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ABSTRACT. We construct an abstract pseudodifferential calculus with operator-
valued symbol, suitable for the treatment of Coulomb-type interactions, and
we apply it to the study of the quantum evolution of molecules in the Born-
Oppenheimer approximation, in the case of the electronic Hamiltonian admit-
ting a local gap in its spectrum. In particular, we show that the molecular
evolution can be reduced to the one of a system of smooth semiclassical oper-
ators, the symbol of which can be computed explicitely. In addition, we study
the propagation of certain wave packets up to long time values of Ehrenfest
order. (This work has been accepted for publication as part of the Memoirs of
the American Mathematical Society and will be published in a future volume.)
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

In quantum physics, the evolution of a molecule is described by the initial-value
Schrodinger system,

(1.1) { iy = Hep;
80|t:0 = ¥0;

where ¢ is the initial state of the molecule and H stands for the molecular Hamil-
tonian involving all the interactions between the particles constituting the molecule
(electron and nuclei). In case the molecule is imbedded in an electromagnetic field,
the corresponding potentials enter the expression of H, too. Typically, the interac-
tion between two particles of positions z and z’, respectively, is of Coulomb type,
that is, of the form a|z — 2/|~! with a € IR constant.

In the case of a free molecule, a first approach for studying the system (L1
consists in considering bounded initial states only, that is, initial states that are
eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian after removal of the center of mass motion. More
precisely, one can split the Hamiltonian into,

H = Hcwum + HRel,

where the two operators Heopy (corresponding to the kinetic energy of the center
of mass) and Hpe; (corresponding to the relative motion of electrons and nuclei)
commute. As a consequence, the quantum evolution factorizes into,

e—th _ e—thCM e—ltHR,cl7

where the (free) evolution e ~##cM of the center of mass can be explicitly computed
(mainly because Hcyy has constant coefficients), while the relative motion e~ ##re
still contains all the interactions (and thus, all the difficulties of the problem).
Then, taking g of the form,

(1.2) o = 0 ®Y;

where o depends on the position of the center of mass only, and v; is an eigen-
function of Hgre with eigenvalue E;, the solution of (1)) is clearly given by,

sD(t) — e—itEj (e_itHCMOCO) ® ’(/J]

Therefore, in this case, the only real problem is to know sufficiently well the eigenele-
ments of Hpe, in order to be able to produce initial states of the form (2.

In 1927, M. Born and R. Oppenheimer [BoOp] proposed a formal method
for constructing such an approximation of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of Hpge;.
This method was based on the fact that, since the nuclei are much heavier than the
electrons, their motion is slower and allows the electrons to adapt almost instanta-
neously to it. As a consequence, the motion of the electrons is not really perceived
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2 1. INTRODUCTION

by the nuclei, except as a surrounding electric field created by their total potential
energy (that becomes a function of the positions of the nuclei). In that way, the
evolution of the molecule reduces to that of the nuclei imbedded in an effective
electric potential created by the electrons. Such a reduction (that is equivalent
to a decomposition of the problem into two different position-scales) permits, in a
second step, to use semiclassical tools in order to find the eigenelements of the final
effective Hamiltonian.

At this point, it is important to observe that this method was formal only, in
the sense that it allowed to produce formal series of functions that were (formally)
solutions of the eigenvalue problem for Hpge;, but without any estimates on the
remainder terms, and no information about the possible closeness of these func-
tions to true eigenfunctions, nor to the possible exhaustivity of such approximated
eigenvalues.

Many years later, a first attempt to justify rigorously (from the mathematical
point of view) the Born-Oppenheimer approximation (in short: BOA) was made
by J.-M. Combes, P. Duclos and R. Seiler [CDS] for the diatomic molecules, with
an accuracy of order h?, where h := \/m/M is the square-root of the ratio of the
electron masses to nuclear masses. After that, full asymptotics in h were obtained
by G. Hagedorn [Ha2|, [Ha3|, both in the case of diatomic molecules with Coulomb
interactions, and in the case of smooth interactions. In these two cases, these re-
sults gave a positive answer to the first question concerning the justification of the
BOA, namely, the existence of satisfactory estimates on the remainder terms of
the series. Later, by using completely different methods (mostly inspired by the
microlocal treatment of semiclassical spectral problems, developed by B. Helffer
and J. Sjostrand in [HeSj11]), and in the case of smooth interactions, the first
author [Mal] extended this positive answer to the two remaining questions, that
is, the exhaustivity and the closeness of the formal eigenfunctions to the true ones.
Although such a method (based on microlocal analysis) seemed to require a lot of
smoothness, it appeared that it could be adapted to the case of Coulomb inter-
actions, too, giving rise to a first complete rigorous justification of the BOA in a
work by M. Klein, A. Martinez, R. Seiler and X.P. Wang [KMSW]|. The main
trick, that made possible such an adaptation, consists in a change of variables in
the positions of the electrons, that depends in a convenient way of the position (say,
x) of the nuclei. This permits to make the singularities of the interactions electron-
nucleus independent of z, and thus, in some sense, to regularize these interactions
with respect to z. Afterwards, the standard microlocal tools (in particular, the
pseudodifferential calculus with operator-valued symbols, introduced in [Bal) can
be applied and give the conclusion.

Of course, all these justifications concerned the eigenvalue problem for Hpge;,
not the general problem of evolution described in (II)). In the general case, one
could think about expanding any arbitrary initial state according to the eigenfunc-
tions of Hg.;, and then apply the previous constructions to each term. However,
this would lead to remainder terms quite difficult to estimate with respect to the
small parameter h, mainly because one would have to mix two types of approxi-
mations that have nothing to do with each other: The semiclassical one, and the
eigenfunctions expansion one. In other words, this would correspond to handle
both functional and microlocal analysis, trying to optimize both of them at the
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same time. It is folks that such a method is somehow contradictory, and does not
produce good enough estimates. For this reason, several authors have looked for
an alternative way of studying (LIJ), by trying to adapt Born-Oppenheimer’s ideas
directly to the problem of evolution.

The first results in this direction are due to G. Hagedorn [Ha4l, [Ha5|, [Ha6],
and provide complete asymptotic expansions of the solution of (IJ), in the case
of smooth interactions and when the initial state is a convenient perturbation of a
single electronic-level state. More precisely, splitting the Hamiltonian into,

H = K,(hD,) + He(x),

where K, (hD,) stands for the quantum kinetic energy of the nuclei, and Hej(x) is
the so-called electronic Hamiltonian (that may be viewed as acting on the position
variables y of the electrons, and depending on the position x of the nuclei), one
assumes that Hy(z) admits an isolated eigenvalue A(z) (say, for z in some open set
of IR*) with corresponding eigenfunction t(z, ), and one takes ¢q of the form,

oz, y) = F@)(z,y) + > W0 r(z,y) = f(@)(z,y) + O(h),

k>1

where f(z) is a coherent state in the a-variables. Then, it is shown that, if the
©o,,’s are conveniently chosen, the solution of (II]) (with a rescaled time ¢ — ¢/h)
admits an asymptotic expansion of the type,

pu(w,y) ~ @) (@, y) + Y oun(e,y),

k>1

where all the terms can be explicitly computed by means of the classical flow of the
effective Hamiltonian Heg(z,£) := Ky(€) + A(z).

Such a result is very encouraging, since it provides a case in which the relevant
information on the initial state is not anymore connected with the point spectrum of
H,e), but rather with the localization in energy of the electrons and the localization
in phase space of the nuclei. This certainly fits much better with the semiclassical
intuition of this problem, in accordance with the fact that the classical flow of
Heg(x, &) is involved.

Nevertheless, from a conceptual point of view, something is missing in the pre-
vious result. Namely, one would like to have an even closer relation between the
complete quantum evolution e~ ®H/M and some reduced quantum evolution of the
type e’itHeff(””*hDI)/h, for some ﬁcff close to Heg. In that way, one would be able
to use all the well developed semiclassical (microlocal) machinery on the opera-
tor fleff(x, hD,), in order to deduce many results on its quantum evolution group
e~ He(2.hD2)/h (o o a representation of it as a Fourier integral operator). In the
previous result, the presence of a coherent state in the expression of ¢ has allowed
the author to, somehow, by-pass this step, and to relate directly the complete
quantum evolution to its semiclassical approximation (that is, to objects involving
the underlying classical evolution). However, a preliminary link between e~ /%
and some e~ #Hest (2.0D2)/h would have the advantage of allowing more general ini-
tial states, and, by the use of more sophisticated results of semiclassical analysis,
should permit to have a better understanding of the phenomena related to this

approximation. Moreover, as we will see, this preliminary link is usually valid for
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very large time intervals of the form [~h~" h~N] with N > 1 arbitrary, while
it is well known that the second step (that is, the semiclassical approximation of
e~ Het(@hDs)/h) has, in best cases, the Ehrenfest-time limitation [t| = O(In 1) (see
@3) and Theorem below).

The first results concerning a reduced quantum evolution have been obtained
recently (and independently) by H. Spohn and S. Teufel in [SpTe], and by the
present authors in [MaSo|. In both cases, it is assumed that, at time ¢ = 0, the
energy of the electrons is localized in some isolated part of the electronic Hamil-
tonian He(z). In [SpTe), the authors find an approximation of e~*H/ in terms of
e~ iHett (w:hD2) /M and prove an error estimate in O(h) (actually, it seems that such a
result was already present in a much older, but unpublished, work by A. Raphaelian
[Ra)). In [MaSo] (following a procedure of [NeSa, [So|, and later reproduced with
further applications in [PST), [Te]), a whole perturbation Hegp ~ Hog + Y oks1 h* H,
of Heg is constructed, allowing an error estimate in O(h>) for the quantum evolu-
tion.

However, these two papers have the defect of assuming all the interactions
smooth, and thus of excluding the physically interesting case of Coulomb interac-
tions. Here, our goal is precisely to allow this case. More precisely, we plan to mix
the arguments of [MaSo| and those of [KMSW] in order to include Coulom-type
(or, more generally, Laplace-compact) singularities of the potentials.

In [KMSW]|, the key-point consists in a refinement of the Hunziker distorsion
method, that leads to a family of z-dependent unitary operators (where, for each
operator, the nuclei-position variable z has to stay in some small open set) such that,
once conjugated with these operators, the electronic Hamiltonian becomes smooth
with respect to x. Then, by using local pseudodifferential calculus with operator-
valued symbols, and various tricky patching techniques, a constructive Feshbach
method (through a Grushin problem) is performed and leads to the required result.

When reading [KMSW], however, one has the impression that all the technical
difficulties and tricky arguments actually hide a somewhat simpler concept, that
should be related to some global pseudodifferential calculus adapted to the singular-
ities of the interactions. In other words, it seems that interactions such as Coulomb
electron-nucleus ones are, indeed, smooth with respect to = for some ‘exotic’ differ-
ential structure on the z-space, and that such a differential structure could be used
to construct a complete pseudodifferential calculus (with operator-valued symbols).
Such considerations (that are absent in [KIMSW]) have naturally led us to the no-
tion of twisted pseudodifferential operator that we describe in Capters@and[(l This
new tool permits in particular to handle a certain type of partial differential oper-
ators with singular operator-valued coefficients, mainly as if their coefficients were
smooth. To our opinion, the advantages are at least two. First of all, it simplifies
considerably (making them clearer and closer to the smooth case) the arguments
leading to the reduction of the quantum evolution of a molecule. Secondly, thanks
to its abstract setting, we believe that it can be applied in other situations where
singularities appear.

Roughly speaking, we say that an operator P on L?(IR?;H) (H = abstract
Hilbert space) is a twisted h-admissible pseudodifferential operator, if each operator
U]-PUJ-_1 (where, for any j, U; = U;(x) is a given unitary operator defined for x
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in some open set Q; C IR") is h-admissible (e.g., in the sense of [Bal, [GMS]).
Then, under few general conditions on the finite family (Uj;,(;);, we show that
these operators enjoy all the nice properties of composition, inversion, functional
calculus and symbolic calculus, similar to those present in the smooth case. Thanks
to this, the general strategy of [MaSo] can essentially be reproduced, and leads to
the required reduction of the quantum evolution. More precisely, we prove that, if
the initial state ¢ is conveniently localized in space, in energy, and on a L-levels
isolated part of the electronic spectrum (L > 1), then, during a certain interval of
time (that can be estimated), its quantum evolution can be described by that of a
selfadjoint L x L matrix A = A(z, hD,) of smooth semiclassical pseudodifferential
operators in the nuclei-variables, in the sense that one has,
G_itH/th() — W*E_itA/thD() + (9(<t>hoo)7

where W is a bounded operator onto L2(IR™)®L, such that WW* = 1 and W*W is
an orthogonal projection (that projects onto a so-called almost-invariant subspace).
We refer to Theorem 2.1] for a precise statement, and to Theorem [Z.1] for an even
better result in the case where the spectral gap of the electronic Hamiltonian is
global. In the particular case L = 1, this also permits to give a geometrical descrip-
tion (involving the underlying classical Hamilton flow of A) of the time interval in
which such a reduction is possible. Then, to make the paper more complete, we
consider the case of coherent initial states (in the same spirit as in [Hab, [Ha6])
and, applying a semiclassical result of M. Combescure and D. Robert [CoRo], we
justify the expansions given in [Ha6] up to times of order ln% (at least when the
geometry makes it possible).

Outline of the paper:

In Chapter 2] we introduce our notations and assumptions, and we state our
main results concerning the reduction of the quantum evolution in the case where
the electronic Hamiltonian admits a local gap in its spectrum. In Chapter Bl we
modify the electronic operator away from the relevant region in x, in order to deal
with a globally nicer operator, admitting a global gap in its spectrum. Chapters
4 and 5 are devoted to the settlement of an abstract singular pseudodifferential
calculus (bounded in Chapter @ and partial differential in Chapter Bl). In Chap-
ter [@ following [MaSo|, we construct a quasi-invariant subspace that permits, in
Chapter[d to have a global reduction of the evolution associated with the modified
operator constructed in Chapter Bl In Chapters [§] and [@ we complete the proofs
of our main results, and, in Chapter [[0] we give a simple way of computing the
effective Hamiltonian. Then, in Chapter [T, we apply these results to study the
evolution of wave packets. Chapter [I2] treats, more specifically, the case of poly-
atomic molecules, by showing how it can be inserted in our general framework. The
remaining three chapters are just appendices: Chapter [Al reviews standard results
on pseudodifferential calculus; Chapter [Bl gives an estimate on the propagation-
speed of the support (up to O(h>)) of the solutions of (IIJ); Chapter [C] contains
two technical results used in the paper.






CHAPTER 2

Assumptions and Main Results

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the asymptotic behavior as h — 04
of the solutions of the time-dependent Schrodinger equation,

. Oy B
(2.1) zhE = P(h)y
with
(2.2) P(h) =w+ Q(z) + W(x),

where Q(z) (z € IR") is a family of selfadjoint operators on some fix Hilbert
space H with same dense domain Dg, w = Z|a\gm co(z;h)(hDy)* is a symmetric
semiclassical differential operator of order 0 and degree m, with scalar coefficients
depending smoothly on z, and W(z) is a non negative function defined almost
everywhere on IR".

Typically, in the case of a molecular system, x stands for the position of the nu-
clei, Q(x) represents the electronic Hamiltonian that includes the electron-electron
and nuclei-electron interactions (all of them of Coulomb-type), w is the quantized
cinetic energy of the nuclei, and W (x) represents the nuclei-nuclei interactions.
Moreover, the parameter h is supposed to be small and, in the case of a molecular
system, h™2 actually represents the quotient of electronic and nuclear masses. In
more general systems, one can also include a magnetic potential and an exterior
electric potential both in w and Q(z). We refer to Chapter for more details
about this case.

We make the following assumptions:

(H1) For all o, B € Z"} with |a| < m, 8%¢c4(z, h) = O(1) uniformly for x € IR" and
h > 0 small enough. Moreover, setting w(z, {; h) := 3, <, Calz; A)E, We assume
that there exists a constant Cy > 1 such that, for all (z,€) € IR*™ and h > 0 small
enough,

1

Re w(z,&h) = —(§)™ — Co.

Co
In particular, Assumption (H1) implies that m is even and w is well defined as a
selfadjoint operator on L2?(IR™) (and, by extension, on L?(IR"™;H)) with domain
H™(IR™). Moreover, by the Sharp Garding Inequality (see, e.g., [Ma2]), it is uni-
formly semi-bounded from below.

(H2) W > 0 is (D,)™-compact on L?(IR"), and there exists v € IR such that,
for all x € IR", Q(x) > 7 on H.
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Assumptions (H1) — (H2) guarantee that, for h sufficiently small, P(h) can be
realized as a selfadjoint operator on L?(IR"; 1) with domain D(P) C H™(IR"; H)N
L?(IR"; Dq), and verifies P(h) > ~yo, with 79 € IR independent of h.

(Of course, in the case of a molecular system, P(h) is essentially selfadjoint,
and the domain of its selfadjoint extension is H?(IR" x Y'), where Y stands for the
space of electron positions.)

For L > 1 and L' > 0, we denote by A\ (z) < -+ < Apyp/(x) the first L + L'
values given by the Min-Max principle for Q(z) on H, and we make the following
local gap assumption on the spectrum o(Q(x)) of Q(x):

(H3) There exists a contractible bounded open set @ C IR™ and L > 1 such
that, for all x € Q, A\ (z),..., A4/ (x) are discrete eigenvalues of Q(z), and one
has,

inf dist ((Q@N\Ar+1(@), . sz @)} Dua(@), o Awrsz(@)}) > 0

Furthermore, the spectral projections Il (z), associated with {\(z),..., A/ (2)},
and Iy (z), associated with { Az y1(x), ..., A 4r(z)}, both depend continuously on
x €.

Then, we assume that P can be “regularized” with respect to x in €2, in the
following sense:

(H4) There exists a finite family of bounded open sets (€2;)7_; in IR", a corre-
sponding family of unitary operators U;(z) (j = 1,---,r, € ©;), and some fix
selfadjoint operator Q)9 > Cy on ‘H with domain Dg, such that (denoting by U; the
unitary operator on L?(Q;; H) ~ L?*(Q;) @ H induced by the action of U;(z) on H),

o () = U;Zlgj;

e Forall j=1,---,rand z € Q;, U;(z) leaves D invariant;

e For all j, the operator Uju)U;1 is a semiclassical differential operator with

operator-valued symbol, of the form,

(2.3) UjwU ' =w+h Y wsj(a;h)(hDy)?,
|Bl<m—1

18l
where wg ;Qg" Le C>(Qy; L(H)) for any v € Z'} (here, L(H) stands
for the Banach space of bounded operators on ), and the quantity

|\8;wﬁ7j(x;h)Q(%71Hg(H) is bounded uniformly with respect to h small
enough and locally uniformly with respect to x € €;;

e For all j, the operators U;(x)Q(x)U;(z)~! and U;(x)QoU;(x)~" are in
C>*(Q;; L(Dg,H)) (where L(Dg,H) stands for the space of bounded op-
erators from Dg to H);

o We ™ (Uj_Qy);

e There exists a dense subspace Hoo C Do C H, such that, for any v € Heo
and any j = 1,---,r, the application z — U;(z)v is in C*(Q;, Dg).

Note that, for physical molecular systems, a construction of such operators U;(z)’s
is made in [KMSW], and can be performed around any point of IR" where W
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is smooth. Moreover, in that case one can take Q9 = —A, + 1 (where y stands
for the position of the electrons), and the last point in (H4) can be realized by
taking Heo = C§°(Y). Again, we refer the interested reader to Chapter Let us
also observe that, in the case L' + L = 1, one does not need to assume that ) is
contractible.

For any g € L?(IR™;H) (possibly h-dependent) such that leollLe(xemy =
O(h>°) for some compact set Ky CC IR", and for any Q' CC IR" open neighbor-
hood of Ky, we set,

Tor (o) :=sup{T > 0; 3Ky cc Q', sup [le"F/"
te[0,T]
Then, To/ (o) < 400, and, if one also assume that ||(1 — f(P))eo| = O(h™>) for
some f € C§°(IR), Theorem [B.Ilin Appendix B shows that,
2 dist (Ko, 99)
TQ’ (SDO) 2 3
IVew(x, hDy)g(P)]|
for any g € C§°(IR) verifying gf = f.
As a main result, we obtain (denoting by L2(IR™)®% the space (L2(IR™))%
endowed with its natural Hilbert structure),

vollL2(xs.m) = O(™)}.

