined by

(Pn-2)u+ R_u_

(e pip e o (720

) e L?(Q) x C™,

Using (3.26) and the same analysis as the one made to prove [31, Lemma 2.2], we deduce that,
when Re z < ¢oh and h > 0 is small enough, Py, (z) is invertible (i.e. the Grushin problem P, (z)
is well posed) and its inverse writes

(f.9) € L2(@) xC™ b ( & 2((22))) (g ) ¢ D(P) xC™,
where the operators &, £, £_, and £_, are holomorphic on { Re z < coh} and satisfy:
(1) £(z) = (Py-2)"' (1 - m2) and thus, according to (3.26):
(3.31) for every ze {Rez < oh}, [E(2)| <Ch7Y,

(2) €.4(2) = ~Ri(Pu=2)R+ R Py(By = 2) (1 -7 PR,
(3) £+(Z) =R_- (Ph —Z):l(l - W}?)PhR,,
(4) £(2) = Ry — R Pu(By —2) " (1 - 7).
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Moreover, P, -z is invertible if and only if £ ,(z) is invertible, and in this case,
(3.32) (Po-2)1'=€6(2) - & (2)E . (2) ' (2).
We refer to [51] for more details on so-called Grushin problems.

Using (3.26), (3.28), (3.29), and (3.30), one deduces that there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for
every h >0 small enough and uniformly with respect to z€ { Re z < cah},

E(z2) =R, +O(h?), £,(z) = R_+O0(e7), and E_,(z) = zlgmo + O(e7).

In particular, when in addition |z| > e727, £_,(z) is invertible and thus so is P, —z (see the line
above (3.32)). Therefore, for every h > 0 small enough:

(3.33) o(Py)n{zeC,Rez<coh} c{lz] <er}.

Let us now fix ¢3 € (0,c2). The operator £_,(z) is then invertible for every h > 0 small
enough and every z € { Re z < ¢3h, |z| > c3h}, and satisfies £_,(z)! = z71(Igm + O(e™27)). Hence,
according to (3.32), since R_R, =75, |72 <1, |R:| <1, and |R_| < 1, the previous estimates
on £.(z), £(z), and £ ,(z) imply that for all A small enough and uniformly with respect to
ze {Rez<coh,lz| > c3h}:

(3.34) (P -2) 7t =E(z) -z Y (2 + O(h?)) = E(z) -z 'nb + O(h73).
Using in addition (3.31), there exists K > 0 such that for all for A small enough and z € { Re z <
cah,|z| > esh}:

(P -2) | <Ch™t +|z| '+ O(h°2) < Kh7'.

Lastly, take (3 € (c3,¢2). According to (3.33), the spectral Riesz projector
1
3.35 P _[ - P
(3.35) = 5 {M:Bh}(z n)” dz
is well defined for every h > 0 small enough and its rank is the number of eigenvalues of P, in

{Rez< Cgh}, counted with algebraic multiplicity. Moreover, Equation (3.34) implies that for
every h > (0 small enough,

(3.36) b =mf +O(h?)
and thus, dim Ran(7) = dim Ran(72) = mq (see (3.3)). Therefore, for every h small enough,

o(Pp)n { Rez< czh} is composed of mg eigenvalues, counted with algebraic multiplicity, which
are exponentially small. This concludes the proof of Theorem 4. U

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

4.1. Rough asymptotic estimates on u!’, and on u!,. We assume from now on, without

loss of generality, that the principal eigenmodes uf , of P, and uf . of P defined in Proposition 3

are normalized in L2(€2). We derive in the following proposition a priori estimates on these
eigenmodes which will be used in Section 4.2 to prove Theorem 1.

Proposition 18. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). For any n € (0,mingq f — f(xq)), let

Xy + 2 = [0,1] be a smooth function such that x, =1 on Cun(n) (see (2.7)) and x,, =0 on
QN Chin(n/2). Set

u,7 = —,i .
HXn@ h HL?(Q)
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Then, there exists ¢ >0 such that for all h small enough, uf, and ui, satisfy

(4.1) ug )y = Uy + O(e™#) and ufh =u,+ O(h?) in L3(Q),
as well as
ooy ut e h . oo uly e h
(4.2) Ja cmmm; Y= 0(eF) and Jo C"““(";* = 0(e )
fQ Uy p€ n [Qul,he h

Proof. Assume (Ortho). According to Theorem 4, P, admits precisely mg eigenvalues in
{Re z < coh}, where we recall that mg is the number of local minima of f in  (see (3.2)), and
these mg eigenvalues are exponentially small. When in addition (One-Well) holds, Uy = {z}
and then mg = 1. Thus, A{’, is the unique eigenvalue of P, in {Rez < cyh} and 7 (see (3.35))
has rank 1. Notice that the same holds for 7/

In what follows, we assume (Ortho) and (One-Well).

Step 1. Proof of (4.1). Laplace’s method provides (since x, = 1 in a neighborhood of z
which is, according to (One-Well), the unique global minimum point of f in Q):

1 v
(4.3) IxneF |2y = (mh)T (det Hess f (o)) * ™5 (1+ O(h)).
Since P, = Agp +2€-Vyy = (“hdiv+Vf)Vy, +2€-Vyy, with Vi, = he‘£Ve£, the function
Pyu, is supported in supp Vx,, where f - f(x¢) is larger than minsq f — f(x¢) — 7 > 0. Hence,
following the reasoning used to prove (3.9), there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for every h > 0 small
enough:

(4.4) | Pruuy 2oy < €7

Since moreover Py =2Re (P,) - Py, (4.4) and (3.11) imply that, in the limit A - 0:
. 3

(4.5) |55y L2y = O(h2).

