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AVERAGED POINTWISE BOUNDS FOR DEFORMATIONS OF
SCHRODINGER EIGENFUNCTIONS

SURESH ESWARATHASAN AND JOHN A. TOTH

ABSTRACT. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional, compact Riemannian manifold and Py(h) =
—h%2A, + V(z) be a semiclassical Schrédinger operator with i € (0,ho]. Let E(h) € [E —
o(1), E + o(1)] and (¢r)ne(o,n] be a family of L2-normalized eigenfunctions of Py(h) with
Py(h)er, = E(h)pr. We consider magnetic deformations of Py(h) of the form P,(h) =
—A,, (h) + V(x), where Ay, (h) = (hd + iw,(2))* (hd 4 iwy(x)). Here, u is a k-dimensional
parameter running over B¥(g) (the ball of radius ), and the family of the magnetic potentials
(wu)uepk () satisfies the admissibility condition given in Definition 1.1. This condition
implies that £ > n and is generic under this assumption.

Consider the corresponding family of deformations of (¢r)re(0,h0]> given by (©})re(0,h0]>

where ‘
(p](iu) = e—ztoPu (h)/h()oh

for |to] € (0,¢); the latter functions are themselves eigenfunctions of the f-elliptic operators
Qu(h) = e~ toPum)/hpy(p)etoPu(M/h with eigenvalue E(h) and Qo(h) = Poy(h). Our main
result, Theorem [[2] states that for ¢ > 0 small, there are constants C; = C;(M, V,w,e) > 0
with j = 1,2 such that

< / o8 (@)[? du < O,
Bk (e)

uniformly for x € M and & € (0, hy]. We also give an application to eigenfunction restriction
bounds in Theorem

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional, compact Riemannian manifold with
Laplace Beltrami operator —A, : C*°(M) — C®(M). We let 0 = Ay < Xy < ... be the
eigenvalues of —A, and {p,, };ez+ be the corresponding L? normalized basis eigenfunctions.
The relationship between the large A asymptotics of the ¢,’s and the corresponding dynamics
of the geodesic flow G* : T*M — T*M is a very interesting subject which has been studied
a great deal over the past several decades. Nevertheless, many basic questions related to
this correspondence are not well understood, especially for eigenfunctions; there are several
ways of quantifying this correspondence. One such approach is to classify the possible
semiclassical defect measures: Given a pseudodifferential operator of order zero, known in
physics as the quantum observable, one studies the possible limit measures du on S*M
satisfying im0 (Apx, ©x) = [q.,, 0(A)dp. Recently, there have been important advances
in the understanding of defect measures vis-a-vis quantum unique ergodicity [Al H, [L].
One important measure of the classical-quantum correspondence, different from that of
defect measures, involves computation of L> bounds, or more generally LP bounds, of eigen-

functions. The universal estimate ||¢x [z~ = O(A"z ) due to Avakumovic, Hérmander, and
1
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Levitan [Avl [Hol [Lev] follows from the well-known pointwise asymptotic formula

e(z,r,\) = (27) "vol(M)A" + O(\" 1)

which is uniform in x € M. Here, e(z,y, \) := ZAJ_SA ©x, (7)pa, (y) is the Schwartz kernel of

the spectral projector of —A,. The O()\%) bound is known to be saturated by the zonal
harmonics on S™ at the north and south poles with the round metric. Sogge and Zelditch
[SZ] proved that this maximal bound is only attained at points z € M, where |£,| > 0
where £, := {¢£ € SiM;3T > Osuch that exp,(T€) = z} and |A| denotes the Liouville
measure of A C S*M. The latter theorem is closely related to earlier work of Safarov [Sal
and is the pointwise analogue of a result of Diiistermaat and Guillemin [DG| and Ivrii [I] for
the Weyl remainder of the integrated spectral function, N(X) = [,, e(z, z; A)dvol(x). More
recently, Sogge, Toth, and Zelditch [STZ] improved these general L™ estimates by replacing
the zero-measure looping condition in [SZ] with the weaker assumption of recurrence.

It is difficult to improve the general (’)()\anl) by polynomial powers of A and there are
few rigorous results along these lines; see [Z] for a thorough overview of known results
on eigenfunction bounds. In the quantum completely integrable case, explicit polynomial
improvements in the L> bounds for eigenfunctions are given in [T]. For arithmetic hyperbolic
surfaces, polynomial improvements were obtained by Iwaniec and Sarnak [[S]. A conjecture
of Sarnak [S] asserts that for hyperbolic surfaces, [[@x||p~ = O-(X°) for any € > 0. Both
numerical evidence and Berry’s random wave model [Ber] are consistent with such a bound,
but rigorous results at this time remain elusive; see the lecture notes of Sarnak [S] for further
details on this conjecture and related topics.

In the more general semiclassical setting, Koch, Tataru and Zworski [KTZ] proved sharp
LP eigenfunction estimates for general semiclassical Schrodinger operators P(h) = —h?A, +
V(z), where h € (0, ho] is the semiclassical parameter. In particular, they prove that
lonllze = O(h ™2 ) extending the homogeneous Avakumovic-Hormander-Levitan bound.

One of the main applications of the results in this paper is to eigenfunction restriction
bounds; in this case, more is known. Let H C M be denote a smooth hypersurface. In
the general homogeneous case, Burq, Gerard and Tzvetkov [BGT] gave sharp general up-
per bounds for ||x||zrm) which depend on geodesic curvature of H; in particular, when

n—1

H is totally geodesic, the authors show that [[p)||z2q) = O(A 7 ) and if H has strictly

positive geodesic curvature this bound improves to ||¢x|l 2y = O(A"5). Similar results
were obtained independently using the analysis of fold and blowdown singularities of Fourier
integral operators by Hu [Hu|. Recently, Hassell and Tacy generalized these results to the
semiclassical setting [HT].

The article [T2] proved that for generic curves H in the quantum completely integrable
case on surfaces, there is a large improvement in the upper bound, explicitly of the form
loall2(y = O(v/log A), which is consistent with the random wave model. Here, “genericity”
is defined in terms of the associated moment mapping of the integrable system. At the
opposite extreme in [TZ1] [T7Z2], it is proved that for generic hypersurfaces H of manifolds
with ergodic geodesic flow, along with quantum ergodic sequences of eigenfunctions, one
actually has quantum ergodic restriction in the sense that the asymptotics take the form
loall2my ~ 1. We show in Theorem [[3] that for any submanifold H C M there is a natural
class of unitary perturbations of Schrodinger eigenfunctions that satisfy the =< 1 restriction
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bound, at least for a positive measure of values of the perturbation parameters. This is
consistent with the ergodic case and our results here can be interpreted as further evidence
for the efficacy of the random wave model.