Theorem 2.1. Assume (H1)-(H4) and let Q' CC Q with Q' open subset of IR".
Then, for any g € C§°(IR), there exists an orthogonal projection I, on L?(IR"; H),
an operator W : L?>(IR";H) — L?(IR")®*, uniformly bounded with respect to h,
and a selfadjoint L x L matrix A of h-admissible operators H™(IR™) — L*(IR"),
with the following properties:

e For all1 € C§° (),
I =IIgr + O(h);

e WW* =1 and W*W =1l;
e For x € QV, the symbol a(x,&;h) of A verifies,

a(r, & h) = w(, & h)IL + M(x) + W(x)I + hr(x, & h)

where 1, stands for the L-dimensional identity matrix, M(x) is a L x
L matrix depending smoothly on x € Q' and admitting A\ 41(x), ...,
Arwr(z) as eigenvalues, and where 0% (x,&;h) = O((&)™™1Y) for any
multi-index o and uniformly with respect to (z,£) € Q' x IR" and h > 0
small enough;

e Forany f € C§°(IR) with Supp f C {g = 1}, and for any ¢y € L*(IR"; H)
such that ||¢ol|| = 1, and,

(2-4) H<P0||L2(K3;H) + ||(1 - Hg)@o” + H(1 - f(P))SDOH = O(hoo),
for some Ky CC ', one has,
(25) e—itP/h<p0 _ W*G_itA/hW</70 +0 (<t>hoo)

uniformly with respect to h > 0 small enough and t € [0, To/ (¢0)).

Remark 2.2. Actually, much more informations are obtained on the operators 11,
W and A, and we refer to Theorems[Z.1] and [8]] for more details, and to Chapter
[Id for an explicit computation of A, up to O(h*).



10 2. ASSUMPTIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

Remark 2.3. Condition (Z4) on the initial data may seems rather strong, but
in fact, it will become clear from the proof that the operators Il;, f (P) and 1
(where 1 € C§°(IR") is supported in K) essentially commutes two by two (up to
O(h)). Indeed, in the case of a molecular system, they respectively correspond to
a localization in space for the nuclei, a localization in energy for the electrons, and
a localization in energy for the whole molecule.

Remark 2.4. Here, we have assumed that both Il () and Ily(z) have finite
rank, since this corresponds to the main applications that we have in mind. How-
ever, it will become clear from the proof that the case where one or both of them
have infinite rank could be treated in a similar way, with the difference that, if
RankTlg(z) = oo, then W*e~"A/"MA) must be replaced by e~*sPMs/ (there will
not be any operator A anymore). Moreover, some assumption must be added in or-
der to be able to construct a modified operator as in Chapter[3 (for instance, that
both Iy (x) and Ily(x) admit convenient extensions to all x € IR" that depend
smoothly on x away from a neighborhood of K).

Remark 2.5. In the next chapter, we modify the operator Q(x) away from the
interesting region, in such a way that the new operator Q(x) admits a global gap in
its spectrum. With such an operator, a much better result can be obtained, that
permits to decouple the evolution in a somewhat more complete and abstract way:
see Theorem [Tl (especially (Z.2)). In particular, even if ||(1 —Ilg)po|| is not small,
Theorem [Z1] gives a description of the quantum evolution of ¢q in terms of two
independent reduced evolutions.

As a corollary, in the case L = 1 we also obtain the following geometric lower
bound on T/ (o), that relates it to the underlying classical Hamilton flow of the
operator A:

Corollary 2.6. Assume moreover that L = 1 and the coefficients c, = cq(x; h) of
w verity,

(2.6) ca(x;h) = cao(x) + e(h)én(z; h),
with cq,0 real-valued and independent of h, e(h) — 0 as h — 0, and, for any 0,
|08 ca.0(x)| + |0%Cq(z,h)| = O(1) uniformly, and set,

ap(z, &) := Z Ca,0(2)EY + A1 (x) + W(x) (x e ).

ja]<m

Also, denote by Hg,, := 0¢ao0y — 0za00¢ the Hamilton field of ag. Then, for any
f € C§°(IR) with Supp f C {g = 1}, and for any ¢y € L?(IR";H) such that
lpoll =1, and,

lleollzexeny + 11(1 = g)poll + [[(1 = f(P))pol = O(h™),
one has,
(2.7) Tar(po) > sup{T > 0; 7 (Usepo, 1) exp tHao (K (f))) C Q'},

where m, stands for the projection (z,¢) — x, and K(f) is the compact subset of
IR*™ defined by,

K(f)={(2,6); v € Ko, w(z,&) +7 < Cr}
with v = inf e inf 0(Q(z)) and Cy := Max| Supp f|.
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Remark 2.7. Thanks to (H1) and (H2), it is easy to see that exp tHg, (z, ) is well
defined for all (t,z,€) € IR x IR*".

Remark 2.8. Actually, as it will be seen in the proof, in ([27) one can replace the
set K(f) by Uj_1 F'S(U;Il o), where F'S stands for the Frequency Set of locally
L? functions introduced in [GuSt] (we refer to Chapter [d for more details).

Remark 2.9. Our proof would permit to state a similar result in the case L > 1,
but under the additional assumption that the set {\r:y1(x),..., A +(x)} can be
written as {E1 (), ..., Er+(x)}, where the (possibly degenerate) eigenvalues E;(x)
are such that Ej(x) # Ej(z) for j # j' and x € Q. In the general case where
crossings may occur, such a type of result relies on the microlocal propagation
of the Frequency Set for solutions of semiclassical matrix evolution problems (for
which not much is known, in general).

Remark 2.10. The proof also provides a very explicit and somehow optimal bound
on T/ (o) in the case where g is a coherent state with respect to the x-variables:

see Theorem [IT.3 and (IT.8).






CHAPTER 3

A Modified Operator

In this chapter, we consider an arbitrary compact subset K CC 2 and an
open neighborhood Qg CC Q of K. We also denote by €y an open subset of
IR"™, with closure disjoint from Qg, and such that (£25)j—o covers all of IR", and
we set Up := 1. The purpose of this chapter is to modify Q(z) for z outside a
neighborhood of K, in order to make it regular with respect to x there, and to deal
with a global gap instead of a local one.

Due to the contractibility of £, we know that there exist L’ + L continuous
functions uq, ..., ur4r in C(Q;H), such that the families (u1(x),...,ur (x)) and
(upr41(x), ..., ur4r(x)) span RanIly (x) and RanIly(x) respectively, for all € Q2
(see, e.g., [KMSWI).

Then, following Lemma 1.1 in [KMSW|, we first prove,

Lemma 3.1. For all z € IR", there exist ty(x),..., U +r(x) in Dg, such that
the family (u1(z), ..., 4 4+r(x)) is orthonormal in H for all x € IR", the families
(@1(z),...,ar(x)) and (tg41(x),..., 0 +r(z)) span Ranlly (z) and RanIly(z),
respectively, when x € Qg, and, for all j =0,1,--- ,randk=1,..., L' + L,

Uj(x)ur(x) € C%(2;; D).

Proof — Let (1,2 € C*(IR";[0,1]), such that Supp (1 C Q§, (1 = 1 on Qg
and (? + (3 = 1 everywhere. Since u1(x),...,ur 41 (2) depend continuously on
in Q, for any € > 0 one can find a finite number of points x1,--- ,xny € Supp (1
and a partition of unity 11,--- ,1xy € C§°(2) on Supp (3, such that, for all £ =
1,...,L' + L,

N

sup  [Juk(z) — Y ve(@)ur(ze) 0 < e

z€ Supp (1 -1

On the other hand, using the last assertion of (H4), for any (k,¢) one can find
vg,e in Dg, such that, ||vke — uk(ze)||ln < € and Uj(z)vge € C(Q;,Dg) for all
j=1,...,r. Moreover, it follows from (H3) and (H4) that, for all j =1,--- | r,

Uj(2)My (2)U7 () and U;(z)o(x)U (x) € C*(Q;, L(H, Dq)).

Therefore, if we set,

lg(.%')’l}k)g (k = 1, ey L/);

1@(:10)1);67@ (k =L+ 1,.. .,L/ + L),

13
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and since Eévzl 1(x) = 1 on Supp (1, we obtain (also using that I (x)ug(z) =
ug(z) for k < L', and Iy (z)uk(x) = uk(x) for k > L' + 1),

sup  [Jug(2) — v(2)|ln < 22
€ Supp (1

Uj(x)vk(z) € C°(Q;,Dg) (G=1,...,r).

In particular, by taking e small enough, we see that the families (vi(x),...,vp/(x))
and (vpr41(x), ..., v 4n(x)) span Ranll; (z) and RanIly(z), respectively, for = €
Supp(i. Moreover, by Gram-Schmidt, this families can also be assumed to be
orthonormal.

Then, using again the last point of (H4), one can find an orthonormal family
wi,...,wr+r € Dg, such that [(wm,ur(xe))| < € for all 1 < k,m < L'+ L,
1 <{¢< N, and Uj(z)wn, € C®(Q;,Dq) (j =1,...,r). Thus, setting,

Wy (x) := G (x)vr(x) + C(x)wy,
we see that, for all k, k" € {1,..., L'+ L},
(u?k (CL‘), W (CL‘)>H = 519,19’ + O(E)

As a consequence, taking € > 0 sufficiently small and orthonormalizing the family
(w1 (x),..., 0w 41(x)), we obtain a new family (@(x),..., a5 4r(z)) that verifies
all the properties required in the lemma. )

Then, (with the usual convention Zil:l =0if L' =0) we set,

N

My (z) =) (i) i (),
k=1

_ L'+L

Mo(x) = D (- n(e))pin(@)
k=L'+1

so that TI; () and IIy(z) are orthogonal projections of rank L’ and L respectively,
are orthogonal each other, coincide with II; (x) and IIy(x) for = in Q, and verify,

(3.1) Uj()ly (2)U;(x)* and U;(2)To()U; (2)* € C>(2;, L(H)),
forall j =0,1,---,7.

Now, with the help of TIj (z), Ip(z), we modify Q(z) outside a neighborhood
of K as follows.

Proposition 3.2. Let Q) CC Qx be an open neighborhood of K. Then, for
all x € IR", there exists a selfadjoint operator Q(x) on H, with domain Dg, and
uniformly semi-bounded from below, such that,

(3.2) Q(:v) :~Q(x) 1'1“:10~ € Q/lf;
(3.3) [Q(x),II; (z)] = [Qx),Hp(x)] =0 for all z € IR",
and the application = — U;(x)Q(z)U;(z)~" is in C>(Q;; L(Dq,H)) for all j =

0,1,---,r. Moreover, the bottom of the spectrum of Q(x) consists in L' + L eigen-
values M\ (z), ..., A\p 41 (), and Q(z) admits a global gap in its spectrum, in the
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sense that,
nf - dist (@ Q@) Ars1(@), - Avrn(@)} {Apa (@), Apgn(a)}) > 0.

Proof We set IIJ (z) = 1 — Il (z) — Ip(z) and we choose a function ¢ €
C5° (k3 [0, 1]) such that ¢ =1 on Q%. Then, with Qo as in (H4), we set,
Q(z) = ¢(2)Q(x) + (1 = ¢(2)IF (2)Qollf (z) — (1~ ¢(2))IIg (x).
Since Tl (z) = I () and Tly(z) = To(2) on Supp(, we see that I, (x) and y(z)
commute with Q(x), and it is also clear that Q(x) is selfadjoint with domain Dg.
Moreover,

T:IS (I)?(x)fla () = ((z)Hy (2)Q )y (x) — (1 = () (z);
1o (2)Q(2)lo (z) = ((2)Ilo (z)Q(2)Ilo (z),
and, setting,
Arsri(e) = inf (0(Q(@))\{M1(2), ..., ALt (2)})
one has,
11 (2) Q@)1 () > (((@)Arsrr41(x) + (1 = (@) I ().

In particular, the bottom of the spectrum of Q(z) consists in the L+ L’ eigenvalues

M) = C@e(@) = (1= C@)) (k = 1,..., L), Al2) = C(@)h(x) (b = L' +
1,...,L' 4+ L), and, due to (H3), one has,

inf (Ap1(@) = A (@) = inf (@) (@) = Av(@) + (1= () >0,

S
and

inf dist (@ Q@@)\{Mi (), Anrp (@)}, (@), Apn(@)})
2 Inf |[C(@)(ArrL41(2) = Arrp(e)) + (1 = ()] > 0,
while, since Supp ¢ C €,

xeiﬂgg\ﬂ dist (U(Q(l‘))\{j\l (,T), ey 5\L’+L(w)}7 {5\1 (.”L'), ey 5\[/4.[,(.”[])}) > 1.

In particular, Q(x) admits a fix global gap in its spectrum as stated in the proposi-

tion. Finally, using (H4) and B.0]), we see that U;(z)Q(x)U; (x) depends smoothly

onzin Q; for all j =0,1,---,7. °
In the sequel, we also set,

(3.4) P=w+Q:=w+Q)+((a)W(2),

and we denote by IIy the projection on L?(IR™;H) induced by the action of Iy (z)
on H, i.e. the unique projection on L2(IR™;H) that verifies

flo(f © 9)(x) = f@o(x)g (ac. on " 3 )
for all f € L2(IR") and g € H.






CHAPTER 4

Twisted h-Admissible Operators

In order to construct (in the same spirit as in [BrNol, [HeSj12, MaSdl, [NeSo),
Sj2} [Sa]) an orthogonal projection II on L?(IR™;H) such that II — IIy = O(h) and
[P, TI] = O(h>°) (locally uniformly in energy), we need to generalize the notion
of h-admissible operator with operator-valued symbol (see, e.g., [Bal, [GMS] and
the Appendix) by taking into account the possible singularities of Q(z). To avoid
complications, in this chapter we also restrict our attention to the case of bounded
operators. The case of unbounded ones will be considered in the next chapter, at
least from the point of view of differential operators.

Definition 4.1. We call “regular covering” of IR" any finite family (;);=o,... r
of open subsets of IR" such that U;_yQ; = IR" and such that there exists a
family of functions 1; € C;°(IR™) (the space of smooth functions on IR" with
uniformly bounded derivatives of all order) with Z;:o 1, =1,0<1 <1, and
dist ( Supp (15),IR"\Q;) >0 (j =0,--- ,r). Moreover, if U;(z) (x € Q;,0<j<r)
is a family of unitary operators on H, the family (U;, Qj)jzo,m - (where U; denotes
the unitary operator on L?(;; H) ~ L?*(;) ® H induced by the action of U;(x)
on H) will be called a “regular unitary covering” of L*(IR";H).

Remark 4.2. Despite the terminology that we use, no assumption is made on any
possible regularity of Uj(x) with respect to .

Remark 4.3. Possibly by shrinking a little bit ) around the compact set K, one
can always assume that the family (U;,Q;)j=01,... » defined in Chapter[2is a regular
unitary covering of L*>(IR™;H).

In the sequels, we denote by C3°(2;) the space of functions 1 € Cy°(IR") such
that dist ( Supp (1), IR"\2,) > 0.
Definition 4.4 (Twisted h-Admissible Operator). Let U = (U;,Q;),_, .. . be
a regular unitary covering (in the previous sense) of L?>(IR™;H). We say that an
operator A : L?>(IR"; H) — L*(IR";H) is aU-twisted h-admissible operator, if there
exists a family of functions 1; € C3°(€);) such that, for any N > 1, A can be written
in the form,

(4.1) A=Y "U;";ANU; + Ry,
=0

where | Ry |22 (rripy) = O(RY), and, for any j = 0,..,r, AY is a bounded h-
admissible operator on L*(IR"; H) with symbol a} (z, &) € Cg°(T*IR"; L(H)), and,
for any ¢, € C* () (€ =0, ..,r), the operator

Ug(szj_llejyljUjUé_l<pg,

17
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is still an h-admissible operator on L?(IR";H).

Remark 4.5. In particular, by the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem, the norm of A
on L?(IR™;H) is bounded uniformly with respect to h € (0,1].

An equivalent definition is given by the following proposition:
Proposition 4.6. An operator A : L*(IR";H) — L?(IR™;H) is a U-twisted h-
admissible operator if and only if the two following properties are verified:
(1) For any N > 1 and any functions 11, -- ,1y € Cp°(IR"), one has,
ad,, o---oad, (4) = O(LYN) : L2(IR";H) — L*(IR";H)
where we have used the notation ad,(A) := 1, A] =14 — A1
(2) For any ¢; € C(9;), UjgajAU;l%- is a bounded h-admissible operator
on L2(IR™;H).
Proof — From Definition[d4] it is clear that any U-twisted h-admissible operator
verifies the properties of the Proposition. Conversely, assume A verifies these prop-
erties, and denote by (15);=0,.. » C Cg°(IR™) a partition of unity on IR" such that

dist ( Supp (17), IR"\;) > 0. Then, for all j one can construct ¢;,¢,; € C3°(%;),
such that ¢;1; =1; and ¥;p; = ¢;, and, for any N > 1, we can write,

A = leA = Z (1;Ap; +15ad,,(A))
=0 j=0

T

= Y (e +1yad,, (A)p; +1ad (4)

=0

— — Z <Z 1jad (A)p; + ljadf.yj (A)>
k=0

T

= <Z 1/)J1Jad A)piv; + 1Jad (A)) .

Jj=

In particular, since ad% (A) = O(RY), and U; commutes with the multiplication
by functions of z, we obtain

(4.2) A=Y U ANUp; + O(hY)
=0
with
(4.3) AY = Z Ujljad];j o Yo, = Z 1]ad jgojAUj_lgoj).

Therefore, A;V is a bounded h-admissible operator, and for any ; € CP (), it

verifies,
N-1

UnU; 4 AT U Uy = ) ygadg, (Ui AU W) ey,
k=0
that is still an h-admissible operator. Thus, the proposition follows. °
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In the sequel, if A is a U-twisted h-admissible operator, then an expression of
A as in (@) will be said “adapted” to U.

One also has at disposal a notion of (full) symbol for such operators. In the
sequels, we denote by S(Q; x IR™;L(H)) the space of (h-dependent) operator-
valued symbols a; € C*°(€; x IR™; L(#)) such that, for any o € Zi", the quantity
l0%a;(z,8)| £z is bounded uniformly for i small enough and for (z,£) in any set
of the form Q) x IR", with Q) C €, dist (Q;,]R"\Qj) > 0. We also set,

0= ())j=0,...,r
S(: L(H)) = S(Qo x IR™; L(H)) x - - x S(Q x R™; L(H)),

and we write a = O(h™) in S(Q; L(H)) when |[0%a;(z, §)||2(x) = O(h*>) uniformly
in any set € x IR" as before.

Lemma 4.7. Let A be a U-twisted h-admissible operator, where

U = (U;,Q5)o<j<r is some regular unitary covering. Then, for all j =0, ...,r, there
exists an operator-valued symbol a; € S(; x IR"™; L(H)), unique up to O(h>),
such that, for any 1; = 1;(z) € C3°(82;), the symbol of the h-admissible operator
UjleUj_llj is 1;fa;41; (where f stands for the standard symbolic composition: see
Appendix A).

Proof — Indeed, given two functions 15, p; € C3°(€;) with ¢;1; =1;, one has
UjleUj_llj =1 (Uj(ijUj_lng) 15,
and thus, denoting by a? the symbol of U;1AU 3‘7117 one obtains

ay’ =1fla) .