On the other hand, since u, € D(FP;,), following the argument leading to (3.22), the relation
(3.35) and the resolvent estimate of Theorem 4 imply the existence of C' > 0 such that, when
h -0,

(4.6) [(1 =7 )ugll 20y < Ch7H Pauyll 2.
Consequently, using also (4.4), there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for every h > 0 small enough:
mPu, = u, +O(e™7) in L2(Q).
In particular, |7} u,| 20 =1+ O(e™#) for all h small enough and, since 7l has rank 1, u, > 0,
and uf,,ui’, >0 in Q, it holds:

Py Py
(4.7) ul’, h 1 h 71

- = < — +O -7 3 L2Q
7 |ImPuyllrz)  1+0(e7) Up (e77) in L*(Q)

Similarly, using the resolvent estimate of Theorem 4 for P; together with (4.5), we deduce that,
when h - 0, 77 u, = u, + O(h2) and

u, _ u,
I unlizy 1+ 0(h)
This ends the proof of (4.1).

(4.8) uly =+ —u, +O(h2) in L*(Q).
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Step 2. Proof of (4.2). According to (4.1), we have:
2
o2
* _f _f Ly .-L X Lyy.-L
[utiet = Lot 00l = 929 00d)eHlaq,
“ “ Ixne™F [ 220

Hence, using Laplace’s method as we did to get (4.3), we have when h — 0:

fuf;e‘% =(wh)1 (det Hessf(xo)) L (1 . O(h%)),
Q b

Thus, since f — f(29) > mingg f - f(29) =17 > 0 on 2\ Cpin(n), there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for
every h small enough:

N UP 6 {L. \_ i X 67%‘}“ __ AN C
fQ Cmm(n) 1,h fQ J(cjmm(n) n — O(h ) H HL (Q Cmm(n)) 0(675),
.[Q u1,h6 h HXne_EHLZ(Q) fQ uy p€ a0 .[Q ulh a0
which proves (4.2) for u{,. The proof for u{, is analogous. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). We recall that a quasi-
stationary distribution for the process (1.1) in 2 is a probability measure p;, on €2 such that,
for any time ¢ > 0 and any Borel set Ac Q, P, (X; € A|t < Tge) = up(A). Let us now introduce
the following probability distribution on €2 (see Proposition 3):

_f
uf;e h
vp(dz) = dzx.
L
QUi pt »

Using the smoothness of the killed semigroup P, f(x) = E,[ f(X:)licr,. | (Summarized e.g. in [39,
Section 2.1]) and similar computations as those used in the proof of [33, Proposition 2.2], one
deduces that v, is a quasi-stationary distribution® for the process (1.1) in € and that, when X,
is initially distributed according to the measure v, it holds:

)\P
(4.9) Tae ~ E(A{},), where we recall that A, = 2;;;’

and where E(AF ) stands for the exponential law of parameter )\

Step 1. Proof of (1.15). Note that the first statement of (1.15) has already been proved at
the very beginning of the proof of Proposition 18. Moreover, according to (4.9), it holds,

_f
h

JoEx[maeJul’) e
(4.10) 7 =Eulro] = [ Eulro]u(do) = = g
Lh Q@

) Jout heiﬁ
“Even if the uniqueness of v, is not required here, we mention that for elliptic processes with smooth

coefficients and when (2 is a smooth bounded domain, it is well-known that the quasi-stationary distribution in
Q is unique, see e.g. [23, 7, 50, 24].
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Take now g € (0, mingq f-f (o)) and recall that Cuin(10) = CrinN{f < mingg f-no} (see (2.7)).
One then has:

: - . @)
(4 11) 1 _ fﬂ\amin(ﬁo) Ex[TQc]uﬁh(x)e rodx . famin(ﬁO)E [Tgc]ufh(gj)e hodx
>\1L’h fQ uﬁ;ei% fQ ul he h
« _f
> JGuintm) Belrorlurye -
fﬂuf;e*£

Moreover, Theorem 3 with K = Cuin(19) (¢ A({x0})) implies that for some ¢ > 0 and every
h >0 small enough:

ISy

f— uf” e‘£
Cmin(no) 1,h

_ X By [rac](1+0(eF)).

S inmy Balracluiy e
7 7
fﬂuip,he h fﬂuf,he h

Then, using in addition (4.2) and taking ¢ > 0 smaller if necessary, we have when h — 0:

=~

1 > famin(no) Ex[Tﬂc]uﬁz e
AT

(4.12) = Eay[T0e](1+O(e74)),

/. Q uf;e’ h
which leads, applying again Theorem 3, to
limsup hlnAf, < -lim hinEg[7o] = —2(r%nf - f(x0)).

h—0 h—0

Finally, the fact that
lim inf hln)\fh > —2(1r81512nf—f(:c0))

h—0

is a direct consequence Proposition 12 together with the inequality )xf L SUp, o Ee[Toe] > 1.

This standard inequality can be derived as follows. Define the smooth function g : z € Q ~
vp—AE wEx [T ], where vy, is the principal eigenvalue of Ly, satisfying vj, > 0 in © and supg vy, = 1.
Tt then holds Lng = \F 1n(vn —1) < 0. Hence, according to the weak maximum principle [

Y

Theorem 1 in Section 6.4.1], we have g <0 on Q and thus the announced inequality.

