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WEYL LAWS FOR PARTIALLY OPEN QUANTUM MAPS

EMMANUEL SCHENCK

ABsTrRACT. We study a toy model for “partially open” wave-mechanical system, like
for instance a dielectric micro-cavity, in the semiclassical limit where ray dynamics
is applicable. Our model is a quantized map on the 2-dimensional torus, with an
additional damping at each time step, resulting in a subunitary propagator, or “damped
quantum map”. We obtain analogues of Weyl’s laws for such maps in the semiclassical
limit, and draw some more precise estimates when the classical dynamic is chaotic.

1. INTRODUCTION

A quantum billiard  is a “closed quantum system”, as it preserves probability. Math-
ematically, this corresponds to the Laplace operator in €2 with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions. In this case, the spectrum is discrete and the associated eigenfunctions are bound
states. This system can be “opened” in various ways: among others, one possibility is to
consider the situation where the refractive index takes two different values n;, /o, inside
and outside the billiard. This model can describe certain types of two-dimensional optical
microresonators: after some approximations, the electromagnetic field satisfies the scalar
Helmholtz equation (A + k2, / out)¥Y = 0 inside and outside €2. For transverse magnetic
polarization of the electromagnetic field, ¥ and V¥ are continuous across 92, and the
relation between k;y o, and the energy E is expressed by /-cfn Jout = nfn /OutE. In that
case, the spectrum is purely absolutely continuous, and all bound states are replaced by
metastable states: they correspond to complex generalized eigenvalues, called resonances,
which are the poles of the meromorphic continuation of the resolvent from the upper to
the lower half plane. These quantum resonances play a physically significant role, as their

imaginary part govern the decay in time of the metastable states.

For such systems with a refractive index jump, the semiclassical (equivalently, the
geometric optics) limit can be described as follows. A wavepacket travels along a single
ray until in hits 9, then it generally splits between two rays, one reflected, the other
refracted according to Snell’s law. If the cavity Q is convex, the refracted ray will escape
to infinity, and we may concentrate to what happens inside: the wavepacket follows the
same trajectory as in the case of the closed cavity, but it is damped at each bounce by
a reflection factor depending on the incident angle. If we encode the classical dynamics
inside the billiard by the bounce map, then the effect of that reflection factor is to damp
the wavepacket after at each step (or bounce). This map does not preserve probability,
it is a “weighted symplectic map”, as studied in .
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The toy model we will study below has the same characteristics as this bounce map,
and has been primarily introduced in [KNS| to mimick the resonance spectra of dielectric
microcavities. It consists in a symplectic smooth map « acting on a compact phase space
(the 2-dimensional torus T?), plus a damping function on that phase space a € C*°(T?),
with |a| < 1. Throughout the paper we will not always assume precise dynamical property
for the map &, althought the main result take a very specific form when x has the Anosov
property. We will also assume that for each time n > 1, the fixed points of «" form a
“thin” set (the precise condition is given in §2.2)).

The corresponding quantum system will be contructed as follows: we first quantize
k into a family of N x N unitary propagators, where the quantum dimension N =

(2rh)~t 4f -1 will be large, and the damping function a is quantized into an operator
Opy,(a). All these quantities will be described in more detail in §20 To have a damping
effect at the quantum level, we also need to assume that || Op,(a)| <1 for all h < 1.

If we note U, (k) the unitary propagator obtained from a quantization of , the damped
quantum map then takes the form

(1.1) My (a, k) % Opy,(a) o Un(k).

Apart from the ray-splitting situation described above, the above damped quantum map
is also relevant as a toy model for the damped wave equation in a cavity or on a compact
Riemannian manifold. Evolved through the damped wave equation, a wavepacket follows
a geodesic at speed unity, and it is continuously damped along this trajectory [ALL [Sjd].
The above damped quantum map is a discrete time version of this type of evolution; it
can be seen as a “stroboscopic” or “Poincaré” map for such an evolution. To compare the
spectrum of our quantum maps with the complex modes k,, = wn—ir—z” of a damped cavity,
one should look at the modes contained in an interval |w, — k| < 7 around the frequency
k ~ h~! : the distribution of the decay rates T',, : |w, — k| < 7 is expected to exhibit

the same behavior that of the decay rates {yéh) = —2log |)\£Lh)| , |)\7(1h)| € Spec(Mjy(a, k))},
as we will see below. Some of the theorems we present here are analogues of theorems
relative to the spectrum for the damped wave equation, proved in [ALL [Sj5]. Some of the
latter theorems become trivial in the present framework, while the proofs of some others
simplifies in the case of maps. Besides, the numerical diagonalization of finite matrices is
simpler than that of wave operators. Also, it is easier to construct maps with pre-defined
dynamical properties, than manifolds with pre-defined properties of the geodesic flow.

We now come to our results concerning the maps (L.I)). Some of them — Theorems
and [[L3] - have already been presented without proof in [NS].

In general, the matrix Mjy(a, k) is not normal, and may not be diagonalizable. It is
known that the spectrum of nonnormal matrices can be very sensitive to perturbations,
leading to the more robust notion of pseudospectrum [ET]. We will show that, under the
condition of nonvanishing damping factor |a| > amin > 0, the spectrum of Mjy(a, ) is
still rather constrained in the semiclassical limit: it resembles the spectrum of the unitary
(undamped) map Up(k).



WEYL LAWS FOR PARTIALLY OPEN QUANTUM MAPS 3

Theorem 1.1. Let My (a, k) be the damped quantum map described above, where k is a
smooth, symplectic map on T? and the damping factor a € C°°(T?) satisfies 1 > |a| > 0.
For each value of h = N™', N € N, we denote by {Agh)}j:1...h71 the eigenvalues of

My (a, k), counted with algebraic multiplicity. In the semiclassical limit h — 0, these
eigenvalues are distributed as follows. Let us call

:\’-‘

ap, : am—)H]aom

=1

and using the Birkhoff ergodic theorem, define
Elo(a) = ess inf lim a,, ESs(a)=esssup lim a,.
n—oo n—oo

Then the spectrum semiclassically concentrates near an annulus delimited by the circles

of radius El(a) and ES(a):

(12) >0, lim h#{l <j<h ™' :Ele(a) - 6 < 2] < ESc(a) +5} —

Suppose now that & is ergodic with respect to the Lebesgue measure p on T?, and
denote

{a) def exp { / log |a|d,u} the geometric mean of |a| on T?.

In this case, the spectrum concentrates near the circle of radius (a) and the arguments
of the elgenvalues become homogeneously distributed over St ~ [0,1):

Theorem 1.2. If k is ergodic with respect to the Lebesgue measure,

() ¥>0, lm {1 <n [NV ()] <0} =
")

ar )\
() vfecs), lm hZf( 8 )= [ sy

Note that () is an immediate consequence of Theorem [[T] since the Birkhoff ergodic
theorem states that El(a) = ESs(a) = (a) if & is ergodic with respect to u. We remark
that the ergodicity of x ensures that the spectrum of the unitary quantum maps Uj (k)
become uniformly distributed as h — 0 [BDB2, MOK]. Actually, for this property to
hold one only needs a weaker assumption, contained in Proposition

If we now suppose that x has the Anosov property (which implies ergodicity), we can
estimate more precisely the behavior of the spectrum as it concentrates around the circle
of radius (a) in the semiclassical limit.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that k is Anosov. Then, for any € > 0,

1
1 27F
(1.3) mh#{l_y_h MAJ | <a>(_<10gh_1> } 1
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This theorem is our main result, and is proven in § It relies principally on the
knowledge of the rate of convergence of the function a, to (a) as n — oo, when & is
Anosov.

In general, for chaotic maps the radial distribution of the spectrum around (a) does not
shrink to 0 in the semiclassical limit, as numerical and analytical studies indicate [AL].
Toward this direction, we estimate the number of “large” eigenvalues, i.e. the subset of
the spectrum that stay at a finite distance ¢ > 0 of (a), as h — 0: we show that this
number is bounded by h*~!, where 0 < v < 1 can be seen as a “fractal” exponent and
depend on both a and x. One more time, we use for this purpose information about the
“probability” for the function a,, to take values away from (a), as n becomes large. This
involves large deviations properties for a,,, which are usually expressed in terms of a rate
function I > 0 (see ) depending on both a and . For d > 0, considering the interval
[log(a) 4+ d, o], one has

lim 1 log p{z : log a,(z) > d+log(a)} = —I(d).
n—oo N

Our last result then the takes the form:

Theorem 1.4. Suppose as before that k is Anosov, and choose ¢ > 0. Define
I’ = log(sup | Dkl ]), le =log(1+c¢/(a)).

For any constant C > 0 and € > 0 arbitrary small, denote C* = C + ¢, and set Tor =
(2I' — 8loga_)~'. Then, if I denotes the rate function associated to a and , we have

W1 <G <h b AP > (a) + ¢} = O(hver)

I(tc )T,k

where Va’,i(C) = m.