In particular, using the explicit expression of § (see Appendix A, Proposition [A.2]),
we see that af’ = a}’ + O(h™) in the interior of {x;(z) = 1}. Then, the re-
sult follows by taking a non-decreasing sequence (p;x)r>1 in C3°(€2;), such that
Ursolz € Q5 pju(z) = 1} = Q;, and, for any (z,§) € Q; x IR", by defining

aj(z,€) as the common value of the a’”*

(z,€)’s for k large enough. .
Definition 4.8 (Symbol). Let A be a U-twisted h-admissible operator, where

U = (Uj,Q5)o<j<r is some regular unitary covering. Then, the family of operator-
valued functions o(A) := (a;)o<;j<r € S(; L(H)), defined in the previous lemma,
is called the (full) symbol of A. Moreover, A is said to be elliptic if, for any
j=0,---,7r and (z,§) € Q; x IR", the operator a;(x,&) is invertible on H, and
verifies,

(4.4) llaj(z,&) ey = O(1),

uniformly for h small enough and for (x,£) in any set of the form ) x IR", with
Q; C Qj, dist (Q;, ]Rn\QJ) > 0.

In particular, it follows from the proof of Proposition that, if such an op-
erator A is elliptic, then it can be written in the form (&II), with A;V elliptic on
{1; # 0} for all j, N. Moreover, we have the two following result on composition
and parametrices:
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Proposition 4.9 (Composition). Let U be a regular covering of L*(IR";H), and
let A and B be two U-twisted h-admissible operators. Then, the composition AB
is a U-twisted h-admissible operator, too. Moreover, its symbol is given by,

o(AB) = o(A)fo(B),
where the operation 4 is defined component by component, that is,

(aj)o<j<ri(bi)o<i<r = (ajibj)o<j<r-
Proof — First of all, since
ad,(AB) = ad,(4)B + Aad,(B),

one easily sees, by induction on N, that the first condition in Proposition [4.d is
satisfied. Moreover, if 1; € C3°(£2;), let ¢; € C(€;) such that ¢;1; = 1;. Then,
if, for any operator C, we set C; := jgojCU;lgoj, we have,

U ABU My = 4 A;Bjy + Ujtjad ) (A)BUS
= leijlj + 15 [ad(w?)(A)]ijlj + Ujljad?&p?)(A)BUj_llj

N-1
(4.5) - Z L [adlgwﬁ)(A)]ijlj + Ujljadé\c;?)(A)BUj_llj
=0
for all N > 1. Therefore, since Ujljadé\;z_)(A)BUj_llj = O(h"), and the operator
[adl(iag)(A)]j = a,dl(iag)(Aj) is a bounded h-admissible operator, we deduce from

(Z3) that AB is a U-twisted h-admissible operator. Moreover, since ¢; = 1 on the
support of 1;, we see that the symbol of ljadl(iag)(Aj) vanishes identically for k > 1,

and thus, we also deduce from (LX) that the symbol (¢;)o<;<, of AB verifies,
1y = 18a;8;;,

for any 1; € C5°(2;), and the result follows. .

Proposition 4.10 (Parametrix). Let A be a U-twisted h-admissible operator, and

assume that A is elliptic. Then, A is invertible on L*(IR";H), and its inverse A~!

is a U-twisted h-admissible operator. Moreover, its symbol o(A~1) is related to the
one o(A) = (aj)o<j<r of A by the following formula:

o(A7Y) = (o(A) ™" + hb,
where (0(A))™! := (a;l)ogjgr and b e S(Q; L(H)).

Proof — We first prove that A is invertible by following an idea of [KIMSW]|
(proof of Theorem 1.2).

For j =0,---,r, let 1;,¢; € C°(Q;) such that wj1; = 15, and >37_o1; = 1.
Then, by assumption, the symbol of UjgijUj_l%- can be written on the form
j(@)fa;(z,&)ip;(x) with a;(z,§) invertible, and the operator,

B:=) U;'¢30p,(pja; " )Uj,

Jj=0
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is well defined and bounded on L?(IR";H). Moreover, using the standard symbolic
calculus, we compute,

AB = Y AU;'30p,(pja; Uj,

3=0
= ZUJ-_leUjSDjAUJ-_I%Oph(%‘%_1)Ujlj
=0

+[A, @31U; 1 0;0py (0ja; U,

= > U ;0p,(¢3a;)0p, (0505 U + O(h)

j=0
(4.6) = ) U7 'iUj; +O(h) =Y 1,4+ O(h) =1+ O(h).
j=0 j=0

In the same way, defining,
T
B’ = U;"1,0p,(psa; YU,
§=0

we obtain B’A = 1+ O(h), and this proves the invertibility of A for & small enough.
It remains to verify that A~! is a U-twisted h-admissible operator. We first prove,

Lemma 4.11. Let A be a U-twisted h-admissible operator, and let 1,1 € Cg°(IR™)
such that dist ( Supp 1, Supp ¢) > 0. Then, |1Ap] = O(h*>).

Proof — Given N > 1, let ¢1,--- ,pn € Cg°(IR"™), such that ¢11 =1, prr19K =
o (k=1,--- N —1), and ¢y = 0. Then, one has,

1A% prad, (A)yY = poad,, oad,(A)y
= ---=adyy o oady, oad,(A)p = OKNT).

Now, since,
ad,(A7!) = —A7tad,(4)A7 L,
it is easy to see, by induction on N, that A~! satisfies to the first property of
Proposition L6 Moreover, for v € L2(IR"; 1) and for 1; € C5°(£;), let us set,

_opA-1p7-1,
u=A""U;"yv,

and choose ¢;, € C°(Q;; IR), ¥; € Cy°(IR"; IR), such that ¢;1; = 0, <p;l- + 1/)?— >1,
and dist ( Supp (¢; — 1), Supp 1;) > 0. Then, since the symbol of A; := Uj<ijUj_l<pj
is of the form ¢;fa;i¢; with a;(z,§) invertible for x in Supp ¢;, we see that the
bounded h-admissible operator B; := AjA; + %2' is globally elliptic, and one has,
BjUjlju = A;AJ‘UJ'IJ'U = A;-Ujgijlju = A;-Ujleu —|— A;UJ</7J [A, 1j]u
ArZv + AU (A ] 3u+ ATU L A(9S — 1u
(4.7) = Ajdu+ A5[A;,4]U0u+ O |v]),
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where the last estimate comes from Lemma BLITl In particular, since B} lis an
h-admissible operator, we obtain that Uj;i;u can be written on the form,

Ujlj’u = Cj’U + hC;UJQD]’U, + O(hOOH’UH)

where Cj, C]‘ are bounded h-admissible operators. Repeating the same argument
with Ujp;u instead of Ujiju, and iterating the procedure, it easily follows that
Ujle_lU;Hj is an h-admissible operator. Moreover, we see on (47 that the

symbol of Ujle_lU;llj coincides, up to O(h), with that of B;lA;flf, that is,
(5 (x)aj (z, E)aj(x, &) + 97 () af (x, )y (2)? = aj(z, )~ 1y(2)?,

since ¢; = 1 and 1; = 0 on the support of 1;. Thus, the proposition follows. )
Proposition 4.12 (Functional Calculus). Let A be a selfadjoint U-twisted h-
admissible operator, and let f € C§°(IR). Then, the operator f(A) is a U-twisted
h-admissible operator, and its symbol is related to that of A by the formula,
o(f(A)) = f(Re a(A)) + hb,

where f(Re (aj)j=0,..r) := (f(Reaj))j=0,..r, Rea; := %(aj + a;f), and b €
S(Q; L(H)).

Proof — We use a ff)rmula of representation of f(A) due to B. Helffer and J.
Sjostrand. Denote by f € C§°(C) an almost analytic extension of f, that is, a

function verifying f | = f and |8f(z)| = O(| Im z|°°) uniformly on €. Then, we
have (see, e.g., [DiSj1, Ma2]),

(4.8) / af (= Y 'dRe z dIm 2.

Now, by Proposition I.I0, we see that, for z € €'\ IR, the operator (A—2)"! is a U-
twisted h-admissible operator. Moreover, by standard rules on the operations ad,,
if A and B are two bounded operators, then, for any N > 1 and any 11,--- ,1y €
C°(IR™), one has,

ady, o---oady(AB)= Y (Hadh) (A4) [ I] ad,,
N}

1UJ={1,..., il JjeJ
INJ=0

In particular, replacing A and B by A — 2 and (A — z) ™! respectively, one obtains,
ad,, o---oad,, ((A—2)"Y

=—(A-2"" > (Hadh> —2) [ [[ad, | (A=2)),

ruJ={1,...,.N} 1=y JjeJ
INJ=0,I#0

and thus, an easy induction gives,

ad,, o---oad,y (A —2)"Y) = ORN| Im z|~NV+Y),

11

uniformly with respect to h and z. Therefore, it is immediate from ([@8]) that f(A)
verifies the first condition in Proposition

Moreover, setting (a;)o<j<r := 0(4), for 1; € C°(w;), we denote by B;(z)
the h-admissible operator with symbol ( Re a; — Z)( Re a; — 2)¢j + ¢7, where g;
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and 1; are as at the end of the proof of Proposition Then, using that a; =
Re a; + O(h), we see that
Bj(z) = A;(2)"Aj(2) + ¥ + hBj(2),
with A;(z) = Ujp; (A — z)Uj_lgoj, and B’(z) is a uniformly bounded h-admissible
operator. As a consequence, if v € L2(IR";H), and for Im z # 0, a computation
similar to that of (A7) shows that,
(4.9) Bj(2)Ujiju;(z) = Cj(z)v 4+ hCj(2)Ujpju;(z) + O(h™)|v]l,
where u;(z) = (A — z)’lUJ711jv, and Cj(z),C}(z) are uniformly bounded h-
admissible operators. Then, denoting by Bj(z) the h-admissible operator with
symbol [( Re a; —Z)( Re a; — 2)@j + 93], the standard pseudodifferential calculus
with operator-valued symbols shows that,
1B;(2)]| = O(] Im 2| =)
for some Ny > 1, and, 3
B;(2)Bj(z) = 1+ hR;(z),
where R;(z) is a h-admissible operator with symbol r;(2) verifying 03 .r;(z) =
O(| Im 2z|~Newi), for all @ € Z7", and for some N, ; > 1. Thus, applying Bj(z) to
(&3], we obtain,
1 2 0 _
Unyug(2) = CfP(2)u + hOP (2)Uspyu; (=) + O T 2| ) o],

where C;l)(z), C;Q)(z) are two h-admissible operators, uniformly bounded by some
negative power of | Im z|, and Ny is some positive number. Again, iterating the
procedure as in the proof of Proposition .10 one can deduce that f(A) also verifies
the second condition in Proposition 6], and therefore is a U-twisted h-admissible

operator.

Finally, a computation similar to that of (@) shows that,

(A=2)7' = U '030p,(p;( Rea; — 2) " )Uj; + hR

=0

where ¢; and 1; are as in ([@.0), and R verifies,

N
Ui RU; 1i; = Oph(z h*ry 5 (2)) + O(hN| Tm 2| N1 (W),
k=0
for any 1; € C3°(2;) such that 1;¢; =1;1; =1;, any N > 1, and for some N;(N) > 1
and 1 ;(2) € C®(T*€y), 8%y ;(2) = O(| Im z|~Nekd) uniformly. Then, one easily
concludes that the symbol b; of U;i; f(A)U,1; verifies,

bj =1;f( Re a;)i; + O(h),

and since the previous construction can be made for 1; € C3°(Q;) arbitrary, the
result on the symbol of f(A) follows. .

In order to complete the theory of bounded U-twisted h-admissible operators,
it remains to generalize the notion of quantization. To this purpose, we first observe
that, if @ = (a;);=0,..r € S(; L(H)), then, the two operators ¢;0p,,(a;)¢; and
Uj_l%-Oph(aj)Ujgpj are well defined for any ¢; € C3°(€;). Moreover, if a = o(A)
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is the symbol of a U-twisted h-admissible operator A, then, by construction, it
necessarily verifies the following condition of compatibility:

(4.10) U: 'Opy,(a;)Uje = Uy 'oOpy, (ar) Uk,
for any ¢ € C°(©;) N C° (). Then, we have,

Theorem 4.13 (Quantization). Let a = (a;);j=0,..» € S(; L(H)) satistying to
the compatibility condition (@I0). Then, there exists a U-twisted h-admissible
operator A, unique up to O(h*°), such that a = o(A). Moreover, A is given by the
formula,

(4.11) A=Y U;7'x;0p,(a;)Uj;,
5=0

where 15, p; € C3°(Q;)(j = 0,...,7) is any family of functions such that }3._,1; =
1 and dist ( Supp (¢; — 1), Supp 1;) > 0.

Proof — The unicity up to O(h*) is a direct consequence of the formulas
(#2)-@3), where A is expressed in terms of Uj%—AUj*lgpj and is clearly O(h*)
if these operators have identically vanishing symbols. For the existence, we define
A as in [@II)) and we observe that, thanks to (@I0), for any k € {0,...,r} and
i, € C° (), one has,

Uptbr AU, 'y, > XikOpy(an)estn = Y x¥r0py (ar)tn + O(h)

§=0 §=0
= ¥xOpy(ar)vr + O(h™).
Thus, A admits (ak)k=o0,...,» as its symbol, and the result follows. °

To end this chapter, let us go back to our operator P defined at the end of
Chapter Bl We have,

Proposition 4.14. Assume (H1)-(H4). Then, the operator P defined in (3.4) is
such that P(w + Qo)~" is a U-twisted h-admissible operator on L?(IR™;H), where
U= (U;,9Q)j=01,. r is the regular covering defined in Chapter[2 Moreover, its
symbol p = (p;)j=0,1,... » verifies,

B, €) = ((x,€) + Qj(x) + ((x)W (@) (w(, &) + Qo ()" + hbj,
where (Q;(2))j=0.1.. » (resp. (Qoj(2))j=0.1... ) is the symbol of Q(z) (resp.
Qo(z)), and (b;)j=o....r € S(€%; L(H)).
Proof — We must verify the two conditions of Proposition [£.6] We have,
ad,(P(w + Qo))

=ad,(P)(w+ Qo) + Pad,((w+ Qo)1)
= ad,(w)(w+ Qo) ! — P(w+ Qo) tad,(w)(w + Qo) *
= O(h),

and an easy iteration shows that the first condition of Proposition is satisfied.
Moreover, if1;,1; € Cg°(IR™) are supported in ; (j = 1--- ,r) and verify Supp 1;N
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Supp (1 —1;) =0, and if we set P; := Uj1jIz’Uj_1Ij, we have,
Ujljp(w + Qo)ilUj_llj
= UjleT?(w + Qo)ilUj_llj + Ujljw(l — If)(w + Qo)ilUj_llj
= PiUji;(w + Qo) 'U; 11 + O(h™),
and a slight generalization of the last argument in the proof of Proposition
(this time with B; = Uj;(w+Qo)U; '@ +1;(w+Qo)¢;), shows that P;U;i;(w+

QO)_lU]fllj is a bounded h-admissible operator on L?(IR™;H). Therefore, the
second condition of Proposition .6]is satisfied, too, and the result follows. )

Corollary 4.15. The two operators (P + i)~ and (w + Qo)~" are U-twisted h-
admissible operators on L?(IR";H).

Proof — First observe that the previous proof is still valid if P is changed into
P 4 1. This proves that (w + Qo)™ = (P + 1)(w + Qo) ' — P(w + Qo) ' is a
U-twisted h-admissible operator. Moreover, since (P +i)(w 4 Qo) ™! is elliptic, by
Proposition EI0its inverse (w4 Qo) (P +1)~" is a U-twisted h-admissible operator,

too. Therefore, sois (P +1i)"' = (w + Q)" [(w +Qo)(P + i)fl}- .

Proposition 4.16. For any f € C§°(IR), the operator f(P) is a U-twisted h-
admissible.

Proof — By Proposition B.14] and Corollary [£15] we see that the operator
(P — 2)(w 4 Qo) ™" is a U-twisted h-admissible operator, and it is elliptic for z €
@ \IR. Therefore, by Proposition EI0, its inverse (w + Qo)(P — z)~! is a U-twisted
h-admissible operator, too. Moreover, for any N > 1 and any 11, --- ,1x € Cp°(IR"),
one has,

ad,, 0+ 0 adyy (@ + Qo)(P — 2)™1) = O(AY| Tm 2|~ (N+D)
uniformly with respect to h and z. Therefore, we deduce again from (L) that

(w+ Qo) f(P), too, is a U-twisted h-admissible operator. As a consequence, so is

f(P). °






CHAPTER 5

Twisted Partial Differential Operators

For o > 0, we set,
() = {u € LX) ¥, € CF (@), 1yu € HY (IR H)),

where H*(IR™; H) stands for the usual Sobolev space of order p on IR"™ with values
in H. Moreover, ifU := (Uj, Qj)j:o.--- , is a regular unitary covering (in the previous
sense) of L2(IR";H), we introduce the vector-space,

HU) :={ue L*(IR";H);Vji=0,...,r, Uula, €HY(;)},
endowed with the family of semi-norms,

s
s = [l + Y Ul an,
=0

[l

where 1 := (15)=0,...» is such that 1; € C3°(2;) for all j. In particular, we have a
notion of continuity for operators A : HY(U) — HY(U).

Let us also remark that, for 4 = 0, we recover H)(U) = L*(IR™;H), and, if
p > v, then HY(U) C HY(U) with a continuous injection.

Definition 5.1. Let U := (U;,€Y;),_, .. . be a regular unitary covering (in the
previous sense) of L*>(IR™;H), and let u € Z,. We say that an operator A :
HY(U) — L2(IR"; M) is a (semiclassical) U-twisted partial differential operator up
to regularizing unitary conjugation (in short: U-twisted PDO) of degree u, if A
is local with respect to the variable x (that is, Supp (Au) C Supp u for all u,
where Supp stands for the support with respect to x), and, for all j = 0,...,r,
the operator UJ-AUj_1 (well defined on HY (€);)) is of the form,

U;AU; " = Y ag (23 h)(hDy)
lal<p

with aq,; € S(Qj; L(H)).

In particular, for any partition of unity (15),=0
A can be written as,

»on IR" with 1; € C3°(Q;),

.....

(51) AZZUJ-ilAjUjlj,
§=0
with A; := UjAUj_l. As a consequence, one also has ad,, o---oad,,,,(A) =0 for

any functions 11, -+ ,1,41 € C°(IR").

27
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Of course, we also have an obvious notion of (full) symbol for such operators,
namely, the family,

o(A) = (a)ocj<r  aj(2,&h) == > aa;(w;h)E"
la|<p

Moreover, if A and B are two U-twisted PDO’s on L?(IR"; H), of respective degrees
u and p’, by writing UjABU;1 = (UjAUj*l)(UjBUj*l) and by using a partition of
unity as before, we immediately see that AB is well defined on H4 " , (U), and is a
U-twisted PDO, too, with symbol,

o0(AB) = o(A)fo(B).

Now, we turn back again to the operator P defined at the end of Chapter B and
the regular covering defined in Chapter

Proposition 5.2. Let A be a U-twisted PDO on L?(IR™;H) of degree p, where
U is the regular covering defined in Chapter Then, for any integers k,{ such
that k + ¢ > u/m, the operator (P + i) * A(P 4 4)~* is a U-twisted h-admissible
operator.

Proof — We first consider the case k = 0. For ¢;,v¢; € C3°(£2;), such that
dist ( Supp (¢; — 1), Supp ¢;) > 0, we have,

(52) Uj(ﬁjA(P—I—’L')_ZU;lng = ngjAU;H/)jUﬂ/)j(P+’L')_€U;1<pj,

and, as in the proof of Proposition 10}, we see that the inverse of (P 4 4)¢ can be
written as,

(5.3) (P+i)~" = B(1+hR)

where R is uniformly bounded, and B is of the form,

(5.4) B =7 U;"50p,((ps +1) )V,
v=0

where (1,),—o,... » is an arbitrary partition of unity with1, € C3°(Q,), 1, € C3*(Q)
is such that 1,1, =1, and p,(z,&;h) = w(z, & h) + Qu(x) + ()W (x).
Lemma 5.3. Let j € {0,...,r} and ¢; € C3°(Q);) be fixed. Then, there exists

a partition of unity (1,)y=o,.. ,r of IR" with 1, € C3°(Q,), and there exists 1, €
CP(Qy) withiy, =1, (v=0,...,7), such that 1;9; =; and 1,¢; =0 if v # j.