Step 2. Proof of (1.16). Injecting the equality in (4.12) into the relation (4.11) leads to the
existence of ¢ > 0 such that, for every A >0 small enough,

* f(=)
1 Coitroy Ealroe]ut (z) e dx .
(4.13) T _ Jo Bt Bl (2) + By [T0e](1+O(e7H)).
1,h

Joui he_z
Moreover, it follows from (1.15), Proposition 12, and (4.2) that for some ¢ > 0 and every h >0

small enough,

* _f@)
JoGin) Belraclul,(v) e dx

Joulie
Plugging this estimate into (4.13) leads to 1+ O(e™#) = AL pEao[Toe ] (1 + O(e™7)) when h — 0.
Together with Theorem 3, this proves (1.16).

o

L
)‘1,h <eéer,
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Step 3. Proof of (1.17). Set my = er(minoe f~/(z0)=3)  Consider a compact subset K of

A({xO}) and UDS (770>min89f - f(!lfo)), S0 t@t 6min(n*) c Cmin(n()) and 6min(n*) c A({xO})
(see (2.8)). We claim that, for all x € K, y € Cpin(n.), and all u > 0:

(4.14) P.[1e > u] <Py[10e > u—2my,] + Ry and P,[7qe > u] > Py[Tae > u+my] + Ry,

where, for j € {1,2}, R; is independent of u > 0 and of z,y, and satisfies, for some ¢ > 0 and
every h small enough: |R;| <e 7.

To prove (4.14), we first consider the case when K = Cpiy(n.). Using (2.13) and the Markov
inequality, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every h small enough:

(4.15) sup  Pu[7ce. () > mn] <e k.
wgamin(n*)

Recall that for 2/ € Cppin(10), p/ denotes the hitting distribution on dChyin(1o) for the process
(1.1) when X, = 2/ (see (2.18)) and [uf, — ul'| < e uniformly in 2/, 3" € Cpin(n.). We then
have for all u' >0, v > 0, and 2/,%’ € Cpn(n.), using the strong Markov property,

IP):C'[TQC > u’] > IP):C'[TQC > ’U/ +7-Crcnin(770)] = f IP)Z[TQC > u,]ﬂgl(dZ)

> [ Plrae > wlul(d2) - i - iy

=Py [rae > +7ce oyl = |1k — 1l

min

(4.16) > By lrae > '+ 0] - Bylrcg, oy > 0] - [~ .

Let u,v > 0 and 2,y € Cpn(n.). If u—my <0, P[rge > u] <1 = Py[1gc > u—my]. In

addition, using (4.15) and (4.16) with (z',y’,u’,v) = (:c,y,u,mh)ind also with (a',y',u’,v) =
(y,z,u—my,mp) (when u—my > 0), we deduce that for all z,y € Cyin(n.) and all u > 0:

(4.17) P.[1qe > u] <Py[1qe > u—myp] + 71 and Py[7qe > u] > Py[Tae > u+myp] + 12,

where, for j € {1,2}, r; is independent of u > 0 and z,y € Cpin(7.), and satisfies |r;| < e7# for
some ¢ > 0 independent of h. Notice that (4.17) implies (4.14) when K = Cuin(n.). Let us
mention that the proof of (4.17) is inspired by the one of [22, Lemma 3].

Let us now prove (4.14) for an arbitrary K c A({zo}). Take such a K and consider T >0
as in the proof of Theorem 3. We have for every x € K and y € Cpin(7.), using the Markov
property, (2.12), (2.21), and the second inequality in (4.17),

P.[1qc > u] > Py[1qe > u + Tk]

[T >u+Tg, sup | t—apt(:)s)|sé]
tE[OTK]

[ ’TQC >Uu 1511pte[0 Tx] ‘Xt*@t(w)|<5]
( [mc >u+my]+7r2)(1+0(eh)).

This proves the second inequality in (4.14). Now let h > 0 be small enough so that m; > Tk.
Then, using the Markov property, (2.12), (2.21), and the first inequality in (4.17), it holds for
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all w/ >0, e K, and y € Cpin(n.):
P.[7qc > u' +my] <Pu[1ac > u' + Tk

= IP’I[TQC >u' + Ty, sup |X;— ()| < 5]
tE[O,TK]

+ Px[TQc >u' +Tg, sup |X;—p(x)] > (5]
t€[0,TK]

- Pm[mc >u' + Tk, sup |X;—p(x)| < 6] +O(e77)

tE[O,TK]
- Ex [PXTK [TQC > ul] 1SUPtE[o,TK] \Xt—%(l’)\gfs] + 0(67%)
< (Py[rae > —mp] +71)(L+O0(eh)) + O(eh).

Pick w > 0. Then, the first inequality in (4.14) is a consequence of the previous inequality
when u — 2my, > 0 (use it with u’ = u —my > 0) and of the fact that when u - 2m; < 0,
P,[mqe > u] <1 =Py[7ge > u—2my,]. This concludes the proof of (4.14).

We are now in position to prove Equation (1.17). According to (4.9), it holds for all s € R,
(418) Pyh [TQL > 8] = e_)\f,h max(s,0)7

and, according to (4.2), there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all A small enough and for all s € R:

fQ y[Tae > s]ug h(y) e” hf(y)dy
7

fQuLhe h

* _1
_ fémin(n*) Py[mc > ] ufh(y)e hf(y)dy
fﬂuf;ﬁ g

Moreover, from (1.15), there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every h small enough:

]Pyh [TQC > 8]

(4.19) +O0(ew).

(&

M my, <eh.

Consider ¢ >0 and = € K ¢ A({zo}). Taking s = t/A{, +my >0 in (4.18) and using (4.14) and
(4.19), there exists hg > 0 which does not depend on ¢ >0 and on z € K such that, taking ¢ >0
smaller if necessary (but not depending on ¢ >0 and on x € K), it holds for every h € (0, ho]:

Po[7ae > t/A] ;] 2 e MAALRT™) _ o and then Py[7qc > tIAL ] — et > AL my - e > =2e7n.