At this time, we do not know if the upper bound in Theorem [[.4lis optimal. The proof
of the preceding result involves the use of an evolution time of order n, ~ 7logh™!,
similar to an Ehrenfest time, up to which the quantum to classical correspondance — also
known as Egorov theorem — is valid. The above bound is optimal in the sense that a
particular choice of 7 = 7, makes minimal the bound we can obtain. It is given by

def Tox
14+ I(bc)Tay
It is remarkable that in our setting, a small Ehrenfest time does not gives any relevant

bound, but a large Ehrenfest time does not provide an optimal bound either, because the
remainder terms in the Egorov theorem become too large.

Te

We also find interesting to note that in the context of the damped wave equation, a
result equivalent to Theorems [Tl and was obtained by Sjostrand under the assump-
tion that the geodesic flow is ergodic [Sjo]. But to our knowledge, no results similar to
Theorem [[3lare known in this framework. Concerning Theorem [L.4], a comparable result
has been announced very recently in the case of the damped wave equation on manifolds
of negative curvature [Anal, but working with flows on manifolds add technical compli-
cations compared to our framework. Although, it could be appealing to compare the
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nature of the upper bounds obtained in these two formalisms, and in both cases, it is
still an open question to know if any lower bound could be determined for the number of
eigenvalues larger than (a) + ¢, in the semiclassical limit. We also note that this “fractal
Weyl law” is different from the fractal law for resonances presented in [SZ|, although the
two systems share some similarities.

In the whole paper, we discuss quantum maps on the 2-torus T?. The generalization to
the 2n—dimensional torus, or any “reasonable” compact phase space does not present any
new difficulty, provided a quantization can be constructed on it, in the spirit of [MOK].

In section [2, we introduce the general setting of quantum mechanics and pseudodif-
ferential calculus on the torus. Theorems [L.I]l and [[.2] together with some intermediate
results are proved in section [3, while the Anosov case is treated in section @l In section
[Bl, we present numerical calculations of the spectrum of such maps to illustrate theorems
L1 and [[.3l The observable a is chosen somewhat arbitrarily (with |a| > 0), while &
is a well-known perturbed cat map.

2. QUANTUM MECHANICS ON THE TORUS T?

We briefly recall the setting of quantum mechanics on the 2-torus. We refer to the
literature for a more detailed presentation [HB. BDBI, IDEG].

2.1. The quantum torus. When the classical phase space is the torus T? def {z =
(g,p) € (R/Z)?}, one can define a corresponding quantum space by imposing periodicity
conditions in position and momentum on wave functions. When Planck’s constant takes
the discrete values i = (2rN)~!, N € N, these conditions yield a subspace of finite
dimension N, which we will denote by H . This space can be equipped with a “natural”
hermitian scalar product.

We begin by fixing the notations for the A-Fourier transform on R, which maps position
to momentum. Let S denote the Schwartz space of functions and &’ its dual, i.e. the
space of tempered distributions. The A-Fourier transform of any 1 € S'(R) is defined as

Fuib(p) = ﬁ / b(g)etrdg.

A wave function on the torus is a distribution periodic in both position and momentum:

(g +1) = e¥™24(q), Fpyp(p + 1) = 2™ Frap(p) .

Such distributions can be nontrivial iff A = (2rN)~! for some N € N, in which case they
form a subspace Hy of dimension N. For simplicity we will take here §; = 65 = 0. Then
this space admits a “position” basis {|e;) : j € Z/NZ}, where

2.1) (ale;) = %N S 6 — v - §/N).

VEZ
A “natural” hermitian product on Hy makes this basis orthonormal:

(2.2) (ejlex) = ok, J,k € Z/NZ,

and we will denote by || - || the corresponding norm.
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Let us now describe the quantization of observables on the torus. We start from
pseudodifferential operators on L*(R) [GS|, DS]. To any f € S(T*R) is associated its
h—Weyl quantization, that is the operator f} acting on ¢ € S(R) as:

q+r

5 p)e%(q_r)pw(r) drdp.

2.3 vl o [ 1

This defines a continuous mapping from S to S, hence from &’ to &’ by duality. Further-
more, it can be shown that the mapping f — f/’ can be extended to any f € C;°(T*R),
the space of smooth functions with bounded derivatives, and the Calderén-Vaillancourt
shows that f is also continuous on L?(R).

A complex valued observable on the torus f € C°°(T?) can be identified with a biperi-
odic function on R? (for all ¢,p, f(¢+1,p) = f(¢,p+1) = f(¢,p)). When h = 1/27N,
one can check that the operator f}’ maps the subspace Hy C S'(R) to itself. In the

following, we will always adopt the notation h def 2mh, so that on the torus we have
h = N~!. This number h will play the role of a small parameter and remind us the stan-
dard A-pseudodifferential calculus in T*R. We will then write Op,,(f) for the restriction
of f} on Hy, which will be the quantization of f on the torus. It is a N X N matrix in
the basis (2.I)).

The operator Opy,(f) inherits some properties from f’. We will list the ones which will
be useful to us. Opy,(f)T = Op,(f*), so if f takes real values, Opy,(f) is self-adjoint. The
function f = f, may also depend on h, and to keep on the torus the main features of the
standard pseudodifferential calculus in 7T*R, these functions — or symbols — must belong to
particular classes. On the torus, these different classes are defined exactly as for symbols
in Cp°(T*R). For a sequence of functions (fr)nejo,1), fo = f(x,h) € CP(T*R)x]0,1],
we will say that f, € S3*(1), with § €]0, %], m € R if A™ f is uniformly bounded with
respect to & and for any multi-index o = (n1,n2) € N? of length ||, we have :

‘8afh’ < Cah—m—\aw )

oni1tna

In the latter equation, 9% stands for sz and 0% frl = sup(g pyer2 [0 fr(g, p)|- On

the torus, one simply has 2rh = h = N~! for some N € N, and C;°(T*R) is replaced
by C*°(T?). Let us denote S§* these symbol classes. We have the following inequality

of norms, useful to carry properties of A—pseudodifferential operators on R to the torus
BDBI]:

(2.4) Ve C®(T?), [0pn(NI < I1FH 2 -

Note that this property remain valid if f = f5 depends on h, with f5 € S(1). The L2
continuity states that if fr € S9(1), then f# is a bounded operator (with A—uniform
bound) from L?*(R) to L?(R). Since Opy,(f) is the restriction of f on Hy, Eq. (Z4)
implies the existence of a constant C' independant of h such that for f € S§ and h €]0, 1],

10ps (NIl <C.
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The symbol calculus on the Weyl operators f}” easily extends to their restrictions on
H . We have, for symbols f and g in S§ the composition rule:

Opx(f) Opn(9) = Opp(fir9)
where ff,g is defined as usual: for X = (x,¢) € R? we have

2 .
@) U= (3) [ 100+ 29+ V)0 S avaz

where o denotes the usual symplectic form. Another useful expression for f,g is given
by

ih &
(2:6) (F4n9) (X) = 27 PXPI(F(X)g(V))]x=v

where Dy = (D, D¢) = (305, $0¢). This representation is particulary useful for expan-
sions of ff,g in powers of h. If f € SI* and g € SF, then fi,g € S;**", and at first order
we have :

(2.7) | Op, () Opp(g) — Opu(f 9)l| < Cfpght=2FmHn.

The Weyl operators on Hy, Tmn def Opy,(emn), with

emn(q,p) & 2T € 7,

allow us to represent Opy(f):

(2.8) Opu(f) = Z fmm Tm,n, where frn = / Jemndp.
m,neL T2

From the trace identities

T f,, = {(—D’W Bl i =0 mod bt

(2.9) .
0 otherwise,

one easily shows that for any f € S§ we have

(2.10) BT ODL() = foo+O0) = [ Fau+O(h).

Let a € S). We will write a_ = minp2 |a|, and a4 = maxy2 |a|. The next proposition
is the version the sharp Garding inequality in our torus setting.

Proposition 2.1. Let a € Sg be a real symbol, with Rana = [a_,a]. There exist a
constant C' > 0 such that, for small enough h and any normalized state u € Hy:

a_ — Ch'=% < (u,0py,(a)u) < ay + Ch'™2
Proof. We first sketch the proof of the sharp Garding inequality in the case of pseudodif-

ferential operators on T*R with real symbol a € Sg(l). For the lower bound, we suppose
without loss of generality that a_ = 0.
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:c2 2
For X = (x,€&) € R?, consider I'(X) = I'(z,¢) = ﬁe_ e Using Eq. (2.3) for
symbols on T*R, a straightforward calculation involving Gaussian integrals shows that
T'ipI' =T, hence I' is an orthogonal projector, and thus a positive operator. Define the
symbol

def 2 _x?
a*F(X):(']TTF/I\QQG(X_‘_Y)e hdY

We now make use of the Taylor formula at point X. Because of the parity of I', we have

axI'(X) =a(X)+ # //(1 —0)a" (X 4+ 0Y)Y? e dvde .

r(X)

Since also (a*T)¥ = [a(Y)(I(.—Y))¥dY and T'(. — Y)¥ > 0, the operator (a = I')* is
positive definite.