Proof — It is enough to construct a partition of unity in such a way that
dist ( Supp %, Supp (1; — 1)) > 0 (and thus, automatically, one will also have
dist ( Supp %;, Supp1,) > 0 for v # j). Let (1,,),=0,...» be a partition of unity as
in Definition LT} and let 1] € C3°(£2;;[0,1]) such that 17 =1 in a neighborhood of
Supp 9 U Supp 1;. Then, the result is obtained by taking 1, := (1 —1})y, if v # j,
and 15 :=17. .

Taking the 1,’s and 1,’s as in the previous lemma, we obtain from (£.3)-(E.4),
Ujibi (P + 1)~ = 4;0p,((p; +9)~OUj1;(1 + hR),

and thus, since U;jp; AU j_le is a differential operator of degree pu with operator-
valued symbol, we easily deduce from (5.2)) that if m¢ > u, then A(P +i)~¢ is
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bounded on L2(IR™;H), uniformly with respect to h > 0. Moreover, writing,
Ujp; A(P+1) U o5 = [Uj; AU oy (hDy) ™™ [(h Do) ™ U by (P + 1)U 5],

and using the standard pseudodifferential calculus with operator-valued symbol for
the first factor, and a slight refinement of [@7) for the second one, we see that
U A(P + i)’lUj_lgpj is an h-admissible operator on L?(IR");H). Then, it only
remains to verify the first property of Proposition We first prove,

Lemma 5.4. For any aq,...,any € C{°(IR™), one has,
(5.5) adg, 0---oaday (P+i)7%) =hV(P +i) 'Ry,
with Ry = O(1) on L?(IR"; H).

Proof — Since ada (P+i)7) = —(P+i)‘aday (P+i)*)(P+i)~¢, by an easy
iteration we see that it is enough to prove that h~Nadg, o- - -oady  ((P+4)¢)(P+i)~*
is uniformly bounded. Moreover, since adq, (P +))(P +4)~¢ is a sum of terms
of the type (P + i)Fada, (w)(P +i)~*~1 (0 < k < £ — 1), another easy iteration
shows that it is enough to prove that A~V (P 4 i)%ad,, o - 0 adg, (w)(P +i)~¢!
is uniformly bounded. Now, by (H4), we see that, for any partition of unity (1;) as
before, (P 4 i)! can be written as,

(P+i) =) U P Uny,
j=0

where P; ¢ is of the form,

Pie= > piealzih)(hDy),

la]<m#

||

with p; ¢ aQom = C*>(Q;;H). Moreover, by ([2.3), the operator Ujadae, o --- o

adq y (w )Uj =ada, 0+ oaday (ijUj_l) is of the form,

Ujada, 0+ -0aday (WU =0Y Y~ 70 (2;0) (D)%,

J
lo|<(m—N)y

lad
with 75 Q" ‘e C>(€;;H). In particular, we obtain,

(P +i)fady, o oadgy (w) = hY Z > U Nala; h)(hDe)*Uj;,
7=0 |a|<m(€+1)

Lol _p
with ¢; € C°(;) and Xj 0 Q" e C>(Q;;H), and the result follows as

before by using E3)-(E4), and by observing that, for |a| < m(€+ 1), the opera-

la]
tor Qé” (hD Y*¥((hD2)™ + Qo) ~*~! is uniformly bounded, and thus so is the
_lal
operator QO G (hD2)*@;0py,((p; + 1)~ HUjy. *

On the other hand, we see on (&.I)) that ad,, o---oad,, (A) is a U-twisted PDO
of degree (u— N) 4, and the first property of Proposition [L.6] for A(P +i)~* follows
easily.
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For the case k > 0, by taking a partition of unity, we first observe that,

(P+i) AP +i)~" = (P+i)FU; AU (P +i)
j=0

where A; = UJ-AU;1 can be written as,
Aj= Y (hD2)"aa,pi(x; k) (AD,)".

la|<mk
[B]<me

Then, by using (in addition to (E3)-(&4)) that,
(P+i) " =(1+hR)B

where R’ is uniformly bounded, and B’ is of the form,

B'=> U, 1,0p,((py + 1) )0,
v=0

the same previous arguments show that the operator (P—i—i)_kA(P—i—i)_é is bounded
on L?(IR™;H), uniformly with respect to h > 0.

Then, let N > 1 and o ...,an € C(§;), such that ayp; = ¢j, asanr = oy,
., anan—1 =an—1, and an(; — 1) = 0. We have,
Ujgﬁj (P + Z)ikA(P + ’L')ilUj_lgﬁj
=U;p; (P + Z)ikAl/)J(p + Z.)ieUJ»_]A(Pj
+Ujpj (P +) " A(hj — Dada, 0 -0 aday (P +1)7)U; ;)
and thus, by (&.3),
Uj(/?j(p + ’L)ikA(p + Z')ier_l<pj
= Ujip (P + 1) F Ay (P +1) U o, + O(AN).

Then, writing A¢; = U\ AUz, with Aj = U; AU and 4 € C$°(Q;) such
that 1;1; = 1);, the result is obtained along the same lines as before. )
Proposition 5.5. The two operators ngl and Qo_lw are U-twisted PDO’s of
degree m. Moreover, if A is a U-twisted PDO such that QoA and AQq are U-

twisted PDO’s, too, of degree u, then the operator h~'[w, A] is a U-twisted PDO
of degree at most u+ m — 1.

Proof — Thank to (H4), the fact that wQ ' and Q; 'w are U-twisted PDO’s
of degree m is obvious. Moreover, the fact that QoA and AQq are both U-twisted
PDO’s implies that UJ-AUj_1 can be written as,

UAU; = Y aq j(z;h)(hDy)®

la|<p
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with Qoaa,; and aq ;Qo in S(Q;; L(H)). Then, using (H4), we have,
UjwAU; ' = > ca(z;h)(hDy)agp ;(x; h)(hDy)"

|| <m
[BI<m

+h Y wai(@;h)(hDy)ap j(x; h) (D))"

o] <m—1
[Bl<p
and
UjAwU; ' = > agj(w;h)(hDy) calx; h)(hDy)
[a]<m
|B1<m

+h Y ap (@i h)(hDy) we(@s h)(ADy)",
la]<m—1
[BI<w

Moreover, by (H4) (and the fact that UJ-L‘)U;1 is symmetric), we know that ¢, is
scalar-valued, and Qy'wa.j, Wa,jQp " are bounded operators on H (together with
all their derivatives). Thus, it is clear that h='U;[w, A|U. j_l is a PDO of degree <
w~+m — 1, and the result follows. °






CHAPTER 6

Construction of a Quasi-Invariant Subspace

Theorem 6.1. Assume (HI)-(H4), and denote by U := (U;,§;)j=o,... » the regular
unitary covering of L?(IR"; 1) constructed from the operators U; and the open sets
; defined in Chapter 2 Then, for any g € C5°(IR), there exists a U-twisted h-
admissible operator 11, on L*(IR";H), such that I, is an orthogonal projection
that verifies,

(6.1) 11, = Ty + O(h)
and, for any f € C§°(IR) with Supp f C {g =1}, and any £ > 0,
(6.2) P'[f(P),ILy] = O(h™).
Moreover, 11, is uniformly bounded as an operator : L?(IR";H) — L*(IR™;Dg)
and, for any ¢ > 0, any N > 1, and any functions 11,--- ,1y € Cg°(IR"), one has,
(6.3) Plad,, o---oad,, (I1,) = O(hN).

Proof — : We first perform a formal construction, by essentially following a

procedure taken from [Nel|] (see also [BrNo] in the case L = 1). In the sequel,
all the twisted PDO’s that are involved are associated with the regular covering U
constructed in Chapter 2, and we will omit to specify it all the time. We say that a
twisted PDO is symmetric when it is formally selfadjoint with respect to the scalar
product in L?(IR"; H).

Since Q = Q(x) + ((x)W (x) commutes with IIy, we have,
(64) [p, 1:[0] = [w, 1:[0]
Moreover, denoting by y(z) a complex oriented single loop surrounding the set

{A41(x), ..., Apsn(z)} and leaving the rest of the spectrum of Q(z) in its exte-
rior, we have,
- 1 -

(6.5) Mo(z) = o— ( )(Z —Q(z))"'dz,

and thus, it results from Proposition and assumption (H4) that QolIl(z) is a
U-twisted PDO of degree 0. Therefore, applying Proposition 5.5 we immediately
obtain,

(6.6) [P,1Iy) = —ihSy,

where S is a symmetric twisted PDO (of degree m — 1). Moreover, setting Il :=
1 — Iy, we observe that,

(6.7) So = Ty SpIly + g Spllp.

33
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Then, we set,
(6.8)

I = S %( )(z — Q(z))™* |y (z)SoIlo(x) — Mo (z)SoIly (2)| (z — Q(x)) d=.

21

Thus, IT; is a symmetric Y-twisted PDO (of degree m — 1), and is such that QoI
is a twisted PDO, too. Therefore, using Proposition 5.0 again, we have,
[P71:I1] = [Qvﬁl] + h37
where B is a twisted PDO (of degree 2(m — 1)). Then, using that Qx)(z —
Qx))"! = (2 — Q) 'Q(z) = 2(z — Q(z))~" — 1, one computes,
. . 1 . . . . -
Q) = 5o ¢ (i@l - lo@)Sllg (0] (2 ~ Qe e
y(x
1 N . . .
—5- b (= Q@) [T (@)Sollo(@) — Mo ) Solg ()| d=
27 Jy@)

= [ﬁg(x)soﬁo(x) - ﬁo(x)Soﬁé(x)} Ty ()
= (Mg SoIlp 4 Mo SpITy ),

that gives,

(6.9) Q. Ty] = i(TTg SolTo + T SoTTy ) + (W, I ],
and thus, using ([6.7]), one obtains,

(6.10) [P,10] = iSy — ihSy,

where S is a symmetric twisted PDO (of degree 2(m — 1)). Hence, setting,
W =T, + Al
we deduce from (G.0) and ([G.10),
(6.11) [P, TIM] = —ih2S,.
Moreover,
M)2 — 1M = p(TIpI, + My — I0y) + A202 = K212 =: %17,

where T is a symmetric twisted PDO (of degree 2(m — 1)), such that QoT} is a
twisted PDO, too.

Now, by induction on M, suppose that we have constructed a symmetric twisted
PDO IIM) ag,

M
oM =% " p*y,
k=0

where the QolI}’s are twisted PDO’s, such that,

(6.12) M2 ) = pMHLT,
(6.13) [P, TM)] = —ipM+18,,,
with Sy and QoTys twisted PDO’s.
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We set,
H(M-‘rl) _ H(M) 4 hM+11:IM+17
with,
- 1 . . . - . .
My := o %( )(Z —Q(z)! [HésMﬂo - HOSMH(ﬂ (z—Q(x)) "dz
vy(x
(6.14) 13 T Iy — o Tas M.

Then, IIM+1) is again a symmetric twisted PDO, and, using the induction assump-
tion, we immediately see that Q(x)Ipr4+1 (and thus also Qollas41) is a twisted PDO.
Moreover, since Ty and II™) commute, we have,

oMy, — M)y = (1 — Ty, I = _pM+172 |
and thus, since IIM) = o + hRy with QoRy twisted PDO, we first obtain,
(6.15) Mg Ty + T I3 = hR),,
with Qo R}, twisted PDO. On the other hand, one can check that,

M1 — (MoMarg1 + Magg1 o) = MoTar o + g Tas Iy,
and thus, with (G5,

Mary1 — (Mollary s 4 a1 Ilo) = Tas — R,
As a consequence, we obtain,
(6.16) (IIMFD)2 _ M+ — pME2y
where QoThs11 is a twisted PDO. Applying Proposition 5.5 we also have,
w, Tar41] = hRY,,

with R}, twisted PDO, and thus,

[P Ias1] = [Q,Mars] +AR),
= i(TlpSy Mg + ISy, 1)
(6.17) HILQ, Tur|TTE — To[Q, Tas|TTy + hRSY

with RS\?{) twisted PDO, and, using the hypothesis of induction (and, again, the

twisted symbolic calculus),
I3 [Q, Tar )Tl
= TI¢ [P, Ty )11 + hR(Y
= b~ MHEDLP, (@M)? — T + hR(Y
— p~ DT (P, TTAOIAD 4 gD [P, )] — [P, TM))TTE + hR()
= I (Sp T 4 I 8y — SHTTE + hRSY)
(6.18) =il SyIlE + hRY),
and, in the same way,
(6.19) T[Q, To/]Tly = —illgSadly + hRY,

where the operators Rg\]f[) s are all twisted PDO’s. Inserting (6-I8)-(619) into (617,
we finally obtain,

[Pv ﬁM+1] = ZSM + hRE\?v
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that implies,
[P, IM+D] = —ipM+28), .,
where Sys41 is a twisted PDO. Therefore, the induction is established.

From this point, we f0110w~a1~1 idea of LSOL. Let g €~C§° (ZR).NUSing Propositions
and [L.T6] and writing g(P)Ilx = g(P)(P + i)N(P + i)~ NII, we see that the
operators g(P)II; (k > 0) are all twisted h-admissible operators. In particular, they
are all bounded, uniformly with respect to h. Moreover, for any £, ¢ > 0, any N >1,
and any functions 11, -+ ,1y € Cg°(IR™), by construction, h~ad,, o---oad, (IIj)
is a twisted PDO, and thus, by Propositions and 16, h~NP’g(P)ad,, o--- o
ad, , (IT;)PY is uniformly bounded. Tt is also easy to show (e.g., by using (6:24)
hereafter) that,

(6.20) Plad,, o---oad,, (g(P))P" = O(hN),
and therefore, we obtain,
h~NPlad,, o---oad,, (¢(P)II) P’ = O(1),

uniformly with respect to h. As a consequence, we can resum in a standard way
the formal series of operators > p-, h*g(P)Il; (see, e.g., [Ma2] Lemma 2.3.3), in
such a way that, if we denote by H( ) such a resummation, we have,

(6.21) | P‘ad,, o---oad,, Z hEg(PYIL) P || £(z2 (mm oy = O(RMFY),

for any £,¢' > 0, M,N > 0 and any 11,--- ,1y € Cg°(IR"™) (with the conventions
ad,, o---oad, (Il(g)) = I(g) if N =0, and Y pry" = 0 if M = 0).
Then, we prove,

Lemma 6.2. For any ¢ > 0, one has,

(6.22) I1P*(T(g) — T(9)")l| c(r2(mn 7)) = O(B™).
Proof — In view of (G21]), it is enough to show that, for any M > 1, one has,
(6.23) (P +14)"[g(P),TTM)] = O(hM+1).

For N > 1 large enough, we set gn(s) := g(s)(s + i) € C§°(IR), and we observe
that,

(6.24) g(P) = gn(P)(P +1) / g (2)(P — 2) Y (P + i) Ndz dz,
where gy is an almost analytic extension of gn. Therefore, we obtain,
(P + 1) [g(P), T
(6. 25

/ i (= “U(P4i)NIOD (P 2)(P4i)N)(P—2) " (P+i) N dz,
and it follows from (613)) and the twisted PDO calculus, that,
(6.26) MM (P —2) (P4 i)N] = AMT Ry

where Ry, is a twisted PDO of degree pp + mN, with pps the degree of Syy.
Therefore, if we choose N such that 2mN —ml > pp+mN, that is, N > 0+ pup/m,
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then ([B:25)-([6-26) and Proposition B2 tell us that h~(M+D[g(P), TI*M)] is a twisted
h-admissible operator, and the result follows. °

We set,
. 1~

(6:27) Ty :=T(g) +T1(g)" = 5 (9(P)I(9)" +T1(9)g(P)) + (1 = g(P))lo (1 - 9(P)).

Then, l:Ig is a selfadjoint twisted h-admissible operator, and since II(g) = g(P)ro +
O(h), we have,

(6.28) Ly — ol ez (mm ) + 115 = Mgl 222 (mmimy) = O(h).

By construction, we also have P*(g(P)II(g)* — II(g)g(P)) = O(h>) for all £ > 0,
and thus, by Lemma [6.2]

(629)  P'T, = P! [Ti(g) + (1 - g(P)) (Tig) + o1 = g(P)) )| + O,

Moreover, if f € C§°(IR) is such that Supp f C {g = 1}, and if we denote by II(f) a
resummation of the formal series } ;- h* f(P)II}, as before, since f(P)(1—g(P)) =
0, f(P)I(g)—TI(f) = O(h™), and P*(1—g(P)II(g) f(P) = P*(1—g(P)I(9)" f(P)+
O(h>®) = P*(1 — g(P)II(f) + O(h>®) = O(h*>), we deduce from (6.29) and Lemma
6.2

PULA(P), Ty = P* (TI(f) = Ti(g)" (P)) + O(h) = P* (TI(f) = TI(f)") + O(h™),

and thus,
(6.30) IPLF(P), Tl ez mmimy) = O(R™).
On the other hand, we deduce from Lemma [6.2 and (612)),
P(Il(9)* ~1(g*)) = P'(I(g)(g)" ~TI(g*)) + O(h™)
= P'(Ii(g)g(P) ~T1(g*)) + O(h™)
(6.31) = 0(h>),
and thus, using (6.29)-([6.31]),
(6.32) PYIT —T0,) f(P) = O(h™).

Then, following the arguments of [Nell, [Ne2, [NeSo, [So], for A small enough we
can define the following orthogonal projection:

1 -
6.33 I, = — I, —2)~'d
(6.3 Y AL
and it verifies (see [So|, Formula (3.9), and [Nell, Proposition 3),
(6.34)

I, — 1:[9 = —(ﬁ2 —1I,) / —1l= (ﬁg - 2)71(21:1_«; -1 - ﬁg —2) H(1-2)"" dz.

1

2

In particular, we obtain from (632)) and (G.34]),
(6.35) PZ(HQ - ﬂq)f(p) = O(h™),
and thus, we deduce from (628) and (630) that (61I) and ([©2]) hold.
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In order to prove (6.3]), we first observe that, by using (620), (62I) and the
fact that ad,, (IIp) = 0, we obtain,

(6.36) Plad,, o---oad,, () = OhN),
for any N > 1. On the other hand, we have,

Lemma 6.3. For any { > 0 and z € € such that [z — 1| = 1/2, the operator
P11, — 2)~Y(P +i)~* is uniformly bounded on L?(IR";H).
Proof — Writing, for £ > 0,
Hy: = (P+i)(Ily—2) ' (P+i) "
Hy_y+ (P +4) P, (Iy — 2) ' |(P+14)~"
= Hey+ He1(P+4) 7 Iy, PI(P +i)~“H,,

and performing an easy induction, we see that it is enough to prove that (P +
i)Y, P](P + i)~ is O(h). Due to [629), it is enough to study the two terms
(P + i)~ II(g), P)(P + )¢ and (P + i)*~![My, P](P + i)~*. By (6I3), the first
one is O(h>°), while the second one is equal to (P + )¢~ [y, w]|(P +i)~¢ and thus,

by Propositions and 0.2 is O(h). °
Combining ([6.38), (633) and Lemma [6.3] we easily obtain (6.3]), and this com-
pletes the proof of Theorem .

Remark 6.4. Observe that the previous proof also provides a way of computing
the full symbol of Tl (and thus of I1;, too) up to O(hM), for any M > 1. Indeed,
formulas (612), (613), and (6.14) permit to do it inductively.

Remark 6.5. For this proof, we did not succeed in adapting the elegant argument
of [Sj2] (as this was done for smooth interactions in [So]), because of a technical
problem. Namely, this argument involves a translation in the spectral variable z,
of the type z — z + w(x, ), inside the symbol of the resolvent of P. In our case,
this would have led to consider a symbol @ = (a;)o<j<, of the type a; = a;(x,&, 2+
wj(x,&)), where w; is the symbol of ijUj_l and a(x,€,2) = (a;(x, &, 2))o<j<r I8
the symbol of (z — P)_l. But then, it is not clear to us (and probably may be
wrong) that the compatibility conditions (Z10) are verified by a, and this prevents
us from quantizing it in order to continue the argument.



CHAPTER 7

Decomposition of the Evolution for the Modified
Operator

In this chapter we prove a general result on the quantum evolution of P.