Similarly, taking now s =t/ )xf , — 2my, and hg > 0 smaller if necessary (but not depending on
t >0 and on x € K), it holds for every h € (0, ho]:

L —e L
]P)x[TQc > t/)‘%h] _ e—t < e*>‘1L,h max(t/)\lL,h—2mh,0) + 6_% _ 6_t < 3>\1,h7?h +en ift> 2>\17hmh
: t+en if t <200, my,
<de .
Hence, for every compact K c A({xo}), there exists ¢ > 0 and hg > 0 such that for all h € (0, hg]:

sup [Py[70e > t/A,] —e7'| < e,
re K teR*

which completes the proof of (1.17).
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

In this last section, we prove Theorem 2. More precisely, we prove the following equivalent
result on the principal eigenvalue )\f , of Py (see (1.14) and the lines below, and Proposition 3).

Theorem 5. Assume (Ortho), (One-Well), (Div-free), and (Normal). Then, the principal
ergenvalue )\ﬁh of Py, satisfies, when h — 0:

Afh = (l‘if h + /ig h+ O(h%)) o 7 (mingo f*f(ro))’

where kP = 2kF and kY = 2kL (see (1.19)), and the error term O(h1) is actually of order O(h?)
when k¥ =0 or kY =0, i.e. when Vf(2) =0 for every z € OC i, N0 or Vf(z) # 0 for every
z € 0C i N 0N,

5.1. General strategy. In order to prove Theorem 5, we want to construct, for every h small
enough, a very accurate approximation f , of the eigenmode u!’, of P,. The next proposition
gives conditions ensuring that such an approximation is sufficiently accurate.

Proposition 19. Assume (Ortho) and (One-Well). Assume moreover that, for all h small
enough, there exists a L*(2)-normalized function f, 5, € D(Py) such that the following properties
hold:

(E1) (Pufon, fin)iz) = (,{fh% + kL h+O(h3 ) ¢~ (mingo f~f(x0)).
(E2) | Pufinl 72y = OR®) (Pufins fin) 2y
(E3) ||Ph*f17h||igm) = (,{fh% O(h?) + /fghO(h)) e~ (mingq f~f(w0))_

Then, the asymptotic equivalent of Theorem 5 holds, i.e.
Ay = (K002 + K5 h+ O(h1)) et minae S=7G@o)  yhen b — 0,
where the error term O(h1) is actually of order O(h2) when k¥ =0 or kL = 0.

Proof. According to the argument leading to (4.6) and to (E1), (E2), we have, for some C, ¢ >0
and every h >0 small enough:

(5.1) (L =7))inl 2@ < Ch7 Y| Pafinlr2) and thus whfip =fi, +O(e™®) in L2(Q).
Since Pyr/fi ) = )\ﬁhﬁffl,h, it follows from the second estimate of (5.1) that
(Phﬂ'fflﬁ,ﬂ'fflﬁ)Lz(Q)
ECHE.
= (1+ O AN [(Pufun, fua) ez + (Pa(rf = Dfun Fuadraay + (Parl fun (2 = 1f i) 2oy |
Moreover (5.1), 7" = O(1) (see (3.36)), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply:
[(Purry, fus (7, = Dfun) 2l = g, Pafin, (7 = Dfia) izl = [ Pafinl iz ) O(h )

P _
Alp =

and
(Pu(mh = Df s fund izl = (g = Dfun, Brfin) 2yl = | Pafinl vz | Py funl 2 O(hY).
Using in addition (E1), (E2), and (E3), it follows that
)\ih = (1 + 0(67%))<thl,h>fl,h)LQ(Q)(l + O(hz)) = (Phﬂ,h,fl,h)[g(g)(l + O(hz)),
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where ¢ = 2 when s = 0 (and thus I’ # 0), £ = 1 when k) =0 (and thus k" # 0), and ¢ = 2
when kT'kl” # 0. This leads to the statement of Proposition 19. O

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5. From now on, we assume (Ortho), (One-Well), (Div-free), and
(Normal). According to Proposition 19, it is sufficient to construct a quasi-mode f; 5, satisfying
(E1), (E2), and (E3) (see Proposition 22 below). The construction below is strongly inspired
by to the ones made in [35, 341].

5.2.1. System of coordinates near the points of OCp, N 0. Recall that OC i, N0 + & (see
(One-Well)) and that 9C, N OS2 has a finite cardinality (see (1.6)). Take z € 9Cyiy N OS2
There exists a neighborhood V. of z in {2 and a coordinate system

(52) pe VZ = U= (Ulvvd) = (Ulv s 7’Ud717/Ud) € Rd71 xR
such that
(5.3) v(2) =0, {peV,,v4(p)<0}=QnV,, {peV,, v4(p)=0}=00nV,,
and p 5 5
Vige (Lo dh g:(5E) 5o() =0y and 50() =ma(z).

j<d 1ts matrix, by

where g, is the metric tensor in the new coordinates. We denote by G = (G;;)1<
,0,1)) the canonical

G™! = (G)14; jea its inverse, and by (eq,...,eq) = (1(1,0,...,0),...,%(0,...
basis of R so that, defining J := Jacv~!, we have

(54) G = tJJ, G(O) = (52]) ie. tJ(O) = J_l(O), and ng(z) = J(O)ed .

In addition, defining f := fov~! the function f in the new coordinates:

Case 1, when V f(z) # 0: According for example to [20, Section 3.4], the v-coordinates
can be chosen such that

(5.5) F0'00) = F(2) + p(2)va + %U’Hess Fliomor (0) 10/,

where we recall that p(z) := 0,,f(2) > 0 and that, thanks to (Normal), 0 is a non
degenerate (global) minimum of fl,,o-

Case 2, when Vf(z) = 0: We have V(f + [11(2)[v2)(0) = 0 and, according to (5.4):
(5.6) Hess(f + |1(2)|v3)(0) =" J(0)( Hess f(2) + 2|u(2)|na(2)na(2)*) J(0),

where we recall that, from (Normal), ng(z) is an eigenvector associated with the
negative eigenvalue p(z) of Hess f(z) + ‘L(z). Note also that the matrix in (5.6) is
positive definite according to Lemma 1.