We then have to evaluate the symbol r(X). We rescale the variable X — X = X/Vh,
and call #(X) = r(vhX). If u € L?, we note (&) = h%u(:n). This transformation is
unitary : ||@||z2 = ||ul|z2. Notice that now, a simple change of variables using (2.3]) shows
that ||rpul| = ||7{"@|| where 7" denote the & = 1 quantization of the symbol 7. Because
of the term a” = O(h™%) that appears in r, for any multi-index |a|, we have

Qv al+1E—6(|al+2
O%F(X) < pletttp=olel2)

Here and below, by f < g we will mean that |f| < C|g| for some C' > 0. Hence, since the
L? continuity applied to 7 yields to a bound that involves a finite number of derivatives
of 7, we get ||F||2_, 2 = O(h'~2). Hence,
7wl 2 = [I7all 2
<l e e llull e S A2 full 2
and we conclude by
Il = O =)
This imply the existence of a constant ¢ > 0 such that
(2.11) (u, a¥u) > —ch'=% .
The upper bound is obtained similarly, assuming a; = 0 and considering the symbol
—a > 0.

It is now a straightforward calculation to transpose these properties on the torus by
making use of Eq. (2.4). O

2.2. Quantum dynamics. The classical dynamics will simply be given by a smooth
symplectic diffeomorphism & : T2 — T2. Since we are mainly interested in the case
of chaotic dynamics, we will sometimes make the hypothesis that « is Anosov, hence
ergodic with respect to the Lebesgue measure . From this ergodicity we draw the
following consequence on the set of periodic points. We recall that a set has Minkowsk:
content zero if, for any € > 0, it can be covered by equiradial FEuclidean balls of total
measure less than e.
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Proposition 2.2. Assume the diffeornorphism k is ergodic w.r.to the Lebesque measure.
Then, for any n > 1, the fized points of kK™ form a set of Minkowski content zero.

Proof. Let us first check that, for any n # 0, the set of n-periodic points Fix(x™) has
Lebesgue measure zero. Indeed, this set is x-invariant, so by ergodicity it has measure
0 or 1. In the latter case, the map k would be n-periodic on a set of full measure, and
therefore not ergodic.

Let us now fix n # 0. Since " is continuous, for any € > 0 the set

F {x € T?, dist(x, k" (z)) < €} is closed in T2.

Since F. C F. if € < ¢, for any Borel measure v on T? we have

v(Fy) = limv(F,).
e—0
Since Fy = Fix(k™) has zero Lebesgue measure, it is of Minkowski content zero. U

We will not study in detail the possible quantization recipes of the symplectic map
k (see e.g. [KMRI DEG] [Zel| for discussions on this question), but assume that some
quantization can be constructed. In dimension d = 1, the map « can be decomposed into
the product of three maps L, ¢, and ¢ where L € SL(2,7Z) is a linear automorphism of
the torus, ty is the translation of vector v and ¢; is a time 1 hamiltonian flow [KMR]. One
quantize the map k = Loty o¢; by quantizing separately L, t, and ¢ into Uy (L), Up(tv)
and Up(¢1) and setting Uy (k) = Up(L) o Up(ty) o Up(é1). We are mainly interested in
the Egorov property, or “quantum to classical correspondence principle” of such maps,
which is expressed for f € S by

|Un (k)" Opy(f)Un(k) — Opy(f o k)| = o(1), where o(1) h=0 .

The following lemma makes the defect term o(1) in the preceding equation more precise.
Lemma 2.3. Let f € Sg. There is a constant Cy . such that
(2.12) U (%)~ Opy,(f)Un() = Opy(f o )| < Cp b2

Proof. Since it is well known that for linear maps L, one has

Un(L)~' Op(f)Un(L) = Opy(f o L),

we will consider only the quantizations of ¢, and ¢;. The map t, is quantized by a
quantum translation operator of vector vy, which is at distance |v — vy,| = O(h):

Uh(tV)_1 Opy,(f)Un(tv) = Opy(f o ty,)

Consequently, we need to estimate || Opy,(f oty — foty,)||. Denote b = f oty € S§ and
ty =tv, + 0v. Up to a linear change of variables, we clearly have
+[ov |
b(z + [dv]) — b(z) = / b (t)dt < 0[] = O(h' ™),

T

and finally,
|Opy(f oty — foty,)| = O(h' ™).
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For the Hamiltonian flow, denote
1 1—t¢
@1 = exp & Op,,(H) and @14 = exp = Op,(H) | ,

where H € SJ. To estimate ||Up(¢1)™1 Opy,(f)Un(é1) — Opy(f © ¢1)]|, one can use the
Duhamel principle, and we are lead to estimate

I 0p4 (), Opy (f © 61)] = Opy, ({H, £ 0 61,1

A straightforward application of (28] yields to
i i _
[Opy (H), Opy(f 0 ¢1.0)] = Opy({H, f 0 $14}) + 7Oy (B*7*)

and we get
1UL(61) " Opy, (f)Un(1) — Opy(f 0 ¢1)| = O(h'=2).
Adding all these estimates, we end up with
|Un (k)™ Opp(f)Un(k) — Opy(f o k)| < Cf’nhl—%.
O

Taking into account the damping, our damped quantum map is given by the matrix
My, (a, k) in ([LI). The damping factor a € S§ is chosen such that, for h small enough,
| Opy(a)|| < 1 and a— = ming2 |a| > 0. From Proposition 1], this implies that Op,(a),
and thus Mj,(a, k), are invertible, with inverses uniformly bounded with respect to h:

(2.13) 1My (a, 6)ll = ay +O(h), | Mn(a, k)7 | = aZ! + O(h).

As explained in the introduction, M} (a, k) is not a normal operator, and it may not be
diagonalizable. Nevertheless, we may write its spectrum as

Spec(Mp(a,x)) = {AM AP Ay

where each eigenvalue is counted according to its algebraic multiplicity, and eigenvalues
are ordered by decreasing modulus (in the following we will sometimes omit the (%)
supersripts). The bounds (213) trivially imply

(2.14) ay+Ch =DM > > D > — o,

for some constant C' > 0. Since we assumed a_ > 0, the spectrum is localized in an
annulus for h small enough. The above bounds are similar with the ones obtained for
the damped wave equation [ALL Eq.(2-2)].

For later use, let us now recall the Weyl inequalities [Kon|, which relate the eigenvalues
of an operator A to its singular values (that is, the eigenvalues of v ATA):

Proposition 2.4 (Weyl’s inequalities). Let H be a Hilbert space and A € L(H) a compact
operator. Denote respectively oq,aq,... (respectively Bi,B2,...) its eigenvalues (resp.
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singular values) ordered by decreasing moduli and counted with algebraic multiplicities.

Then, Vk < dimH, we have :
k k k k
(2.15) [Tled <[5, Ylal<> s
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

We immediately deduce from this the following

Corollary 2.5. Fiz n > 1. Let A, Aa,... be the eigenvalues of A and sgn),sén), ... the
eigenvalues of A, = N A™MA", ordered as above. Then for any k < dimH.:

k k k k
>lognl <Y tlogs™,  [TIn < T]s"-
1=1 1=1 i=1 1=1

2.3. A first-order functional calculus on £(Hy). In §3] we will need to analyze the
operators

{ 2’{/Mh(a, k) My(a, k)", n €N},

We will show that they are (self-adjoint) pseudodifferential operators (i.e. “quantum
observables”) on Hy, and then draw some estimates on their spectra in the semiclassical
limit via counting functions and trace methods. We will use for this a functional calculus
for operators in L(Hy), obtained from a Cauchy formula, via the method of almost
analytic extensions.

Let a € S be a real symbol. In order to localize the spectrum of Opj,(a) over a set

depending on h, we will make use of compact supported functions f,, € C§°(R) which can

vary over distances of order w(h) for some continuous function w, verifying w(h) B2,

The functions f,, have derivatives growing as h — 0: for any m € N, we will assume
that

(2.16) 0™ fu| < Crw(h)™™ .

We will call such functions w(h)— admissible. Our main goal in this section consist in
defining the operators f,,(Op;,(a)) and characterize them as pseudodifferential operators
on the torus.