Theorem 7.1. Under the same assumtions as for Theorem [6}, let g € C§°(IR).
Then, one has the following results:
1) Let ¢o € L*(IR"; H) verifying,
(7.1) Yo = f(p)sé’o,
for some f € C§°(IR) such that Supp f C {g = 1}. Then, with the projection Il
constructed in Theorem [G.]], one has,
_itP _itPM) _itP2) )
(1.2) e P g = e P Mg e PN (L =Ty ) + O([t1h ol
uniformly with respect to h small enough, t € IR and g verifying (7)), with,
PY .=11,P11, ; P®.=(1-1II,)P(1-1I,).
2) Let po € L?(IR™; H) (possibly h-dependent) verifying ||¢o|| = 1, and,
(7.3) w0 = f(P)po + O(h™),
for some f € C§°(IR) such that Supp f C {g = 1}. Then, one has,

(74) e P g = P ML 00 4 e PN (L T + O((0R)
uniformly with respect to h small enough and t € IR.
3) There exists a bounded operator W : L*(IR™; H) — L*(IR™)®% with the following
properties:
e For any j € {0,1,...,r}, and any ¢; € C3°(Q;), the operator W, :=
WUJ-_lcpj is an h-admissible operator from L?(IR";H) to L?(IR"™)®L;
o WW* =1 and W*W =11,
e The operator A :== WPW* = WPMW* is an h-admissible operator on
L2(IR™)®Y with domain H™(IR™)®%, and its symbol a(x,&; h) verifies,
a(x, & h) = w(z, & )L + M(x) + ()W (2)IL + hr(z, & h)
where M(x) is a L x L matrix depending smoothly on x, with spectrum
{Arg1(x), ..., Apqn(x)}, and r(x, € : h) verifies,
9°r(z,&h) = O((E)™ ™)
for any multi-index « and uniformly with respect to (z,£) € T*IR" and
h > 0 small enough.
In particular, W‘Ranﬂg : Ranll, — L?(IR™)®L is unitary, and e‘“ﬁ(l)/hﬂg =
Wre HA/MWTT, = We™#A/RW for all t € IR.

39
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Remark 7.2. In Chapter [I0, we give a way of computing easily the expansion of
A up to any power of h. As an example, we compute explicitly its first three terms
(that is, up to O(h%)).

Proof — 1) Setting ¢ := e_i“a/hgoo, we have f(P)p = ¢, and thus
(7.5) ihdlyp =Ty Pf(P)p =T3P f(P)e.

Moreover, writing [I1,, P]f(P) = [[,, Pf(P)] + P[f(P),11,], Theorem [G.1] tells us
that ||[IL,, P]f(P)|| = O(h>). Therefore, we obtain from (7.1,

ihoIlyp = I, Py f(P)p + O(h||¢l)) = PUTLye + O(h |0,
uniformly with respect to h and t. This equation can be re-written as,
. itP® )
ihdy (e Mg p) = O(h™ o),
and thus, integrating from 0 to ¢, we obtain,
_itPW o
g = e~ M yg + O(Jt]h> | poll),
uniformly with respect to h, t and .
Reasoning in the same way with 1 — Il instead of II,, we also obtain,
_itP @) 0o
(1 =My = e P /M1~ Tg)po + O(|th> o),
and (Z.2) follows.

2) Formula (74]) follows exactly in the same way.

3) Since I, — Iy = O(h), for h small enough we can consider the operator V
defined by the Nagy formula,
. . . —1/2
(7.6) V = (Tl + (1= Tlo)(1 — 1,) ) (1 = (11, - 10)?)

Then, V is a twisted h-admissible operator, it differs from the identity by O(h),
and standard computations (using that (II, — IIp)? commutes with both IIoII, and
(1 —Tp)(1 —II,): see, e.g., [Ka] Chap.I.4) show that,

VV=VY"=1 and IV =VII,.
Now, with @y as in Lemma 3] we define Z;, : L?(IR™; H) — L?(IR")®* by,

L'+L
Zip(x) = P W), dn@)n,
k=L'+1
and we set,
(7.7) W:=ZpoV=27,+O(h).

Thanks to the properties of V, we see that WII, = W, and, since Z] Z1, = I, and
Z1,Z; =1, we also obtain:

WW =V1V =10, ; WW*=1.
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Moreover, for any ¢;,1; € C3°(;) such that 1; = 1 near Supp ¢;, and for any
W € L2(IR™;H), we have,

L'+L

WU oi(z) = @D (Vivo(a), ik (),

k=L'+1
with V; = UjleUj_lgoj and g j(z) = Uj(z)ug(x) € C®°(Q;,H). Therefore,
WUJ-_lgpj is an h-admissible operator from L?(IR";H) to L*(IR")®L, and the first
two properties stated on W are proved. (Actually, one can easily see that W also
verifies a property analog to the first one in Proposition 4.8 and thus, with an

obvious extension of the notion of twisted operator, that W is, indeed, a twisted
h-admissible operator from L2(IR";H) to L*(IR")®L.)

Then, defining
(7.8) A= WPW* = WPOW*

we want to prove that A is an h-admissible operator and study its symbol. We first
need the following result:

Lemma 7.3. For any { >0, any N > 1 and any 11,--- ,1y € Cg°(IR"), one has,
(7.9) [Pfad,, o --- o ad,y V)|l c(z2(mrm L2 (mm ) = OY).
Proof — Since W* = V*Z7 and Z] commutes with the multiplication by any
function of z, it is enough to prove,
Ptad,, o---oad,, (V*) = O(hY),
on L2(IR™;H). Moreover, using ([6.3) and and the fact that I commutes with the

multiplication by any function of z, too, we see on (6] that it is enough to show
that,

(7.10) (P+i) (1= (I, — o)*) 2P +i)~" = 0(1);
(7.11) Pfad,, o---oad,, ((1 — (I, — 1:10)2)_1/2) = oM.
By construction, we have Pf(H(g) — g(P)IIy) = O(h), and thus, we immediately
see on ([6.29) that P*(I1, — IIg) = O(h). Then, writing
- 1 - - .
Iy, — Ty = — (Ily — 2)~ (Il — Ty)(Tp — 2) ™" dz,
2 \z71|:%
and using Lemma [6.3] we also obtain,
(7.12) (L, — Tio) = O(h),
for all £ > 0. In particular, (P + 4)‘(Il, — Io)(P + )¢ = O(h), and therefore, for
h sufficiently small, we can write,

. . . . L —1/2
(P+i) (1= (I, = 1)) 2P +)~" = (1= [(P+0) (I, - M) (P +)]2)
and (ZI0) follows.

To prove (ZII), we write (1 — (I, — II)?)~ /2 as,

(1= (I, —To)*) ™2 =1+ ax(Ily — o)*,
k=1
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where the radius of convergence of the power series E,;“;l a2k is 1. Thus,
Plad,, o---oad,, ((1 — (1, - ﬁO)Q)*l/Q) =" ar Ay
k=1

where Ay 1, := P'ad,, o---oad,, (I, — Ip)*) is the sum of kN terms of the form,

P’lad ady, (T, —Tp)] ... [ad,, ---ad (11, — TIo)],

Lipg Yig 1 Yig m g
with ny,...,ng > 0, ny + ---+ ng = N. Then, using ([621)) together with (ZI12]),
we see that all these terms have a norm bounded by (Cn)*h*+¥_ for some constant
Cy > 0 independent of k. Therefore, | Ay x| < kN (Cn)*h*N | and (TII) follows.

Then, proceeding as in the proof of Lemma .11] we deduce from Lemma [7.9]
that, if 1,40 € C2°(IR™) are such that dist ( Supp 1, Supp ¢) > 0, then, ||[PONV*|| =
O(h*). As a consequence, taking a partition of unity (1;);=o,...» on IR" with 1; €
C3(€;), and choosing ¢; € C3°(Q;) such that dist ( Supp (¢; — 1), Supp1;) >0
(j=0,...,7), we have (using also that P is local in the variable ),

A= WPW* = oWy PORW e + R(h),
=0 J=0

with ||R(h)||L(L2(lR")) = O(hoo) Thus,

A=) o WU BiU oW g + R(h),
3=0
where P; = Uj]E’Uj*lgpj is an h-admissible (differential) operator from H™(IR"; Dg)
to L2(IR™; 1), while Ujp;W*¢; is an h-admissible operator from H™(IR")®L to
H™(IR";Dg), and p; WUJ711j is an h-admissible operator from L?(IR"; H) to L?(IR"™)®L.

Therefore, A is an h-admissible operator from H™(IR™)®L to L?(IR")®F, and,
if we set,

(.6 ) = w(z, &) + Qi) + (@)W (@) +h Y wp(ash)E?,
[B]<m~—1
and if we denote by v;(z,§) (vesp. vj(z,§)) the symbol of UjVUj_l) (resp. UjVUj_l),
then, the (matrix) symbol a = (ag¢)1<k,e<r of A, is given by,

T

(1, &) = > (1(@)v; (2, p; (w, 405 (@, )iirr x5 (), Tirr e ()2

=0
In particular, since 9%(v; — 1) and 9%(v; — 1) are O(h), we obtain,

T

apo(r,&,h) = (15(@)(w(,€) + Q;(x) + ()W (2))iirs 44, (2), i re,5(x)) 1

3=0
+7k,e(h)
with 9%y ¢(h) = O(h(£)™~1), and thus, using the fact that

(Qj()ip h (@), fipte;(2)) = 0 (2)(Q(a)ip +k(z), Gpre()),
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this finally gives,

T

are(,6h) = D 15(2)(w(@,€)0ke + mp () + C(2)W (2)0k,0) + ra,6(R)

7=0
= (w(®,8) + ()W (2))0k,e + mip,e(x) + 78,0 (R),
)ar

with my (@) == (Q(x)ir 1x(x),dr 4e(x)). This completes the proof of Theorem
I} o






CHAPTER 8

Proof of Theorem [2.1]

In view of Theorem [[.1] it is enough to prove,
Theorem 8.1. Let ¢y € L?(IR";H) such that ||| = 1, and,
(8-1) ||<P0||L2(K3;H) + ||(1 - Hg)@o” + ||(1 - f(P))SDOH = O(hoo),

for some Ko cC Q' cC Q, f,g € C°(IR), gf = f, and let P be the operator
constructed in Chapter [ with K = €/, and Il; be the projection constructed in
Theorem[6.1l Then, with the notations of Theorem [Z1, we have,

(8.2) ety = WreT A MW p, + O (1)),
uniformly with respect to h > 0 small enough and t € [0, Toy (0)).

Proof : Denote by 1 € C§°() (where Q- is the same as in Proposition [3.2))
a cutoff function such that 1 =1 on K. We first prove,

Lemma 8.2. .
[(f(P) = fF(P)rll ez (mn ) = O(R™).
Proof — Using (4.8, we obtain,
- 1 f_. - -
() = 1Py =+ [P =27 (P = PP~ 2) adz d
T

Moreover, if ¢ € C§°(€2) is such that ) = 1 on a neighborhood of Supp 1, Corol-
lary and Lemma [.1T] tell us,

(% = 1)(P —2)"1 = ORN| Im 2[~VHD),

for any NV > 1. As a consequence,
((P) = $(P= 1 [BFGIP =27 (P = Po(P — 2) 'adz dz + O(h),

and since (P — P)y = (Q — Q)t = 0, the result follows. o
Now, by (81]), we have,
vo = f(P)po + O(h%) = f(P)ipo + O(h™),
and thus, by Lemma [R.2]
w0 = [(P)go + O(h™) = f(P)go + O(h™).

This means that (73] is satisfied, and thus, by Theorem [[I] the decomposition
([T3) is true. Using (8] again, this gives,

(8.3) e Pty = e PV L 0n + O(t]A%) = WA MW + O((1)h*),
uniformly with respect to h and ¢.
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On the other hand, if we set @(t) := e/, then, by assumption, ¢(t) =
f(P)p(t) +O(h*) and ¢(t) = 1p(t) + O(h>) uniformly for ¢ € [0, To/(po)]. There-
fore, applying Lemma again, we obtain as before, p(t) = f(P)p(t) + O(h™),
and thus also,

(8.4) p(t) = f(Pho(t) + O(h>),
uniformly with respect to h and ¢ € [0, To/(po)]. Moreover, since P and P coincide
on the support of 1, we can write,

ihd,f(P)p(t) = f(PnPp(t) = f(P)Pip(t) + f(P), Ple(t),

and thus, since f(P)[1, P] = f(P)[, w] is bounded, and [1, w] is a differential operator
with coefficients supported in Supp V1 (where ¢ is O(h*)), we obtain,

ihdyf (P)p(t) = f(PnPp(t) = Pf(P)p(t) + O(h*).
As a consequence,

F(Pyg(t) = e P f(Phgo + O(|t|h™),

and therefore, by (84),
(8.5) o(t) = e Moy + O((1)h),
uniformly with respect to h and ¢ € [0, To/(¢o)). Then, Theorem [B1] follows from

®3) and BH). .



CHAPTER 9

Proof of Corollary

First of all, let us recall the (standard) notion of frequency set F.S(v) of some
(possibly h-dependent) v € L2 () (see, e.g., [Ma2] and references therein). It is
said that a point (xg,&p) € T*Q is not in F.S(v) if there exist 11 € C§°(w) and 15 €
Cg°(IR™) such that 11(z0) = 12(§0) = 1 and [[12(hDz)nv||L2(rny = O(h>°). This is
also equivalent to say that there exists an open neighborhood A of (zg, &) in T*IR",
such that, for any1 € C§°(N) and any 1, € C3°(9), one has ||Opy, (1)110]| 2(gn) =
O(h®).

As one can see, this notion can be extended in an obvious way to functions
in L2 (2 H), and it is easy to see (e.g., as in [Ma2] Section 2.9) that the latter

property still holds with operator-valued functions 1 € C§°(N; L(H)), or even more
generally, 1 € C§°(N; L(H;H')) where H' is an arbitrary Hilbert-space.

We first prove,

Lemma 9.1. Let W : L%(IR";H) — L?(IR") be the operator given in Theorem
[Z1 Then, for any j € {0,1,...,r}, any ¢ € L*(IR"; H) and v € L?(IR"), such that
ol = [lv]l = 1, one has,
FS(UJW*U) N T*QJ = FS(’U) N T*QJ
Proof — Since WW* = 1 and W*W = 1, it is enough to prove the two
inclusions FSWy) N T*Q,; C FSU;I p) N T*Q; and FSUW*v) N T*Q; C
FS(v) NT*Q,.

Therefore, let (z9,&) € T*§;, and assume first that (2, &) ¢ FS(U;Ip).
In particular, this implies that, if N' CC T*Q; is a small enough neighborhood
of (x0,&o), then ||Op, (11)U;IL 0| = O(h™) for all 11 € C§°(N;L(H;C)). Then,
taking 1 € C§°(NV) and ¢; € C§°(£;) such that ;(x) = 1 near m,( Supp1) and
1(xo, &) = 1, we write,

Op, ()W = Op,()WILyp = Op, (YWiTlyp + O(h*)
= Op,()WWU; "4 Ujh; Tl + O(h™),
and since Oph(l)WUfle is an h-admissible operator from L?(IR™;H) to L?(IR"),

with symbol supported in N (that is, modulo O(h>) in C;°(IR"; L(H;T"))), we
obtain ||Op, (1))We|| = O(h>), and thus (z¢, &) ¢ FSWe).

Now, assume that (zo, &) ¢ F'S(v). Since U;;W* is an h-admissible operator,
we obtain in the same way that ||Op, (1)U;9;W*v|| = O(h*°), and thus (x¢, ) ¢
FS(UJW*U) o
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Without loss of generality, we can assume To/ (@) < +0o. By Theorem [B1]

we have, . ‘

e—th/h<p0 — W*E_ltA/thD() +0 (hoo> ,
uniformly for ¢ € [0, To/(po)], where W and A are given in Theorem [TIl Thus, by
Lemma [0.1] we immediately obtain,

FS(Uje™/hpg) N T*Q; = FS(e M /MWpy) N T*Q;.

On the other hand, since A is an h-admissible operator on L?(IR™), a well-known
result of propagation (see, e.g., [Ma2] Section 4.6, Exercise 12) tells us,

FS(e7 " Wepg) = exp tH,, (FS(Weo)).
Therefore, applying Lemma again, we obtain,
(9.1) FS(Uje ™" p0) N T*Q; = T*Q; NexptHa, (Us_o FS(Urlly00) N T*Q) .
By assumption, we also have,
(92) UZ:O FS(UnggD()) e UZ:1FS(Uk<PO) Cc Ko x IR"™.
In order to conclude, we need the following result:
Lemma 9.2. For any f € Cg°(IR), v € C§°(IR"), 1, € C3°(;), € > 0, and
p € Ce°(IR) with Supp p C [Cfy — v+ €,+00) (where Cy is as in Corollary [2.0),
one has, ~

Ip(jw1j) f (Us; PU; ) || = O(h).

Proof — We set w; := 1;w1; and Pj := Uj1jI:’Uj_11j. Using Assumptions (H1),
(H2), (H4) and Proposition B2, we see that P; > (1 — Ch)w; 4+ v — Ch for some
constant C' > 0 independent of h. As a consequence, we have,

p(w;)Pip(w;) = p(w;)((1 = Ch)w; + 7 = Ch)p(w;) = (Cs +& = C'h)p(w;)?,
with C' = C' + CCy. Therefore, we can write,

~ 1 . - -
llp(w;) f (Py)ul® < m@w(%)ﬁ(%)u, p(wi) f(Pj)u),
for any u € L?(IR";H), and thus,
_ 1 3 _
Ip(w)v f(PH < ml\ﬂﬂ(%Wﬂﬂ)H
1 . . .
are—cn (@ v P (Bl +11Pspleoi 017 (P
(9.3)
Now, on the one hand, since Supp f is included in [-C}, Cy], we have,
1 ~ ~ 1 - -
mﬂp(%)lbpjf(ﬂ)ﬂ = mﬂpjf(Pij(wj)H
8. N
(94) 1 (B p(w))-

< - J @
- Cr+e-Ch

On the other hand, since P; and w; are both differential operators with respect to
x with smooth (operator-valued) coefficients, and p(w;)i is a scalar operator, by
standard symbolic calculus, we have,

(9.5) [P;, p(w) 0] f(P;) = O(h)pr(w;)ibs f(P;) + O(h™),



9. PROOF OF COROLLARY 49

where p1 € Cg°(IR) and 91 € C§°(IR™) are arbitrary functions verifying pip = p
and 119 = 1. Inserting (@.4)-(@.3) into ([@.3]), we obtain,

lp(w;)ef (By)ll = O(hllpr(w))er f(By)]]) + O(h™).

Iterating the procedure, we clearly obtain the lemma. °

Now, using, e.g., ®4), we know that e~ "F/hpy = f(P)e "F/hpy + O(h™).
Moreover, if 1j,1; € C§°(£2;) are such that 1; = 1 near Supp 9, by Lemma A.TT]
we have,

Uit f(P) = U f(P)1 + O(h™) = Ui f(P)U; "1;Uj15 + O(h™),
and therefore,
Usipse™ /oo = Ut f (PYU "1;Up e~ " Mo + O(h™).
Then, using lemma [C.1] we obtain,
Ujhje™ "oy = i f(Py)Ujnje” g + O(h™),
with P; = UjleUj_llj. Therefore, using Lemma [3.2] this gives,
Ip(ywr)Usihie g || = O(R>),
and thus, by Lemma [C.2]
(9.6) | p(w)Ujpje™ Mo || = O(h).

Since the principal symbol of p(w) is p(w), we deduce from (9.2)), [@.6]), and standard
results on F'S, that,

U= F'S(Ukllgpo) € K(f) :={(z,§); z € Ko, w(x,§) < Cy — 7},

and thus, by (@1,
(9.7) FS(Uje™"P/hpg) N T*Q; C exptHa, (K(f)) NT*Q;,
for all t > 0.