In particular, up to choosing V. smaller, one can assume that when Vf(z) # 0,

(5.7) argmin, - (f(v) - 2u(z)vd) ={0},
and when V f(z) =0,
(5.8) argmin, - (f(v) +|p(2)[v3) = {0}.

For 6; >0 and 9, > 0 small enough, one finally defines the following neighborhood of z in 0€2,
Vg@z(z) = {p eV, vg(p) =0 and |v'(p)| < 52} (see (5.2)-(5.3)),
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and the following neighborhood of z in ,
(5.9) VR (z) = {pe V., [V (p)| < 6 and va(p) € [-261,0]}.

The set defined in (5.9) is a cylinder centered at z in the v-coordinates. Up to choosing §; > 0
and 0o > 0 smaller, we can assume the cylinders V%’52(z), z € OCin N 02, pairwise disjoint.
Since f(z) =mingg f > f(x0), we can also assume that

(5.10) min f> f(x9) (so in particular xq ¢ V%”;Q(z)),

VI ()
and, in view of (1.5),
(5.11) argmin, s, . f={z}.
Vaﬂ(z)

The parameter do > 0 is now kept fixed. Finally, according to (5.11) and up to choosing d§; > 0
smaller, there exists r > 0 such that:

(5.12) {pe V., [v'(p)| = 6> and va(p) € [-261,0]}  {f > f(2) +7}.

We end this section by defining locally near each z € 0C,;, n 02 a function ¢, in the
above v-coordinates, and used in the next section to define the quasi-mode f;; near z. Let
x € C~(R~,[0,1]) be a cut-off function such that

01
(5.13) supp x ¢ [-91,0] and x =1 on [—5,0].

For every z € OCy, N 082, the function ¢, is defined as follows (see (5.2), (5.3), and (5.9)):
Case 1, when Vf(z) #0:
Jox(Der Ot

5.14 Vo= (v, v9) € v(VE2(2)), 0, (v,0q) = ,
o e eV @) el = o

where we recall that p(z) = 0,,f(2) >0, see (5.5).
Case 2, when Vf(z) =0:

L0y (t)e HrENE gy
5.15 Yo = 'U,,’Ud (SK0) V(S_l’(s2 Z)), ©, ,U,7Ud = Ud ,
(5.15) ( ) ( a )) ( ) f,0251 x(t) e~ i) gy

where we recall that p(z) is the negative eigenvalue of Hess f(z) +fL(2), see (5.6).

In both cases:
{ ©, € COO(U(V%’(SQ(Z)), [0,1]) only depends on vg, ¢.(v’,0) =0, and

(5.16)
V(v vq) € U(V%’éz(z)), 0. (v',v4) = 1 when vy € [-261, —01 ].

5.2.2. Definition of the quasi-mode f; . We now define f; j, using the v-coordinates and the
above @, z € IC ., NN, Before, we recall that we defined in (5.9) pairwise disjoint cylinders
around the z € 9C,,;, NI which satisfy (5.10), (5.11), and (5.12). On the other hand, for every
P € OCpin N 092: p € Q and thus V f(p) # 0, which implies that {f < f(p)} n B(p,r) is connected
for every r > 0 small enough and thus included in C,,.

These considerations imply the existence of the following subsets Cj,, and C,,, of 2.
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Proposition 20. Assume (Ortho), (One-Well), (Div-free), and (Normal). Then, there
exist two C* connected open sets Cioy and Cyy, of ) satisfying the following properties:

(1) It holds Cyin € Cyp U and argming f = {zo}.
(2) The set Eup is a neighborhood in Q of each V%"b(z), 2 € OC pin N OSD.
(8) It holds Cioy C Cup and the strip Eup N Clow satisfies

(5.17)  3Fe>0, f>f(xo)+c on Cyp~Clyw and Cyp Cloy = eBCU nmV%"h(z) U O,

where the subset O of Q is such that:

3c>0, fz:f%%lnf+c on O.

o1
o .
""" a(—jmin c {f = NNy f}
Clow
e Chnin = 2 n {f <minpq f} "'~-..'.<~\V6§1’62 (Zz)
----- 2
naa) el .330 Ciow ,.~" ?
o Clow

Ve (z)

Cup

FIGURE 5.1. Schematic representation of Cjoy, Cyp, and O (see Proposition 20).
On the figure, 9C i, NI = {21, 20} with Vf(z1) =0 and |V f(22)| #0.

We refer to Figure 5.1 for a schematic representation of Ciuy,, C,p, and O. Notice that
Proposition 20 implies

(5.18) argming [ =argming,_ f={zo}.
Using the above sets C,,, and Ciqy,, we define a function ¢y, Q> [0,1] as follows.
(i) For every z € OCyin N OS2, ¢ is defined on the cylinder V%"Sz(z) (see (5.9)) by
(5.19) Vpe V%’éz(z), d1.0(p) = p.(v(p)), see (5.14) and (5.15).

(ii) From (5.16), (5.17), and the fact that Cj,, c C,, (see Proposition 20), the above
function ¢, 5, satisfying (5.19) can be extended to € so that

(5.20) $1h=00n QN Cyp, ¢14=10n Cry, and ¢4, € C(Q,[0,1]).
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Moreover, in view of (5.14), (5.15), and (5.17), ¢, can be chosen on O such that, for
some C' > 0 and for every h small enough,

(5.21) Vae N |af € {1,2}, [0“¢1n]r=0) < Ch72.
Notice that (5.20) implies
(522) supp V¢17h c aup N Clow'

We are now in position to define the quasi-mode f; j, for P,

Definition 21. Assume (Ortho), (One-Well), (Div-free), and (Normal). Let ¢y, be the
above function satisfying (5.19)—(5.21). We define:

_f
<Z51,h€ h
Zin

_f
th = s where Zl,h = ||¢17h € h HLZ(Q).