1.2. Discussion of Results. We now describe our results in more detail. Let B¥(¢) C R*
be the k-ball of radius ¢ > 0 centered at 0 € R*. In the following discussion, (wy),ecpk ()
denotes a smooth k-parameter family of C'* one-forms on M. In each local coordinate chart
U C R", one can write

wy(z) = ij(:v,u)d:vj for w; € C®(U x B(¢)), j=1,...,n. (1)
j=1
Consider the associated gauge-invariant semiclassical differentials
dy, (B) := hd + iw, : C®(M) — Q*(M).
We assume throughtout that wy = 0, h € (0, fig| is the semiclassical parameter, and d,,, (h)* :
QYM) — C>=(M) is the adjoint induced by the Riemannian metric g. Explicitly, d,,, (h)* =
hd* + xw,, where * : QY (M) — Q"~}(M) is the Hodge star operator and for w € Q'(M), the
codifferential is given by

1 .
d*w:—*d*w:\/ﬁzﬁxj[ 919" ws).
g 17]

Then, for any given electric potential V' € C*°(M), we form a family of semiclassical magnetic
Schrodinger operators
P,(h) = —d, (h)d., (k) + V(z). (2)

For u = 0, we clearly have that Py(h) = —h*A, + V(x), where —A, : C®°(M) — C>(M) is
the standard Laplacian. The operator P,(h) has the principal symbol

pu(,) = Y (& + wilw, w)g” (2)(& + wj(x,u) + V(@), (3)

ij=1

where the w; are the local components of the magnetic potentials in (). The bicharacteristic
flow associated with the Hamiltonian vector field H,,, is denoted by

Gl T*M = T°M, t R (4)

Theorem [L.2, the main result of this article, gives an explicit ansatz for mollifying the
pointwise behavior of eigenfunctions, on average, by using propagators e**0?«("/" generated
by the magnetic Schrédinger operators (2)).

Let (M™, g) be a compact manifold and Py(h) = —h*A,+V () be a semiclassical Schrodinger
operator with i € (0,%] with £ € R a regular value of po(z,&) = [£[2 + V(z); here,
E(h) € [E —o(1),E + o(1)] and (¢n)nejong), where ¢ € C*(M), is an L*-normalized
family of semiclassical eigenfunctions with Py(h)pn = E(h)es. We consider magnetic defor-
mations of Py(h) of the form (2) and assume that the number of deformation parameters
k > n = dim M. In terms of local coordinates x = (z1, ...x,), we make the following

DEFINITION 1.1. We say that the smooth family of magnetic potentials (wy)yepr() with
wu(w) = Y70 wi(z, u)dr; € Q(M; C>(B*(¢)) (interchangably, the corresponding operator
P,(h)) is admissible provided
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e wy(x) =0 forallxz e M,
o The family of maps f, : B¥(c) — R™ with k > n, given by the components
fl‘(u) = (wl(x> u)> ) wn(za U)),
are submersions for all x € M.

The submersion requirement in Definition (1)) is clearly a coordinate-independent and
generic condition [Mo]. In any local coordinate chart and for ¢ > 0 small, this amounts to
verifying that the first variation

dw(w) := Oy,wi(, u)|u=o,

fori =1,..,nand j = 1,...,k, is a n X k matrix of rank n. For || small, we define the
corresponding deformations of the eigenfunctions by

o) = e, (5)

Consider the initial-value problem

hDM (1) + PR (t) = 0, (6)
o\ (0) = .

The deformed eigenfunctions () are non-stationary solutions of the time-dependent Schrédinger
equation () evaluated at time t = t¢; that is,

o (tg) = i,

It is also useful to note that when viewed as stationary functions, the <p,(7") are also L*-
normalized eigenfunctions of the h-elliptic operators
Qu(h) = e—itoPu(h)/hPO(h)eitoPu(h)/h (7>

with eigenvalue E(h). The go,(iu) are clearly deformations, up to constant multiples of modulus
1, of the eigenfunction ¢, with go,(io) = e B /iy, and Qo(h) = Py(h); note that \<p,(70)\ = |n.
Our precisely stated main result is

THEOREM 1.2. Let (M™,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and P,(h) : C*°(M) —
C>(M), withu € Bf(e) C R* for k > n, be a family of admissible magnetic Schridinger
operators of the form (2). Then, for e > 0 and |to| > 0 sufficiently small,

[ 1@ =
BF(e)
as h — 0%, uniformly for x € M.

Remark: Throughout, f(h) =< g(h) will mean that there are constants C; > 0 for j = 1,2,
such that Cy f(h) < g(h) < Cyf(h) for h € (0, hg|. The notation f(h) £ g(h) means that there
is a constant C' > 0 such that f(h) > Cg(h) for i € (0, hy]. For any Lebesgue measurable
A C R* we denote its measure by |A| and similarily, when A € GL(n;R), we simply write
|A| for |det A|. Finally, C' > 0 denotes a constant which can vary from line to line.

One consequence of Theorem is the following eigenfunction restriction bound:
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THEOREM 1.3. Let H C M be a smooth submanifold, (¢n)neon be any family of L*-
normalized eigenfunctions of Py(h) with Py(h)en = E(h)en, and E(h) = E 4+ o(1) as above.

Then, given any sequence Q(h) = o(1) as h — 0%, there is a measurable subset A C B¥(e)

with limy_,o+ %’f{;‘)‘ =1 such that for u € Ay,

1
H = Q(n)
as h — 07, with the implied constant depending on H. In general, the set Ay will depend on
H, the initial eigenfunctions pp, and Q(h).

Indeed, restricting the upper and lower bounds in Theorem to x € H, integrating over
H, and applying Fubini’s Theorem to interchange the iterated integrals gives

/ /|¢,§“>|2daH du = 1. (8)
Bk (g) H

Theorem [[.3] then follows from (B) and the Chebyshev inequality. Since (k) = o(1) is

arbitrary, Theorem shows that for a generic deformed eigenfunction gpfi“), its restriction
bounds along any submanifold H C M are much smaller than the deterministic universal
upper bounds in [BGT, [Hu| and are essentially consistent with the ergodic case [TZ1], [TZ2].

Roughly speaking, Theorem and Theorem say that by introducing a generic mag-
netic potential w, and deforming a Schrodinger eigenfunction ; via the unitary magnetic
propagator e~ "oPu(M/h hointwise blowup is destroyed on average as one varies over the in-
tensity and orientation of the magnetic field perturbation. This is related to the notion of
“fidelity” in nuclear magnetic resonance and has been revived more recently in quantum
chaos [C| [P]. The quantities studied are the states e®"«(" e, where 1 is some initial
function or a family of functions depending on A. In the case where )y are eigenfunctions
with Py(R)von = E(R)os, one has that etPu(We=itho)y,, = e=itEM/heitPulh)y)y . wwhich is
a unitary multiple of the family we consider in Theorem [[L2. The magnetic deformation
is important here since it satisfies the non-degeneracy condition described in Definition [[1]
which is crucial in Proposition A1} at present, we do not know whether or not our methods
extend to the case of electric deformations of Py(h) of the form P,(h) = —h*A, + V,,, where
V, € C=(M) for u € Bt(e).