Then, for any j € {0,1,...,7}, 1/)j,1/~)j € C§°(82;) with 1/33‘1/);' = 1b;, and any
a € Cg°(IR™), we write,

Ujthje ™Moy = a(hDa)ih; (x)Ujthie "oy + (1 — a(hDy ) ) Usthse™ P/ g,
and therefore, if a(§) = 1 in a sufficiently large compact set,
Ushje™ P/ oo = a(hDy )b (2)Ujhze™ P Moo + O(h™).
Finally, if Supp 1/~)j N 7z (exptHgy, (K(f))) = 0 (or, more generally, Supp 1/33- N
Tz (Up_g exptHoo (FS(Uirllgpo))) = 0), then, (@1) and (@7) tell us,
(D )s (@) Usthje™ 7 " oo | = O(h™),
and thus, by the unitarity of Uj,
[e ™" Mol = [Us1hse™ 7/ M po|| = O(h™),

uniformly for ¢ € [0, T/ (¢o)]. Since we also know that ||e=®"/ gl e = O(h™)
for some compact set K C IR" (by definition of T/ (o)), this proves that we can
actually take for K any compact neighborhood of 7, (exptHg, (K(f))). Thus, if
Tor(wo) < sup{T > 0; 7 (Useo, 1) exp tHao (K (f))) C Q'}, clearly (e.g., by using
Theorem[B.T]), one can find T' > Tor (o) and K CC @', such that sup,¢(o 7 ||e’itp/hg00||;<% =
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O(h®°). This is in contradiction with the definition of Tq/ (o), and therefore, nec-
essarily,
Tor(po) > sup{T > 0; mu(Urepo,r) exptHa, (K(f))) C '}

This proves Corollary 2.6, and also Remark 2.8 since, in the last argument, one can
replace K (f) by Uy_, exptHqa, (FS(Uill o)) everywhere. .



CHAPTER 10

Computing the Effective Hamiltonian

Now that we know the existence of an effective Hamiltonian describing the
evolution of those states g that verify ([2.4]), the problem remains of computing
its symbol up to any arbitrary power of h (in Theorem 2] only the principal
symbol of A is given). Because of the conditions of localization (2Z4)), it is clear
that such an effective Hamiltonian is not unique (for instance, the three operators
A, Af(A) or WF(PYW* AW f(P)W* could indifferently be taken). However, its
symbol is certainly uniquely determined in the relevant region of the phase space
where @(t) := We="F/"pq lives (that is, on F'S(¢(t)) in the sense of the previous
chapter, and for ¢t € [0,Tq/ (¢0))). Therefore, as long as we deal with h-admissible
operators (that is, with operators that do not move the Frequency Set), or even
with twisted h-admissible operators (that become standard h-admissible operators
once conjugated with W or Z) it is enough, for computing the symbol A in this
region, to start by performing formal computations on the operators themselves
(instead of immediately using the twisted symbolic calculus, that appears to be a
little bit too heavy at the beginning).

In this chapter, we describe a rather easy way to perform these computations,
and we give a simple expression of the effective Hamiltonian up to O(h*). Moreover,
as an example, we also compute its symbol, up to O(h?), in the case L = 1. Let
us inform the reader that the results of this chapter are not used in the rest of the
paper (except for Theorem [[2.3]), and thus can be skipped without problem at a
first reading.

We start from the definition of A given in Chapter [0 (in particular (Zg)):
A=WPW* = Z,VPV*Z;.
Since Zj, is rather explicit, the problem mainly consists in determining the expan-
sion of V. Setting,
A= h NI, — ),
and using that 112 — IT; = 12 — Iy = 0, we immediately obtain,
(10.1) IM,A + ATl, = A + hAZ,
Thus, we deduce from (Z.6]),
V = ((Ily — hA)I, + (1 — I, + hA)(1 — I1,))(1 — h2A2) "2

= (14 h[I,, A] — B2A%)(1 — h2A?)7 3.

Then, using the (convergent) series expansion,
(1-h2A%)7% =1+ Y ph? A%,
k=1

51
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with,
11 1 1 1 (2k — 1)!
=4 1D)E42) k-1 =
=35+ NG+ G = D5E = g oo
we obtain,
VY =1—ihV; + h*Vs,

where the two selfadjoint operators V; and V, are given by,

Vioo= iy, AJ(1+ ) weh?F A,
k=1
1 o0
VQ = —§A2 + ;(Vlwrl - I/k)hzkA2(k+l),

that is, observing that vy — Vg1 = vg/(2k + 2),
Vo= il AlFy(A?);
Vo = Fy(A?),

with, (setting also vg := 1),

Fi(s) = Z vph?F sk
k=0
_ = Vk 2k k41
k=0

As a consequence,
V* =1+ ihV; + h?Vs,
and therefore,
VPV* = P +ih[P, V1] + h2(V1 PVy 4+ Vo P + PVy) 4 ih® (Vo PV — V1 PVy)
+h*Vo PV,
that is,
A= Zp(P+ih[P, V1] 4+ h2 (V1 PV) + Vo P + PVy) 4+ ih3 (Vo PV — V PVy)
+hVy PVy) Z5.

From now on, we work modulo O(h®) error-terms, and, as we observed at the
beginning of this chapter, if we restrict our attention to the relevant region of the
phase space, then formal computations are sufficient and II; can be replaced by the
formal series II := Y k>0 h*TI,, constructed in Chapter B In particular, P formally

commutes with IT and thus, since [P, IIo] = —ihSy (see Chapter [,
(10.2) [P, [IT, A]] = —h~Y[P, [I1, o] = —h~[IL, [P, IIo]] = #[I, So],
where, from now on, A stands for h~'(IT — ITy) = Dok R*TI},.

Moreover, from the identities [P, II] = =TIy + hA, we deduce,

0, II
[P,A] = —h~ '[P, TIo] = iSo,
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and therefore,

[Pavl] = [S(), ]Fl(A2) +’L[H A][P F1(A2)]
2k—1
[P, F(A%)] = ’Zykh% Z AJ Gy AZF—1-7

Since vy = 1 and 14 = 1/2, this gwes
~ h?
(10.3) [P, V1] = [So, TT](1 + — AQ) — 5 [, AJ(SoA + ASp) + O(h)

Moreover, (I0I) implies IIAII = hA2H = RIIA2?, and thus, in particular, A2
commutes with II. As a consequence, we can write,

VWPV = F (AQ)[H AJP[A,TIIF1 (A?)
= [II, A]P[A,TI] + k% Re A?[II, A]P[A, TI] + O(h%),
and, still using (I0.]), we have,

[, A]P[A,TI] = TIAPAI 4+ AIIPTIA — TIAPTIA — ATIPAII
= (IIA + AII)P(AII + TIA) — 2ITIAPIIA — 2ATIPAIL
= (A +hAY)P(A +hA?) — 20IIA%PA — 2hAPAT
= APA+h(1 —2[)A2PA + hAPA?(1 — 21I)
- %(AQP + PA?) 4 LA, 55] + 2h Re A%(1 — 201) PA.

Therefore,
VIPV; = Re A’P 4 - [A So] + 2h Re A%(1 — 2IT) PA
+h* Re A*( Re AP + — [A So]) + O(h?).
and, since Vo = —%A2 - %h2A4 + O(h*), we obtaln,
VPV + VP + PV = %[A, So] + 2h Re A2(1 — 2ﬁ)13A
+h? ( Re A?( Re A%P + — [A So]) — i Re A415)
+0O(h?)
= %[A, So] + 2h Re A%(1 — 2[T) PA
+%h2 < Re (iA%[A, So)) + AZPA? + % Re A4]5>

+0O(h?)

Finally, since, obviously, A2 also commutes with A, thus with [l:I, Al, too, we see
that V; and Vo commute together, and therefore,

VoPV) — VPV, = [P Vi|Vs — [P, Vo]Wy
= ——[So, A2 + Q[P,AQ][ﬁ,A] +0O(h?)

= —5[30, A2 — %(SOA + ASp)[I, Al + O(h?).
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Summing up, we have found,

VPV* = By + hBy + h*By + h® By + h*By + O(h?),

with,
By = P
By = i[So, 1]
B2 - %[A,SO]
Bs; = — Rei[ll, A](SoA + ASp) +2 Re A%(1 — 2T)PA
B, = % (Re (iA2[A, So]) + A2PA? + % Re A4P>

Then, writing IT = 22:0 R*TI), +O(h*) and A = 22:1 R*=1T), 4+ O(h®), we obtain,
VPV* = Cy 4+ hCy + h*Cy + h3C3 + h*Cy + O(h°),

with,
Co = P
Cy = i[So, o]
7 ~
Cy = 5[5071_[1]
03 = %[S@, ﬁQ] — Re i[ﬁo, ﬁl](SOﬁl + ﬁlso) + 2 Re ﬁ%(l — 2ﬁ0)ﬁﬁ1
) ~ S ~ ~ pea— ~ ~
Cy = 5[50,1_[3] — Re Z[Ho, Hg](SoHl + Hlso) — Re Z[Ho,nl](S()Hg + HQSQ)

+2 Re (ﬁlﬁg + ﬁQﬁl)(l — 2ﬁ0)ﬁﬁ1 — 4 Re ﬁ?ﬁ)ﬁl
_ _ 1 Lo o 1 .
+2 Re I3 (1 — 2I1y) Pl + 3 ( Re (ilI3[I1y, So) + 113 P11 + 7 Re H;*P)
Now, due to (67)-(E8]), we observe that,
Mo SoIly = Iy Solly = oIl Iy = I3 11, Iy = 0.
As a consequence,
o 11y = illp [So, o1l = 0,

and,
ﬁo[ﬁo, ﬁl](Soﬁl + ﬁ1S0)ﬁ0 = ﬁo[ﬁo, ﬁl]ﬁo(SOﬁl + ﬁls())ﬁo = 0;
Fof2(1 — 2Mi) Pyl = T2 i T + Fofi2(1 — 2f1o)(P. fiL T, o
= ihIIoII3(1 — 2[I)SoII; 1Ty
= —ihIIoII2S,I1, M.

(In the last two steps we have used that ToII3ITg = TI§Spll Iy = 0.) Since we
also have Z;, = ZrIly and Z} = IlgZ7 , we deduce,

Z1C1Z% = 0;
(104) ZLC3ZE = %ZL [So, ﬁQ]ZZ + 2h Im ﬁoﬁ%SQﬁlﬁo.

In particular, since A = ZLVI:’V*ZE, we have proved,
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Proposition 10.1. The effective Hamiltonian A verifies,

(10.5) A=Ay +h?Ay + hP Az + O(hY),
with,
Ay = ZLPZ;
i -
A2 = §ZL[SQ,H1]Z
i -
Ay = §ZL[SO,H2]Z

It is interesting to observe that, at this level, the absence of a term in h (that
is, an extra-term of the form hA;) is completely general and, in particular, is not
related to any particular form of w (however, some term in A may be hidden in A,
as we shall see in the sequels).

Here, we have stopped the computation of A at the third power of A, but it is
clear from the expression of Cy and (I0.4)) that the coefficient of h* can be written
down, too (but has a more complicated form). Of course, pushing forward the
series and spending more time in the calculation would permit to also obtain the
next terms.

From that point, in order to have an even more explicit expression of A (m
particular to compute its symbol), one must use the expressions of II; and II,
obtained in Chapter [0 Let us do it in the case L = 1. In that case, setting
M) := Apr41(z), one has Iy (z — Q(x)) ™' = (2 — M(«)) Ty, and thus,

& x
figiit =~ f Q) lrifzx() ISl 1. _ i (2.

where R'(z,z) = Mg (2)(z — Q(x)) "' (x) is the so-called reduced resolvent of
Qz).
As a consequence,
1:[0[50, 1:[1]1:[0 = Soﬁé'ﬁlﬂo — ﬁoﬁlﬂé'SQ = —QiSOR/(LL', )\(LL'))S(),
that leads to,
A2 = leoRl(I, A(I))S()Zik

In the same way,

Mg T,y = —iR'(z, \(z))S1 I,
and therefore,

A3 = Re leoRl(x, )\(!T))SlZiF
Now, we can start to use the twisted symbolic calculus introduced in Chapter [l
We denote by so = (s)o<j<r and mo = (73)o<j<r the (twisted) symbols of Sy and
II, respectively. We also set @ = (@;)o<;<r, Where,

Gj(2,8) =w@ ) +h Y wsi@)?, (w8 € T*Qy),
[B]|<m—1

is the symbol of the operator introduced in ([23]) (we remind that we work with
the standard quantization of symbols, as described in Chapter [A]). From (6.4)-(G.6)
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and the considerations of Chapter @l (and since 7, = 7} (z) does not depend on ¢),

it s easy to see that,
. ~ o . ih N o
= 0itum+i Y wpg@) m@]E - 5 Y (@gw) @) + O0)
|Bl<m—1 lee|=2

If we also set,
Qj(x) := Uj(z)Q(x)Uj(x) 1,
then, the symbol p = (p;)o<j<r of R'(z, A(z)) is simply given by,
pi() = (1= mp(2))(A(z) — Q;(2)) "' (1 — mj(x)),
and thus, the symbol o3 = (03 )o<j<r of SoR'(x, A(x))So verifies,

73 €) = 53 s ()5, €) + 1 Des (0 ()35, ) + O,
From (6.8)-(@I0Q), we also obtain,
I, = S0, B' (2, A@))]

7
Sl:%

Therefore, since w and (W are scalar operators, the respective symbols w3 =

(W']]:)nggr and S1 = (Sjl)ogjgr of 1:[1 and Sl, Verify,

m (,€) = i[s)(z, €), p; ()] + O(h) = i0cw(w, §)[0x7) (), p; (x)] + O(h)
s] = {w+ W, m{} + O(h) = O - Dp] — Demr] - D + (W) + O(h),
and thus,

[w + CW, II,].

n

=1 3 (0600, (O, 0102, 78, p31) — (D, 06,0) 02,7, 93100, (0 + CW))
k

=1
(10.6) +0O(h).
This permits to compute the symbol o3 = (03)o<j<r of Re SoR'(z, A(x))S1, by
using the formula,
. 1 . . . .

(10.7) oh(@,8) = 50¢w - (Demdpgsd + sl0y(Demd)) + O(h).
Observe that one also has,

Qe () = (-, Vou () puy () + Cu () Vau (@),
where (-, u)y stands for the operator w — (w, u)y, and u; =: U;(z)ur 11(x) is the

normalized eigenfunction of Q;(x) associated with \(z).

Finally, we use the following elementary remark: let B is a twisted h-admissible
(or PDO) operator on L?(IR";H), with symbol b = (b;)o<j<r, and let u(z),v(z) €
H such that, for all j =0,...,7, u;(z) := U;(z)u(z) and v;(z) := U;(z)v(z) are in
C>(Q;;H). Denote by Z,, Z, the operators L?(IR™; H) — L*(IR™) defined by ,

Zyw = {w,u)y ;5 Zpw = (W, v)y.
Then, the symbol b of the (standard) h-admissible operator Z,BZ verifies,
Y (2,8) € T*Qy, b(x,€) = (bj(x, )ty (2), v; (2)) 3,
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where the operation f is defined in an obvious way, by substituting the usual product
with the action of an operator (here, the various derivatives of b;(x, £)) on a function
(here, the various derivatives of u;(z)).

We can clearly apply this remark to compute the symbol of A and As, but
also that of Ag, since we have,

Ay = Z\PZ; = Z,PZ} = 20,uQy ' P2},

with w := @r/41 (defined in Chapter Bl), and, by Proposition 5.5, we know that
QP is a twisted PDO.

Combining all the previous computations, using that Q;(x)u;(x) = A(z)u;(x)
for all j = 0,...,r and z € §;, and gathering (as far as possible) the terms with
same homogeneity in h, we finally arrive to the following result (leaving some details
to the reader):

Proposition 10.2. In the case RankIly(z) = 1, the effective Hamiltonian A veri-

fies ({I03) with,

AO = Zlﬁ)Zf,
(10.8) 4y = %Zl[ﬁ,ﬁo]R’(:c,)\(x))[ﬁo,P]Zf;
Ay = % Re Z4[P, Tio) B (2, M) [P, Tio)], B (2, A@))], @ + W21,

where \(x) is the (only) eigenvalue of Q(@)ﬁo, and R'(z,\(z)) = T (z)(\(z) —
Q(x))~Mlg () is the reduced resolvent of Q(x).

Moreover, the symbol a(x,&;h) of A verifies,
a(z, & h) = ag(x,€) + hay(z,€) + h*az(z, &) + O(h?),
with, for any (x,§) € T*Q; (j=0,...,r arbitrary),
ao(z,§) = w(z,&h) + Ax) + (@)W (x);
a(@,8) = > (wpi@uy(@),us(2))6” —i(Vew(w, ) Vau; (@), us(x));

|Bl<m—1

n

1

az(z,§) = (O, w) (e, w){p;(2) Dy g, Ozyuj) — 5 D (98w) (05 uy, uy)
k=1 |a|=2

—i Y (wp(@)Vauy(x), u;(@)) - Ve(£?)

|Bl<m—1

—2Tm Y Vew(w,&)(ws,;(x)p; (2)Vauy(z), u;(2))€”
[B]<m—1
+ Y (wag(@)py (@) (@), wp g (@)uy (2))E7 .
1Bl lv[<m—1
Remark 10.3. Although some of these terms may seem to depend on the choice
of j verifying (z,§) € T*Q;, actually we know that this cannot be the case. In fact,

the independency with respect to j is due to the compatibility conditions (4.10)
satisfied by the symbols of twisted pseudodifferential operators.
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Remark 10.4. Actually, it results from the previous computations that (I0.8) is
still valid in the (slightly) more general case where L is arbitrary and Apsy1(x) =
o= Apyr(x) for all x € Q.

Remark 10.5. Using (I0.6)-(0.7), one can find an expression for the h3-term of
the symbol of A, too. We leave it as an exercise to the reader.