We first construct an almost analytic extension f,, € C§°(C) verifying

(2.17) 10fw| < Con|S2[™w(R)™ , ¥m >0

(2.18) fw’R:fwy

where O stands for % = %(a% + ia%). For this purpose, we follow closely [DS] : one put

X € C§°(R) be equal to 1 in a neighborhood of 0, ¢ € C§°(R) equal to 1 in a neighborhood
of Supp(f) and define

= Y()x(y)

Futa -+ iy) = P [ aeriny (ue) £ (€.
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We will now verify that f,, is a function that satisfies Eqs. (217) and (2ZI8). Notice first
that f, is compacly supported in C, and that Eq. (2I8) follows clearly from the Fourier
inversion formula. To derive (2I7), remark that that

25 W@XW) 0 [ irige X WE) ot 5
o, = ), / e L € fu€)de

L Y @)X() + (@)X ) / o @HY=DE \ (1) £ (7)didE

4
= I[+41I.
Since fy, and t — ¢t~/ (t) are compactly supported, we can integrate by parts and using

(2I6]), we obtain, setting t = y¢ :

Hence, this shows that |I| < Cp,w(h)~™. Denote now F(z,y) = W(I)X(y)gwx)xl(y). Since
x — & # 0if x € Supp®, one can rewrite II to get

_ o, m: i(z—E+iy)E X/(yf)y . \2Pm f(@) N
=y 1F(x,y)/e ty —(§+i)2(y§)m(l+Dx) D} (7x—i+iy)dxd€'

Notice that if y = 0, [I=0. Otherwise, because of the term F(x,y), the function

/
def i(p—iti X (¥€)
gya(§) = TN T2
is uniformly bounded and compactly supported with respect to &, with a support of order
y~!. But then we clearly have

\ [ 1@ @) di de| < Couiy

from which we deduce that |II| < Cp,w(h)™™, and Eq. ([ZI7) is verified.

Considering a function f,, as above, we now characterize f,(Op;,(a)) as a pseudodif-
ferential operator on the torus. We begin by two lemmas concerning resolvent estimates.
For z ¢ SpecOpy,(a), we note R.(a) = (Opy,(z — a))~! the resolvent of Opy,(a) at point
z.

Lemma 2.6. Let a € Sg be a real symbol, and Q@ C C a bounded domain such that
Supp(fw) C Q. Take z € Q and suppose that |3z| > h® for some ¢ €]0,1] such that

d+e< % Then,

1
— e S5, ..
s —a o+e

Proof. The hypothesis |3z| > h® implies immediately that

! <h™F.
e —al
1

(2.19)

To control the derivatives of (z —a)™", we will make use of the Faa di Bruno formula
[Com|. For n > 2, Let @« = (ay,...,a,) € N™ be a multi-index, and II be the set of
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partitions of the ensemble {1,...,n}. For m € II, we write 7 = {By,...B,}, where B; is
some subset of {1,...,n} and can then be seen as a multi-index. Here |a| > r > 1, and
we note || = r. For two smooth functions g : R” — R and f : R+ R such that fogis
well defined, one has

B \g
(2.20) fog=" 0"ty

We now take n = 2, and o € N2. Using this formula for 8“% and recalling that a € Sg,
we get for each partition 7 € H a sum of terms which can be written :

B e(r+1) 3, —d|qf
Z _ CL 7’+1 H 0 < h™ h ’
Ber
Since we have r < |a, this concludes the proof. O

The preceding lemma allows us to obtain now a useful resolvent estimate :

26

Lemma 2.7. Choose € < . Suppose as above that a € Sg s real and z € Q with

|Sz| > he. Then,
1
R(a) = Omy (2 ) + o),
where Ry(z) € L(Hy) verifies | Ru(2)| = O(h' 20429 uniformly in z.

Proof. We will note Oy, .(¢) an operator which depend continuously on z and whose
norm in Hy is of order ¢q. By the preceding lemma and the symbolic calculus (2.7), for
|Sz| > h® we can write :

1
Opy(z — a) Opy, (ﬁ) = 1d — Opy,(r2)

with r, € Sgi‘;?’a ! and hence Opy,(r,) = Oy -(h7273%). For h small enough, the

right hand side is invertible :

(2.21) (Id — Oph(Tz))_l =1d +OHN,z(h1_26_3E) '
Zia) = Oy ,-(R7F). Since

We now remark that the Géarding inequality implies Op,, (

we have obviously

Raa) = Opy () (1@ Oy ()

we obtain using Eq. (221))
1
R:(a) = Opy, (ﬁ) + Opy (B 72075

It is now straightforward to check that all the remainder terms are uniform with respect
to z, since we have z € Q and |Sz| > h°. O

We can now formulate a first order functional calculus for a € Sg.
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Proposition 2.8 (Functional calculus). Let a € SY real, and f,, an w—admissible func-
tion with w(h)™' < h™" such that

(2.22) 0<n<
Then, for any € > 0 such that n < e < % , we have :

fuw(Opp(a)) = Opy(fu(a)) + Oy (1 ~27%)

and fy(a) € Sg+5.

Proof. Let us write the Lebesgue measure drdy = dEQAidZ. From the operator theory point

of view, we already know that for any bounded self-adjoint operator A

Fuld) = 5= [ OFule 2z — Az

see for example [DS] for a proof.

Because of the condition expressed by Eq. (2.22)), it s possible to choose € > 0 such

that n <e < %. We now divide the complex plane into two subsets depending on e:
C=Q1UQg, where Q1 = {z € C:|3z] < hf} and Qo = C\ Q1. We first treat the case
z € 3. We recall that for z ¢ R, one has

1
RN

(2.23) IR (a)] <
Using Egs. (2I7) and ([2.23]), we obtain for any m € N :

1
/ LS w(h) ™z A d
QunSupp(f) |37

< hma—lw(h)—m )

~

0fw(z,2)R.(a) dz A dz
951

<

Since hfw(h)~! < he=n h=0, 0, by taking m arbitrarily large we obtain

OfuR.(a)dz A dz

= O(h™).
1951

We now consider z € 5. Using lemma 2.7, we obtain

— _ dz Ndz == _ 1 dz Ndz
[ Ohar@ SR~ [ ofmon () B
2 2
- _ dz Ndz
+ o, Ofw(z,2)Rp(2) 5

(2.24) = I+1I.
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To rewrite the first term I in the right hand side, we use the Fourier representation (2.8]):
1

I = — _~w T vCu,v z
% Jo, of Z wwCup(2)dZ N dz
W VEZL
= Z T, J// dxdye%”(“x_”y)z_i/ MdZAdz
e T2 ir Jq, z —a(z,y)

— Op, i/ Ofuw(2) oo\ 4o ,
27 Jo, zZ—a

where we used the uniform convergence of the Fourier series (28], the Fubini Theorem
and the linearity of the quantization f — Op;(f). Note that

/ Uulz2) . g, / Uul22) oy g / UWul22) -y g
Qs zZ—a C zZ—a N zZ—a
Now, Eqgs. ([219) and (2.I7) yields to
/ Oule2) o p gz e 57
O Z—aQ
and since the Cauchy formula for C'*° functions implies that
1 Efw(z,z) - 3
— [ 2Bz A dz = fule(a) = fula),
s | b nd = Fula(@) = fula)

we can simply write

24w zZ—a

(2.25) [=Opy, (i /Q Ofwlz.2) 4 dz) — Opy (ful@)) + Oy, (h).

For the term II in Eq. (Z24]), we first remark that 0 fuw is compactly supported. Then,
we use Eq. ([2I7) and Lemma 27 to write :

(2.26) O fw(z, 2)Ry(2)dz A dz

Qo

Hence, combining Eqs. (2.24)),([2.25)) and (2.20)),
1 af, —20—4€
E/Cafw(z,z)Rz(a) dZAdz = Opy(fula)) + O, (K124

as was to be shown. The last assertion is a direct application of Eqs. (2.20)) and (2.16). O

< / | Rl B fnlz, 2)] d2 A dz < 204
Qo

Below, we will frequently make use of the functional calculus for some perturbed
operators. Our main tool for this purpose is stated as follows:

Corollary 2.9 (Functional calculus — perturbations). Let a € SY be a real symbol and
fuw be a w—admissible function with w(h) 2 k" and n < 152, Consider B, € L(Hn),
with the properties :

(1)  Opy(a) + By, is self-adjoint,

(ii) || Bnl| = O(h¥)for some v > 52 > 0.
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Then, at first order, the functional calculus is still valid : for any € > 0 such that
1-20
4 )

n<e<

we have : .
Fuw(Opy(a) + By) = Opy(fu(a)) + O (Rmn(-20-400=22))
and fy(a) € S,?M.

Proof. We must find the resolvent of Opy(a) + By. We choose € > 0 such that n < e <
%. Note that (i¢) implies v —e > v — 2¢ > 0. As in Lemma [27], we choose a compact
domain 2 C C with z € , and split Q = Q1 U Q5 as above. Suppose first that z € o,
i.e. |3(z)| > h. Then, using the condition (ii) we get

Id —(Opy, (2 — a) — By) Opy,( ) = Opy(r2) + B Opy(

zZ—a zZ—aQa

).