The paper is organized as follows: In Section [2] we motivate our general results by dis-
cussing the case of a magnetic propagator e©”«("/" on R™ with P,(h) = (hD, +u, hD, + u).
Section [ gives background on the semiclassical microlocal analysis that is needed for the
proof of our main result. Section 4 contains the proof of Theorem and Section [ gives
applications of Theorem to quantum ergodic sequences of eigenfunctions; in the latter
section, we get asymptotic results (see Theorem [.]). Finally, in Section [6] two examples
with extremal eigenfunction supremum bounds are given to illustrate the main result; these
are the ground states of the one-dimensional harmonic oscillator and the zonal spherical
harmonics in two dimensions.

We thank Yaiza Canzani and Dmitry Jakobson for detailed comments regarding earlier
versions of the manuscript and for several stimulating discussions. We are also grateful to
Stéphane Nonnenmacher for many useful comments/suggestions and for calling our attention
to the physics literature on the related question of quantum fidelity. Finally, we thank the
referee for detailed comments on improving the manuscript.
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Remark: ~ We note that the results here do not give improvements for averaged eigen-
function L**-bounds but do for restriction bounds on submanifolds. Theorem gives

SUPen S (o) o (2)|2du = O(1), however this does not imply a similar bound for
() SWaens o8 () [2du, i.c. the reverse Fatou lemma does not hold in general. Indeed, for

both examples discussed in Section [6] Hgo || 700 (ary 18 still maximal even after averaging over
the magnetic deformations.

2. MOTIVATION: PROPAGATORS GIVEN BY QUADRATIC FORMS IN R".

One of our main motivations here comes from the well-known, explicit Fourier multiplier
formulas for non-degenerate quadratic propagators in R™ (see [Zwl, Theorem 4.8]). Let Q €
G L(n;R) be a real-valued nonsingular n x n matrix and suppose { fx }ne(0,n0] is a semiclassical
family with f, € S(R™) and || f||2 = 1 for all A € (0, hg]. Let (QD, D) be the natural inner
product where D is the column vector (D, ..., D,,) and D,, = 10,,. One has the explicit
integral formula

2 QD) £ (1) = | det Q|72 (2h) 5 €592 / "2 Q) fi (w4 y) dy. (9)

We now consider slightly more general quadratic polynomial expressions in the D’s; specif-
ically, the case where (D, D) is replaced by the magnetic Schrédinger operator (hD +
u, hD + u) with constant magnetic potential u € R™. It is readily checked that

n 17L7r 1\114\

[ () = e DT £ (3) = (2mh) =€ o / e~ fi(w + y) dy. (10)

Let x € C5°(R™) with x(u) = 1 when |u| < 1 and x(u) = 0 for |u| > 2. It follows from ([0
that for any = € R",

S LA @) 2 X (1) due = (27R) " [, €38 (el =00 £ (0 4 ) Fi(w + o) x(w) dydy/du

(27h) ™" [a €20V UHY 20 £ (0 ) (o) x () dydy'du.

(11)

Finally, writing g5 .(y) := fi(x + y) and making the change of variables
y+y _u
2 Y

it follows that the last line in (II]) can be rewritten in the form

u— &(usy,y') = (12)

“n i(y—y’,€) —+ ’ w
(27h) / e X(y v 5) 9h2(Y)Gne () dydy'dé = (Op} (@) gh s Gne) 2@y, (13)
RSn

with a(y,€) = x(y — &) € S*°(R?"); see (I6) for more on symbol classes. By the Calderon-
Vaillancourt Theorem (19) and the fact that ||gn.||z2 = || fal|z2 = 1 for any x € R™, it follows
that for i € (0, o),

sup [ @) xw) du < €, (14)

reR”™
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with (), > 0 a purely dimensional constant. To carry out the Kuranishi change of variables
in ([I2]), we have used that

|du£‘ =2" |dudEPU| # 0, (15)

where, p,(z,&) = |[€ + u|? is the Hamiltonian function. The non-degeneracy of the mixed
Hessian on the RHS of (IX) is central to the bound in (I4]) and motivates the notion of
admissibility in Definition [Tl Our main result in Theorem extends the analysis above
to a wide class of magnetic deformations on arbitrary compact manifolds. The reason we
choose magnetic deformations is largely due to the implied non-degeneracy of the mixed
Hessian in (IH).

3. SEMICLASSICAL PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL AND FOURIER INTEGRAL OPERATORS

We briefly review the relevant calculus of semiclassical pseudodifferential and Fourier in-
tegral operators that will be used in the proof of Theorem The reader is referred to
DS, [Zw] for further details.

3.1. Semiclassical pseudodifferential operators (h-PsiDOs). The basic semiclassical
symbol spaces are

SR M) = {a e C®(T*M x (0, hp));

a o MY aj(e, R with 080 a;(x, §)] < Cop(€)F 771 (16)

J=0

Here, we use the standard notation for (§) := /14 |£|2. The corresponding space of h-
pseudodifferential operators is

Uk = [ A, - C®(M) — C®°(M); Ay = Opy(a) witha € ST (T M)}, (17)

cl

where the Schwartz kernels are locally of the form

Opp(a)(z,y) = (27rh)_"/ e @y O/ (g € R)dE, for a € Sg“k.

Given Aj; € \IIZ"’k, the principal symbol o(Ay) := h™™aq using the notation of (I6). It is
sometimes convenient to use the h-Weyl quantization with corresponding Schwartz kernel

Opy(a)(x,y) = (27?%)_"/ ele=ul)/hg (I +y £, ﬁ) d¢, for a € S (18)

2 )

n

One useful feature of the latter quantization scheme is that for a(z,&, k) real-valued,
the corresponding Weyl quantization is formally self-adjoint with Opy’(a)* = Opy(a). The

operators Ap € U, 1z \I/gzk form an algebra; in particular, given A; € \Ifgk and By € \Ifzzl’k/,
the composition Ayo By, € W™ ** hag the principal symbol o/(A,oBy)(x:€) = o(An)(x, €)-
o(Bp)(z,€) = ™ ag(z, €)bo(x, €) in terms of the local representation in (7).
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3.1.1. Operator L?* — L* bounds. The Calderon-Vaillancourt Theorem [DS| [Zw] states that

Ay € U = | Apllponre <G sup  [0200a(x, & h)). (19)
la|+|B8|<2n+1

In addition, one has the weak Garding inequality: For A; € \If(c)l’o and h € (0, hyl, with Ag > 0
sufficiently small,

1 1

where [ is the identity operator. The results (I9) and (20) are used in the proof of Theorem
L2l

The family of eigenfunctions (¢5)se(o,n0), and the corresponding deformations (gp%u)) he(0,0]
have compact h-wave fronts supported in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the char-
acteristic variety {(z,£) € T*M;[¢]? + V(x) = E} for h sufficiently small; the following
section on semiclassical wavefronts provides more details. Hence, we are only interested here
in A, € U™ since all symbols will have compact support in & and therefore only the
asymptotic behavior in A is relevant.