5.2.3. Quasi-modal estimates.

Proposition 22. Assume (Ortho), (One-Well), (Div-free), and (Normal). Let f,; be as
introduced in Definition 21. Then, fyj, belongs to D(Py,) and satisfies (E1), (E2), and (E3) of
Proposition 19. In particular, Theorem 5 holds true.

Proof. First of all, the relation (5.20) implies f;;, € C=(Q,R*) and f;;, = 0 on 9, and thus,
since C,;, ¢ Q2 (see Proposition 20),

(5.23) fL € D(Py) = HX(Q) n H(9),

In the following, ¢ > 0 is a constant independent of h > 0 which can change from one occurrence
to another. The proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1. The function f, , satisfies (E1).
Asymptotic equivalent of Z; ;. From Definition 21 and (5.20), we have

72 =[ 2 67%f=[ 2 67%f+[ 2 e’%f:[ 2 e’%f+0 67%(10(9”0)%) )
1,h Q¢1,h Clow¢1,h Cup~Clow 1,h Clow¢1,h ( )

where we used Ran¢, ,, ¢ [0,1] and f > f(zo) + ¢ on Cyp N Cloy (see (5.17)). Moreover, using
1 =1 on Cjyy and (5.18), the standard Laplace method implies that when h — 0,

1
(5.24) 73 = (7h)? (det Hess f(20)) * e‘%f(x‘))(l +0(h)).
Asymptotic equivalent of (Pyf; ,fi 1) 12(q). First, using (5.23) and (3.1),

(th1,h,f1,h)L2(Q)=[Q|Vf,hf1,h|2-

In addition, from Definition 21 and (5.22), Vufi 4 = Zl_}z he’gwﬁm is supported in Gup N Clow-
Hence, from (3) in Proposition 20, (5.21), and (5.24), we have for every h small enough:

(Pfimfin)ize = > [ N + O (e Rmingn f-7(zo)+e))
2€0C1inNON Vﬁ’ (2)

(525) = Z Zl—% h2 /5 s ‘v¢17h‘2 e_%f + O(e—%(minag f—f(x())-*—C))‘
2€0CmmndQ Va2 (2)
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Let now z belong to C,;, N 92 and recall the coordinates p — v(p) defined in Section 5.2.1,
see (5.2)—(5.4). We also define £:= £ov~!. With these coordinates, we have on V%"b(z):

(5.26) (VA = T'f, (Vo) (v™) =T V., and (Jacl)(v™") = Jacl J .
Case 1, when Vf(z) #0: Using (5.4), (5.26), and (5.14), we have
f\v’\gég f—0261 G4(v) x2(v4) /]G] (v) e~ 7 (FW)=2u()va) gy
(/5 () ettat)
and a straightforward computation shows that, when h — 0 (see (5.13)),

0 202t 3 _ h -5
(5.28) N, = f%lx(t)eh ()dt—m(1+0(e )).

On the other hand, using G(0) = (6;;), (5.13), (5.5), and (5.7), the Laplace method leads to

0 . 0 .
f| 3 f GG e R gy = (14 0(h)) fd f o 2(F-2m(2)a) gy
v'|<dy S =201 RA-1 J_o
h (Wh)%e’if(o)
2(2) ( det Hess f|{vd:0} (O))
Combining this equation with (5.24), (5.27), and (5.28) (recall that f(z) =mingg f), we get

2 _2
(5.27) [/ﬁ’52(z)‘v¢l’h‘ o -
Q

=(1+0(h))

1
2

2 2 det H .
(529) h_2 [5 ; |v¢1,h|2 e*%f _ angf(z) \/ € eSSf(xO) \/ﬁe—i(mmagfff(mo))(l_'_O(h)).
iy VA2 (2) NG \/det Hess flaa(2)
Case 2, when Vf(z) =0: Thanks to (5.4), (5.26), and (5.15), we have
0 —2(f v zZ)|v
s 2y Jnes, S, GP(0) X3 (va) V]G (w) e FUWHHOID gy
S, [961a2 1 =
Vﬁl’ 2(2)

2
(f—o%l x(1) e*%\u(z)\tzdt)

where the denominator of the r.h.s. satisfies in the limit A - 0 (see (5.13)),

Y

0 .
(5.30) N, = f () e m@Ne gy = Y22 v7Th(1 +0(e1)).
o 2v/|u(2)]
Furthermore, using G(0) = (d;5), (5.13), (5.6), and (5.8), the Laplace method gives, when h — 0,
’ ; 4 -25(0)
A T AT
v'|< 2 -201

\/det Hess(f +|u(2)]v2)(0)

where, from the second item in Lemma 1 and (5.6), det Hess(f + |11(2)|v3)(0) = —det Hess f(2).

We refer to [35, Remark 25] for an explanation on the optimality of the remainder term O(v/h)
in the previous equality. Using in addition (5.30), we obtain

2 dotH |
(5.31) h—zfé et = ) v/det Hess f (o) e-dminan -1 (1 O(VR)).
1y IV (2) T y/|det Hess f(2)]

Finally, (5.25), (5.29), and (5.31) imply that f; , satisfies (E1).

Step 2. The function f,  satisfies (E2).
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Recall that V¢pfi )y, = Z{}L h6‘£v¢1,h is supported in éup \ Cioyw, so the same holds for Pyf; j =
(V;,h +2£-)V ¢ 1. Thus, Proposition 20, (5.21), and (5.24) imply that for h small enough,

(5.32) [|th1,h|2= > [51,52 | Py fupl? + O i tminan f=f(zo) o))
Q 2€0Cmmnd0 YV 2 (2)

Since div £ = 0, the same relation holds when replacing Py, fi 5 by Pifin = (App—2€-Vyp)fin.