The norm of the right hand side is of order pmin(1—-20—32.v—¢) ypiformly for z € Qy, hence
for h small enough, we can use the same method employed in the Lemma 2.7 to get :
1

zZ—aQa

(z—Oppla) = By)™" = Opy(

)<Id—0ph<rz)—BhOph< : )>_1

zZ—aQa

= Opp( )+ Ry,

zZ—aQa

where ||Ry|| < Amin(1=20-422=22) ypiformly in 2. The next steps are now exactly the
same as above, and we end up with

— _ dz Ndz .
Fu(Opn(a) + B1) = Omy(fula) + [ Bl AR EgE o+ O (),
2
where now ||Ry(2)| < pmin(1=20-422=2¢) "which concludes the proof. O

As a direct application of the last two proposition, let us show an analogue of the
spectral Weyl law on the torus.

Proposition 2.10. Let a € SY and By, € L(Hn) as in Corollary [2.9. Choose € > 0

arbitrary small, and call Ay, = Opy(a)+ By, Let Ey, Ey be positive numbers, I def [E1, E9)
and I+ def [E1 Fe,Ey +¢|. Then,

(2.27) /T Wy (a)dp -+ o(1) < Jim h#t{A € Spec 4, 11T} < /T Ty (0) +o(1).

Proof. Define a smooth function x™ such that for some C' > 0, x™(x) = 1 if x € I and
XT(x) = 0if x ¢ I,. Define as well x~ = 0 outside I and x~ = 1 on I_. Denote
Dy, = h#{\ € Spec A, N I}. Then,

h'Tr(x;, (An)) < D < hTr(x;) (An)) -

By the Corollary 29, hTr(x*(Opy(a) + Bp)) = [2 x T (a)dp + O(h®) for some o > 0,
and h'Tr(x~(Opy(a) + By)) = [r2 X~ (a)dp + O(h®) as well. But obviously,
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xt(a) +0o(1) < /11‘2 17, (a) + o(1).

Lv @dnt o < [ @ +o) <<

T2
g

3. EIGENVALUES DENSITY

3.1. The operator S,,. Consider our damping function a € S, with Ran(|a]) = [a_, a4],
a_ >0, ay < 1. To simplify the following analysis, we will suppose without any loss of
generality that a4 = 1. As mentioned above, to study the radial distribution of Mjy/(a, k)
it will be useful to first consider the sequence of operators

(3.1) Sn(a) uf My(a, )™ My (a, k)", n>1.

Let us show that for h — 0 and n > 1 possibly depending on h, these operators can be
rewritten into a more simple form, involving n—time evolutions of the observable a by the
map k. Using the composition of operators (2.7)) and the Egorov property (212]), we will
show that the quantum to classical correspondence is valid up to times of order log h™ !,
as it is usually expected. In what follows, for any constant C', we will make use of the
notation C* = C + ¢ with € > 0 arbitrary small but fized as h — 0. We allow the value
of ¢ to change from equation to equation, hence C* denotes any constant arbitrary close
to C, C* being larger than C' and C~ smaller: ¢ will then be chosen small enough so
that the equations where C* appear are verified. We also recall the following definitions,
already introduced in Theorem [L.4}

1

(32) F = log(Slip ||DK}|;E||) and Ta,,tg = m .

Proposition 3.1. Let 7 > 0 be a constant such that T < Ty .. If E(z) denotes the integer
part of x, define n, = E(tlogh™!). Then, for n < n,, the operators

1

Sala) = (Mu(a, )" My (a,k)") ™
5,(a) = log S ()
are well defined if and only if Ker(Mp(a,k)) = 0. Furthermore, if we set

def T il def 1 i
an = Z1;[1|aom |n, la, = E;logmo;ﬂ,
we have for n < n;:
(3.3) (S, (a) = Opy,(Lay) + Oy (R )
(3.4) Sn(a) = Opy(an) + Oz (R )

where 0 =1 —71/Tg,. > 0.
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Proof. Let us underline the main steps we will encounter below. Writing first

n

i, H la o K'|?

i=1
for n € N, we show that for 7 < %, an, belongs to a symbol class Sg+ with 6T < 1/2.
Then, we show by using the symbolic calculus (2.17) and the Egorov property (2.12]) that
Sn(a) = Opy, (@) +O(h*" ) for some v~ > 0. Finally, by bounding the spectrum of Sy (a),
we will complete the proof of the proposition by using the functional calculus to define
and compute both ¢S, (a) and S, (a).

Lemma 3.2. Let a € 58 be a symbol on the torus. Then, for any multi-index o € N2,
there exists Co . > 0 such that

(3.5) VYn>1, [0%aok™)| < Cyape™ell .
Hence for any 7 > 0 such that 7 < %, we have uniformly for n < n;:
1

(3.6) aok" €Sy, 5:TF<§.

Proof. The behavior expressed by Eq. ([8.3) is well known for flows [BR], and we refer to
[ENW], Lemma 1 for a detailed proof in the case of applications. The second part of the
lemma follows easily from (3.5]). O

Lemma 3.3. If 7 < %, we have :

1
Vn < n,, dnESf5)+ with5+:TF+<§.

Proof. Since ay =1 and 0 < a— < 1, ay, is uniformly bounded from above with respect
to h. It is then enough to show that for every multi index o € N? and n < n,, one has

0 H(a ok’ < B0l

i=1
Set by convention 0°f = f. Applying the Leibniz rule, we can write

n
aaHaO/-iZ

1=1

<nlel sup H|aa1 (a ok

al+...tap=a im1

Let us look at a typical term in the product appearing in the right hand side. Since at
most |a| indices «; in are non zero and |a o k| < 1,

n
H|aa1 aom | < H a“aﬁezlai\l“

def
< ( sup C,Ban)m‘ en\a|l" Lel Kaanema‘r )

— &y

1BI1<]e
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Finally, we simply get

n
8°‘Hao K
i=1

for some I'" > T'. If we choose I = I'" and I'" — I small enough such that 7I'" < 1,
the last equation will be true only for n > ng, with ng fixed independent of h. Since for
n < ng, we obviously have &, € S3, we finally conclude that if 7'+ < %, Gn € Sg+ with
6+ = 7T+ < L, uniformly for n < n,. O

< K., e|a\(1"n+logn) <K e|a\1"’n

Ak — a,a,K

We can now rewrite more explicitly Eq. (B.1I).

Lemma 3.4. Choose 7 > 0 small enough such that 6 = 7T < 1

5, and take as before
n < n,. Then, we have

(3.7) Su(a) = Opy(an) + Oy (W)
where v =1 — 2§.

Proof. Define

def
aok™ = fp.

The Lemma tells us that uniformly for n < E(7logh~!), the symbols f,, belong to
the class S2, if 6 = 7I' < 1. This allows to write (using U = Uy (k) for simplicity):

UT Opy,(a) Opy,(a)U = UT Opy, (fot fo)U
= U Opy,(fofo)U + Oy (R0 fo]%)
(3.8) = U Opy(fol)U + Oy (1 72)
(3.9) = Opy(|fo © K%) + Oy (h'72) + O (A7)
= Op,(|f1%) + O (h1=2),

where the symbolic calculus (27) has been used to get (B.8) and Eq. (2I2) to deduce
Eq. ([39). The superscript in the remainder term of the last equation is written for
convenience, as we will see iterating these operations one more time:

(U Op,(a))*(Opy(@)U)* = UT Opy(a) Opy(| f1]*) Opy(a)U
+O03 (172 + O (1)
= Utop,(fol’liHU
+Opy (B172) + O, (%)
= Opy(fs1f2l*) + O, (') + O ().
Repeating this operations n times, we finally obtain (UT Opy,(a)!)”(Opy,(a)U)" as
Sn(a) = Opy(@n) +n Oy (W' %),
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Recall that 6 = 71", and define

4y 95,

Then, we clearly have S,,(a) = Opy,(@,) + Oz, (b~ ) and the lemma is proved. O

From now on, we will always assume n < n, for some 7 > 0 fized. We will also choose
7 small enough such that

1
2I' — 8loga_
This condition ensures in particular that Lemma B.4] is valid, but it turns out that we
will need a stronger condition than 7" < 1/2 to complete the proof of Proposition 311

(3.10) T<Typ =

In order to apply the functional calculus to S, (a), we must bound its spectrum with
the help of Proposition 211 This is expressed in the following

Proposition 3.5. Define n = —27loga_ > 0. Then, 3C > 0 such that for h > 0 small
enough,

Spec S, (a) C [ChT,2].