3.1.2. Semiclassical wavefront sets W Fy,. Let (¢n)ne(o,n) be a family of tempered L? functions
on M in the sense that [[¢s||r2 = O(AY) for some N > 0 as & — 0*. In the semiclassical
case, one is interested in determining decay properties of the family (@s)ne(on]; DOt just
regularity properties as functions on M. This naturally leads one to define the notation of a
semiclassical wave front set, W F,(¢p), associated with the family of functions (n)ne(0,r0];
the reader is referred to [Zw, Chapter 8, Section 4] for further details. As in the homogeneous
case, it is more natural to define the complement of the semiclassical wave front of the family

(©r)ne(o,hy)) With

WEi(pn) = {(x,€) € T*M;3a € S° with a(z,€) # 0
and |[Opy(a)enl[rz = O(R™)|[enll2}- (21)

3.1.3. FEigenfunction localization. We will use the fact that eigenfunctions ¢ and corre-
sponding deformations <p,(iu) have compact A-wave fronts to simplify expressions e~ #0Fu(M/h,
by h-microlocaly cutting-off the propagators e~#«(0/% near the energy level set py*(E) =
{(x,€) € T*M; [¢|2 + V() = E}. Such procedures are standard (see [Zwl, Chapter 8]) but,
for the convenience of the reader, we briefly review the specific case at hand. By assumption
(Po(h)—E)gn = o(1) and Py(h)— E = —h*A,+V — E is h-elliptic off p; ' (E). Let x € CF(R)
be a standard cutoff function equal to 1 near the origin and consider the associated cutoff
with
Xz (@,€) = X(pol,€) — B).

Set \\(h) := Opu(xY) € T%~°(M) to be the corresponding fi-pseudodifferential cutoffs.
It now follows by a standard semiclassical parametrix construction, as in [Zwl, Theorem 6.4],

that ||<pﬁ—0pﬁ(xg))gpﬁ||Lz = O(h™) and so, W Fy(¢5) C py*(E). Replacing o, with PE(h)ep
above, it follows by a Sobolev lemma argument that for all £ € N,

len — Opn(xX ) onllcr = Ow(R). (22)
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For gpéu), one has the analogous equation (Q(h) — E)gp%u) = 0 where, by the semiclas-

sical Egorov theorem ([Zw] Theorem 11.1), Q(h) = e~ Pu(i/h py(p)eitoPuM/h ¢ Opy(S%2).
Consequently, by a similar parametrix argument as above it follows that, with the cutoff

X8, €) = x(po(Gl2 (2, €)) — E),

o8 — Opn(x )i || cn = OR(E). (23)
Thus, from ([22) and (23)),

Soz(au) = Oph(X(;))e_itopu(h)/hOph(Xg))802‘1 + O (h%). (24)

We note the cutoff X(;) (x,€) is defined using the magnetic flow G : T*M — T*M, but
X (2.6) = x(po(e,€) = E + O(Jul)) and so, for u € B¥(e), supp (') C {(x,€) €
T*M;d((x,€),py (E)) < Ce} with appropriate C' > 0. Here, d : T*M x T*M — R* is
the distance function relative to any Riemannian metric on 7M. The main point is that,
for e > 0 small, supp (X(;)) remains localized near the hypersurface p,* (E) for all u € B*(e).
3.2. Semiclassical Fourier integral operators (A-FIOs). Due to the compactness of

W F, ﬁ(cp,(;)), it suffices here to consider operators Fj with Schwartz kernels locally of the form

Fy(x,y) = (2xh) ™" / Vv Moz, y; €, h) dE, (25)
for a(w,y,&,1) € CR(U x V x R™ x (0,g]) with a(z,y, &, 8) ~io Y550 (. y: ™
aj(z,y;€) € C(U x V x R"), for some m € R, with U and V being open subsets of
R™. We assume that v is a non-degenerate phase in the sense of Hérmander [DS], that is,
{dyye(de, ), ..., dyye(de, 1)) } is linearly independent on the critical set Cy, where

Cy = A{(2,9,8) € U XV x R"; det)(x,y,§) = 0}.

We use this local formulation to define our operator between compact, n-dimensional
manifolds M and N. In view of (28), Fj can be associated to an immersed Lagrangian
manifold I' C T*M x T*N, where

I'= {(ZIZ’, dxwv Y, _dy,lvb)a dgw(% Y, 6) = O}a

by pushing forward C through the map iy : C, — I' C T*(M x N) given by (z,y,&) —
(x,dy, y, —d,1); the manifold I" then contains W F,(F}). For h € (0, hy) small, the operators
Fy : C®(M) — C>(N), with Schwartz kernel locally of the form (25), are called h-Fourier
integral operators and we write I, € I)""°°(M x N;T).

The symbol of a semiclassical Fourier integral operator Fj € I')" (M x N,T), where
h € (0, he), is a smooth section of €/, ® L, that is, the half-density bundle of I' twisted by
the Maslov line bundle. In terms of the semiclassical Fourier integral representation in (23],
it is the square root ,/dc,, of the delta-function on Cy, defined by 6(d¢y), transported to its
image in 7%(M x N) under ¢y,. Concretely, if (A1,...,\,) are any local coordinates on Cy,
extended as smooth functions in a neighborhood of C\;, then

do, = ka
v N de) [O0(@,y, §)I
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where d\ is the Lebesgue density and |0(\, detp)/0(x,y,€)| denotes the determinant of the
Jacobian matrix. In the semiclassical Fourier integral representation (25]), the symbol is
transported from the critical set C'y, by the Lagrangian immersion i,, to the set I'. At a point
(20, &0, Yo, Mo) € T', the principal symbol of Fj, is defined to be

o (Fn)(2o, 0, Yo, 1M0) := I~ "iy,a04/dc, -

This formulation gives a coordinate-invariant definition of the principal symbol.
For a more detailed treatment of the compactly-supported A-Fourier integral operators in
(28), see [GuStl, Chapter 8] and [Zw, Chapter 10].

3.2.1. Magnetic propagators. Consider the magnetic propagators Wy, (k) : C*°(M) — C*(M),
where

Wy (h) := exp(—ito P, (h)/h)
with Schwartz kernel W, (h)(z,y) and ¢, > 0 small. The associated evolution operator
W(h) : C*(M) — C°(M x B¥(g)) has Schwartz kernel

W (h)((z,u),y); (z,u) € M x B*(), y € M.

One clearly has
Wu(h) () = W(R)((,w), ).
A key point in our argument is to interchange the roles of z € M and u € B¥(e), viewing

u € B¥(g) as range variables and 2 € M as parameters. In terms of the evolution operator
W (h), we define

Therefore, one has the identity
W, (h)(u,y) = W, (h)(x,y), for (z,y,u) € M x M x B(e), (26)
with corresponding operators
Wo(h) : C%(M) — C>(B"(e))

depending on the spatial parameters x € M.
We define the family of cut-off propagators W, g(h) : C=(M) — C>(M), where

Wa,p(h) == Opu(x§5') e PO/ Opy(xiy"), B € (0, ha). (27)

The family of cut-off operators W, g(h); h € (0, hy| are compactly-supported semiclassical
Fourier integral operators, with

Wap(h) € I57°(M x M;A,,),

where
A = {(@,&y,n) € T"M x T*M; (2,€) = G®(y,n), (x,€) € supp(xW),
(y,m) € supp(x'}. (28)

In analogy with (28)), we define a family of cut-off operators W, p(h) : C°(M) — C=(B*(¢))
with Schwartz kernels

WxE(u,y)(ﬁ) = War(z,y)(h), (z,y,u) € M x M x B¥(g), h € (0,h. (29)
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Hence, in view of the eigenfunction localization estimates in (22)) and (23)),

oo |8 @) Pdu = [ W p(h)en(x)[Pdu + O(h)
(30)
—ka |WIE on(u)]? du + O(R).