CHAPTER 11

Propagation of Wave-Packets

In this chapter, we assume L = 1 and we make the following additional as-
sumption on the coefficients ¢, of w:

(11.1) Calih) ~ > hFeq i(x),
k=0

with ¢, independent of h. Then, in a similar spirit as in [Ha6], we investigate
the evolution of an initial state of the form,

(11.2) po() = (wh) A f(P)ILy(eiws0/h= (@ =20 /2hy 1 (2)),

where (z9,&) € T*Q is fixed, f,g € C§°(IR) are such that f = 1 near ag(xo,&o)
(here, ap(z,§) is the same as in Corollary 2.6), ¢ = 1 near Supp f, and II, is
constructed as in Chapter [6] starting from the operator P constructed in Chapter
Bl with K > xg. In particular, since e~ (@=w0)*/2h jg exponentially small for x outside
any neighborhood of g, by Lemma B.2] we have,

pola) = (wh) /4 f(P)IL, (e™€/ M2 2h (@) + O(h),
in L2(IR"™; H). Moreover, due to the properties of II,, and the fact that the coherent
state ¢ 1= (wh)~"/4eivto/h=(@=20)*/2h i normalized in L2(IR"), we also obtain,
polw) = (wh) /A f(P)ereo/h =20 Phiy 4y (2) 4 O(h),

and thus, in particular, ||@o|| = 1 4+ O(h). Actually, we even have the following
better result:

Proposition 11.1. The function g admits, in L?>(IR";H), an asymptotic expan-
sion of the form,

(11.3)  o(a) ~ (wh) ™/ Aeinto/h=(@ma0l®/2h N7 gy (1) 4 O(h),

k=0
with vy, € L¥(IR™;H) (k > 0), and vo(x) = g 4+1(x) + O(|z — x0|) in H, uniformly
with respect to x € IR". Moreover, for any j € {0,1,...,r} and any 1; € C3°(9;),
the function Uji;p0 admits, in C3°(2;; H), an asymptotic expansion of the form,

(11.4) Uj(@)(2)po(x) ~ (mh) "/ Aeieto/h==ao) 2h N by, (), 5 () + O(h),
k=0

with Vi k € COO(Qj;H), ’Uj)o(i[]) = Uj($)ﬂL/+1($) + O(l,T - $0|)

Proof - For j = 0,1,...,7, let 1;, € C3(Q;), such that > 1; = 1, and let
1; € C°(Q;), such that 1; = 1 near Supp 1;. Then, since f(P) and II,; are twisted

59
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h-admissible operators, have,
Yo = Z 10

ZU LU f (P (go(2)ar 11 (7)) + O(h™)

Z U; 1,0 5 ( ) j 1JU Lj gif(ﬂéo(w)ﬂvﬂ(w)) + O(h™),

and thus, by Lemma[Cd] and setting P; := U 1JPU i, g, = UjIngUj*le, and
up,5(0) = Uj(@)i(2) e 1 (2) (€ C°(2;;H)), we obtain,

(11.5) w0 = U, f(P)g 5 (do(x)uri1,(x)) + O(h>).
=0

Now, using the results of Chapters 4 and 6, we see that f (Pj)H% ; is an h-admissible
operator on L?(IR"; M), with symbol b; verifying,

bjo(x,€) = f(Ij(2)* (wolw, &) + Qj(x) + W (@) (2)*Io 5 (x),

where wo(z,£) = 3|4 1<pm Ca0(2)E, Q;(x) = Uj(x)Q(2)U;(z)~", and Ty j(z) =
U, () (x)U;(x)~1. Moreover, we have,

1 . ;
OPw (b)) (Gourr41,)(wih) = o / !SSP (€ )y,

with,
p(@,y,& h) = (mh) /e~ Wm0 2 (1 €5 hyugs o 5(y),
and it is easy to check that, for any o, 8 € Z'}, one has,
[(hDy)*(hDe)” pla, y, & h) |3 = O(RII/2HAD),

uniformly for (z,y,£) € IR*"and h > 0 small enough. As a consequence, we can
perform a standard stationary phase expansion in the previous (oscillatory) integral
(see, e.g., [DiSj1}, Ma2]), and since the unique critical point is given by y =  and
& =&y, we obtain,

Opy, (b;) (dov;)(w; h) = e Mw; (w3 h) + O(h™),

with,

NZWV Ve)p(x,y, & h) W

Therefore, since e(¥~%0) /thye*(yﬂco) /2h — V, — 5%, and, for any k € IN,
ly — zo|Fe=(W=0)*/2h — O(RF/2), we also obtain,

. 2 ~
Opy, (b)) (bourr1,)(@; h) = (wh)~/eteo Mmool /2, (1),
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with,

(11.6)
N hk

@y (w,h) = 7 (Vy =h7 Yy = 20) Vo) bj (@, & hurrj(y) | s +ORY?),
k=0 ’

for any N > 0. Then, taking a ressummation of the formal series in (x — )

obtained for each degree of homogeneity in h in ([I1.6]), we obtain an asymptotic
expansion of @;, of the form,

u7j (,T, h) ~ Z hk’li}j)k(,T).
k=0

(Alternatively — and equivalently — one could have used instead the stationary phase
theorem with complex-valued phase function [MeSj1] Theorem 2.3, with the phase
(z—y)E+yéo+i(y—z0)?/2.) In particular, the first coefficient @, o(z) is obtained as a

resummation of the formal series Zkzo Zk—k, ((y—xo)) -Vg)kbj (2, & h)ur+1,5(y) e
and thus,
wio(x)(@) = bj(z, & h)ups1,(x) + O(lx — xol)
= [(1(2)* (wo(x, &0) + Q;(x) + W (2)))i; () ups41,5(x)
+0(|z — z0])
= f(@)*(wol@, &) + Arrs1(x) + W (@)))ij () upri1,5(z)
+0(|z — z0])
= [ (@) (ao(xo, €0))Ti(2)*urr11,5(x) + O(|z — o))

Going back to (T4, this gives an asymptotic expansion for ¢q of the form (I1.3)),
with,

v(x) = Y Uj(@) (@) (@) ao(xo, &))urri,;(x) + O — o)
=0
= Z U; ()" (x) f(ao(zo, &0))ur 1,5 (@) + O(|lz — mo])
=0

= Y U@ y(@)ups () + Oz — o)
J=0

= Gr41(z) + Ol — zol).
The asymptotic expansion (IT.4]) is obtained exactly in the same way. °

As a consequence, we also obtain,

Proposition 11.2. For any j € {0,1,...,r}, one has,
FS(Ujgpo) = {(x0, %)} NT74Q;.

Proof - For 1; € C3°(2;) fixed, we denote by w;(z;h) a resummation of the
formal series >, R*U; (21 (z)v; () in C3°(Q;;H), where the v, ;’s are those in
({I14). Then, defining,

A= A(z,hD,) := (hD, — &)* + (x — 20)?
= (hDy — &0 +i(z —x0)) - (RDy — & —i(x — x0)) + nh,
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a straightforward computation gives,
A(Ujpo) = A(o(x)w;(w; b)) + O(h™) = heo(x) Bw; (z; h) + O(h)
with Bw;(z; h) := 2i(x — x¢) - Opw; — ihd?w; + nw;, and thus, by an iteration,
AN (go(x)w;(z; b)) = WY ¢o(x) BN w; + O(h™),

for any N > 1. In particular, due to the form of B, and since ||(z — zo)%¢o|| = O(1)
for any o € Z"; (actually, O(h*//2)), we obtain,

||AN(UJ'800)||L2(Q;,H) = O(hN),
for any Q) cC Q;. Now, if (z1,&) € T+ is different from (z0,&), then AV is
elliptic at (z1,&1) and thus, given any 1 € C°(T*8;) with 1(x1,£1) = 1, the stan-
dard construction of a microlocal parametrix (see, e.g., [DiSj1]) gives an uniformly
bounded operator A’ , such that,

v o AN =1(z, hD,) + O(h™).
As a consequence, we obtain,
[[1(z, hDa ) (Ujpo)ll 2 (0 1) = O(hM),

for all N > 1. Therefore (z1,&1) ¢ F'S(¢o(x)v;(x)), and thus, we have proved,

FSUjpo) C {(wo, &)} NT™Q;.
This means that F'S(Ujpg) consists in at most one point. Conversely, if zo € §;
and FS(U;po) = 0, by the ellipticity of AN as |¢{| — oo, we would have (see, e.g.,
[Ma2] Prop. 2.9.7),

1Ujeolla; = O(h™),

for any 2; CC €2;. But this contradicts the fact that |[Ujeollo; = l[volle; = 1+0(h)
if zg € Q; °

Now, applying Theorem [2.1] and Corollary (or rather Remark 2.8]), we ob-
tain,
(11.7) etPIh oy = Wre™ A MW p, + O((H)h™),

uniformly for ¢ € [0, Tor (20, o)), where ' CC Q is the same as the one used to
define P in Chapter [3, and

(11.8) To (0, &0) == sup{T > 0; 1, (Usejo,7] exp tHa, (20, &0)) C Q'}.
Moreover, by Lemma and Proposition [T.2], we see that,
(11.9) FSWeo) = {(z0,&0)}-

Assuming, e.g., that xp € 1, and taking 11 € C§°(€1) such that 11 = 1 in a
neighborhood of zy, we also have,
WSDO = Wl%(po —+ O(hoo) = WUl_lllUlllgDO + O(hoo),

and therefore, using (IL4), (Z77), and the fact that WU, '1; is an h-admissible
operator from L?(IR";H) to L?(IR") (see Theorem [T1]), we obtain as before (by a
stationary phase expansion),

(11.10) Weo(@; h) ~ (mh) ="/ eiwso/h=(e=a0) 2k N2 oy, () 4+ O(h),
k=0



11. PROPAGATION OF WAVE-PACKETS 63

with wy, € Cp° (IR"), wo(x) = (tr41(), tr41(2)) + Oz — x0]) = 1+ O(|z — x0]),
and where the asymptotic expansion takes place in C°(IR™).

This means that Wy is a coherent state in L*(IR"), centered at (xo,&p),
and from this point we can apply all the standard (and less standard) results of
semiclassical analysis for scalar operators, in order to compute e~ *4/"Wg, (see,
e.g., [CoRo, Hall, Roll, Ro2| and references therein). In particular, we learn
from [CoRo] Theorem 3.1 (see also [Ro2]), that, for any N > 1,

3(N-1)
(1111) e_itA/hWQDQ _ eiét/h Z Ck(t, h)q)k,t 4 O(eNCOthN/2),
k=0
where @y, is a (generalized) coherent state centered at (x4,&:) := exp tHy, (z0, &),

RS fot(jzsgs —ag(zs,&s))ds + (xoéo — x4&) /2, Co > 0 is a constant, the coeflicients
ck(t; h)’s are of the form,

Ny,
(11.12) cr(tih) = hlera(t),
£=0

with cx ¢ universal polynomial with respect to (07ao(xt, &))<, » and where the
estimate is uniform with respect to (¢, h) such that 0 < t < Tq/ (20, &) and he®o? re-
mains bounded (h > 0 small enough). In particular, (ITIT]) supplies an asymptotic
expansion of e ~*#4/"MApq if one restricts to the values of ¢ such that 0 < t << In %

Now, applying W* to (ILII)), and observing that W*®y, , = V*(® 1lr 1) =
U;lv; (Pr,uri41,5), where j = j(t) is chosen in such a way that exp tH,, (z0,&0) €
Qj, and where V; = UjV*U;1 is an h-admissible operator on L?(2;;H) (that
is, becomes an h-admissible operator on L?*(IR";H) once sandwiched by cutoff
functions supported in §;), we deduce from (IIL.7),

Theorem 11.3. Let ¢q be as in (IL2), and let Tqy (z0, &) defined in (IT.8). Then,
there exists C > 0 such that, for any N > 1, one has,

3(N—1)
e tP/hpy = eit/h Z ek (t; h)q)k,tURtl)ﬁk,j(t) (z) + O(rN),
k=0
where ®j, is a coherent state centered at (zy,&) := exptHgy,(z0,&0), j(t) €

{1,...,r} is such that exptHqa,(20,50) € Qiw), Urjy € C(Qw);H), c(t;h)

is as in (III2), é: := fg(dcsfs — ao(s,&s))ds + (xo&o — x+&t)/2, and where the
estimate is uniform with respect to (t,h) such that h > 0 is small enough and

t € [0, min(Toy (0, &), C~ In 3)).
Remark 11.4. Actually, the coherent state ®y, ; is of the form,
ro = ci(t) fu(w, VR)h T et/ hmaleme

where ci(t) Is a normalizing factor, fi is polynomial in 2 variables, and ¢ is a
t-dependent quadratic form with positive-definite real part, that can be explicitly
computed by using a classical evolution involving the Hessian of ag at (x4, &) (see
[CoRo]). More precisely, one has q;(z) = —i(T'sx,x)/2 with T'y = (Cy +iDy)(As +
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iB;) ™Y, where the 2n x 2n matrix,

o At Bt
n=(c o)

is, by definition, the solution of the classical problem,
Fy = JHessao(x, &) F, 3 F(0) = I,.
0 I,
-1, 0
to M. Combescure and D. Robert for having explained to us this construction and
the main result of [CoRol.)

Here, J := ) , and Hess ag stands for the Hessian of ag. (We are grateful

Remark 11.5. As in [CoRo|, one can also consider more general initial states, of
the form,
— oi(§o-z—z0-hDz)/h i)
) =¢€ )
oo(a) (=
where f € S(IR™) (we refer to [CoRo| Theorem 3.5 for more details). In the same
way, a similar result can also be obtained for oscillating initial states of the form,

po(x) = f(z)e @M,
where f € Cg°(IR") and S € C*°(IR"; IR) (see [CoRo| Remark 3.9).

Remark 11.6. In principle, all the terms of the asymptotic series can be com-
puted explicitly by an inductive procedure (although, in practical, this task may
result harder than expected since the simplifications are sometimes quite tricky).
Indeed, all our constructions mainly rely on symbolic pseudodifferential calculus,
that provides very explicit inductive formulas.



CHAPTER 12

Application to Polyatomic Molecules

In this chapter, we apply all the previous results to the particular case of a
polyatomic molecule with Coulomb-type interactions, imbedded in an electromag-
netic field. Denoting by = = (z1,...,2,) € IR* the position of the n nuclei,
and by y = (y1,...,y,) € IR’ the position of the p electrons, the corresponding
Hamiltonian takes the form,

n

(12.1)  H= Z

j=1

p
1
D, — Afz;) +Z:j% Dy, = Alyr))* +V (1),

where the magnetic potential A is assumed to be in C{°(IR?), and where the electric
potential V' can be written as,

(12.2) V(z,y) = Vau(®) + Var(y) + Verrnu (2, ¥) + Vext (2, y) = Vine (@, y) + Vexe (2, 9)-

Here, Vo ( resp. Vg, resp. Velnu) stands for sum of the nucleus-nucleus (resp.
electron-electron, resp. electron-nucleus) interactions, and Vet stands for the ex-
ternal electric potential. Actually, our techniques can be applied to a slightly more
general form of Hamiltonian (also allowing, somehow, a strong action of the mag-
netic field upon the nuclei), namely,

1 S

(123) H=3 5o (D, D)+ 5o (Dy, = Belw,y)) + V(a.y),
j=1 M;

where A1, ..., A, (respectively Bi,...,B,) are assumed to be in Cp°(IR"; IR) (re-

spectively Cg’o(]R""’p,lR)), the a;’s are extra parameters, and V is as in (I22)

with,

Viu(z) = Z _ % D Valy) = Z B, k!

Yk — yrr|

e L 1<k<k'<p
—j,k
(124) Vama(z,y) = > —2— ; Viw € G°(R™"; IR),
1<j<n |Ij _yk|
1<k<p

a; ity Bk Vi, > 0 constant. In fact, as in [KIMSW], more general forms can be
allowed for the interaction potentials, e.g., by replacing any function of the type
|zj — z|7' (where the letters z and 2z’ stand for x or y indifferently) by some
V(2 — z}.), where Vj is assumed to be A-compact on L?(IR®) and to verify
some estimates on its derivatives (see [KMSW] Section 2). In the same way, one
could also have admitted singularities of the same kind for the exterior potentials.
However, here we keep the form (I2.4) since it is more concrete and corresponds to
the usual physical situation.

65
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Then, we consider the Born-Oppenheimer limit in the following sense: We set,
(125) Mj = hizbj 3 aj = hilcj + dj,

and we consider the limit A — 04 for some fix b;, m; > 0, ¢;,d; € IR. By scaling
the time variable, too, the quantum evolution of the molecule is described by the
Schrédinger equation,

Op
%% = P(n)p,
where,
(12.6)
P(h) ;:ii(th, (¢; + hdy) 2+ii Bi(z,9))* + V(z,y).
21 2bs o i 2me 7 7

In particular, we see that P(h) satisfies to Assumptions (H1) and (H2), with,

= 9 %(hDIJ — (Cj + hdJ)A] ($))2,
j=1 "7
Wi, Eh) =Y 21 (e + hd;) Aj(@))? + ih(e; + hd;) (s, Aj) ()]
j=1 J
Q) = Y 5 (D = Bl )? + Vaaly) + Veom(:9) + Ve 0,
k=1
W(z) = Viu().

Now, following the terminology of [KIMSW], we denote by

€= U {‘r:(xlw"axn)Elen;$j=$k}
1<j.k<n
ik
the so-called collision set of nuclei, and we make on Q(z) the following gap condi-
tion:

(H3') There exists a contractible bounded open set Q C IR*" such that QN C = 0,
and, for all z € Q, the L'+ L first values A\ (2), ..., A\rr4 1 (z), given by the Mini-Max
principle for Q(z) on L?(IR®P), are discrete eigenvalues of Q(z), and verify,

inf dist (0(Q(2)\{Ar41(2), ., Apsr (@)} {Ar4a(2), - Argn(2)}) > 0.

As it is well known (see [CoSel), under these assumptions, the two spectral
projections II; (z) and Ig(x) of Q(z), corresponding to {Ai(z),...,Ar/(x)} and
{Ar+1(x), ..., Ap+1(z)} respectively, are twice differentiable with respect to z €
Q. In particular, the whole assumption (H3) is indeed satisfied in that case (and
even with a slightly larger open subset of IR*").

Now, in order to be able to apply the results of the previous chapters to this
molecular Hamiltonian, it remains to construct a family (Q;, U;(x))1<;<, that ver-
ifies Assumption (H4). We do it by following [KMSW].
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More precisely, for any fixed zo = (29, ...,2%) € IR*\C, we choose n functions
fi,- ., fn € C°(IR?; IR), such that,

fi@R) =6k (1<jk<n),

and, for z € R*", s € IR*, and y = (y1,...,yp) € IR*", we set,

Fwo = Zxk_xkfk )6337
k=1

GIO(Iay) = ( ID(Iayl)a s aFIO(xvyp)) € BBP'

Then, by the implicit function theorem, for x in a sufficiently small neighborhood
0y, of 2o, the application y — G, (z,y) is a diffeomorphism of IR?", and we have,

T = Fy, ({E,{Eg),
Gz, (z,y) =y for |y| large enough.

Now, for v € L*(IR*") and z € Q,,, we define,

Uso(2)0(y) := |detdyGay (2, )| 20(Gay ()],

and we see that U,, () is a unitary operator on L?(IR*?) that preserves both Dg =
H?(IR?") and C§° (IR?). Moreover, denoting by Uy, the operator on L?(Q,, x IR*?)
induced by U,, (), we have the following identities:

UzothU;Ol =hD, + th(wiDy + hJQ(xvy)a
UEODQU;)I = ']3(Iay)Dy + ']4(Iay)7

L g 1
lye = vkl ™ [ (@5 yk) = Foo (2, 43), |

L 1
0|$j_yk| o |F (I5I9)_on(xvyk)|7

Uq,

(12.7) U,

where the (matrix or operator-valued) functions J,’s (1 < v < 4) are all smooth on
Q., x IR*. Indeed, denoting by Gy, (z,-) the inverse diffeomorphism of G, (z, ),
one finds,

(tdwéio)(xvyl = GIo(x7y))7
(detd, G, (,9)[* Dy (detdy G (2,9)] )

(tdy o) (.5’ = Gy (2,9)),
= |detd,Go, (@,9)| 2D,y (ldetdy Gy (2.3/)]?)

Y =Gy (z,y))

8

N

—~ —~
8

~— — ~— ~—
Il

y'=Guq(2,y)) -

The key-point in (IZ7) is that the (a-dependent) singularity at yx = ; has been

replaced by the (fix) singularity at y, = :v? Then, as in [KMSW], one can

easily deduce that the map = — U,,Q(z)U; ! is in C°°(Q,,; L(H?(IR?P), L2(1R3p))
Moreover, so is the map = — Ug, A UIO , and we also see that U, ,wU_! 2o Can
be written as in [23]) (with Qg 1nstead of Q;, m = 2, and Qo = —A, + Co,
Cy > 0 large enough). Indeed, with the notations of (IZT), and setting J(x) =
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(Ji(z),...,Tu(2)) == Ji(z,y)Dy + J2(z,y), we have,

n

1

—1 . 2
UpowU, ! = ; 2—bk(thk + hTk(x) — (e + hdp) Ar(z))
"1
(12.8) = w+ h; ajk(thk — ek Ag)

n

1
+h2y E(j,f — (Ve Ti) = 2dkArTi)-
k=1

To complete the argument, we just observe that the previous construction can
be made around any point zg of 2, and since this set is compact, we can cover it
by a finite family ,...,9Q, of open sets such that each one corresponds to some
0, as before. Denoting also Uy (z), ..., U,(x) the corresponding operators Uy, (),
and setting Q; = Q; N, we can conclude that the family (;,U;(z))1< <, verifies
(H4) with Ho, = C5°(IR?). As a consequence, we can apply to this model all the
results of the previous chapters, and thus, we have proved,

Theorem 12.1. Let P(h) be as in (IZ6) with V given by (IZ2) and (IZ4),
Ai,..., Ay € CP(IR"; IR), and By,...,B, € C°(IR"P; IR). Assume also (H3).
Then, the conclusions of Theorem [2] are valid for P = P(h).