Let now z belong to 9C,,;, N0S2. Using the relations Ay, = Qheh (—%A+Vf-v)e£ and (5.26)
with ¢, only depending on the variable vy, we get in the v-coordinates on U(V%’JQ(Z))Z

o 2he S - . .
(Af,hfl,h) ov 1- 17h [2\/_ div (\/—G 1V<pz) %:G]av]@zavlf]
_he” fIn

—— > 0,,(\/IG|G0,,0.) + 20,0 Y, G0, f |.
7 [\/@Z (VIGIG0,,02) + 20, Z J]
Moreover, recall that ¢,(v) = fvod (e D dt /N, where 0(t) = =2u(z)t when Vf(z) # 0 and
0(t) = |u(=)|t? when Vf(z) =0 (see (5.14) and (5.15)), so that

9(Ud)

6(vg)
’ ~ X (va)e™F

1
(5.33) 0y, -(v) :—Fx(vd)e_ n and 82dgpz(v)

)o’ (vd)e G

N, hN

Hence, we have on v(V%’éQ(z)):

he#(f+0) ,
(Agpfip) o == > 0, (VIGIG) X (va)

h
(5.34) o N:Zin [\/@ i

= x(va) (G0 (va) + 23 G0, ) + hGUX (va) |

o
Besides, we deduce from £V f; 5, = %E'V¢1,h, (5.26), (5.33), and (5.4) that on v(V%"SQ(z)):

-3 (f+0) R .
(26-Vypfip)ov = —h]eVTh X(va) ([2€(0) +2 Jac£(0)v] - LT ey + O(Jv]?) )
241,
he #(/+0) . o . )
(5.35) -~ 7 X (v4)(2£(0) - ' ey +2Jac£(0)v- J(0) ey + O([v]?) ).
z41,h

To go further in the computation of Pyf; 5 on v(V%"S2 (2)), let us consider the two cases V f(z) #
0 and V f(z) = 0 separately.
Case 1, when Vf(z) # 0: Since G = (d;;)+O(|v]) (see (5.4)), &,jf =O(Jv]) when 1 < j <d-1,

and 9, f = 11(2) (see (5.5)), we have

d ~

3 G, f = GHu(z) + O(of).

=1
Since moreover ¢'(vy) = -2pu(z), we deduce from (5.34) that

-5 (f+0) h2e(f+0)

(Dpafin) vt = XEDTTTT 00y L o(lof2)] +
’ ’ szl,h

dd. 1
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Recall that (Normal) implies £(0) = 0. Hence, a Taylor expansion around v = 0 of the relation £-
LJIVf=(£-Vf)ov =0 (see (5.26)) shows that, for all v e R? Jac£(0)v-*J-1(0)Vf(0) =0,
and then, using (5.4) and (5.5), Jac£(0)v-J(0)eq = 0. Thus, using (5.35),

(20- Vg uf )Ovl‘—m (va) x O(Jvf?*)
fRTLR = N.Z1» X\Vd .
Consequently,
h ~5(f+0) h2e~ 7 (F+0)
(Pufin)ovt = XD ETT06000) 4 o))+ P2 G ),

szl,h NzZLh

Since x’ = 0 in a neighborhood of 0 in R~ (see (5.13)), we obtain from (5.7), (5.24), (5.28), and
the Laplace method that when h — 0:

—1 2(F c 2 .
Pyfipl? = f O(h* + W2 o) e 7 (F20(=)va) gy + O (e i) e 1 (minoa f~f(20))
Joongo Pl = 7 [ gy O 001 (e %)
(5.36) =thgﬁf%mmmff@“):CKh%“Lﬁ@(Jvﬁﬁpe%f
a z

where we used (5.29) to get the last equality.
Case 2, when Vf(z) = 0: From (5.35) and £(0) = 0 (see (1.9)), we have
h,efi(f+9)

2.V pfip)ovt= L
GEVaha)ev =7,

x(va)(20 -1 Jac£(0)J(0)eq + O([v]?) ).

Therefore, using (5.34), G = (d;;) + O(|v|) (see (5.4)) and &,jf =O(|v|) for all j ={1,...,d}:

he_%(f+0)

(Bafip) oo™t = ——— 7 X(vd)[O(h)—2Gdd|u(z)|vd—2Zdo8Uj f
241, j
¢ p 2 h2e 7 (+0) dd. 1
-2v- JaCﬁ(O)J(O)ed‘FOOUl )] + Nizth X (Ud)

2he 7 (f+0) 5
= 7 X[ O = u()lv - 0., f
h2e~ 7 (F+0)

Gdd / )
NZZLh X (Ud)

—v-"Jac£(0)J(0)eq + O(|v|2)] +
We have moreover 9, f = v-Hess f(0)eg+O(|v[2) and (Normal) implies [Hess f(z)+ Jac£(z)]ng(z) =
1(2)ng(z), which becomes in the v-coordinates, using (5.4) (see also (5.6)):
(Hess £(0) +*Jac£(0) J(0))eq = J(0)( Hess f(2) + * Jac £(2))na(2)
= pu(2)"J(0)J (0)eq = p(2)eq.

It follows that |u(2)[vg + Oy, f + v -t Jac£(0).J(0)eq = O(Jv|?) and consequently,

L 2hx(vg) e U0 h2ek(f+0

)
- 2 dd . 1
(Pufip)ow N.Z0, [O(h) +O(|v]*)] + N-Z0 G (va).
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Hence, since x’ = 0 around 0, it follows from (5.8), (5.24), (5.30), (5.31), and from the Laplace
method that when h — 0,

[51 o Pt = %(h) ~Fuinan f-7(@0)) 4 O(e~F) e~ F (minon f-f(a0)
\%

2

|Vf1,h|2 6_%f.