Let B(zg,e) C M be a small geodesic ball centered at g € M. Locally, for € B(xg,e) C M,
it suffices to assume that & = n (see (3I))). In the next section (see Proposition [L.1]), we
prove that for ¢y, e > 0 sufficiently small, the family of operators

W, s(h) € I57°(M x B(e);T,); T € (0, fig),

Moreover, under the admissibility assumption in Definition [[1 T, € T*M x T*B"(¢) are
canonical graphs, locally for z € B(xg, ). It is at this point that we use the specific structure
of the magnetic perturbations to show that (L)) is satisfied which, in turn, implies the graph
condition on I',.. Then, given the last line in (30), we use a T*T-argument (also utilized in the
proof of Corollary B2) with T' = W, g(h), and the L*-bounds (I9) and (20) locally uniform
in z € B(xg,¢), to finish the proof of Theorem

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

4.1. Operator bounds for semiclassical propagators. The proof of our main theorem
is based on a well-known L? operator bound for non-degenerate h-Fourier integral operators
(see |[Zwl, Chapter 10]). We introduce some notation before proving an important proposition.
Fix g € M and with 0 < € < inj(M, g) small so that the geodesic ball B(x,¢) is centered
at o with radius € > 0. One can locally write P,(h) = Opp(oo(P,) + hic_1(P,)), where the
principal symbol

o0(Pu) = pu(z,§) = Z(& + wi(,u)g” (2)(& + wj(z,u) + V(2).

In local coordinates,
o1 (P)(x Z m] 9] gw & + Zﬁwj 9] gZ]WZ(x u)].
For z € B(zg,¢) with € > 0 sufficiently small, it follows by the admissibility assumption

(LI) that for some subset v = (uy, .., u;,) € B"(¢),

Ow(x,u',u")

>
D > Cy, (31)

uniformly for (z,u,u") € B(zg,€) x B¥(g). Of course, the choice of u’ can vary depending
on the geodesic ball B(xg, ). The proof of Theorem is local in  and so, in view of (31I),
it suffices to assume that k = n, which also simplifies the statement below of Proposition
4.1 We now introduce some notation in preparation for the statement of Proposition 4.1l
Given local coordinate charts U,V € R",

Py, u, & x) == S(to, =, & u) = (y,€), (32)
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where (y,u,&;x) € V x B*(e) x R*" x U and S(t, z,; u) satisfies the initial-value problem

{dS(t,x,f;u)+pu($78x5(taxaf)) = (33)

S(0,x,&u) = (x,€).
The key technical step in the proof of Theorem is the following

PROPOSITION 4.1. Assume that the family (P,(h))neo,n) of magnetic Schridinger operators
satisfies (31) for (x,u) € B(xg,e) x B™(€). Then, for ¢, |ty] > 0 sufficiently small,

W,p(h) € I57°(M x B'(¢);T,),

and the immersed Lagrangian

I = {(u,dup(y,u,n; )5y, —dyp(y,u,m;2)), dyp(y,u,m;z) =0} CT*B"(e) x T*M

is a canonical graph that is locally parametrized by the phase function ¢ in (33).
Moreover, the local formula for the principal symbol of W, g(h) is

o (W, 5(A)(u, 7, y,m) = X&) (w, ) ' Jo” o1 P Giam)i (34)
|d$7TGtuO (LU, 77)‘1/2
|dud7’l¢(y7 u, 777 ,’L’)‘l/2

where x € C°(R) and (u,7,y,n) € I'y. In (33) 7 : T*M — M is the canonical projection on
the base manifold and we view v = u(y,n) as a function of the local cotangent coordinates
(y,m) € T*M parametrizing T

\dydn|? (35)

Proof. For [ty| < go small, the kernel of W, (h) can be locally written in the form ([Zw,
Chapter 10, Section 2])

Wop(h)(r.9) = (2eh) " [ P00 e, ) ds 4 Ko(W)(eg) (30

where the amplitude a(-,u) ~ 3°2 a;(-,u)l/ with a;(-,u) € C%(B"(¢), C3*(U x R")) with
coordinate charts U € R™ and has the expansion discussed in the section on A-FIOs. In (34l),
the operators K, (k) are residual in the sense that

1050 Ku(h) (2, y)| = Oa,p.(K)

uniformly in (z,y,u) € U x V' x B"(¢), for € > 0 small. The phase function is of the form

o(z,y,&u) = S(to, v, & u) — (Y, €) (37)
Here,
pla, & u) Z 9" (@) (& + wilz, ) (& + wi(x, u)) + V(z) (38)

is the principal symbol of the operator P,(h). In view of (33]), by a Taylor expansion of
S(t,x, &) around t = 0, it follows that for ¢t = ¢y small,

S(t07x7£;u) = <LL’,£> _tOP(x7£7u> +O(t(2)) (39)
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The remainder in (B9) is locally uniform in (z,&,u) € K x B"(¢) with K C T*M compact
and € > 0 small. By implicit differentiation of (B3] in (z,¢), it follows that the same is true
for derivatives, implying

1S (to, , & u) — (@, &) + top(x, & u)l|errexse) = Ok(t])-

The key step in the proof of Proposition [A1] involves interchanging the roles of x and w.
Consequently, we now view u € B"(g) no longer as parameters, but rather as range variables
for the operators W, p(h) : C®°(M) — C*°(B"(¢)) in ([@8) which now depend on the local
parameters x € B(xg,€).

To emphasize this point and following (32]), we write

@(u, Y, 57 .CL’) = S(t()u T, gu u) - <y7 5)
= <£L’ - Y, €> - top(93> 57 u) + O(t%) (40)

= (= y,&) —to 22, ; 97 (x)(& + wilw, u)) (& + wi(w,u) + O(1F),

where the last line follows from ([B9). Similarly, we define a(u, &; x, h) := a(ty, z, &; u, ).
From (B8), it follows that W, z(f) € I57°°(M x B"(¢);T,). It remains to show that T, is
a canonical graph and to compute the principal symbol of WmE(h)
We recall that the admissibility assumption implies that locally, for x € B(zg, ), we have
the invertibility condition (31))

|dy(wi(z,u), .y wy(z,u))| > C >0 (41)

uniformly for (x,u) € B(xzg,€) x B"(¢) with € > 0 small.