Proof. We begin by proving that Spec Opy,(ay) C [Ch",2]. Since we have for some ¢ > 0
ap > a2_n — e2n loga_

> ch—27— loga_

)

we will consider the symbol b, = @, — ch~271°8%~ > 0. From Lemma B3] we have
b, € Sg+ and we can apply the proposition 2] : for any A € Spec(Op;,(a,)) and some
¢ > 0, we have

|)\| > —C,h1_25+ + Ch—QTloga, )

In order to have a strictly positive spectrum, we must have —27loga_ < 1—2§", which is
verified if 7 is chosen according to Eq. (B.10). Hence, there is a constant C' > 0 such that
for h small enough, ch—27loga- — R S op2Tlos ¢~ and the lower bound is obtained.
For the upper bound, we remark that we assumed that a; = 1. By Proposition 1] it
follows that any constant strictly bigger than 1 gives an upper bound for the spectrum.
We return now to Sp(a). Since we have ||S,(a) — Opy,(dn)|| = O(h*~) and v~ > n thanks
to Eq. (310), we get the final result if h is small enough. O

Let us finish now the proof of Proposition 3.1l For n < n,, we begin by constructing
a smooth function, compactly supported, equal to 1 on Spec(S,,). To do this, we simply
choose a smooth function xj such that

0 ifz<$hn
xn(xz) =< 1 ifxe[Ch" 2]
0 ifz>3

for the constant C' appearing in Proposition B35l Then, the function
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is smooth and equal to the function 5-log(z) on Spec Sn(a), since we have shown that

Spec(Sp(a)) € [Ch",2]. Furthermore, ¢, is compactly supported, uniformly bounded
with respect to h. Since x;, and can be easily chosen h7—admissible, this means that ¢,
can also be taken h"-admissible. Applying the standard functional calculus, we have

(n(Sn(a)) = % log Sy, (a) ey (S, (a),

where the first equality follow from the fact that ¢,(z) = 5 logz on Spec(Sy(a)). To
complete the proof of Proposition B we compute £,(S,(a)) using both Lemma 34
and Corollary 2.9 For this purpose, we must verify that the conditions required by
this corollary are fulfilled. First, a, € SY,, and from Eq. BI0) we have n < 1207 25+
Second, the remainder in Eq. [B.7) is of order h¥  with v = 1 — 24, and we clearly have
v > 12200 2‘5 . We now use the Corollary 2.9] to obtain

(3.11) (8, (a) = £,(Opy(an) + Oy (7)) = Opy(Lay) + Ox (R, 7> 0.
Let us show that r = 0=, where 0 = 1 — 7/T;, .. Indeed, the functional calculus states
that

r =min{l — 20" — 4e,v” — 2¢}
where ¢ has to be chosen in the interval ]n, (1 — 26)/4[. Let us choose e = ™. Since
v =1-—2), we have

(3.12) r=min{l =267 —dnT,v" - 2T} =1-20" —dnT = (1 —7/Tx) =0 .

To get now Sy (a), we again apply the standard functional calculus, and we obtain

exp <€n(S~n(a))> = exp <—log8 ) s, (a)

where the first equality follows again from the property of ¢, on Spec(¢S,). We already
stress that this equation is essential to study the eigenvalues distribution of Mj(a, k).
Since a,, € Sg+, la, = % log a,, € Sg+. To compute Sy (a), we simply choose a smooth
cutoff function supported in a h—independent neighborhood of Spec(¢S,,(a)). The Corol-
lary is used again to get

(3.13) Sp(a) © exp(£8,(a)) = Opy(an) + Oy (h°7)

We will not need to know precisely the constant ¢~ in what follows. O

3.2. Radial spectral density. We begin by recalling some elementary properties of
ergodic means with respect to the map . Since |a| > 0 on T2, the function =
log |a o k*(z)| is continuous on T? for any i € N. The Birkhoff ergodic theorem then

states that lim, oo fan () def laso () exists for p—almost every x. More precisely, if we

note El(a) 4 oss inf aoo and ESco(a) Lof ess SUp Ao fOr as = exp(fas,), we have :

El(a) < aso(x) < ESs(a) for p — almost every .
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In particular, if x is ergodic with respect to the Lebesgue measure p, the Birkhoff ergodic
theorem states that:

(3.14) For p—a.e. z, lim loga,(x) = / log |a| du = log(a) ,
T2

n—oo
and in this case, Elo(a) = ESx(a) = (a).

Proof of Theorem. [I 1l Like in Proposition [Z4] we order the eigenvalues of M} (a, k)
and S, (a) by decreasing moduli. Take arbitrary small € >0, § >0 and 0 <y < £5. We

recall that Is = [El(a) — 6, ESc(a) + 9] and define ,, .- w2 2 H(I,-), so
/L(agl(lﬁﬁ)) =1- M(anﬁ) .
Eq. (3.14) implies that lim, o p1(€2, ,~) = 0. Hence, there exists ng € N such that

> o —> (@) < —<° €0

n>n - = .

= M0 == B3 = 6a —3(a) ~ 6— 3(a)

We now choose some n > ng. Applying Proposition [2.10] to the operator S,(a), we get
immediately:

(3.15) h#{s € Spec(Sp(a)) : s € Iv} > ,u(a;l(IT)) +o(1).

Using the Weyl inequalities, we can relate the spectrum of S, (a) with that of Mj(a, k).

Call d), % #{)\ € Spec(Mp(a,k)) : |A| > ESs(a) + 0}, where eigenvalues are counted
with their algebraic multiplicities. Hence, using Corollary 25l we get

(3.16) dh (ESeo( Z M| < Zsk

Among the dj, first (therefore, largest) eigenvalues (si)izl,...7dh of Sp(a), we now distin-
guish those which are larger than v + ESo(a), and call dj = #{1 < i < dj, s; <
v+ ESs(a)} the number of remaining ones.

Applying Proposition (2.1) to the observable a,, we are sure that for h small enough,
s; € Spec(Sy(a)) = s; < 2. Hence, for h small enough, ([B.I6) induces

(3.17) dpd < dpy + (dn, — dy,) (2 — ESoo(a)) .
By construction,
dh—dh<#{368pec( n(a)):s¢ 1, }
and using (B.I5]), we deduce
dp — djy < W7 (R -) +0(1)).
Dividing now (3I7) by h~!6 and using the preceding equation, we obtain :
hdi < 42— (a)(Sn) +o(1)
< £
3

+§+0(1).
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To get the second inequality we used the condition on v > 0. There exists hg(e,n) such
that for any h < hg(e,n), the last remainder is smaller than €/3. We conclude that
Ve,d >0, 3hg!' € N such that :

(3.18) h<hy= #{)\ e Spec(My(a, k) : || > ESso(a) + 5} < hle.
To estimate the number of eigenvalues || < El(a) — d, we use the inverse propagator:
(3.19) My(a,k)" = Up(r)™! Opp(a)™ = Opp(a™t o k) Up(k) ™' + Oy (R),

where Eq. (ZI2)) has been used for the last equality. Since Uy (x)~! is a quantization of
the map £~ !, the right hand side has a form similar with (L), with a small perturbation
of order h. The function a~! satisfies

a' <la7'|<aZ' and  ay) = (as)
Hence, we also have Elo.(a™!) = (ESoo(a)) ™!, ESw(a™!) = (Elw(a))~!. Applying the
above results to the operator My (a, x)~!, we find some hj(e,d) > 0 such that

-1

(3.20) h<h = #{A € Spec(Mp(a, %)) : |A| < Eln(a) — 5} < h7le.
Grouping (3.I8) and (3:20) and taking e arbitrarily small, we obtain Eq. (2. O

3.3. Angular density. From Eq. ([2.13]), we know that for A small enough, all eigenval-
ues of Mpy(a, k) satisty |\;| > a—/2. We can then write these eigenvalues as
)\i:me%w@i, r; = ‘)\Z‘, 6’Z ESl = [0, 1).

(we skip the superscript (h) for convenience). We want to show that, under the ergodicity
assumption on the map s, the arguments ; become homogeneously distributed over S
in the semiclassical limit. We adapt the method presented in [BDB2], MOK] to show that
the same homogeneity holds for the eigenangles of the map Up(k). The main tool is the
study of the traces Tr(Mj(a, k)™), where n € N is taken arbitrary large but independent
of the quantum dimension A~

Proof of Theorem [, (i1). We begin by showing a useful result concerning the trace
of Mp(a,rk)™:

Proposition 3.6. The ergodicity assumption on k implies that

(3.21) Vn € Z\ {0}, fllin%hTr My (a,k)" =0.
—

Proof. Note here that n is fixed, independently of h. As before, we write U = Uj, (k) for
convenience. Inserting products U~'U and using Egorov’s property, we get:

n—1
(3.22) My (a, k)" = Opp(a,))U™ + On(h), where a, def H aor.
5=0

Let € > 0. The next step consists of exhibiting a finite open cover T? = Dy U Ui‘i 1 D;
with the following properties :
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e Dy contains the fixed points of ™ and has Lebesgue measure p(Dg) < e. Such a
set can be constructed thanks to Proposition

e Foreachi=1,...,M, " (D;)ND; = . This is possible, because " is continuous
and without fixed points on T2\ Dj.