51, 52

(5.37) = O(h?)e~# mingn f-1(a0) 0(h2)f

Plugging (5.36) and (5.37) into (5.32), and using (5.25) and (E1), then leads to:
[Pl = O®)(Pifinfin):
Therefore f; j, satisfies (E2).

Step 3. The function f,, satisfies (E3).

Recall that Py = Ay —2€- V), according to Proposition 3 and to (Div-free). Therefore, the
computations of the previous step show that, on any v(V‘S_l"Sz(z)), 2 € 0C i N O

N RCALD) h2e 1 (F+0)
(P o] - %[0( )+ O([v]?)] + L= Gdx/(va)  when V() #0
h LR - vg) e B0 2o~k (F+0)
et —[O(h) + O([v)] + =G (va) ~ when Vf(2) =

It follows that, when h — 0,
[ | fl h|2 O(h )fv51 52( )|Vf1 h|26 hf when Vf(z) :#07
V%,sz( y b O(h) fv(sl () |Vfin2e »f when Vf(z) =0,
and hence, according to (5.32) (with P, replaced by P;), (5.29), and (5.31):

O(h) he™r(minon /=f(x0)) when #F =0,
A |P;: fl,h|2 = O(h2) h% e*%(minan f=f(=0)) when /{5 — O,
O(h%) h% e’%(minaﬂ f=f(z0)) when Hf +0 and Kg £ 0.

This proves that f; ;, satisfies (E3) and completes the proof of Proposition 22. O

APPENDIX
In this appendix, we prove Proposition 3.

Proof of Proposition 3. Let h > 0 be fixed. Let us first prove the first item in Proposition 3
and take u € D(P,) = H?(2) n H} (). Since £-Vf =0 and then £V = h£€-V according to
(Ortho) and to the relation Vg := he tvekr = hv + Vf, it holds

fﬂ(e-vf,hu)uz-fgu(z-vf,ha)-hfﬂ(divenuﬁ
Therefore, one has 2Re (€ Vpu, u) 20y = —h [o(div£€)[u|?, and thus, using (1.13) and (1.14):

(5.38) Yu e H2(Q) n H&(Q) s Re (Phu,u)Lz(Q) = '/(; |Vf7hu|2 - h‘[g(divﬁ)|u|2.
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This implies that P, +h| div£]e : H2(Q)nHI(Q) c L2(2) —» L2(Q) is accretive. Using moreover
the Lax-Milgram Theorem and the elliptic regularity of P}, the operator P, + A is invertible
for A > 0 large enough. Thus, P, is maximal quasi-accretive and is in particular closed. In
addition, from the compact injection H}(2) c L?(Q2), P, has a compact resolvent.

Let us now prove that P, is sectorial. For all u e H2(Q2) n H}(Q), it holds
I (P, )20y = I [ (209 pu)
9)

Consequently, there exists C' > 0 such that for all uw e H2(Q) n H}(§2) and all € > 0, one has

€ 1
[T Pret, )| < OV gl ful 2oy < O[S IV patlaay + o2 Nl ooy |

Taking A > 0 and choosing € > 0 such that 1 -2 > 1 one has, using (5.38),

1 AC .
Re (Pru, u)r2(0) = AlIm (Phu, u)r2(a)| 2 §||Vf,hu||i2(9) - (g + h| div £]oo) [ul 75 -

Therefore, for some a, € R, Re ((FPy + ap)u, u)r2(0) 2 A|Im (Pyu, u)r2¢). The numerical range
of Py, is then included in the sector {z€ C,|Im z| < A"'Re (z+ay)}, so P, is sectorial.
Let us now prove the second item in Proposition 3. With the previous arguments, the formal
adjoint
Pl=Ap,—2he-V-2hdive=As, -2€-Vsy, - 2hdive

of P, endowed with the domain D(P,) = H2(Q)nH} () is also maximal quasi-accretive, with a

compact resolvent, and sectorial. To conclude, it thus just remains to show that (P!, D(P,)) =
(P, D(Fy)), where P : D(Py) - L?(Q2) is the adjoint of P,. But, for any u,v € D(F}) =
H2(Q) n H}(Q), we have by integration by parts

<Phu>U>L2(Q) = (%PJU)LZ(Q) )
which implies, by definition of P} : D(F;) - L?(2), that

(P!, D(P)) c (Pr, D(F})).

Since moreover (P, D(P;)) is maximal quasi-accretive (since P, is) as well as (Pg ,D(P)), it
necessarily holds (P, D(P,)) = (P}, D(P})).

Let us lastly prove the third item in Proposition 3. First, by standard results on elliptic
regularity (see e.g. [19, Section 6.3]), any eigenfunction u € H2(Q) n HJ(Q) of P, (resp. of
P}) belongs to C=(2). Moreover, according to [17, Theorems 1.3, 1.4, and 2.7] (see also the
slightly weaker result stated in [19, Theorem 3 in Section 6.5.2]), P, (resp. P;) admits a real
eigenvalue )\f , (resp. )\f ,) with algebraic multiplicity one such that:

e there exists an associated eigenfunction u!, (resp. ul h) which is positive within €2,
e any other eigenvalue A of P, (resp. of P}) satisfies Re A > AP, (resp. Re A > AL}).

Since in addition o(P}) = o(P) (see e.g. [30, Section 6.6 in Chapter 3]), we have AP, = AP}
and it thus only remains to show that A, >0, which is a consequence of the weak maximum
principle [19, Theorem 1 in Section 6.4.1]. Indeed, according to (1.14), if it was not the case,
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the second-order elliptic operator without zeroth-order term L = —%A +(Vf+dive)-v would
satisfy

P
Lh(egufh) = %ﬁufh <0 in Q,

which would imply by the weak maximum principle that maxﬁ(e%uf ,) = Maxpo (e%uf B) =0,

contradicting uy’, >0 in Q. O
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