We compute in geodesic normal coordinates x = (x1,...,z,) on B(xg,¢) centered at xg
(i.e. x(xg) = 0); here onward, for convenience, we abuse notation somewhat by identifying
points with the respective coordinate representations. Since ¢"(z) = &% + O(|z|*), a Taylor
expansion in the z-variables in (B8) around x = 0 gives

pla;&u) = €+ w(z, u) (1 + O(|2*)) + V(z); (42)
in view of ({40,
Pluy,&2) = (z = y,&) — to([€ + w(z, w)*(1+ O(|z*)) + V(x)) + O(t5).  (43)
From ([43), it follows that the mixed (u,&)-Hessian matrix of @(u,y,&; x) has entries
D, 0¢, 8 (u, y, & ) = 2to(Oy,wy(m,u) + O(|z]?) + O(ty)) for 1 <i,j < n. (44)

Consequently, from (@I) and (@), the operator W, g(h) : C°(M) — C®(B"(¢)) has
Schwartz kernel

Wep(h) (', y) = (27h) ™" / eSO N a(u, &, h) dg + R(h)
with R(h) residual and for |¢g|,e > 0 sufficiently small,
|dudep(u,y, & 2)| = 2"[to]" - | (Ou,wj (@, w) + O|2*) + O(to) hr<ijzn | = Clto™  (45)
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locally and uniformly in (u,y, &; x). From (@5)) and the Implicit Function Theorem, we con-
clude that the canonical relation of W, g(h) : C*°(M) — C>*(B"(¢)), given by

I, = {(u,dup;y, —dyp) € T*(B"(¢)) x T*M; dep = 0}
= {(u,duS;y,§) € T"(B"(e)) x T"M; y = deS} (46)
is a canonical graph for all x € B(z,e) when |to|,e > 0 are sufficiently small. From (40]) it

is clear that (y, &) can be chosen as local parametrizing variables for I,.

Remark: We note that it is at this point that the specific form of the magnetic Hamiltionian
p(z,&,u) ([A2) is used to derive the required non-degeneracy of the phase function ¢ in ({5)).

To determine the principal symbol o (W, g(h)), we compute the leading order term ag(u, &; )
in the amplitude of WmE(ﬁ) Writing ¢(x,y,&u) = S(t,z,&u) — (y, &), it follows that
ao(u,&;x) = ay(x,&;u), where a; solves the initial-value problem for the first transport
equation

2 :
Ohar — Hp,a, — [% > i a%é”gj ’ af;éicj - W—l(Pu)] ar =0
(47)
ag = XSEO) when t =0
on the Lagrangian T',, = graph(G!). For |to| small, a standard method of characteristics
argument gives the solution

g (2, ) = 0" T PG | det dr (G (, ) [# - X (2, ). (48)
where G : T*M — T*M is the time ¢, bicharacteristic flow generated by the magnetic
Hamiltonian p, and X(;) (x,8) = X?(Gfﬁ (x,8)).

The Leray density on I'; is

_ |dudydg| |dudyd¢]|
T d(ded)] Ty — deS(u &0 t0))]
In terms of coordinates (u, 7 = d,,S(u,&; x, tg)) that parametrize the canonical graph I',, we
have

dc = |dudé|.

O’(Ww,E(ﬁ))(u,T) = agy(u, & x) \dung\_% |dudr|'/? (49)

to 1/2
SO (PG @ () oy [dTGR (2, E)] 12
= xXp (2,€) |dudrT|
e 0 ST
to 1/2
— o S0 o1 (PGl ()t (v) |dam G (2, E)) dude|/2
for (u,7;y,&) € I'y. The fact |dyd{| = |dudr|, which follows from the map (y,&) — (u, )

with (u,7;y,£) € T';, being a symplectomorphism, is used in the last line of ([@9). We also
note that in terms of geodesic normal coordinates in the ball B(z,¢), the Hessian matrix,

(du,de; S)1<ij<n = 2to( Ouwj(m,1))1<ij<n + O(|2]?) + Olto) ),

is non-degenerate for (x,u) € B(zp,e) x B"(¢) and ty,e > 0 small by the admissibil-
ity assumption on the family of magnetic potentials (wy)yepn() in Definition [LIl Hence,
W,n(h) € I57°(M x B'(e);T,).




EIGENFUNCTION BOUNDS 15

U

The next corollary is an immediate consequence of Proposition [£.1] and the semiclassical
Egorov theorem.

COROLLARY 4.2. Given (z,u) € B(xg,e) x B"(¢) with € > 0 small and h € (0, o), the
operators

Ay p(h) = [Wep(B)]* o W, (k) € (M), (50)
and have principal symbol
" |Gy (1)
oo(Ass(h))(y,n) = X5 (2, 1) : (51)
\dudnS |

Since I'; is a canonical graph, we can write the points in (51l) as (u(y,n), 7(y,n);y,n) € T,
in terms of the (y,n) parametrizing coordinates.

Moreover, it is clear from the stationary phase argument used in the proof of the A-Egorov
theorem that the family of h-pseudodifferential operators A, g(h) in Corollary depends
regularly and locally uniformly on the z-parameters in the sense that the total symbol
0(A, g)(y,n; h) satisfies the local estimates

lo(Az.)llcr = Ok(1) (52)
uniformly for x € B(zo,¢) and h € (0, Ag).

To finish the proof of Theorem [[L2] we note that in view of (B and Corollary with
x € B(xg,€),

an |90h |2 du = fB”(a) |(Wu,E(h)§0h) (:E)|2 du
= (Was(B)on, Wam(B)n) 12 8n(2)) (53)

= (A 5(R)on, <Pn>L2(M)-
Since A, p(h) € U%™°(M) satisfies (52), by L*-boundedness (see (IJ)),

(A p(R)en, enr2any < CLllenllian = O:(1) (54)

uniformly for x € B(zg,¢).
To prove the lower bounds on [z, ., o8 (2)|2 du, we note that for |ty|,e > 0 sufficiently

small,
|dam Gy (2, §)| |dam G (2, §)
W| SO @) pomr 2 T ldudeS] mE <2
Thus, from the symbol formula in (51,

00(Ae. (1) (2,€) po=r £ 1. (55)

In view of (BH)), the weak Garding inequality (20)), and the mass concentration of the initial
Schrodinger eigenfunctions (¢n)re(o,5,) 00 {po = E'} ([22)), we have for all i € (0, k] sufficiently
small,

(Am,E(h)<Ph, ©n) % 1 (56)
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uniformly in x € B(xy, €). Substitution of (56) into the last line of (53)) gives the lower bound
in Theorem [L.2] uniformly for € B(x, €).

Since M is compact, we select a cover of finitely many small balls B;(zg,¢) for j =0,..., N
and repeat the above analysis above in each ball using the admissibility assumption (1) to

ensure that we can choose an n-tuple (u;,, ..., u;,) so that the non-degeneracy condition in
(BT)) is satisfied in each ball, B;. This finishes the proof of Theorem L2l O

5. THE QUANTUM ERGODIC CASE

We assume here that (M, g) is a smooth, compact n-manifold and that the bicharacteristic
flow of po(x, €) = |¢[2 + V/(x) on py” (E) given by

GY = exptH,, : py ' (E) — py ' (E)

is ergodic. As before, we consider a sequence (5)re(0,r0) Of L?-normalized eigenfunctions of
Po(h) = —=I*A% + V(x) with Py(h)pn = E(h)ey and E(h) = E + o(1) as h — 07. We say
that the sequence (pn)neon] 15 quantum ergodic if for any B(h) € W%~°(M),

(BB e e [ oo(B) & d 657)
20
where dwp, is Liouville measure and cg = (vol,, (py *(E))) ™ .