Then, a partition of unity subordinated to this cover can be constructed:

M
1:X0+2Xi7
i=1

with x; € C*°(T?), Supp x; C D; for 0 < i < M. Notice that the condition on D;, i > 1
implies that x;(x; o k~™) = 0. After quantizing this partition we write:
M

My(a, )" = Opy,(x0) Ma(a, &)™ + Y Opy,(xi) Ma(a, &)™ .
i=1
Using (3.22) and taking the trace:
M
hTe(Mp(a, 5)") = hTr (Opy,(x0) Opy(af)U™) +h 3 Tr (Opy(xi) Opi(a7,)U™) + On(h)
i=1
The estimates (2.10) and Eq. (27) imply that

B Te(Opy (x0) Opy (al)) = /T ol dutO(h).

Since u(Dy) < € and |a;,| < a’t, the integral on the right hand side satisfies

|/Tz><0a'nd,u| <ale

To treat the terms ¢ > 1, we take first € > 0 arbitrary small and a smooth function
Xi € C§° such that Suppx; C Suppx; and ||X? — xillL= = O(g). Then, we use the
symbolic calculus to write

U™ Opy,(xi) = U™ Opy, (%) + Oy () + O (€)
= U" Op,(x))U™" U" Opp(Xi) + Oy (h) + Oy (€) -
Using the cyclicity of the trace, this gives
h'Tr(Opy(xi) Ops(ay) U™) = hTr(U" Op,(Xi)U U™ Opy(Xi) Opn(ay,))

+O(h) + O(¢)
= hTr(Opy(Xi o 6~™)U" Opy(Xi) Opy(ay,))
+O(h) + O(e)
= hTr(Opp(ay, Xi (Xi o 6~ "))U") + O(h) + O(¢)
= O(h)+0(e).

In the last line we used x;(x; o k=) = 0. Adding up all these expressions, we finally
obtain

(3.23) hTr(Mp(a,k)") = O(e) + O(h) .
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Since this estimate holds for arbitrary small ¢, it proves the proposition. O

We will now use these trace estimates, together with the information we already have on
the radial spectral distribution (Theorem.[L.2] (7)) to prove the homogeneous distribution
of the angles (6;).

Remark: This step is not obvious a priori: for a general non-normal A~ x h~! =
N x N matrix M, the first few traces Tr(M™) cannot, when taken alone, provide much
information on the spectral distribution. As an example, the N x N Jordan block Jy
of eigenvalue zero and its perturbation on the lower-left corner Jy. = Jy + eEn,1 both
satisfy TrJ” = 0 for n = 1,...,N — 1. However, their spectra are quite different:
Spec(Jn,) consists in N equidistant points of modulus e/N_ Only the trace TrJV
distinguishes these two spectra.

By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, any function f € C°(S') can be uniformly approxi-
mated by trigonometric polynomials. Hence, for any € there exists a Fourier cutoff K € N
such that the truncated Fourier serie of f satisfies

K
(3.24) FEN0) = > fre®™ satisfies | fic — fllre <.
k=—K

We first study the average of f(K) over the angles (Gj):

hZf Z fkhze2z7rk9

For each power k € [—K, K], we relate as follows the sum over the angles to the trace
Tr My, (a, k)*

—rk
(3.25) Z 2imkt; — —Tr(Mh a, K) +hz e

Although this relation holds for any nonsingular matrix M, it becomes useful when one
notices that most radii r; are close to (a): this fact allows to show that the second term
in the above right hand side is much smaller than the first one.

Take § > 0 arbitrary small, and denote I; o [(a) — 9, (a) +0]. From Theorem. [[.2 (7)
we learnt that h#{r; € Is} = 1+ o(1) when h — 0. Hence the second term in the right
hand side of (3:25)) can be split into:

—rk — .

(326) hz NSy 227rk0 =h Z T 2z7rk01 + 0(1) )
ri€ls

By straightforward algebra, there exists C'r > 0 such that

E_ .k

Vr € Iy, Vk € [-K, K], Ka)” = 7|

< CK 57
(a)
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so that the left hand side in ([B.26]) is bounded from above by Ck § + o(1). By summing
over the Fourier indices k, we find

hZf(K f~I—Z—hTrMh(a/1))~|—(’)Kf(5)+o(1).

k40
Using the trace estimates of Proposition for the traces up to |k| = K, we thus obtain

hZf(K = fo+ Ok s(8) +o(1).

Since this is true for every 5 > 0, we deduce:

hZﬂK = fo+o(1).

We now use the estimate ([3.24) to write:

.
B F(05) = fo+o(1) +O(e).

€ being arbitrarily small, this concludes the proof. ]

4. THE ANOSOV CASE

4.1. Width of the spectral distribution. If x is Anosov, one can obtain much more
precise spectral asymptotics using dynamical information about the decay of correlations
of classical observables under the dynamics generated by «. We will make use of prob-
abilistic notations: a symbol a is seen as a random variable, and its value distribution
will be denoted P,. If we denote as before the Lebesgue measure by p, this distribution
is defined for any interval I € R by :

é pla™L(
This is equivalent to the following property: for any continuous function f € C(R), one
has
def
) [ f@du= [ P
T2 R

We now state a key result concerning fa,, when x is Anosov.

Lemma 4.1. Denote

1 :
:—Zlog\aonzl—ﬁazﬁan—ﬁa.
n “—
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If k is Anosov, we have

limsup E(nz?) < co.
n—oo

Proof. Denote f; =log|ao k'| — fa and define the correlation function ¢;; as
cij = E(fifj) -
Then,
1 n n
E(nz?) = - Z Z Cij -
i=1 j=1

But for £ Anosov, |c;;| < e 71777l for some p > 0 (see ). Hence the above series are
absolutely convergent, and the proposition follows easily. O

Proof of Theorem [I.3 We now have all the tools to get our main result. In this
paragraph, we will assume that n = n, = E(rlogh™1), with 7 < T, as above. It will
be more convenient to show the following statement: for any € > 0 and C' > 0,

(41 lim h#{l <j <h s log[A"] — log(a)| < 0(1ogh—1)8—1/2} —1.

For h small enough, this equation is equivalent to (L3) because |)\§h)| > a_/2. We will
proceed exactly as in section B2, but now 0 and v will depend on h.

First we define as before two sequences (0x)pej0,1; and (Va)nejo,1[ going to 0 as h — 0
and such that

1
—— << L K 1.
log h—1

A simple choice can be made by taking &y o (log h_l)e_% and 7, o« (logh™1)2 %, for

some ¢ €]0, 3.
We call ¢s; the (positive) eigenvalues of ¢S, (a), and define the integer dj, such that

dp=#{1<i<h™:log|\|—la>d,}.
The Weyl inequalities imply

dy, dy,
(4.2) dp(la+6,) < log|Ni| <) ;.
=1 =1

Among the dj, first (therefore, largest) numbers (¢s; —fa);—1,. 4, , we now distinguish the
dj, first ones which are larger than 7y, and call

dp —dy, = #{1 <i <dp, ls; —l{a) < v}
the number of remaining ones. Hence :
dy =#{1<i<h™':ls;—la>}.
Substracting dpla in Eq. ([#2) and noticing that dp, — dj, < h, we get :
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d},

Yh 1
. < . —la).
(4.3) dh < 5ty § j(es ta)

Recall that ¢S,, — la = Opy,(¢a, —La) + Oy () for « = 0~ > 0. From now on, a will
denote a strictly positive constant which value may change from equation to equation.
Hence, the sum in the right hand side of Eq. (£3)) can be expressed as :

dy,

> (ts; — ta) = Tr1d},, o (Opy,(Lay — La) + O(h?)) .

i=1
The function Id},, o) can easily be smoothed to give a function Zj, such that Z,(x) = 0 for
x € R\[vh, 3] and Zj,(¢) = t on [y, 2]. Such a function can be clearly chosen w—admissible
with (log h=1)~1/2*¢ < w(h). Note also that the logarithmic decay of w in this case will
always make the function Zj suitable for the functional calculus expressed in Proposition

2.8 and Corollary 2.9 — see the discussion at the end of §3.I1 Continuing form these
remarks, we obtain :

hdn < 2+ LR T, (Op, (lan — ta) + O(h%)

2

<Jh g Lty Opy, (Zn(Lay, — La)) + O(h®)
5h 5h
Yh 1 a

< — 4+ — Ih( )P, (dz) + O(h%),
5h 5h

where the functional calculus with perturbations has been used. We now remark that
Vx € SuppZy, one has

(4.4) Tn(z) < 2*vn.