We also observe that, in this case, we have,
w(z, & h) = wo(, &) + hwi(x,€) + hPws(x),
with,

o (6 — A

€
o
8
I
~

Il

[
[\v)

ol
Il
=

1

_a [2dy. Ay (@) (cr Ar () — &) + ick (O, Ar) (2)]

(12.9)  wi(=,8) 20y

|
PTM:

Sl

1

wa(z) = Z 2—11)16 [d Ay (z)? + idy, (0, A) (2)] -
k=1

In particular, the conditions (Z8) and (IT]) are satisfied, and thus, we also have,

Theorem 12.2. Let P(h) be as in (IZ0) with V given by (I2Z2) and (IZ4),
Ay,... A, € C(IR" IR), and By,...,B, € C°(IR"7;IR). Assume also (H3’)
and L = 1. Then, the conclusions of Corollary[2.8 and Theorem are valid for
P =P(h).

Moreover, concerning the symbol of the effective Hamiltonian, in that case we
have,

Theorem 12.3. Let P(h) be as in (IZ6) with V given by {I22) and (IZ4),
Ay,... A, € C(IR", IR), and By,...,B, € C°(IR"P;IR). Assume also (H3’)
and L = 1. Then, the symbol a(x,&; h) of the effective Hamiltonian verifies,

a(a:,{; h) = CL()(ZZ?,g) + ha1($7§> + h2a2(az,§) + O(h3)7
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with, for (z,&) € T*(Q),

= (2,8) + A1 (z) + W(x);
a1(z,§) = wi(w,§) —iVewo(r,§)(Vau(z), u(z))

Q
[\v]
8
i
~
Il
R
—_
™
ol
|
QU
>
b
ol
—~
~
~
=
8
—
=
8
~
~

+ ——(&r — cuAr) (& — cAg) (R (2, M)V, u, Va,u),

where wg and wy are defined in (IZ.9), and
R/ (2, \(2)) = I (2)(A(z) - Q(x)) "I (),
is the reduced resolvent of Q(x).

Proof — A possible proof may consist in using Proposition[I0.2l Then, observing
(with the notations of (IZ8)) that, by definition,

(12.10) T = Up, DU — D,

and, exploiting the fact that the (L’ 4+ 1)-th normalized eigenstate u(z) of Q(z) is
a twice differentiable function of z with values in L?(IR*) (sce , e.g., [CoSe], b
this is also an easy consequence of (IZI0) and the fact that x — U, (x)u(x) is
smooth), and setting v(x) = U,, (z)u(z), one can write,

(Tv,0Yy = (Dgu,u)yy — (Dyv, v)gy.

As a consequence, one also finds,
Z (& — ckAr){(Tev, V)1 — i{Vewo Vv, )y = —i(Vewo Vi, u)y.

k=1

§“|H

where wy (0 < £ < 2) are defined in (IZ9)), and this permits to make appear many
cancellations in the expression of a(x, &; h) given in Proposition [I0.2] leading to the
required formulas.

However, there is a much simpler way to prove it, using directly the expressions
([I08) given in Proposition [0.2 for the operator A. Indeed, since in our case
x> u(r) is twice differentiable, for all w € L2(IR"P), we can write,

(D, MoJw = —i{w, Vyu(z))u(z) —i(w, u(z))Vu(z),
and, for all w € C'(IR*"; L(IR*")),

D2 Tolw = [Dy, o] Dyw + Dy - Dy, Molw
= =2i(Dyw, Vyu(x))u(r) — 2i(Dyw, u(x)) - Vyu(z)
—(w, Vyu(x)) - Veu(z) — (w,u(x))Vy - Veu(z).
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This permits to write explicitly the operator [IIy, P] = [Iy, w] as,
n

[y, Plw = ihz i((thk — (e + hdg) Ag)w, Vg, u(z))u(x)
k=1

+ih; i((thk — (e + hd) Ap)w, u(z)) - Vo, u(z)

+h2 Z 2_; (<w, Ve u(x)) - Vo, u(z) + (w, u(z))Viku(I)) )
k=1

In particular, taking w = Zfa(z) = a(z)u(z), « € H'(IR*™)), and using the fact
that R'(z, A(z))u(z) = 0, one finds,

R'(z, \(z))[ly, P|Z{a = ihz bi ((hDy,, — ckAg)a) R (2, N(2))V y, u(z)

=1k
+O(R?[|al),
and then,
Zl[P,ﬁO]R’(a:,/\(:z:))[ﬁo,ﬁ]Zfa
"1
1,2 - _ _
=h kél bkbg ((thk CkAk)(hDu CgAg)a) X

(R (2, \(2))Va, u(2), Va,u(@) + O |al),

This obviously permits to compute the principal symbol of the partial differential
operator Ay appearing in (I0.8). The (full) symbol of A; = Z; PZ; is even easier
to compute, and the result follows. °

Remark 12.4. The smoothness with respect to x of all the coefficients appearing
in a(z,&; h) is a priori known, but can also be recovered directly by using (I210).
For instance, writing (V, u(x), u(x)) as,

(Vau(x), u(@)) = (VoUzyu(x), Ugyu(z)) + (T (2) Uy u(2), Uzyu(x)),
permits to see its smoothness near x.

Remark 12.5. Using the expression of Az appearing in (I0.8), one could also
compute the next term (i.e., the h®-term) in a(z,&; h).

Remark 12.6. Analogous formulas can be obtained in a very similar way in the
case where L is arbitrary but Apr41 =--- = Ap/4p.

Remark 12.7. Although we did not do it here, we can also treat the case of
unbounded magnetic potential (e.g., constant magnetic field). Then, the estimates
on the coefficients c¢,’s in Assumption (H1) are not satisfied anymore, but, since
we mainly work in a compact region of the x-space, it is clear that an adaptation
of our arguments lead to the same results.

Remark 12.8. In the case of a free molecule (or, more generally, if the external
electromagnetic field is invariant under the translations of the type (z,y) — (21 +
a,...,th +a,y1+a,...,yp+a) forany a € IR?), one can factorize the quantum
motion, e.g., by using the so-called center of mass of the nuclei coordinate system,
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as in [KMSW)]. Then, denoting by R the position of the center of mass of the
nuclei, the operator takes the form,

P(h) = Ho(Dr) + P'(h) + h*p(Dy),
where Hy(Dg) stands for the quantum-kinetic energy of the center of mass of the
nuclei, P'(h) has a form similar to that of P(h) in (IZ8) (but now, with z € IR*"~V
denoting the relative positions of the nuclei), and p(D,) is a PDO of order 2 with

respect to y, with constant coefficients (the so-called isotopic term). Therefore, one
obtains the factorization,

(12.11) e~ tP(h)/h _ e*itHo(DR)/he*it(P'(h)+h2p(Dy))/h,

and it is easy to verify that our previous constructions can be performed with
Q(z) replaced by Q(x) + h®p(D,). In particular, under the same assumptions as
in Theorem [[2]], the quantum evolution under P'(h) + h?p(D,,) of an initial state
o verifying (24) with P replaced by P’(h) (that is, a much weaker assumption)
can be expressed in terms of the quantum evolution associated to a L x L matrix
of h-admissible operators on L2(IR*™~V). In that case, (IZL1)) provides a way to
reduce the evolution of ¢y under P(h), too.






APPENDIX A

Smooth Peudodifferential Calculus with
Operator-Valued Symbol

We recall the usual definition of h-admissible operator with operator-valued
symbol. In some sense, this corresponds to a simple case of the more general
definitions given in [Bal, [GMS]. For m € IR and H a Hilbert space, we denote by
H™(IR"™;H) the standard m-th order Sobolev space on IR" with values in H.

Definition A.1. Let m € IR and let H1 and Ha be two Hilbert space. An operator
A= A(h) : H™(IR";H1) — L?(IR"™;Hs) with h € (0, ho) is called h-admissible (of
degree m) if, for any N > 1,

N
(A1) A(h) =Y W Opy(a;(x,& h)) + hN Ry (h),

3=0
where Ry is uniformly bounded from H™(IR";H1) to L?>(IR";Hs) for h € (0, hg),
and, for all h > 0 small enough, a; € C®°(T*IR"; L(H1;H2)), with

(A.2) 10%a; (2, & M)l craia) < Cal§)™

for all « € Z.*" and some positive constant C,,, uniformly for (z,€¢) € T*IR" and
h > 0 small enough. In that case, the formal series,

(A.3) a(z,&h) = hlaj(z,&h),

Jj=20
is called the symbol of A (it can be resummed up to a remainder in O(h™ (&)™)
together with all its derivatives). Moreover, in the case m = 0 and Ha = Hy, A is
called a (bounded) h-admissible operator on L*(IR";H1).

Here, we have denoted by Op(a) the standard quantization of a symbol a,
defined by the following formula:

(A4) Opn(a)u(e) i= s [ €100 (0. €) uly) s

valid for any tempered distribution w, and where the integral has to be inter-
preted as an oscillatory one. Actually, by the Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem (see,
e.g., [GMS, [DiSj1l, Ma2, [Ro1], and below), the estimate (A2) together with
the quantization formula (A4)), permit to define Op(a) as a bounded operator
H™(IR";H1) — L*(IR"; Hz). Let us also observe that, very often, the formal series
(A3) are indeed identified with one of their resummations (and thus, the symbol
is considered as a function, rather than a formal series). Indeed, since the various
resummations (together with all their derivatives) differ by uniformly O(h>(£)™)
terms, in view of (ALJ]) and the Calderdén-Vaillancourt Theorem, it is clear that this
has no real importance.
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As it is well known (see, e.g., [Ba, DiSj1, [GMS| Ma2|), with such a type
of quantization is associated a full and explicit symbolic calculus that permits to
handle these operators in a very easy and pleasant way. In particular, we have the
following results:

Proposition A.2 (Composition). Let A and B be two bounded h-admissible op-
erators on L?(IR™;H1), with respective symbols a and b. Then, the composition
Ao B is an h-admissible operators on L?(IR"; H1), too, and its symbol afb is given
by the formal series,

hlel
afb(z,§5h) = Y o 08a(n, & h)OTb(, & h).

a€Z"

Remark A.3. There is a similar result for the composition of unbounded h-
admissible operators, but it requires more conditions on the remainder Ry (h) ap-
pearing in [AJ) (see [Ba, [GMS]).

Proposition A.4 (Parametrix). Let A be a bounded h-admissible operator on

L?(IR";H,), such that any resummation a of its symbol is elliptic, in the sense
that a(x,&; h) is invertible on Hy for any (x,&; h), and its inverse verifies,

la(z, & h) " 2@y = O(1),
uniformly for (x,€) € T*IR"™ and h > 0 small enough. Then, A is invertible on
L2(IR";H,), its inverse A~! is h-admissible, and its symbol b verifies,
b=a"'+ hr,
withr =35, hry, 1097 || £,y = O(1) uniformly.
Remark A.5. It is easy to see that the ellipticity of any resummation of the

symbol is equivalent to the ellipticity of the function ag(x,&; h) appearing in (A1)
(and thus, to the ellipticity of at least one resummation).

Remark A.6. Of course, the r;’s can actually be all determined recursively, by
using the identity affb = 1 (this gives a possible choice for them, but this choice is
not unique since we have allowed them to depend on h).

Proposition A.7 (Functional Calculus). Let A be a self-adjoint h-admissible op-
erator on L?(IR";H1), and let f € C§°(IR). Then, f(A) is h-admissible, and its
symbol b verifies,

b= f(Rea)+ hr,
where Re a:=(a+a*)/2, andr =73, Wi, 1097 || £,y = O(1) uniformly.

Proposition A.8 (Calderén-Vaillancourt Theorem). Let a = a(z, &) be in C*° (T*IR™; L(H1;Hz)),
such that, for all a € Z7", ||0%a(z,€)| £(31:3) is uniformly bounded on T*IR".

Then, Opy(a) (defined, e.g., on S(IR";H1)) extends to a bounded operator :

L?(IR";H1) — L*(IR";Hs), and there exist two constants C,, and M, depend-

ing only on the dimension n, such that,

10D, (@)l 22 (rsats sz2(rn )y < Cn Y sup [0%a(x, ).
|a‘SMn T R"
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Propagation of the Support

Theorem B.1. Let P be as in (Z2) with (H1)-(H2), and let Ky be a compact
subset of IR?, f € C§°(IR) and o € L*(IR™;H), such that ||¢o| = 1, and,

(1= f(P))eollLz(mrrim) + llpolle(xemy = O(RT).

Then, for any € > 0, any T > 0, and any g € C§°(IR) such that gf = f, the
compact set defined by,

Kpe :={zeR"; dist (z,Ko) <e+ C1T},

with
C1 = 5| Ve, hDL)g(P)],
verifies,
sup [le™ Mol Lo (xs 30y = O(h™),
t€[0,T] ’
as h — 0.

Proof — First, we need the following lemma:

Lemma B.2. Forany1 € Cp°(IR"™), such that supp1 C K§, and for any g € C§°(IR),
one has,

[1(z)g(P)goll = O(R).
Proof - Consider a sequence (1;)jerv C Cp°(IR™), supp1; C K§ and such that
ljt1l; =1, Ll1=1
Then, in view of (£J)), it is sufficient to show that, for any N > 0,
15 @)(P = ) pol] = O | Tm A|~V+D),
uniformly as h, | Im A| — 0.

We set, uj = 1j(z)(P — A\) 1o, and we observe that, for all j € IN, one has
|lu;]| = O(] Im A|71). By induction on N, let us suppose, for all j € IN,

1 (@)(P = A) " ol = O(RN | Tm A|~ VD),
Since 1,41 =1 on Supp 14, and P is differential in z, we have,

(P = Nuj = 1500 + [P,1]141 (P — \) oo,
and thus,

uj = (P =X "100 + (P = X) " w, ylujpr.

Now, by assumption, we have [|1p0] = O(h*), and therefore, ||(P — X)~'1p0|| =
O(h*| Im A|71). Moreover, using (H1)-(H2), it is easy to see that the operator
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| Im AJh=Y(P — )7 [w, 1] is uniformly bounded on L?(IR";H). Hence, using the
induction hypothesis, we obtain,

gl = O] T A1) + O(AY+1| Tm A=) — QRN+ Tm A|~(V+2)
for any j € IN, and the lemma follows. °
Now, for any F € C*° (IR x IR};IR), let us compute the quantity,
O (F(t, ) f(P)e /Mg, f(P)e™ /M)
= Re (O F —ih *FP)f(P)e” P/, f(P)e™ P M)
i —i —i
= ((OuF = o [F, P) f(P)e ™"/ pq, f(P)e™ "/ gy)

2h

i —i —i
(B.1) = {(OF + o lw, F))F(P)e"" g0, f(P)e™" ).
Then, we fix g € C5°(IR) such that gf = f, and, for j € IN, we set,
(BQ) Fj (t,JJ) = (pj( dist (,T, Ko) — Clt),

where Cy = ||Vew(z, hD;)g(P)||, and the ¢;’s are in C5°(IR; IR;) with support
in [e,4+00), verify ¢;(s) =1 for s > ¢ + %, @j+1 = 1 near Supp ;, and are such
that,
<p; = gb? > 0 with ¢; € Cy°(IR; IR).
In particular, F; € Cp°(IRy x IR}; IR, ), and, setting d(x) := dist (z, Ko), we have,
V. Fj = ¢i(d(x) — C1t)Vd(z), 0 F; = —Ci¢(d(x) — Cit).

Moreover, since w = w(x, hD,) is a differential operator with respect x, of degree
m, we see that,

)
h

where R; = R;(t,x,hD;) is a differential operator of degree m — 2 in z, with
coefficients in C° (IR x IR} ) and supported in {F;; = 1}.

(B.3) [w, Fj] = V. F; - Vew(x, hDy) + hR;,

Lemma B.3. For any N > 1,

N
1R; £ (PYull = O h¥|Fjrsa f(PYull + BV |lul)).
k=0

Proof — We write,
R;f(P) = RjFj1f(P) = Rjg(P)Fj11f(P) + R;[Fj1,9(P)|f(P).
Then, using (£8) and the fact that [P, Fj11] = [w, Fj+1], we obtain,
Rj[Fj41,9(P)]

=2 (TR - 2) N, B (P - 2) s d
™
1 (= . - _

=2 BB P - 2) o, B Fya(P — 2) Mz d

_1 /Eg(z)Rj(P —2) Hw, Fj1)(P — 2) "' Fjy0dz dz
™

+% /gg(Z)Rj(P — 2) Mw, Fj1](P — 2) Vw, Fj40)(P — 2) " 'dz dz,
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and thus, by iteration,
Rj[Fjt1,9(P)]

Ny k
= ;/8@( VR;(P—z)~ <H ([w, Fipe] (P — 2)~ 1)) Fitrp1dz dz
. - N+1
/Bg P—2)! H (lw, Fje] (P — 2)7") dz dz.
=1

Since |Rj(P — 2)7 Y| = O(1) and ||[w, Fj1¢](P — 2)71|| = O(h), the result follows.

[}
As a consequence, we deduce from (B.3)),

i —i
=, B f(P)e /gy

= ¢(d(z) — C1t)Vd(z)Vew(z, hD,) f(P)e™ /M,
N
+OO WPy yga f(P)e™ P Mg || + BN H2)
k=0

= ¢j(d(z) — C1t)Vd(x)Vew(x, hD,)g(P)g;(d(x) — Cit) f(P)e
¢;(d(z) — C11))Vd(x)[¢; (d(x) — Cit), Vew(x, hDy)] f(P)e~ P M,
+¢;(d(x) — C11))Vd(x)Vew(w, hDy)[;(d(x) — Cit), g(P)f (P)e” /Mg

N
O Wy f(P)e ™ F/ gy | + hN+2),

and thus, since ¢; is supported in {F;+1 = 1}, as in the proof of Lemma [B.3] we
obtain,

L w, F f(P)e /g

h
= ¢;(d(x) — C1t)Vd(z)Vew(x, hDy)g(P)g;(d(z) — Cit) f(P)e™ " h gy,
N
+OOY BBy f(P)e P || + N2,
k=0

for any fixed N > 1.

Going back to (B, and using the fact that ||Vd(z)Vew(x, hDy)g(P)|| < Ch,
this gives,

O (Fj(t,x) f(P)e™ /Mg, f(P)e /M py)

N
< OO W Ejppga f(P)e™ g |2 + BN T2),
k=0
and therefore, integrating between 0 and ¢, and using Lemma [B.2]
(Fy(t,x) f(P)e "M, f(P)e™/g)

N

= O # [ B F(PI ol + 117742,
k=0
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In particular, since
155t 2) f(P)e™" Mo | < (Fj (¢ 2) f(P)e ™" M0, f(P)e " py),
we have || F;(t, ) f(P)e~ """ || = O(h) for any j € IN, and then, by induction,

| Ej(t, ) f(P)e™ P/ pg||2 = O(RN) for all N € IN. Due to the definition (B.2) of
F}, this proves the theorem. .



APPENDIX C
Two Technical Lemmas

Lemma C.1. Let ¢;,1; € C§°(IR"™), such that 1; = 1 near Supp ;. Then, for any
f € C§°(IR), one has,

Uit f(PYU; "y = 1, f (U, PUS M ) + O(h™).
Proof — By (48], and taking the adjoint, it is enough to prove, for any N > 1,
Ujlj(p - Z)_lUjildjj = (UjleUjillj — Z)_ld)j + O(I’LN| Im Z|_‘N/)7

locally uniformly for z € €', and with some N’ = N'(N) < +oc. Let v € L2(IR™)
and set u := (P — z)*lUj_lz/)jv. By Lemma [TT] (and its proof), we know that,

(©1) w =10+ O(N] Tm 2= o),
for some N’ = N’(N) < 400. On the other hand, we have,
(UjleUjfllj —2)Upju = UjjPu—2Upju+ Ujljp(1? —1u

= Upj(zu+ UJfleU) — z2Uju + Ujle(ﬁ —1u
= Yv+ Ujljp(1§ —1)u,
and thus, using (CJ]),

Upyju = (UjleUjillj — Z)_l(’lbj’u + Ujljp(l? — 1)u)
— (UjleUj*llj —z)_lev+(’)(hN| Im z|_N”||vH),
for some other N” = N”(N) < 4+00. Then, the result follows. o

Lemma C.2. Let ¢,1 € C§°(IR"™), such that 1 = 1 near Supp . Then, for any
p € C§°(IR), one has,
plwn)yp = p(w)p + O(h).
Proof — The proof is very similar to (but simpler than) the one of Lemma [C.]
and we omit it. )
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