In the homogeneous case where Py(h) = —h*A, and E = 1, it is well-known that [CV],
Schl, [Z2] (B57) is satisfied for a full asymptotic density of eigenfunctions. The question of
whether the asymptotic identity in (57]) holds for all eigenfunctions is referred to as quantum
unique ergodicity [S2].

Let (@ﬁjk)zozl be any subsequence of eigenfunctions with h;, — 0 and k — oo. One forms
sequence of measures dj, = |pn, ()] dvol(z) with the associated microlocal lifts djis,

defined by
dﬂhjk (a) == <OP%:; (@)SDhjk790hjk>L2(M)a (58)
where a € C*(T*M) and Op§*(a) denotes the non-negative semiclassical anti-Wick quan-
tization [Zw]. If the measures dji;,; converge in the weak-* sense, one forms the associated
weak-* limit
dji == w — 1}1—{20 diip,, - (59)

In the quantum ergodic case, our main result in Theorem yields averaged pointwise
asymptotics for the deformed eigenfunctions. We state the precise result here for future
reference. In our case, we use the perturbed eigenfunctions %(1”) to form the microlocally

lifted measures

djiy” (a) = (Opi*()eh” 01”2 an. (60)
The following is local in z € B(xg,e) C M and so, just as in Proposition 1], it suffices to
assume that £ = n.

THEOREM 5.1. Assume that G4 : py'(E) — py'(E) is ergodic and that (©n)ne(on S
a quantum ergodic sequence of L*-normalized eigenfunctions of the Schrédinger operator
Py(h) = —h*A,+ V(z) with Py(h)gn = E(h)gp and E(k) = E+o(1). Then, under the same
assumptions as in Theorem[1.2 on the magnetic Schridinger operators P,(h), it follows that
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(i) for all u € B"(e) sufficiently small, the sequence (gp%u))he[oﬁo] is itself quantum ergodic
up to a smooth density; that is,

i g
w — lim dfiy” = py dwp,u,

where dwg, = % is Liouville measure on p,*(E) and we write dwp = dwgo for short.

Moreover, the density p, is given by the Jacobian (i.e. the Radon-Nikodym derivative)
d((Gy) we)
dwE,u ‘

1) ror x € Zo, €), one has the averagea powntwise asympitotics

1) F B has th d pointwi toty
| @R du s el
B (e)

where

Woo(T) = /pOl(E) 0o(Az.g(h)) dwg,

with 0o(Az g(R)) given in Corollary [{.2.

Proof. The proof of (i) is an easy consequence of the semiclassical Egorov theorem. Indeed,
for B(h) € W% (M) and any quantum ergodic sequence of @;’s, the hi-Egorov theorem
gives

(B(h)(pé“), SOSL)>L2(M) = (Wy,g(h)* B(R)W, g(h)en, ©r) 2

~h—0 CE fpgl(E) (G¥) oo(B(h))dw.

In (61), G* : T*M — T*M denotes the time-t bicharacteristic flow of the magnetic Hamil-
tonian p,. The flow-out G : p;'(E) — G%(p,'(E)) is a diffeomorphism onto its image.
Moreover, since dp, # 0 on the set {p, = E‘}, it follows by Taylor expansion in u and the
Implicit Function Theorem that for € > 0 small, p;*(E) is diffeomorphic to p,'(E). Conse-
quently, p;*(E) is diffeomorphic to G (p;'(E)) and so, by (1)) and the change of variables

formula,

(61)

<B<h)(:07(7/u)790)(‘zU)>L2(M) ~h—0t CE fcﬁo(pal(E)) oo(B(R)) d((G)*wE)
(62)
L0y,
= cp [ -1y 00(B(R) ML g,

dwg o
The proof of (ii) follows from Theorem[[.2]and (B0), since for the quantum ergodic sequence
of eigenfunctions (¢5)nefo,n,) and all x € M, A, g(h) € \IIS;_OO(M) with uniform symbolic C*-
bounds. Consequently,

fB(a) “Pz(au) (2)1? du = (Asm(h)on, o) 2
(63)
~h—0t CE fpal(E) O-O(Am,E(h)) dwp.

O

The ergodic case will be discussed in more detail in [CJT].
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6. SOME EXAMPLES

In this section, we explicitly compute the averaged pointwise bounds in the case of the 1-
dimensional magnetic harmonic oscillator and the magnetic Laplacian on S?. Both examples
have worst-case L*>°-blowup for the unperturbed eigenfunctions, ¢y,.

6.1. Harmonic Oscillator. Consider the 1-dimensional harmonic oscillator P(x, hD,) =

22
1(R*D2+x?) and the associated L2-normalized ground state eigenfunction ¢, (z) = (wh)~ie~3n

with eigenvalue g This eigenfunction A-microlocally concentrates near the critical point

p~1(0) = {(0,0)}. We show that the family of eigenfunctions (wé“))he(o,ﬁo] corresponding to
the magnetic perturbations with

1
Pulw,hD,) = P(e, D, = u) = 5 [(RD, = u)? + 2?]

satisfies the bounds in Theorem [T.2]

Following [GS|, page 129] and utilizing the formulas in ([g]), one easily derives the gener-
alized Mehler formula for the perturbed propagator e=*"«("/" with P,(h) = P(x, hD, — u).
Explicitly,

. 1
—1tPy (h)/h t,zimu)/h Lo
€ WM (o) () = W / e T M (b, ;s w) Fi(n) (n)dn. (64)
Here, Fi(¢n)(n) denotes the semiclassical Fourier transform W Je e oy (y)dy for
¢, € S(R). The phase function is

O(t,z,7; u) = _u2 sint — 2nusint + (22 + n?)sint — 2zu cost + 2z(u — 1)

, 65
2cost (65)
and a(t, z,n;u) = | cost|'/2.

When v = 0 and ¢ € (0,7) with & = 1, the operators in (64) are elements of the unitary

group generated by the standard harmonic oscillator (see [GS, p.129]). Our aim is to compute

I(h,t,2) / =P () 2 s (66)

where we fix t = t, € (0,7) for the remainder of this computation. Since Fj(vs)(n) =
2
(wh)~ie~3n, substitution in (64) gives

) 1 i 2
—ito Py (R)/R _ L(®(to,x;mu)+i L] .
e’ (on)(x) = (2mh)3/4 /Reh oo 2Ya(to, z,m; u)dn. (67)
The solutions 7. = n.(x;u,ty) of the critical point equation
0’

are '
ne(w;u, ty) = i(usinty + x)e"%.