Indeed, we can clearly choose 7, such that |Z; (z)| < 1. Hence Zy(x) < «, but since for
C > 0 fixed we have C(log h_l)_% < z for h small enough and x € SuppZ},, we get

z < az%y/logh—1,

which imply Eq. ([@4]). Using Lemma [T we continue from these remarks and obtain

/ VnZIy(z) Py, (dx) < / na? Py, (dz) = E(nz?) < oo,
R R

from which we conclude that
h h—0

)+ O(h*) — 0.
\/logh 5h (h%)

The theorem is completed by using the inverse map Mj(a, x) ™!, exactly as for the proof
of Theorem [[1] since || Op,(a™! o k)Up(a)™' — My(a, )| = O(h). U

hd, < 7
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4.2. Estimations on the number of “large” eigenvalues. In this paragraph, we
address the question of counting the eigenvalues of M} (a, k) outside a circle with radius
strictly larger than (a) when k is Anosov. As we already noticed, informations on the
eigenvalues of S, (a) can be obtained from the function a,, via the functional calculus.
Hence, if we want to count the eigenvalues of M} (a, k) away from the average (a), we
are lead to estimate the function a, away from its typical value (a). More dynamically
speaking, we are interested in large deviations results for the map x. For a € C*(T?),
these estimates take usually the following form |[OPl RBY]:

Theorem 4.2 (Large deviations). Let ¢ > 0 be a positive constant, and define
le =log(l+c/{a)).
If Kk is Anosov, there exists a function I : Ry — Ry, positive, continuous and monotoni-

cally increasing, such that

(4.5) lim sup — - logu (x:zp € [le,+o00]) < —I(Le).

n—00
An immediate consequence is the following :
Proposition 4.3. Let I({c) be as above. For n > 1 large enough, we have
Py, ([te,00]) = O(e7 ™)y

Proof of Theorem[1.7] As before, we prove the result for £S,,(a), the extension to S, (a)
being straightforward by taking the exponential. Define as before
dy=#{1 <j<h™':log[AV] > ta + e}
We also choose a small p > 0, and define
d, =#{1<j< ! ilsj > La+Lle—p}.
The Weyl inequality can be written :
d/
dp(fa + tc) < Zes] (dy, — d},)(La + Le — p) .
J=1
Substracting dp (¢a + fc — ) on both sides, we get for p small enough

dhp<Z€s] —dy(bc—p <Zesj—ea

If we choose n = n, = E(T logh~!) and 7 < Ty as before, we can use exactly the same
methods as above to evaluate the right hand side of the preceding equation. Let Z be a
smooth function with Z =1 on [lc — p,2], and Z =0 on R\ [¢c — 2p, 3]. We have
dy,
RS (fs; —ta) < hTrT (oph(ean — la) + O,y (hT )) :

J=1
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Recall that fa, — fa € Sg+ and 0 =1—20 —4n =1—171/T, . We easily check that o~
satisfies the condition (i7) of Corollary 2.9] Hence,

0,
RS (s — ta) < / Loy 9)(lan — ta) + O(AT), > 0,
j=1 T

Let us show that in fact, r = ¢~. By the functional calculus, we have
r=min{l — 2§ —4e,0” — 2ec} = min{l — 2§ —4¢e, (1 — 2§ — 4n)~ — 2¢}

where now, € > 0 is arbitrary since Z does not depend on h: this implies immediately
r = o~ . Using Proposition €3] we get

1 - 1 -

dp < =P, ([tc —2p,00[) + O(h7 ) = O(= e =200y L O(h77).

p p
Since p is arbitrarily small, we end up with
(46) dh — O(hﬂ-l(éc*) + ho’) — O(hTI(Zc’) + hl—T/Ta:H) — O(hmin{TI(Zc’),l—T/TaTn}) )

It is now straightforward to see that the bound is minimal if we choose
1

I(le™)+ (Tor) !

)

T=T,=

5. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we present a numerical illustration of Theorems [[.2] and [[.3] for a simple
example, the well known quantized cat map.

5.1. The quantized cat map and their perturbations. We represent a point of the
torus x € T? by a vector of R? that we note X = (¢,p). Any matrix A € SL(2,7)
induces an invertible symplectic flow & : 2+ 2’ on T? via a transformation of the vector
X given by :
X' =AX modl1.

The inverse transformation is induced by A™!, with X = A™'X’ mod 1. If Tr A > 2,
this classical map, known as “cat map”, has strong chaotic features : in particular, it has
the Anosov property (which implies ergodicity). Any quantization Uy (A) (see [DEG]) of
A € SL(2,Z) with Tr A > 2 verifies the hypotheses required for the unitary part of the
maps (L.I), and the Egorov estimate (ZI2) turns out to be exact, i.e. it holds without
any remainder term.

Let us give a concrete example that will be treated numerically below. Let m € N and
A € SL(2,7Z) of the form:

2m 1
(5.1) A= <4m2 -1 2m>

Then, in the position basis we have

(5.2) Un(A)jr = Vhexp 2irh[mk? — kj + mj?] .
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1 s L <a>— 1
~

FIGURE 1. Spectrum of Mj(a,x) in the complex plane for h~! = 2100.
The dashed circles correspond to ay and a_, while the plain circle has
radius (a). To the left, we plot @ = a1, and a = as to the right.

We can also define some simple perturbations of the cat maps, by multiplying Uy (A)
with a matrix of the form exp(=2Z Op,,(H)), with H € C°°(T?) a real function, playing
the role of a “Hamiltonian”. If we note eX# the classical flow generated by H for unit time,

the total classical map will be & Aot X o, 4. For reasonable choices of “Hamiltonians”
H, k still define an Anosov maps on the torus, and the operators

(5.3) Un(A, H) = e i Oy (4)
quantize the map k. In our numerics, we have chosen m = 1, and
Opy(H) = = sin(27q)

with a = 0.05. This operator is diagonal in the position representation, and for oo < 0.33
IBK], the classical map eX# o x4 is Anosov.

Remark that because of the perturbation, Egorov property (2.12) now holds with some
nonzero remainder term a priori. Such perturbed cat maps do not present in general the
numerous spectral degeneracies caracteristic for the non-perturbated cat maps [DEG],
hence they can be seen as a classical map with generic, strong chaotic features.

For the damping terms, we choose two symbols of the form a(q), whose quantizations
are then diagonal matrices with entries a(hj), 7 = 1,...,h~'. The function a;(q) has a
plateau a1(q) = 1 for ¢ € [1/3,2/3], another one for ¢ € [0,1/6] U [5/6,1] and varies
smoothly inbetween. For the second one, we take as(q) = 1 — 3§ sin(2mrq)?. Numerically,
we have computed

(a1) = 0.250 and (ag) ~ 0.728.

Fig. [@ and [ represent the spectrum of our perturbed cat map for h=! = 2100, with
dampings a; and az. The spectrum stay inside an anulus delimited by a;+ and a;—, as
stated in Eq. (2.I4]), and the clustering of the eigenvalues around (a); is remarkable. For
a more quantitative observation, the integrated radial and angular density of eigenvalues
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FIGURE 2. Integrated spectral densities for the perturbed cat map. The
radial distribution is represented to the left, the vertical bars indicate the
value (a) for @ = a; and a = ag. The angular distribution is represented
to the right for the map Mjy(aq, k).

©
N
al

a =
0.2+ A=055+10% ,B=0.73+10% ay, e

A=0.43+25% , B=1.29+37%

o :
005} . ©® o

4 5 6 7
log h™t

Width of theradial distribution

Ficure 3. Width of the radial distribution, together with the best 2-
parameter fits A(logh~!)~" and the asymptotic standard errors.

for different values of h~! are represented in Fig. [l We verify that for moduli, the curve
jumps around (a), which denotes a maximal density around this value, and we clearly
see the homogeneous angular repartition of the eigenvalues of Mp,(a, k).

As we can observe in Fig. 2l the width of the jumps do not depend a lot upon h,
at least for the numerical range we have explored. This behavior could be explained by
Theorem 3] which states that the speed of the clustering may be governed by log h~!. To
check this observation more in detail, we define the width W}, of the spectral distribution
of Mp(a,k) as

—_ M ()
Wh_|)\E(ﬁ)| |)\E(%)|’
and plot W, as a function of h — see Fig. Bl We clearly observe a decay with h~!, although
the 2-parameter fits A(log h~!)~5 hints a decay slightly faster than (log h~')~'/2. Other
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numerical investigations presented in [NS| for the quantum baker map show the same
type of decay, and a solvable quantization of the baker map allow to compute explicitely
the width W},, which turns to be exactly proportional to \/log h—!. This result, together
with the numerics presented above, seems to indicate that the bound on the decay of the
eigenvalue distribution expressed by Theorem [[.3] may be optimal.
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