Since Im [®(tg, z,m;u) + 27722] = " > 0, an application of steepest descent in (67) gives an
asymptotic formula of the form

6_itOPU(h)/h(Spﬁ) (l.) o0+ h—%c(to) e[@g(x;to,u)-ﬁ-i@l(x;t(),u)}/ﬁ (68)
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where ¢(ty) is a non-zero constant depending only on tg, Im ®; = 0, and

2 2
Oy(x;u,tyg) = —Im <unc tant, — 77_2@ tanty — ngio + Z%C)
1 L ) 1, )
= —Tm { S(tanto +i)(usinto +2)* | = —Z(usinto +2)°.  (69)

There is an analogous formula for ®;, but it is irrelevant for our purposes. We substitute
the WKB formula (68)) into (66) and square the modulus of the integrand. Since |e’®1/"| =1,
the oscillatory factor in (68]) drops out and one simply gets

1 € wsint ac2
I(h,to,x)wh_2\c(t0)\2/ e~ qu, (70)

—&
By steepest descent, the Laplace integral in (70) gives an additional factor of A2 and it
follows that
I(h,tg, ) ~ |e(to)|*|sinto| * =< 1, (71)
locally and uniformly in x € R, and (7)) is consistent with Theorem

Remark: Let T C R be any closed interval containing [—¢,e]. From (68) it is clear that for
each u € (—¢,¢),

sup e 0P gy ()] ~ TV
zel

Consequently,
&€
/ sup |6—it0Pu(h)/h¢h(x)|2du ~ h_1/2

—e x€L

and so the L*°-bounds of the deformed family of eigenfunctions (@é/“))he(oﬁo] are no bet-

ter than those of the ground state eigenfunctions ¢n(z) = (wh)~4e=**/2". However, it is
immediate from (71]) that
€
sup/ le~#PuM/h g () [2du < 1. (72)
z€L J—¢

6.2. Zonal harmonics on S?. We consider here the semiclassical Laplacian on the sphere
(5% round) with

1 0? 0? 9 0
sin?(p) Op? * 892) n COt(w)agp'
where (0,¢) € [0,27] x [0,7) denote usual spherical polar coordinates chosen so that
(21, 22, 23) € S% is given 21 = cosfcos g, 2o = sinf cos @, z3 = sin . Then, z; = Y cosf, Ty =
@ sin 0 are the geodesic normal coordinates centered at the north pole (0,0, 1) and we choose
h~t e {y/n(n+1)}>,. In the following, we continue to denote the geodesic normal coordi-
nates centered at (0,0,1) € S? by z = (21, x2).

It is well-known that the L?-normalized zonal spherical harmonic of degree n is given by
the formula

P()(h) - —h2A52 = —h2(

(73)

Zn(x) = Py(cos |z|) = (27m)1/2/ (cos|z| + isin|z|cosT)"dT (74)

—Tr
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saturates the maximal Hérmander sup bound at (0,0, 1). Indeed it is obvious from ([74]) that
|Za(0)] = (2m)*2y/n ~ RT3,
The method of steepest descent can be applied in (74]) away from the north and south

poles, corresponding to |z| = ¢ away from 0 and 7, and one easily gets that

sup | Zn(z)| = O (1) (75)

|x|>e
for h € (0, hp). Hence, one can ignore this range where the eigenfunction is already uniformly-
bounded prior to deformation. Let (Z,g“))ﬁe(oﬁo} = ((exp —itgPy(h)/h) Zk)ne(o,ny) be the de-
formed eigenfunctions where, for simplicity, we choose the (constant field) magnetic Schrodinger
operators P,(h) : C*(S?) — C*°(S?) with

P,(h) = (hd, + iu)*(hd, + iu); u = uydry + ugdxs.

We verify directly that
/ 1 Z8 () 2du = 1 (76)
B(e)

uniformly for x € S%. In particular, when z corresponds to (0,0, 1), the worst case eigenfunc-
tion blow-up is destroyed by averaging over the magnetic field u = uidx; + usdrs € Q1(S?).
In view of ([73)) it suffices to assume that |x| = o(1) as h — 0 and we do so from now onward.
We split the ball |z| = o(1) around the north pole into two pieces: Fix o € (1/2,1) and first
suppose |z| £ h*. In that case, an application of steepest descent in (74]) gives

ilz|/h —ilz|/h ilz|/h —ilz|/h
e +e e +e
Zn(x) ~n—o , ~h0 (77)
\/sin |z| V7
In the complementary range where |z| 5 A%, we write the oscillatory integral (4)) as
Zy(x) = (2mh) Y2 [T _exp[h~'log(cos |z| + isin |z| cos T)dT
(78)

~ (27h) /2 fjﬁ eisinleleos T/  (2rh)~1/2 fjw gilzlcosT/h g

The last line of (78)) follows by Taylor expansion of the phase function ®(7;x) := log(cos |x|+
isin|z| cos7) around x = 0 using that cos |z| = 1+ O(|z|?) and |z| ' sin|z| = 1 + O(|z]?).
The change of variables 7 +— 7 — z in (78) and application of the cosine law implies that
when |z| S k%,
Zn(x) ~ (2mh) Y2 / @M gy, (79)
S1
Here we write dw = dr for arc-length measure. In view of ({T1), it follows by stationary phase
in w € S! that the same asymptotic formula (79) is also valid when |z| 2 h*.
Substitution of ((79) and the general formula for the small-time propagator e

23 () ~ (27) 2 [y [ Sy e =y —tole+uP+OR)+OUe)+ )] oz, €, ty) dydwdé

0 PulM/h iyes

— (27h) /2 fRz f51 f\y|<a et [(z.€)—tolg+ul*+O(t3)+O(|z[*)+(y,w—E)] a(z, €, ty) dydwde.
(80)
For |z|, |to| sufficiently small, we apply stationary phase in (y,£) in (80) and get

Zy (x) ~ (2mh) 7Y [ €TI0 (2w, tg) dw, (81)
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where a(x,w,ty) < 1 and

Oz, w,ty) = (z,w) — tolw + ul> + Ot + |2[*). (82)
From (RI]), it follows that
[z 53
B2(e)

(27rh)_1/ //eih1[¢(x’w’t°)_¢(x’“"t°)]a(m,w,to)a(:c,w',to)dwdw'duldu2.
B2(e) Js1 S5t

Writing w = (cos 7, sin 7), the bound in ([76]) follows from (83)) and an application of stationary
phase in (uy, 7) (or alternatively, (u2,7) depending on whether or not cos7 = 0 ). This is
consistent with our main result.

Remark: We note from (8T]) that at the pole z = 0 itself,

Z)EZU)(O) ~ (27Th)_1/2 /Sl ei?i*l[_to‘w-i-u‘z-i-Ou(t(z))}a(O’w’to) dw

~ (2ﬂ_h)—1/26iﬁ71t0(1+|u‘2) / e—iﬁflt()[(w,u>+0u(t())} a(O,W, tO) dw.
Sl

Thus, it follows by an application of stationary phase in the last integral that for |ty| < e

and h € (0, ho(e)],

By a similar argument, one can show that for £ > 0 small and with large enough constant
Cy >0,
sup sup |Z\(z)| = O.(1). (84)

el <& ul>3

At present, we do not know whether such deterministic local supremum bounds for the family

(ngiu)) he(0,ho] Dold in greater generality.
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